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Dear Dr. Seaborg: ?>~i~~ 

This is in reply to Mr. Pricels letter of August 17, 1970, requesting co,, n- ts of the Federal Power Commission on the en
V~oitment.l i.rlact of the indian Point No. 2 Nuclear Unit of the 0 Consolidated Edison Company of Newz Yorh, inc.  

Although the federal Power Com -isslon does not generally 
have iicensing Jurisdiction over thermal power plants constructed 

cy electric utilities, the Coimmission does have a real and 
continuing interest in the timely construction of generating nd 
transmission fa--ilities to meet erowin elect' ie loads and the impact of the facilities upon the environment in matters relating 
.o air polluion, water quality, and other factors.  

Our comments on pertinent factors related to the proposed environmental statement on the Indian Point Nuclear T 2 Uit 
are enclosed, 

y Sincerely, 

Jo-hn N. 7 assil.'.as 
(rhairwian 
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Cormnents .elative to ht Environmental Statement of 
Indian Point Nuclear Unit No. 2 

Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc.  

Riecived w/Lty 
The co ments herewitif-are directed to the relationship of the 

-electrical capacity of this unit to the prospective power supply and 
-demand situation of the system and region involved;, to the fuel supply 
isituation related to the type of plant and its environmental effects; 
and to comment on alternative means of meeting the power supply need for 
which this unit is proposed. It is understood that other agencies will 
review and comment on specific aspects relating to effects of the unit 
on air and water quality and other environental factors.  

The Need for Power 

The 873-megawatt Indian Point Nuclear No. 2 Unit is scheduled for 
service during the summer of 1971. The 1970 summer peak load on the 
Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc.'s system was expected to 
reach 7,725 megawatts. The actual 1970 sunmer peak load, however, was 
only 7,041 megawatts and occurred on Auguht 28. This p'eak' load probably 
would have been exceeded on other sumner days if the Company had not oper
ated its facilities at reduced voltage and requested voluntary load cur
tailments. At the time of the 1.970 peak load, the Company had a total 
power supply of 7,415 megawatts, including 1,253 megawatts of capacity 
available through firm power purchases. Most of the purchased capacity 
was available through short-term arrangements. At the time of the peak 
load, a. considerable amount of capacity was unavailable because of unsched

-.-uled ou-tages of generating equipment. The reserve margin was only 374 
megawatts, equivalent to 5.3 percent of the peak load.  

The peak load in the summer of 1971 is expected to reach 8,125 mega
watts. New capacity scheduled to be in service by July 1971. totals 2,963 
megawatts. Of this new capacity, the Indian Point Nuclear No. 2 Unit will 
account for 873 megawatts while the remaining new additions will consist 
of numerous small gas turbine units. The Company's net dependable capacity 
for the summer of 1971 peak period will be 11,131 megawatts, indicating a 
reserve margin of 3,006 megawatts or 36.9 percent of the peak load. Without 
the capacity of the Indian Point Nuclear No. 2 Unit, the Company's net de..  
pendable capacity will be 10,258 megawatts, which is 2,133 megawatts in 
excess of the expected 1971 peak load, equal to a reserve margin of 26.3 
percent.  

These reserve margins appear to be appreciable, but when consideration 
is given to the age of many of the Company's generating units and the dis
proportionate amount of gas turbine peaking capacity on the Company's system, 
the reserve margins do not appear to be excess.olidatedEdison's 

steam units, 30 were placed in service durin or ea fe . The large 
amount of overage capacity and the dispropok ria qunt V as turbine
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capacity on the Company's system is a result of the difficulties the 
Company has been experiencing in recent years in obtaining authority to 
build modern nuclear or fossil fuelplants or pumped storage peaking 
plants.  

As a member of the New York State Interconnected Systems pool, the 
Company is required to maintain a reserve margin of at least 18 percent.  
The New York State pool is estimated to have a reserve margin during the 
1971 summer peaking season of 5,406 megawatts or 28.7 percent of a peak 
load of 18,850 megawatts. Without the capacity of Indian Point Nuclear 
No. 2 Unit, the pool's reserve would be 4,533 megawatts, equal to 24 per
cent of the 1971 summer peak load.  

While it may appear that the reserve margin of the New York State 
pool is slightly high, consideration must be given to the fact that there 
are a large number of overage units, many of which are undermaintained 
and prone to forced outages and deratings. As one of the consequences 
of the difficulties experienced by the members of the pool in finding 
sites for its large baseload units, the pool has acquired A dispropor
tionate amount of gas turbine peaking capacity, which contributes to. the 
pool's reserve margin, but does not provide for supplying firm base loads.  
Thus, while the reserve margins of the pool, with or without the Indian 
Point Nuclear No. 2 Unit, may suggest the possibility of delaying con
struction of some units, under present conditions such a policy does not 
appear to be appropriate.  

The Fuels Situation 

In accordance with the practice of electric utility systems in the 
Northeast Region, major fossil-fuel generating capacity operated by the 
Consolidated Edison Company was designed to burn coal, oil, and gas.  
Because of the critical air quality situation in the New York metropolitan 
area, the Company has been phasing out its coal-burning operations and 
shifting most of the generation to oil and gas. Of the Company's ten 
major facilities formerly burning coal, only two, the Arthur Kill and the 
Astoria Plants generated an appreciable amount of energy from coal during 
the month of July 1970. If account is taken only of those plants which 
burned some coal in July, the Company's generating facilities can be 
classified as 98 percent equipped to burn oil, 85 percent gas, 47 percent 
coal, arid 2 percent nuclear. Of the 2,853 million kilowatt-hours of energy 
generated last month, 58 percent was from oil, 27 percent from gas, and 15 
percent from coal. The Company's nuclear Indian Point No. 1 Unit was not 
in service.  

Developing shortages of domestic coal and foreign fuel oil, as well 
as public pressure on the Company to contribute its share to air quality 
in the New York Metropolitan area, have created a difficult fuel supply 
problem. This has been aggravated by the imposition on October 1, 1969,



of sulfur oxide control regulations which limit sulfur content of fuels 
burned by utilities in the New York City area to 1.0 percent by weight.  
The shift from coal to gas as a means of avoiding a difficult utility 
coal market is not possible because of the unavailability of additional 
natural gas for power generation. Also, no relief appears to be forth
coming from the foreign fuel oil market because of the present world 
.political situation. The Company has been investigating the economics 
of importing liquefied natural gas as a solution to the public controversy 
over the expansion of its Astoria Plant. This alternative to domestic 
natural gas, however, appears to be economically prohibitive at this time.  

Under the prevailing fuels supply situation and the public temper in 
the City of New York, it is evident that any plan which involved a fossil-
fueled plant in lieu of the Indian Point No. 2 Unit would have become 
eumeshed in public controversy and would have failed to create the gen
erating capacity which is needed on the Company's system for the 1971 
summer peaking season.  

Any fossil-fuel plant as an alternative to the Indian Point No. 2 
Utiit would necessarily add to the particulate and gaseous pollutants, 
entering the atmosphere of the Company's service area. The planning 
of the Indian Point No. 2 Nuclear Unit, therefore, offers important 
environmental advantages with respect to air quality in the State of 
New York.  

Power Imports 

The import of additional firm power from utilities in Canada, New 
England, the PJM Interconnection, or other members of the New York Pool 
does not appear feasible. This conclusion is based on a review of the 
load-supply situation in areas to the south, west, and north of the Com
pany's service area and on the situation as it is expected to develop in 
these areas, 

As a general rule, we feel that a minimum reserve margin for a large 
operating pool having predominately thermal capacity should be about 20 
percent, During the past summer, the New England area, the New York State 
Pool, and the PJM Pool all were required to reduce voltages a number of 
times because of the large amount of capacity which was inoperable because 
of forced outages. The reserve margins are expected to improve during 1971, 
but not to become high enough to permit export of firm power. Even if firm 
power were'available for export from these areas, the lack of transmission 
line capacity north, south, and west from Consolidated Edison's service 
area would prevent the consuination of such support. From the standpoint 
of reliability and coordination in the planning and operation of system 
facilities, it is highly desirable to have a strong transmission network 
interonnecting utility systems in the Northeast. These purposes would 
not be enhanced, however, by additional interconnections and out-of-the-area



. e bo 

generation to provide for the export of large blocks of firm power.  

Furthermore, the construction of such facilities would not lessen the 

overall impact of power facilities on the environment.  

Hydro Power Alternatives 

A hydroelectric installation as a substitute for the Indian Point 

Nuclear No. 2 Unit must be ruled out as a practical consideration. The 

New York and New England area abounds in good pumped storage sites, many 

within economical transmission distance of the Company's service area, 
but 

these sites are suitable for peaking capacity only and, as such, do not 

offer an alternative to the Indian Point Nuclear Unit, which is intended
; 

to service as a baseload generating facility. There are no conventional 

hydro sites within reasonable transmission distance large enough to serve 

as a substitute for the Indian Point Unit.
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, .onerable..Glenn T. Seaborg 
Chairman 
.U. S. .Atomic 'Energy Commission
W .ashington,-D. C, 20545 

Dear"Dr Seaborg: 7.  
T h s . s 1.' .: 

This s In epy to Mr rc' ee of August 17, lJ.70, 
requesng cements -of, the Federal Power':Comm ison, -on th*,. en--, 
.- , tomental.mpac~tof the, Indi anPoin No. 2.,Nuclear Unit-of 'the,_ : .  

0" .. .Consolidate~dVEdison Compyof.New York; In -.  
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by. electric utilities, -the Coims ..io doe .have.a. real and'' 
continuing, -interest in the 'timely .construction bf generating' an'd .  
transmission facilitiesto meet1 growing etactric 'loads and the,..  

" .impact of the faciliti:es upon the environment. in'mtters relating. ..  

to air pollution, .water qualityi'. and other- factors.  

our commnents on por.inent factors related-to th rpsd 

S. . enviponmental statement on the Irdian n 'Point Niuclear No., Unit .  

'are enclosed. -- ' '. .. ,:2 .' .
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Comments Relative to an Environmental Statement 6f 
Indian Point Nuclear Unit No. 2 

Consolidated-Edison Company of New York, Inc.  

The comments herewith are directed to the relationship of the 
electrical capacity of this unit to the prospective power supply and 
-demand situation of the system and region involved;.,to the fuel supply 
!"situation related to the type of plant and its environmental effects; 
and to comment on alternative means of meeting the power supply need for 
which this unit is proposed. It is understood that other agencies will 
review and comment on specific aspects relating to effects of the unit 
on air and water quality and other environmental factors.  

The Need for Power 

The 873-megawatt Indian Point Nuclear No. 2 Unit is scheduled for 
service during the summer of 1971. The 1970 summer peak load on the 
Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc.'s system was expected to 
reach 7,725 megawatts. The actual 1970 summer peak load, however, was 
only 7,041 megawatts and occurred on August 28. This peak load probably 
would have been exceeded on other summer days if the Company had not oper
ated its facilities at reduced voltage and requested voluntary load cur
.ailments. At the time of the 1970 peak load, the Company had a total.  
power Supply of 7,415 megawatts, including'1,253 megawatts of capacity 
available through firm power purchases. Most of the purchased capacity 
was available through short-term arrangements. At the time of the peak 
load, a considerable amount of capacity was unavailable because of unsched
uled outages of generating equipment. The reserve margin was only 374 
megawatts, equivalent to 5.3 percent of the peak load.  

The peak load in the summer of 1971 is expected to reach 8,125 mega
watts. New capacity scheduled to be in service by July 1971 totals 2,963 
megawatts. Of this new capacity, the Indian Point Nuclear No. 2 Unit will 
account for 873 megawatts while the remaining new additions will consist 
of numerous small gas turbine units. The Company's net dependable capacity 
for the summer of 1971 peak period will be 11,131 megawatts, indicating a 
reserve margin of 3,006 megawatts or 36.9 percent of the peak load. Without 
the capacity of the Indian Point Nuclear No. 2 Unit, the Company's net de
pendable capaciLy will be 10,258 megawatts, which is 2,133 megawatts in 
excess of the expected 1971 peak load, equal to a reserve margin of 26.3 
percent.  

These reserve margins appear to be appreciable, but when consideration 
is given to the age of many of the Company's generating units and the dis
proportionate amount of gas turbine peaking capacity on the Company's system, 
the reserve margins do not appear to be excessi-je'. Of Consolidated Edison's 
steam units, 30 were placed in service during 1925 or earlier. The large 
amount of overage capacity and the disproportionatie amount of gas turbine
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capacity on the Company's system is a result of the difficulties the 
Company has been experiencing in recent years in obtaining authority to 

build modern nuclear or fossil fuel plants or pumped storage peaking 
plants..  

As a member of the New York State Interconnected Systems pool, the 
Company is required to maintain a reserve margin of at least 18 percent.  

The New York State pool is estimated to have a reserve margin during the 

1971 summer peaking season of 5,406 megawatts or 28.7 percent of a peak 
load of 18,850 megawatts. Without the capacity of Indian Point Nuclear 

No. 2 Unit, the pool's reserve would be 4,533 megawatts, equal to 24 per
cent of the 1971 summer peak load.  

While it may appear that the reserve margin of the New York State 
pool is slightly high, consideration must be given to the fact that there 
are a large number of overage units, many of which are undermaintained 
and prone to forced outages and deratings. As one of the consequences 
of the difficulties experienced by the members of the pool in finding.  
sites for its large baseload units, the pool has acquired a dispropor

tionate amount of gas turbine peaking capacity, which contributes to. the 
pool's reserve margin, but does not provide for supplying firm base loads.  
Thus, while the reserve margins of the pool, with or without the Indian 
Point Nuclear No. 2 Unit, may suggest the possibility of delaying con

struction of some units, under present conditions such a policy does not 
appear to be appropriate.  

The Fuels Situation 

In accordance with the practice of electric utility systems in the 
Northeast Region, major fossil-fuel generating capacity operated by the 
Consolidated Edison Company was designed to burn coal, oil, and gas.  
Because of the critical air quality situation in the New York metropolitan 
area, the Company has been phasing out its coal-burning operations and 
shifting most of the generation to oil and gas. Of the Company's ten 
major facilities formerly burning coal, only two, the Arthur Kill and the 
Astoria Plants generated an appreciable amount of energy from coal during 
the month of July 1970. If account is taken only of those plants which 
burned some coal in July, the Company's generating facilities can be 
classified as 98 percent equipped to burn oil, 85 percent gas, 47 percent 
coal, and 2 percent nuclear. Of the 2,853 million kilowatt-hours of energy 
generated last month, 58 percent was from oil, 27 percent from gas, and 15 
percent from coal. The Company's nuclear Indian Point No. I Unit was not 
in service.  

Developing shortages of domestic coal and foreign fuel oil, as well 

as public pressure on the Company to contribute its share to air quality 
in the New York Metropolitan area, have created a difficult fuel supply 
problem. This has been aggravated by the imposition on October 1, 1969,
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of sulfur oxide control regulations which limit sulfur content of fuels 
burned by utilities in the New York City area to 1.0 percent by weight.  
The shift from coal to gas as a means of avoiding a difficult utility 
coal market is not possible because of the unavailability of additional 
natural gas for power, generation. Also, no relief appears to be forth
coming from the foreign fuel oil market because of the present world 
political situation. The Company has been investigating the economics 
of importing liquefied natural gas as a solution to the public controversy 
over the expansion of its Astoria'Plant. This alternative to domestic 
natural gas, however, appears to be economically prohibitive at this time.  

Under the prevailing fuels supply situation and the public temper in 
the City of New York, it is evident that any plan which involved a fossil
fueled plant in lieu of the Indian Point No. 2 Unit would have become 
enmeshed in public controversy and would have failed to create the gen
erating capacity which'is needed on the Company's system for the 1971 
summer peaking season.  

Any fossil-fuel plant as an alternative to the Indian Point No. 2 
.Uiit would necessarily add to the particulate and gaseous pollutants' 
entering the atmosphere of the Company's service area. The planning 
of the Indian Point No. 2 Nuclear Unit, therefore, offers important 
environmental advantages with respect to air quality in the State of 
New York.  

Power Imports 

The import of additional firm power from utilities in Canada, New 
England, the PJM Interconnection, or other members of the New York Pool 
does not appear feasible. This conclusion is based on a review of the 
load-supply situation in areas to the south, west, and north of the Com
pany's service area and on the situation as it is expected to develop in 
these areas.  

As a general rule, we feel that a minimum reserve margin for a large 
operating pool having predominately thermal capacity should be about 20 
percent. During the past summer, the New England area, the New York State 
Pool, and the PJM Pool all were required to reduce voltages a number of 
times because of the large amount of capacity which was inoperable because 
of forced outages. The reserve margins are expected to improve during 1971, 
but not to become high enough to permit export of firm power. -- Even if firm 
power were available for export from these areas, the lack of transmission 
line capacity north, south, and west from Consolidated Edison's service 
area would prevent the consummation of such support. From the standpoint 
of reliability and coordination in the planning and operation of system 
facilities, it is highly desirable to have a strong transmission network 
interconnecting utility systems. in the Northeast. These purposes would 
not be enhanced, however, by additional interconnections and out-of-the-area
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'generation to provide for the export of large blocks of firm power.  

Furthermore, the construction of such facilities would not lessen the 

overall impact of power facilities on the environment.  

Hydro0Power Alternatives 

A hydroelectric installation as a substitute for the Indian Point 

Nuclear-No. 2 Unit must be ruled out as a practical consideration. The 

New York and New England area abounds in good pumped storage sites, many 

within economical transmission distance of the Company's service area, but 

these sites are suitable for peaking capacity only and, as such, do not 

offer an alternative to the Indian Point Nuclear Unit, which is intended 

to service as a baseload generating facility. There are no conventional 

hydro sites within reasonable transmission distance large enough to serve 

as a substitute for the Indian Point Unit. .
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Comments Relative to an Environmental gtatement of 
Indian Point Nuclear Unit No. 2 

Consolidated.Edison Company of New York, Inc.  

The comments herewith are directed to the relationship of the 
electrical capacity of this unit to the prospective power supply and 
-demand situation of the system and region involved;,to the fuel supply 
!'ituation related to the type of plant and its environmental effects; 
and to comment on alternative means of meeting the power supply need for 
which this unit is proposed. It is understood that other agencies will 
review and comment on specific aspects relating to effects of the unit 
on air and water quality and other environmental factors.  

The Need for Power 

The 873-megawatt Indian Point Nuclear No. 2 Unit is scheduled for 
service during the summer of 1971. The 1970 summer peak load on the 
Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc.'s system was expected to 
reach 7,725 megawatts. The actual 1970 summer peak load, however, was 
only 7,041 megawatts and occurred on August 28. This peak load probably 
would have been exceeded on other summer days if the Company had not oper
ated its facilities at reduced voltage and requested voluntary load cur
tailments. At the time of the 1970 peak load, the Company had a total 
: power supply of 7,415 megawatts, including 1,253 megawatts of capacity 
available through firm power purchases. Most of the purchased capacity 
was available through short-term arrangements. At the time of the peak 
load, a considerable amount of capacity was unavailable because of unsched
uled outages of generating equipment. The reserve margin was only 374 
megawatts, equivalent to 5.3 percent of the peak load.  

The peak load in the summer of 1971 is expected to reach 8,125 mega
watts. New capacity scheduled to be in service by July 1971 totals 2,963 
megawatts. Of this new capacity, the Indian Point Nuclear No. 2 Unit will 
account for 873 megawatts while the remaining new additions will consist 
of numerous small gas turbine units. The Company's net dependable capacity 
for the summer of 1971 peak period will be 11,131 megawatts, indicating a 
reserve margin of 3,006 megawatts or 36.9 percent of the peak load. Without 
the capacity of the Indian Point Nuclear No. 2 Unit, the Company's net de-', 
pendable capaciLy will be 10,258 megawatts, whichois 2,133 megawatts in 
excess of the expected 1971 peak load, equal to a reserve margin of 26.3 
percent.  

These reserve margins appear to be appreciable, but when consideration 
is given to the age of many of the Company's generating units and the dis
proportionate amount of-gas turbine peaking capacity on the Company's system, 
the reserve margins do not appear to be excessive. Of Consolidated Edison's 
steam units, 30 were placed in service-during 1925 or earlier. The large 
amount of overage capacity and the disproportionate amount of gas turbine

I
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capacity on the Company's system is a result of the difficulties the 
Company has been experiencing in recent years in obtaining authority to 

build modern nuclear or fossil fuel plants or pumped storage peaking 

plants.  

As a member of the New York State Interconnected Systems pool, the 

Company is required to maintain a reserve margin of at least 18 percent.  

The New York State pool is estimated to have a reserve margin during the 

1971 summer peaking season of 5,406 megawatts or 28.7 percent of a peak 

load of 18,850 megawatts. Without the capacity of Indian Point Nuclear 

No. 2 Unit, the pool's reserve would be 4,533 megawatts, equal to 24 per
cent of the 1971 summer peak load.  

While it may appear that the reserve margin of the New York State 
pool is slightly high, consideration must be given to the fact that there 

are a large number of overage units, many of which are undermaintained 
and prone to forced outages and deratings. As one of the consequences 
of the difficulties experienced by the members of the pool in finding 
sites for its large baseload units, the pool has acquired a dispropor

tionate amount of gas turbine peaking capacity, which contributes to. the 
pool's reserve margin, but does not provide for supplying firm base loads.  

Thus, while the reserve margins of the pool, with or without the Indian 
Point Nuclear No. 2 Unit, may suggest the possibility of delaying con

struction of some units, under present conditions such a policy does not 
appear to be appropriate.  

The Fuels Situation 

In accordance with the practice of electric utility systems in the 
Northeast Region, major fossil-fuel generating capacity operated by the 

Consolidated Edison Company was designed to burn coal, oil, and gas.  

Because of the critical air quality situation in the New York metropolitan 
area, the Company has been phasing out its coal-burning operations and 
shifting most of the generation to oil and gas. Of the Company's ten 
major facilities formerly burning coal, only two, the Arthur Kill and the 
Astoria Plants generated an appreciable amount of energy from coal during 

the month of July 1970. If account is taken only of those plants which 
burned some coal in July, the Company's generating facilities can be 
classified as 98 percent equipped to burn oil, 85 percent gas, 47 percent 

coal, and 2 percent nuclear. Of the 2,853 million kilowatt-hours of energy 

generated last month, 58 percent was from oil, 27 percent from gas, and 15 
percent from coal. The Company's nuclear Indian Point No. I Unit was not 

in service.  

Developing shortages of domestic coal and foreign fuel oil, as well 

as public pressure on the Company to contribute its share to air quality 

in the New York Metropolitan area, have created a difficult fuel supply 

problem. This has been aggravated by the imposition on October 1, 1969,
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of sulfur oxide control regulations which limit sulfur content of fuels 
burned by utilities in-the New York City area to 1.0 percent by weight.  
The shift from coal:to gas as a means of avoiding a difficult utility 
coal market is not possible because of the unavailability of additional 
natural gas for power generation. Also, no relief appears to be forth
coming from the foreign fuel oil market because of the present world 
political situation. The Company has been investigating the economics 
of importing liquefied natural gas as a solution to the public controversy 
over the expansion of, its Astoria Plant. This alternative to domestic 
natural gas, however, appears to be economically prohibitive at this time.  

Under the prevailing fuels supply situation and the public temper in 
the City of New York, it is evident that any plan which involved a fossil
fueled plant in lieu of the Indian Point No. 2 Unit would have become 
enmeshed in public controversy and would have failed to create the gen
erating capacity which is needed on the Company's system for the 1971 
summer peaking season.  

Any fossil-fuel plant as an alternative to the Indian Point No. 2 
Uxiitwould necessarily add to the particulate and gaseous pollutants' 
entering the atmosphere of the Company's service area. The planning 
of the Indian Point No. 2 Nuclear Unit, therefore, offers important 
environmental advantages with respect to air quality in the State of 
New'York.' 

Power Imports 

The import of additional firm power from utilities in Canada, New 
England, the PJM Interconnection, or other members of the New York Pool 
does not appear feasible•. This conclusion is based on a review of the 
load-supply situation in-areas to the south, west, and north of the Com
pany's service area and on the situation as it is expected to develop in 
these areas.  

As a general rule, we feel that a minimum reserve margin for a large 
operating pool having predominately thermal capacity should be about 20 
percent. During the past summer, the New England area, the New York State 
Pool, and the PJM Pool all were required to reduce voltages a number of 
times because of thelarge amount of capacity which was inoperable because 
of forced outages. The reserve margins are expected to improve during 1971, 
but not to become high enough to permit export of firm power Even if firm 
power were available for export from these areas, the lack of transmission 
line capacity north, south, and west from Consolidated Edison's service* 
area would prevent the consummation of such support. -From the standpoint 
of reliability and coordination in-the planning and operation of system 
facilities, it is highly desirable to have a strong transmission network 
interconnecting utility systems in the Northeast. These purposes would 
not be enhanced, however, by additional interconnections and out-of-the-area
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generation to provide for the export of large blocks of firm power.  

Furthermore, the construction of such facilities would not lessen the 

overall impact of power facilities on the environment.  

Hydro0Power Alternatives 

A hydroelectric installation as a substitute for the Indian Point 

Nuclear No. 2 Unit must be ruled out as a practical consideration. The 

New York and New England area abounds in good pumped storage sites, many 

within economical transmission distance of the Company' s service area, but 

these sites are suitable for peaking capacity only and, as such, do not 

offer an alternative to the Indian Point Nuclear-Tnit,' wich is intended 

to service as a baseload generating facility. There are no conventional 

hydro sites within reasonable transmission distance large enough to serve 

as a substitute for the Indian Point Unit........-
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