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Attent1on: D1rector, Dlv1s1on of Slte Safety
- ~and Env;ronmental Analysis . -

_.On the 29th of March 1976 we rece1ved two coples of the
Draft.Envzronmental Statement prepared by your Agency, regarding
.the selectlon of the closed cycle cooling system for Con Edlson.;
Indian Point Un1t No. 2 bearlng Docket No. 50-247 Wl

Thxs matter is of deep concern to me as the Chlef Execu-
tive Officer of the V111age. : P :

2 After rev1ew1ng the contents of thls report I am’ convznced‘
that the proposed installation will be even more detrimental to the
‘'Village and its inhabitants than I originally conceived. .. It is un-
believable ‘that a superior governmental unit would consider enforce-:
ment ‘of the recommendations made therein, which could and may result:
in.the death of our Village, or at best, will result 1n vastly de—'

:press d -1 v1ng standards for our c1t12ens.«.'

‘w.vAt my request our Vlllage Consultlng Eng1neer, Pugh S .
~Gregory, has reviewed the Statement, and has prepared a report set-
tlng forth 1n deta11 h1s comnents and conclus1ons. . SR

e . have also requested our Env1ronmenta1 Consnltant Dr.‘f
Wlllxam H.: ‘Shuster, Professor of Environmental Engineering at the
Rensselaer Polytechnic Institute, to examine your Statement and = .
prepare his own report of the effects of the recommended tower in-
stallation on the V111age., L e e e e

. Both reports are attached hereto for your examlnatlon and :
conslderationv*ﬂr emphatically support the substance and conclusxonslf
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: ;pstated‘therein.

' In add1t1on, I add the followlng conmnents of my own for
: your consideratlon.,

: First of all the Village neither wants nor needs a gro-
tesque land mark, towering almost 500 feet above our highest ridge
- and some 450 feet in width, to identify it as an industrial site,
‘__makxng our citizens ashamed of their origin and heritage. There
.. is no doubt that the long term effects on our "natlve" populatzon-
4-;wi11 be catastroph1o. : : :

. Regardless of the statement that the 1nsta11atxon is short
_‘?term, this short term compr1ses a period of some"forty years. Un-
. -questionably, forty years of ~the abhorrent conditions anticipated

:in: the* report, plus the’ overpowerlng visual assault of the tower,
‘will result in an abandoned communxty. ’ A :

e It must be reallzed, too, that the native wildlife in the
" .. % area will be annihilated, first by construction, ultimately and com- @
.. pletely by the environmental effects of the tower. The fauna will

- never seek nor find refuge in Blue Mountain Park or other areas.;

L It is completely unreallst1c to assume that out51ders ‘can
_figjudge fa1r1y the feelings of and the effects of this proposal on
. “‘our Village' res1dents. After their decisions these outsiders can r ]
""" return to their own clean atmosphere, flowering dogwoods, green hem-
- locks and green. lawns. We will remain with our bare dogwoods, brown-
ed- hemlocks and browned lawns, our eternal cloud, gasping for breath,
all'in the shadow of the overwhelmlng monster. },»- E_awn«fﬁ,fe-' -

R 'It is: my oplnlon that so far the dec1s1ons have been based )
,:fon hast11y made conclusions; that the impact on the whole envirorment .
- of our Village has not been properly we1ghed- and that the concluszons
~have been unduly 1nf1uenced by certain’ pressure groups.fw; S

R It must be added that 1f all data conta1ned in your report

=?1s as carefully documented as the mis-information set forth regarding ,
-the Buchanan planning "effort", there is ample reason to doubt the .-
'”re11ab111ty of the ent1re presentatlon. R -

& ’_7 It is obv1ous that the proposed 1nsta11at10n is 1mproper.:
leewise, it 'is obvious that the "once through'" system is the least
obJect1onab1e unt11 the proper solutlon is found.. : - .

P It is my Judgement that, if thls proposed tower is construc-;
;_ted it will be a monument to unsound reasoning, insufficient research,
:“polxtzcal pressures, and lack of just plazn conmon sense,_ :
Yours very truly, : .
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