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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

In the Matter of 

CONSOLIDATED EDISON COMPANY 
OF NEW YORK, INC.  

(Indian Point Station, 
Unit No. 2)

Docket No. 50-247 
OL No. DPR-26 

) (Extension of Interim 
) Operation Period)

CON EDISON'S SUPPLEMENTAL MOTION TO 
CORRECT EXTENSION REQUEST 

HEARING TRANSCRIPT

Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., 

requests that the Atomic Safety and Licensing Board, pur

suant to § 2.750(b) of the Commission's Rules of Practice, 

adopt the following proposed corrections to the transcript 

of the evidentiary hearing sessions held on February 23, 

24 and 25, 1977. Several further corrections to the 

December 1976 transcript are also included.
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Respectfully submitted, 

LeBOEUF, LAMB, LEIBY & MacRAE 

By__ 
Eugene R. Fidell 

Partner 

1757 N Street, N.W.  
Washington, D.C. 20036 

Attorneys for Consolidated 
Edison Company of New York, Inc.

Dated: March 28, 1977


