UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

y»

BEFORE THE ATOMIC SAFETY ANDvLICENSINGTBOARD

In the Matter of " Docket 50-2U7

CONSOLIDATED EDISON COMPANY (Selection of Preferred
OF NEW YORK, INC, ) Alternative Closed-Cycle

_ S : Cooling System)
- (Indian Point Station, - : :
Unit No. 2)-

RESPONSE OF HUDSON RIVER FISHERMEN'S
© 'ASSOCTATION TO LICENSEE'S BRIEF
- RESPECTING THE APPROPRIATE EXTENSION . OF y
THE DATE FOR CESSATION OF ONCE-THROUGH COOLING

ney

In response to the request‘bf thé.Licensing Board'made
during the confefence call held among the parties on November
23, 1976, the HudSon River Fishermen*s”Association‘setérforth
‘below its'pbsitiQh with respect to the iséues raised.by.Con

' Edisonaih*its»brief of Octdbér 6, réspecting the-appropriaté

~extension of the date for cessation of once-through cooling.

As HRFA stated in its brief, pp. 18-19, the license
provisionvailbwihg for the poétponément of the May 1, 1979
date does not entitle Con Edison‘to’an'automatic extension of
ihterim opcfation, but bfoﬁidesgfor'an extension‘after én exams= .
- ination of how muéh'additional time is acﬁually required.‘ This
*_is because the license term must be interpreted in light of |
“the clear‘intént of the license to mitigaté-harmvté Hudson
_River biota. ; .l | | i
| HﬁFA haga signéd a stipulation’which is to be submitted'.
£o ﬁne Boar@ ddring the Week of Novemberl29 whiéh'states that
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Mok ]ater date for recelpt of all neccessary approvals, it is

[\ N

if Con Edison o receives . "all necessary appro-.
Vais, ihcludinv that of the NRC' by January-l‘ 1977-then May

1, 1980 is ‘the reasonable termlnatlon date ;or ceeuatlon of

»

1once—through cooling in view of the delay ih the receipt of

all heeessary approVals past Decenber l; 1975.

HRFA-takee'the-position that, witheut further specific
infofmation.frem Con Edison respecting projected termihation

dates res ultlnﬂ from a Jaunuary 15, ]977, or February 1, 1977,

.

impossibleffor HRFA to evaluate what ConsideratiOh should be

given to- such factors as winter lag. HRFA takes the quJT]OH

O

that thle ‘winter lag maJ be a relevant factor in deLermlnlnﬁx

.'thn perrod requlrod for COh"tructlon COHSIdeTatLOD muet be

T L e .

given to w1nter lag not in a. rfene al way, but in the

~context of a specific proposed schedule.

Fofvthis reason, HRFA requeutc Con Edlson to provide

uhe partles WIth addjtlona1 proposed conc*vucbron-echedules .

.premleed on a series of dates, subse quent Lo Jahuary 1, 1977

“for recelpt of nll goverhmenta] aporovals.. HRFA also requests

hat these - scheduleq be made availabWC, if.poseible, before

December e nd Lhut thc GVLdentlarv record rees peLLLnW this

schedulinv lssue bo dcvelo ed at the GVldentlaT hearvn
N » &) P N

Fard

scheduled for the week of December 7.
. N o |
es)ectxully sbmitted,
[ ] 7 )

Lo
sarah Chagis
_ A Attorney for Hnd@0h River
T o _ FLChevmcn “As. ociation
Dated: New York, New York -
November 24, 1976



