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STATEMENT

_CONSOLIDATED EDISON COMPANY OF NEW YORK, INC. (hereinafter .

reLerred to as "CON EDISON"), has applied for an éxtensioniof 

the period of interim operation of Indian' Point Station, Unit

¥Mo. 2 (hereinafter referred to as'"Indian Point No; 2"y, until

May l, 1981 u;illzlng the once- through coollng process.

she Regulatory staff took the p031t10n that an approprlate

teraination date for the interim operation would be May 1,'1980.-

 QUESTIONS PRESENTED . = - .. o

1. Whether there was substantial evidence to support the
recommended downward adjustment of the termination date of

interim operation?

2. 'Whether, in light of additional evidence in the nature

of adverse effect upon the populus, proximal and adjacent to-

Indian Point No. 2, such reduction in time should be, in fact,

made and whether such additional evidence should be adduced anda

considered?




| FACTS

Thé Regulatory staff has conéeded tﬁat‘fbe lqng—terﬁ adverse
éffedt on the étriped—ﬁass-gobulation éf tﬁé Hudséﬁ Rivér;‘in |
‘consequence of'ﬁhe proﬁose¢lexten;ioﬁ, wo§la'bévlé§s than sigpi—\
"ficant;l | M . | L |

Thé:staff has conﬁinuedvto maintaiﬁ‘tgat;posfuré thf@ﬁéhoﬁg
all of the multitudiﬁous proéee&ings. | o | |
| : There is:a uﬁénimi?y of such opini&n by‘aii partiééigowthééé
proceedings; Whiie tge Regulétory staff.ﬁgd no iﬁitié; bbjécfion
‘to #he termiﬁétioﬁ daté‘of_May 1, 1981;‘it'hasfreéonside#éd-tha;
posiﬁion. | | | | o B

Tﬁg staff's changé of attitude ih that regard is éttriﬁuted?
to legal and-policy cdnsideratioﬁs. |

It is unQQestioned that envifonmeﬁﬁal“considératioﬁs.wéré
not the ﬁaéis for ﬁhe alteration of attitude on pért_of thé
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The stafi's change of heartzwas'admittedly precipitated by
its reliance upon the adverse comment solicited from the’

Environmental Protective Agency (E.P.A.).

It has recently been proposed that as much as 950,000,000

gsallons of water a day be removed from the Hudson River north

of the present facility for use in the New York metropolitan

-

area.’

1 F.E.S. - November, 1976, Section 3.2.2.1.
2 TR-1230. _ S
3. DES... "+ = July, 1976, Section 6.4.3.

A F.E.S. Section 6.4.3. : k

5 TR~736. . - :

6 TR-729-31 : '

7 Letter - Senator Gordon March 9, 1977.

-2 -
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In addition, it is reputedly the highest concentration of
the toxic element PCB in the river at Peekskill Bay.8
CON EDISON has présented new evidence in the form of a

preliminary ecologidal study of massive proportions and has

fsuggested,viable alternaﬁives derived from that study which raise

serious doubts as to the preliminary conclusions heretofore

reached.

POINT 1

MAY 1, 1981 SHOULD BE RETAINED AS THE
DATE FOR TERMINATION OF THE INTERIM,
QONCE-THROUGH COOLING PROCESS.

THe inability of tﬁe Regulatory staff to justify on ité
éwn the validity of an earlier»termination date should préclude‘1 ”A
this agency's.adoption of such proposal. | |

In DES July,.l976, a conclusion, after presumaBly‘sérious
cdasidérétion‘and after'weighing certain factors, such as
gnvironmental, economic, téchnical and other benefits agaiﬁstz
c§s:s and risks, was'reachéd by the staff, that aﬁ extensiﬁﬁ to
May 1, 1981 was broper; | |

It could find no.irreversible long~time Ehanges insofar as
the river. or its inhabiﬁénts‘was cohcerned.

There was widespread suppért for the ektenéioﬁ to 198ifbyﬁﬁ

the New York State Public Service Commission, the Westchester

i

8 - Id. - Note 7.




County Board of Suﬁérvisors and thé officials of ﬁhé.Citfﬂof'
Peekskill, Town of Cofcléndt, and the Village of Bﬁchanén._ Thése
.were individuals whosé_lives,'voéatigns and évoéatioﬁs ahd weli—
Being were most difectly'connected’to‘fhis enterprisé.

Thg;;fact ﬁhat'fﬁrther study mighﬁ ae$onstratevno.necessity
for close&—cycle coqling'shoﬁld not be the Easié for-é réQe%sal>;
.of tﬁe staff's position;"

 1; would seem tﬁat it would be far_bettef for one'to,be‘
© proven in érrquthénvirfesponsible.

Although the adversary nature.of‘thésé-proéeediﬁgs ﬁight':u
engende? a desire to preﬁaii, the impact of sugh on peopie ;5.3
opposéd to fish,‘should lead one to padsé_before édoptiné a.
-rigidly antagonistic postﬁre.. |

While it is not the purpose of this submission to argue the

relative validity of the evidence, which is voluminous, it would

apozar that the final word has not been heard.

tivas, inéluding resﬁocking,'is not.jﬁstifiabiéf_x
What is of prime importance,bhowéver, to;this ﬁgrticipéntv 
“is the'caveat implicit in‘the letter of Senator Gqfdon;
If,vindeed, 950,000,000:g§llons of w#tér are extractéd
upstream of this facility and the’salinity_of the wéter is“4

increased, numerous possibilities, none of which are pleasant to




contemplate, are epparent}

If salinity is increased,would the'epawning grounds.of fish
be removed to some other erea?. |

‘If.salinity is increased, what would be tﬁe effect_oniheuses
elaed; domestic animals and pets, flora and feuna aﬁd ufon‘the
general‘populusiwithin‘the fifteee mile'etea noted'thetein?' ,

And what atevthe adverse_effects of PCB Being'speﬁedﬂinto
the air?

It would be far'better for the steff so ﬁtofoendly influeece

PA to at least consult with the corpsof engineers reaarding

o

y
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this new proposal.

It‘would_eeem that a year in the iife of a fish'eheuld not'
bea equated with the possibilities of genetie damege in the‘IiVes
of thousands of humans, not to say the destruction of property
va:é zn alteration in the lifestyle and work habits of those

beings-

"CONCLUSION

The period of interim operation of Indian Point Station,

4
‘

nit No. 2, should not be terminated at any date prior to
fay 1, 1981. _ o
Respecg%zily2/9bmr¥é%/(/

CARL D'ALVIA -
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