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NEGATIVEDECLARATION

Notice of Determination of Non-Significance

Project Number _Not Applicable Date March 31, 2000

This nolice s issued pursuant to Part 617 of the implementing regulations pertaining to Adicle 8 (State Enviranmental Quality
Review Act) of the Environmental Conservation Law, '

The New York Power Authority (NYPA or the Authority) , as lead agency,

has delermined that the proposed action described below will not have a significant effect on the environment and a Draft Environmental
Impact Statement will not be prepared.

szeofA&hn:The proposed action is the sale of NYPA's Indian Point 3 (IP3)
& James A. FitzPatrick({JAF) Nuclear Power Plants (NPPs)to indirectly
wholly-owned subsidiaries of the Entergy Corporation of New Orleans.

SEQR Status:  Type |
Unlisted [ ]

Conditionad Negative Declaration: [ ] Yes
No

Description of Action: The proposed action 1s the sale of NYPA's IP3 & JAF NPPs.
The sale includes the land, structures,equipment, personnel

& agreements on anciliary services & power supply. Entergy will
purchase the NPPs subject to all existing permits & approvals.

Entergy will acquire IP3 & JAF in compliance with all applicable

laws & regulations. The NPPs, once under new ownership, will he
reguired to continue to comply with these & any other applicable laws &
regulations. The State's economie, social & environmental interests
will, therefore, be safeguarded. As the sale will return lands not
subject to real property taxation to the tax base, economic benefits may
in fact result. NYPA selected Entergy for its experience and ability to
run the HPPs at the levels the Authority has currfently attained.

Entergy will supply power from the NPPs to the Authority under a power
agreement that mimics current conditions. If power from the NPPs is
unavailable, NYPA will go to the power market, as it currently does.
Therefore, the sale is not expected to impact either the local or
system-wide power supply.

Location: {include streel address and the name of the municipality/county. A localion map of appropriate scale Is aiso
recommended.)

Indian Point 3 Nuclear Power Plant, Bleakley Avenue & Broadway,
Buchanan, New York 10511 and James A, FitzPatrick Nuclear Power Plant,
268 Lake Road East, Lycoming, New York 13093
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SEQR Megative Declaration : —

Aeusons Supporting This Determlnation:
(See 617.6(g) for requirements of this delermination; see 617.6(h) for Conditioned Negative Declaration)

The sale, when completed, will involve the transfer to and assumption by
Entergy of the ownership and operation of IP3 & JAF in the same manner
as provided for in the state & federal licenses, permits, & approvals
currently in effect for these facilities. NYPA intends to relinquish
all land, buildings, equipment, personnel, licenses, permits & approvals
associated with these facilities. Entergy can draw upon its extensive
operational experience and sound financial resources, and is committed
to the continuation of current operations without substantial change.
The sale will not result in any physical change to either site. As set
forth in the Environmental Assessment & Addendum prepared by NYPA for
this action, there will not be a significant adverse impact to air or
water quality, traffic or noise levels, solid waste production, erosion,
the sites' flora or fauna, hazardous or nuclear waste disposal, energy
conservation, public health & safety, or any other area of environmental
impacts as a result of the proposed sale. ‘

Entergy will offer continued employment to all NYPA nuclear operaticns
personnel, as well as those staff members directly supporting IP3 & JAF.
Salaries will be no less than they currently receive. All other
benefits will be identical or equivalent to current benefits. NYPA
employees hired by Entergy will receive full credit for their years of
service. Entergy will also honor existing union contracts. Therefore,
there will be no significant adverse economic or social impacts due to
the sale.

{Continued on the attached Page 3)

If Conditioned Negative Declaration, pravid'e on attachment the specific mitigation measures impaosed.
For Furher Information:

Contact Person: William V. Slade, Director, Environmental Division
Aémtﬁ:NEw York Power Authority, White Plains, New York 10601

Telephone Number: 914-681~6405

For Type | Actlons and Conditioned Negative Declarations, a Copy of this Notice Sent to:

Commissioner, Department of Environmental Conservation, 50 Woll Road, Albany, New Yark 12233-0001
Appropriale Regional Qffice of the Depariment of Environmental Conservation

Office of the Chief Execulive Officer of the political subdivision in which lhe action wilt be principally localed,
Applicant {il any}

QOther involved agencies {il any)

New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
New York State Department of State
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SEQR Negative Declaration Page 3

(Continued from Page 2)

Name of Action: The proposed action is the sale of NYPA’s Indian Point 3 and James A.

FitzPatrick Nuclear Power Plants.
Reasons Supporting This Determination:

Entergy will pay $636 million for the NPPs themselves, nearly $171 million for
the fuel, $92 million for a guaranteed payment relating to the decommissioning
agreement & $68 mitlion for NYPA’s commitinent to additional power purchases from
JAF. NYPA will purchase IP3's entire output through December 31, 2004. NYPA wili
also purchase sufficient JAF output to meet the needs of customers in various economic
developrent programs through December 31, 2004. Rates & allocations will, therefore,
not be negatively affected by the sale.

The attached SEQRA Full Environmental Assessment Form Addendum contains
a more extensive discussion of the review and reasons for this determination.




State Environmental Quality Review
FULL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM

Purpose: The lull EAF is designed o help applicants and agencies determine. in an orderly manner, whether apfoject or action may be
significant, The question of whether an action may be significant is not always easy lo answer. Frequenlly, there are aspects of a project that

_g{_e___s_ggj_;_;tmhnr‘nnmeasumahle. lt.is also.undesstood. thatthosée<Who delammine significance may have little or no formal knowledge of the
environment or may nol be technically expest in environmenial analysis. (n addition, many who have knowledge in one parlicular area may

not be aware of the broader concems affecting the question of significance.
The full EAF is intended to provide a method whereby applicants and agencies can be assured that the delermination process has been

orderly, comprehensive in nalure, yet fiexible encugh to allow introduction of infaemation to fit & project or action.

Full EAF Components: The full EAF is comprised of three pans:

Part1: Provides objective dala and informa!ion about a given project and its sile. By identilying basic project data, it assists 3
reviewer in the analysis that {akes place in Parls 2 and 3.

Part2: Focuses on identifying the range of possible impacts that may ocecur from a project or aclion. It provides guidance as to
whether an impact is likely o be considered small to moderate or whether it is 3 potentially-large impact. The form also

identifies whether an impact can be mitigated or reduced.
« Partd: if any impactin Part 2 is identified as potentially-large, then Pan 3 is used to evaluate whether or not the impact is aclually
important.

DETERMINATION OF SIGNIFICANCE—Type 1 and Uniisted Actions

identify the Portions of EAF completed for this project: - Part 1 Part 2 {7] Part 3

Upon review of the information recarded an this EAF {Parts 1 and 2 and 3 il appropriate), and any other suppoding information, and
considering both the magnitude and importance of each impact, it is reasonably determined by the Jead agency that: ’

A. The project will not result in any large and important impact(s) and, therefore, is one which will not have a significant
impact on the environment, therefare a negative declaration will be prepared.

[TJ 8. Although the project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not be a significanl effect for this
Unlisted Aclion because the mitigation measures described in PART 3 have been required, therefore a CONDITIONED
negative declaration will be prepared.” '

D C. The project may resull in one or more farge and imponant impacts that may have a significanl impac! on the environment,

- ' therefore 2 positlve declaration will be prepared,
‘A Condilioned Negative Declaration is only valid for Unlisted Aclions

Sale of the Indian Point-3 & James A, FitzPatrick Nuclear Power Plants,
Name ol Action

New York Power Authority
‘ Name of Lead Agency

Directeor, -Environmental Division
Title of Resppnsible Officer

on flicergn Lead Agency

esponsible officer}

Signature of Respons;bf T 'fcer n Lead Agency Swgnature of Preparer (It'ditlere
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¢ g 1—rRUJECT INFORMATION
Prepared by Project Sponsor

NOTICE: This document is designed 1o assist in delermining whether the acton proposed may have a significant eflect on the envirgnment
Plzase complele the entire form. Parls A through E. Answers o these questions wil be considered as part of the agplcation for appraval anc
may be subject lo further verification and public review. Provide any addilional informalion you believe will be needed to complate Pans 2 ang
3

It is expected that completion of the lult EAF will be dependent on information currently availabie and will nol involve new stydwes. research
or investigation. If informalion requiring such additional work is unavailable, so indicate and specify each nstance.

NAME OF ACTION
Sale of the IP-3 & JAF Nuclear Power Plants

LOCATION OF ACTION {Include Sireet Address. Municipality and Counly)
IP-3: Buchanan, NY & JAF: Lycoming, NY {See Attachment)

NAME OF APPLICANT/SPONSCOR BUSINESS TELEPHONE
New York Power Authority 914-681-6405
ADDRESS
123 Main Street
CITY/PQ . STATE ZiP CODE
White Plains : NY 10601
NAME OF OQWNER (Il diferent) [BUSINESS TELEPHONE
Same Same
ADDRESS
CITYIPQ STATE ZIP CODE’

DESCRIPTION OF ACTION
The sale of IP-3 & JAF. The term sale constitutes the transfer of the !land,
structures, equipment, personnel, & power contracts. The buyer will
purchase the NPPs subject to all existing permits and approvals,

Please Complete Each Question—-Indicate N.A. if not applicable
A. Site Description
Physical seting of overall projecl. bolh developed and undevelgped areas

1. Present land use: [ ] Urban [} Industnat ) Commercial [T] Residental (suburban)  [T] Rural(non-farm)
[ Forpgt,, [ Agrcuture [ ] Otheruclear Power Plants
2. Total acreage of project atea: _ACLAachment acres.

APPROXIMATE ACREAGE Ip3 JAF  RRESENTLY AFTER COMPLETION
Meadow or Brushland (Non-agricuftural) o WA actes NA acres
Forested acres acres
Agricultural {Includes orchards, g:ropland. pasture, elc) acres acies
Welland {Freshwaler or Wefal as per Articles 24, 25 of ECL) aces acres
Waler Surface Area acres acles
Unvegetaled {Rock, eanth or fitl) acies acres
Roads, buikdings and olher paves surfaces acres acres
Other {Indicate type) acres acres
3 What s predominant soil lype(s) on project ste? __See Attachment,
a Soildramage: ] Wettdrained 1L00% JAF % of site [ ] Moderately weli drames 1Q0% IP3 % of site
7] Poory drained % of ste

b. ¥ any agricultural fand is involved, how many actes of 5ol are classified within sod group 1 through 4 of the NYS Land
Classdication System? NA _ acres. (See 1 NYCRR 370).

4 Are lhere bedrock oulcroppings on project sie? 7 Yes [ No
a What s depth 1o bedrock? _Attachment {in leet}
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5. Appromimale percentage of proposed project site with siopes: (10-10% _AZC. % F21095% %
o [T t5%orgreater %

6. is project subsiantially contiguous to, or contain a budding, site, or distinct, histeq on the State or (he Natonal Registers of Histong
Places? ] ves ] No '

7. Is projec! substantally conliguous to a site listed on he Register of National Natural Landmarks? ['_'] Yes {:"__ Ng
8. What is the deptn of the water table? _ALEACh . (infeey

9. Is sile located over a primary, principal, or soke source aquifer? ] ves No

10. Do hunting, fishing or shed fishing apportunities prasently exist in the project area? D Yes i:] No aAtruch.

13. Does projec! site conlain any species of plant or animaf life thal is identified as threatenad or endangered?
[JYes [@No  Accordingte _See Attachment.
Identify each species
12. Are there any umgue or unusual lang forms on the project site? {ie., cliffs, dunes, ather geakgical farmations)

3 Yes No Descrbe

13. Is the project site presently used by the communily or neighborhood as an gpen space or recrealion area?
' [} Yes No If yes, explain
14. Does the present sile include scenic views known o be important to the community?
{71 Yes No
15. Streams within or contiguous 1o project area: 1P~3: Hudson River, JAF: NA
a. Name of Siream and name of River to which il is tribulary

16. Lakes, ponds, wetland areas within or contiguous to project area:

a. Name See Atrachment b. Size {in a<res),
17. Is the site served by existing public ulilities? Yes [} Ne
a} {f Yes, does sufficient capacity exist to allow connection? N/A [T} Yes {J no
b) If Yes, will improvements be necessary to allow connection? N/A [7] Yes ] Na

18. is the sile located in an agricultural district certilied pursuant to Agncullure and Markets Law, Article 25-AA, Section 303 and

3047 7] Yes NO sttach.
19. is the site located in or substantially contiguous to a Critical Environmental Area designaled pursuant to Article 8 of the ECL, and

& NYCRR 5177 Yes i Noe  aActach.
i i ’)
20. Has the site ever been used for the disposal of solid or hazardous wasles? Yes ] No attach.

B. Project Description
1. Physical dinensions and scale of projecl [fill in dimensions as approprnate)

a. Total contiguous acreage awned ot controfled by project sponsar ___NA ___ acres

b. Project acreage lo be developed: MA acres mitally; ) acres ultimately

¢. Project acreage to remain undeveloped acres

d. tength of project, in miles: {{l appropriate)

e, Il the project is an expansiwon, indicate percent of expansian propased | . %,

f. Number of off-streel parking spaces eusling . proposed -

g. Maximum vehicular trps generated per hour {upon completon of projecl)?

h W residential: Number and type of housing unis.

One Family Two Family Mulliple Family Condominum

initially S
Uiimately

i. Dimnensions (in feel} of larges! proposed struciure hegnt; widih; angth,

. Lmnear {eet of frontage along a public thorgughfare protect will occupy i8? ft.
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Ly swen. wann, Gl WHE UE 1émoved Irom the site? NEA

3. Will disturbed areas be reclamed? ] Yes ) Ne f=] NIA

lansicubic yards

a. If yes, for whalt inlended purpose is the site being reclaimed?
b. Wil topsoil be stockpiled for reclamation? ] Yes ™ No
c. Will upper subsoil be slockpiled for reclamation? [ ves E] No

4. How many acres of vegelation {lrees, shrubs, ground covers} will be removed from site?

_NA__ acres.

5. will any malure forest {over 100 years oid) or other locally-imporiant vegetation be removed by this project? N/A

[ Yes I No

k. If single phase project: Anlicipaled period of construction NA ..months, {including demoiition).

7. If mutti-phased:
a. Total number of phases anficpated ___NA __ (number).
b. Anticipaled date of commencement phase 1
¢. Approximale completion date of final phase maonth year.

month year. (including demalilion).

if Yes, explan

d. s phase 1 functionally dependent on subsequent phases? [:} Yes [:] No
8. Will blasting occur during construclion? {3 Yes [ No n/a
9. Number of jobs generated: during construction ___NA__ ; afer project is complele
10. Number of jobs eliminated by this project _ NA |
11, Will project require refocation of any projects or facilties?  [] Yes ] Mo if yes, exptain N/A
12. Is surface liquid wasle disposal involved? (7 Yes [JNo NA
a. If yes, indicate lype of waste (sewage, indusirial, elc.) and amoun!
b. Name of water body into which efluent will be discharged
13. Is subsurface liquid waste disposal invoived? C] Yes [] No Type N/A
14. Will surface area of an existing water body increase or decrease by proposal? [] Yeas [:I No N/A
Explain
15. Is project or any portion of project located in a 100 year flaod piain? ] Yes [ No n/a
16. Will the project generate solid waste? 7 Yes CINe  N/A
a. If yes, whal is the amount per month tons :
b. If yes, will an existing solid wasle [acility be used? {7 Yes ] No
c. If yes, gwve name : location
d. Will any wastes not go inlo a sewage disposal system or into a sanitary landfil? [ Yes ] No
e |If Yes, expiain
17. Wil the project involve the disposat of sold waste? ] Yes TINo usa
a If yes. what is the anlicipated rate of disposal? __ lonsimenin
b. If yes. what 15 the anticipaied site lfe? years
18 Will project use herpcides of pesticides? ] ves ] Ne WA
19. Wil project routinely produce odors (more than one hour per day)? 'j Yes T No u/A
20. Will project produce operaling noise exceeding the laca! ambient noise levals? i1 Yes {7] No N/A
21. Will project result in an increase in energy use? (] Yes (N0 w/a
If yes, indicate type(s)
22. If waler supply 15 {rom wells, indicate pumping capacily NA gallonsiminule,
23. Total anticipaled water usage per day _ NA ___ gallons/gay.
24. Does project involve Local, Stale or Federal funding? ] Yes O No N/A
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25. Approvals Required: Submittaj

Type Date
City, Town, Vilage Board ] Yes No
City, Town, Vilage Planning Board [] Yes 4 No
City, Town Zoning Board {1 Yes xj No
City, Coun.ly Healtth Department [] Yes iZ) No
Other Local Agencies [] Yes [X} No
Other Regional Agencies [0 Yes Ne
State Agencies Yes [ Mo DEC, DQS, etc.
Federal Agencies Yes (] Ne NRC 10CFRS0 License
C. Zoning and Planning Information
1. Does proposed action involve a planning or zoning decision? {1 ves (] No N/A
It Yes, indicate decision required:
[ zoning amendment [} zoning variance [] specic use pemit [] subdivision [J site plan
] newievision of master plan (] resource management plan [ other

Electric Generating Facility

2. What is the zoning classification(s) of the sile?

3. What is the maximum pnlential' development of the site if developed as permitted by the present zoning?
NA

4. What is the proposed zoning of the site? __NA .

5. Whal is the maximum potential development of the site if developed as permilled by the proposed zoning?

NA e
6. Is the proposed action consistent with the recommended uses in adopted locat land use plans? N/A [ ves 3 No
7. What are the predaminant land use(s) and zoning classifications within a A mile radius of proposed aclion?

Attachment
8. Is the proposed action compatible with adjoiming/surrounding land uses within a 'A mile? N/A ['_'] Yes E] No
9. If the proposed action is Ihe subdivision of land, how many lots are proposed? NA

a. What is the minimum lot size proposed?
10. Will proposed action require any authorzalion(s) for the formation of sewer or wa_:er districts? N/A [} Yes [} No
11. Wil the proposed action create a demand for any community provided services [recrealion, education, police, fire proleclion)?

] Yes ] Ne

a. f yes, 15 existing capacity sufficient to handle projected demand? [ Yes - {1 No N/A ,
12, Wil lhe'proposed action result in the generation of traffic significantly above present levels? [} ves wsn [ MNo

a. It yes, is the existing road network adequate lg handle the adddicnal talfic? ] Yes (] No

D. Informational Details
Attach any addiional information as may be needed to clanfy your project If there are of may be any adverse impacts associaled with
your proposal, please discuss such impacts and the measures which you propase to mingale or avoid them.

E. Verification

Dale ' ———

Apphcant/Spons —
Signature _ / Tie Director, Environmental Div.
Hf tha action Isf | Area, and fou are a state agency, complete the Coastal Assessment Farm before proceeding with

this assessment
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Part 2—PROJECT IMPACTS AND THEIR MAGNITUDE
Responsibility of Lead Agency

General Information {Read Carefully)

In compleling the form the reviewer should be guided by the question: Have my responses and determinations been reasanabie? The
reviewer is no! expecled to be an expert environmental anaiysl.

The Examples provided are 1o assist the reviewer by showing lypes of impacts and wherever passible the threshold of magnitude hat
woukl Irigger a response in column 2. The examples are generally applicable throughout the State and for most siluations. But. for any
specific project or site other examples and/or lower thresholds may be appropriate for a Potential Large Impact response, thus requinng
evalualion in Part 3. :

The impacts of each project, on each site, in eacu iocality, will vary. Therafore, the examples are illustrative and have been offered as
guidance, They do not constitute an exhaustive list of impacts and thresholds to answer each question,

The number of exampies per question does nol indicate the imporiance of each guestion.

In Wdentifying impacts, consider long term, shoft term angd cumulative effects.

Instructions (Read carefully)

a. Answer each of the 20 questions in PART 2. Answer Yes if there will be any impact.

b. Maybe answers should be considered as Yes answers,

¢. il answering Yes lo a question then check the appropriate box (column 1 or 2} lo indicate the potential size ol the impact. If

impact threshold equals or exceeds any example provided, check column 2. If impac! will accur bul threshold is lower than
exampie, check column 1,

d. identifying that an impact will be potentially large (column 2) does nol mean that it is also necessarly significant. Any large t
impacl must be evaluated in PART 3 to delermine significance. [dentifying an impact m column 2 simply asks that it be looked :
at further. ’

e. If reviewer has doubt aboul size of the impact then consider the impact as potentially large and proceed to PART 3

f. If a potentially large impact checked in column 2 can be mitigated by change(s} in the project to a small to moderate i/mpact. also
check the Yes box in column 3. A No response indicates that such a reduction is not possible. This must be explained in Part’3

1 2 3 )
Smalltlo Potential Can Impact Be
Moderate Large Miligated By
iIMPACT ON LAND impacl tmpact Project Change |
Will the proposed aclion resultl in 3 physical change to the project site? " i
NO [ YES :
Examples that would apply to column 2
Any construction on siopes of 15% or greater, (15 fool nse per 100 foot D O MYes L_JNO :
¢f length), or where the generat siopes n the project area exceed 10%. 1 :
Construchion on land where the deplh 1o the water lable 1s less than 3 | i i Mves [TNo
feet
Construction of paved parking area for 1.000 or more vehicles. J | iJyes [INo |
Conslruclion on land where bedrock 15 expased or generally within 3 leet ] ] Tlves [No |
of existing ground surface. i
Construction that will continue for more than 1 year or involve more than 1 i iJves  {TNo |
one phase or siage.
Excavation for mining purposes that would remove mare than 1.000 tons O ) i [Jyes - iNe
of natural material {i.e., rack or soi) per year. ]
Construction or expansion of a santtary landfid G O i i.Yes TNo
Construction in a designaled floadway, O 3 I [Yes [ No
Other mpacts ] O [(Jves [JNo
Will there be an effect v ny unique or unusual land farms found on lhe .
sile? {1 e., chifs, dunes, geological formations. elc.) NO [ YES i
Specific land forms’ O 0 Yes [One !
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f 1 2 3
IMPACT ON WATER I Smaito Potential Can Impact Be
. Moder
Wilt proposed action alfect any waler body designated as prolected? Im(::ea:lle 4.5:?; prhg.ﬁ?;é: gny
{Under Articles 15, 24, 25 of the Environmental Conservation Law, ECL) P I ange
XINO T YES i
Examples that would apply lo column 2 , :
Oevelopable area of site contains a protected water body. i !: L_:. :Y es ;:Nc
Dredging more than 100 cubic yards of material from cnannel of a O 0 [Gyes (TJNe
protected stream. :
Extensipn of utility -distribution facilies through a prolected water body. O 0 [Qyes [Ne -
Construction in a designaled freshwater or tidal wetland. 0 0 [ves [Ne ¢
Other impacts: ] | [Jyes [Ne
Will proposed action alfect any non-protected existing or new body of
water? NO ] YES
Examples that would apply 10 column 2
A 10% increase or decrease in the surface area of any body of water or D [_‘_] []Yes [] No
more than a 10 acre increase or decrease.
Construction of a body of water thal exceeds 10 acres of surfage area. O ] OYes [ONo .
Other impacts: i N 0O CiYes [No -
Will Proposed Action affect surface or groundwater quality or quantly? i
- ®] NO [ YES )
Examples that would apply 1o column 2
Proposed Action will require a discharge permt. : ; ~ M I Yes Tino
Proposed Action requires use of a source of water that does not have | O | {JYes No
approval o serve proposed {project) actian. :
Proposed Action requires water supply from wells with greater than 45 0 [:} [:]Yes {Ne ‘
galions per minute pumping capacity. .
Consiruction or operation causing any conlamination of a water supply M i1 [Jyes [No l
system, {
Proposed Aclion will adversely affecl groundwater. M O Oyes [[No :
Liquig effluent wili be conveyed off lhe sile to facilies which presently do 7] ] [QYes [no i
not exist or have inadequale capacity. .
Proposed Aclion woukd use waler n excess ol 20,000 gations per day. O 3 Oyes [JNo
Proposed Action will likely cause siltatton or other discharge mio an | ] | Cves  [Ne
existing body of water to the extent that there will be an obvious visuai \
contrast to naiural conditions ) '
Proposed Action will require the storage ol petroleum or chemical products 3 O {ves {INe
greater than 1.10Q gallons. ;
Praposed Action will aflow residential uses i areas withoul waler andfor l B i | TYes  [iNo
SAWEr SEIVICES.
Proposed Action locales commercial and/or industrial uses which may M | O i lves [ INe
require new of expansion of existing waste treatment and/or storage l
facidies.
Other ynpacls’ e O (CJyes [INo
Wil proposed action alter drainage flow o patterns, or surface waler
runoli? NO [ YES
Exampiles that would apply to column 2
Proposed Action would change flood waler flows 0O O {(Jyes . {(INo
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Proposed Action may cause subslantial eroswion.

Proposed Action is incompatible with existing drainage palterns.
Proposed Action will allow development in a designated floodway.
Other impacts:

IMPACT ON AR

Will proposed action affect air quality?
Examples that woulk! appiy to column 2
Proposed Action will induce 1,000 or more vehicle trips in any gven hour.
Proposed Aclion will result in the incineration of more than 1 ton of refuse
per hour.

Emrssion rate of lotal contaminants will exceed 5 1bs. per hour or a heat
sousce producing more than 10 milion BTU's per hour.

Proposed action will allow an increase in the amount of and commtied 1o
industriai use.

Proposed action will aliow an increase in the densily of industnal
developmenl within exisling indystrial areas.

NO [ YES

Other impacts:

iIMPACT ON PLANTS AND ANIMALS
wWill Proposed Actlion affect any threatened or endangered species?

. NOo (7] YES
Examples that would apply o column 2

Reduction of one or more species ksted on the New York or Feoeral bist,
using the sie. over or near site or found on Ihe sile,

Removal of any portion of a criical or sigruficant wildife habital.
Application of pesticide or herbicide more than twice a year, other than for
agricuitural purposes.

Qther impacts:

. Will Propased Action subsiantially affect non-threatened or

non-endangered species? ®j NO [ YES
Examples that would apply to column 2

Proposea Action woukd subslantally mierfere wilh any resitent or migratory
fish, sheilish or wildlife species.

Proposed Aclion requires the removal of more than 10 acres of matre
forest (over 100 years of age) or other locally imponani vegetalion.

IMPACT ON AGRICULTURAL LAND TFSQURCES
Will the Proposed Action affect agricultural fand resources?
K} NO [} YES
Examples that would apply lo column 2

The proposed aclion would sever, cross of limit access 1o agricullural
land {includes cropland. hayfieids, pasture, vineyard, orchard. etc.)

p

[
!
[
j
;

1 2 3
Smalllo Patential Can Impact Be
Moderate Large Mugated By
Impact impact } Project Change

3 M [JjYes {INo
] M ves (INo
[ 0 [Jyes [iNo
G O Clves  CIng

(134

o 0o a

(]

J Qi

DDDD' 0O 0D a oo

O 0O

{[JYes’
{yes

[Tes
[JYes
TJYes
Tves

[ 1Yes

Jves
CJyes

[Tves

TlYes

—
T 1¥es

[]ves

[Ne
[JNo

——

_INo
[(INo
CNo

el
Oine

[TJNo
CINo

INa

[(CINo

I
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13.

Construclion activity would excavale or compact the soil profile of
agncuttural land.

The proposed aclion would irreversibly convert more than 10 acres of
agricultural land or, if located in an Agricultural District, more inan 2.5
acres of agricultural land.

The proposed action woukl disrupl or prevent installation aof agricuftural
jand managemen! systems (e.g., subsurface drain fines, oullet dilches,
strip cropping); of creale a need for such measures {e.g. cause a fam
field 10 drain poorly due lo ncreased runolf)

Other impacts:

IMPACT ON AESTHETIC RESQURCES

Wil proposed aclion atfect aesthelic resources? NO D YES
{f necessary, use the Visual EAF Addendum in Section 617.20, Appendix
B.)

Examples that woulkd apply to column 2

Propased land uses. or project companents obviously different fram ot in
sharp contrast to current surrounding land use patterns. whether
man-made or natural. )

Proposed land uses, or projecl components visible to users of aesthetic
resources which will eliminate or significantly reduce their enjoyment o
the aeslthelic qualities of that resource.

Project componenls that will result in the elimination or significant
screening of scenic views known 10 be imponant to the area.

Other mnpacts:

IMPACT ON HISTORIC AND ARCHAEQLOGICAL RESOURCES

Will Proposed Action impact any sile or structure of historic, prehistaric
or paleontoipgical mponance? NG [J YES
Examples that would apply to column 2

Proposed Action occursing wholly or partially within or substantiaily
contguous 10 any facilty or site listed on the State or Natonal Register
of histonc places.

Any ynpact lo an archaeological sie of lossi bed located within the projec!
sie.

Proposed Aclion will occur in an area designated as sensitive ot
archaeological sies on the NYS Sie Invéntory.

Other i1oacts;

IMPACT ON OPEN SPACE AND RECREATION

Will Proposed Action affect the quantily or quality of extshng or luture
open spaces of recreatonal opporuniies? NO [] YES
Examples that would apply 10 column 2

The permanent foreclosure ol a luture recfeational opporunily.

A major reguction of an open space imponant 1o the communily.

Other ynpacty’

I 1 2 3 ¢
Smail to Patential Can Impact Be ;
} Moderale Large Mitigated By |
I Impact impact Praject Change «
O M [COres (Cno
0 ] [JYes [JNo |
i
| O {OJves [JnNe ,
!
] d [(JYes [No i
|
0 O Mives [No E
0 0 [JYes {Jno |
1
N 0 Oves [JNo
O | Oyes [ne
- ! CIves  [InNo
0 M [JYes [No l
0 Ci (ves Ove
0 (3, idves ONo |
t
|
E
1
0 O CJyes {No
0O 0 [yes [No
O 0 [Jyes [No
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IMPACT ON CRITICAL ENVIRONMENTAL AREAS

Will Proposed Action impact the exceptional or unique characleristics of
a2 critical environmental arsa {CEA} eslablished pursuant o subdivision
& NYCRR 617.14(g)? NO [T]YES
List the environmental characteristics that caused the designation of the
CEA.

Examples that would apply to column 2

Proposed Action to locate within the CEA?

Proposed Action will result in a reduction in the quantily of the rescurce?
Proposed Aclion will result in a reduclion in the qually of the resource?

Proposed Action wili impact the use, function or enjoyment of lhe
resource?

Other imbacts:

IMPACT ON TRANSPORTATION
Will there be an effec! lo existing transporalion systems?
NO [T} YES
Examples that would apply to column 2
Alleration of present palterns of movemnent of people and/ar goods.
Proposed Action will resull in major iraffic problems.
Other impacts:

IMPACT ON ENERGY

Wili proposed action affect the community's saurces of fuel or energy
supply? ZyNO ([ YES
Examples that would apply to column 2

.Proposed Action will cause a greater than 5% increase in the use of any
form of energy in the municipalty.

Proposed Action will require the creation or exlension of an energy
lransmission or supply syslem to serve more than 50 single or two family
residences of to serve a major ¢ -amerciat or indusinal use.

Other impacts:

p———

1 2 3 ;
Smallio Potental Can impact Be |
Modarate Large Mtigated By .

Impact Impact Proiect Change
i
!
|
0 0 OYes [Ono !
O iy [TJyes [INo '
O O (JYes [No !
O a QYes ONo |
O ] [ves [INo ,
i
|
|
] O CJves [[INo
M- 0 (Jyes [ONo |
O 0 Oves  [INo
] M [Clyes {"jNo ’
0O 3 [Oyes {No :
i
0 3 [yes [Neo I
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1 2 3 ¢
NOISE AND ODOR IMPACTS Small to Polental Can lmpact Be !
17. Will there be objectionable odors, noise, or vibration as a result of the Maderate Large Mitgated By
_ Proposed Action? NO [ YES impact Impact Project Change .
Examples hat would apply to column 2 :
» Blasting within 1,500 feet of a hospital, school or other sensilive faciiity, (N O (JYes  [INo ;
e Odors will occur routinely {more than one hour per day). d ] (OYes [Ne |
o Proposed Action will produce operating nosse exceeding the local ambient U dJ (Jves [ONo -

noise levels for noise outside of structures.
e Proposed Action will remove natural barriers thal would act as a naise [ O [JYes [Ono '
screen. .

B ] [JYes [JNo

o Otherimpacls:

|

i

IMPACT ON PUBLIC HEALTH |
18. Wil Proposed Action affect public heaith and safety? |
NO [JvES i

Examples thal would apply to column 2
¢ Proposed Action may cause a risk of explosion or release of hazardous 1 | (dves [ jNe |
substances (ie. o, pesticides. chemicals, radiation, eic.) in the event of ’ ¢
. accident or upset conditions. ot there may be a chronic low level discharge
or emission.

o Proposea Action may result in the burial of "hazardous wastes” in any ] O [Yes [JNo |
form (i.e. toxic, poisonous, highly reactive. radioactive, irrtating, infectious, i
etc.) i

o Slorage facilities for one million or more gallons of liquified naturai gas | 0 (Jyes {INo !
or other flammable liquids. .

o Proposed action may resuli in the excavation or other disturbance within D 0J [yes _[[JNo '
2.000 feet of a site used for the disposal of solid or hazardous waste.,

s Otherimpacts: { 0 M [Yes [INo
- I

! !
1 .
IMPACT ON GROWTH AND CHARACTER | i
OF COMMUNITY OR NEIGHBORHOOD ’ i
19. Will propased aclion affect the character of the existing community? }
: NO [JYES |
Examples that would apply 10 column 2

e The permanent population ol the city. town or vilage in which the project i A O {IYes  {[jNe i
is located s Jkely lo grow by more than 5%. .

e The municipal budget for capitat expenditures or operating services wil 1 i a Oyes ([ONe |
increase by more than 5% per year as a result of this project, )

e Proposed action will conflict with officially adopled plans or goals s | [Clyes [ONo |

e Proposed acton will cause a change in the density of land use. O O Jyes [(INo !

e Proposed Action will replace or elminate exsling facilities. slruclures or O Od [Jyes [TiNo
areas of hislonc smporance 10 the commundty.

e Developmen! will creale a demand for additonal community services [ ] ((JYes [N _

le.g. schools, polce and fire, etc.} :

e Proposed Aclion wili set an important precedent for fulure projects. O ] CdYes [INo !
e Proposed Action will create or eliminate employment. O O Cyes [OnNo |
s  Other mpacis: 0 O Cyes ([ONe !
i

20 s there, oris lhere Lkely 1o be, public controversy related to potential adverse environmental impacts?

vo [T} YES

[T T e - ensn Taffgpe- o b e e . PR LI P vennd tn Pae
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v arLo—cVALUA HON OF THE IMPORTANCE OF IMPACTS
Respaonsibility of Lead Agency

Part 3 must be prepared If one or more Impact{s) is considered to be potentially large, even if the impact{s) may be mitigatad.

Instructions
Discuss the following for each impact identified in Column 2 of Part 2:

1. Briefly describe the impacl.
2. Describe (if applicable} how the impact could be mitigated or reduced to a smalt lo moderate impact by project change(s).
3. Based on the information avaitable, decide if # is reasonable to conclude that this impact is Important

To answer the queslion of importance, consider:

The probabitity of the impact occuring

The duration of the impact

its ireversibilty, including permanently lost rescurces of value
Whether the imnact can or will be controfled

The regional consequence of the impact

fis potential divergence from local needs and gqoals

Whether known objections 10 the project relale to this impact.

{Continue on attachments)
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ATTACHMENT

STATE ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY REVIEW ACT
FULL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM

L GENERAL INFORMATION
Action: The proposed action will, if completed, involve the transfer to and assumption by a purchaser of
the ownership and operation of the Indian Point 3 and James A. FitzPatrick Nuclear Generating Stations in
the same manner as provided for in the state and federal licenses, permits, and approvals currently in effect
for these facilities. The New York Power Authority (' WYPA") intends to relinquish all land, buildings,
equipment, personnel, and licznses, permits, and approvals associated with these facilities to a party that
can draw upon extensive opcl;ational experience and sound financial resources and is committed to the
continuation of current operations without substantial change. The proposed acticn will not result in any
physical change 1o cither site.
Locations:
s [ndian Point-3 Nuclear Power Plant
Bleakley Avenue & Broadway
Buchanan, New York 10511
Mailing Address:
P.O. Box 215
Buchanan, NY 10511-0215
e James A, FitzPatrick Nuclear Power Plant
268 Lake Road East
Lycoming, New York 13093

Mailing Address
P.0. Box 41, Lycoming, NY 13093-0041

Site Descriptions:

Indian Point 3
NYPA’s Indian Point 3 Nuclear Generating Station (*IP3") is located on a 102 (%) -acre site on the east
bank of the Hudsan River in the Village of Buchanan and the Town of Conlandt in Westchester County, It
is a part of a larger, 235-acre site that also hosts the Indian Point | 2nd Indian Point 2 nuclear facilities to
the north of IP3,  The site is about 24 miles north of the New York City boundary. The license issued by

the NRC for [P3 expires in 2015,




.

The IP3 site is surrounded on almost all sides by high ground ranging from 600 to 1,000 feet above sea
level. Across the river, the west bank of the Hudson is flanked by Dunderberg and West Mountains to the
northwest and Buckberg Mountain to the west-southwest. Geologically, the IP3 site consists of a haru

limestone formation.

About 30,000,000 gpm flow past the {P3 site during the Hudson River’s peak tidal flow. The flow of the
River is affected more by the tides than it is by runoff from the tributary watershed. The width of the River
opposite the IP3 site varies from 4,500 to 5,000 feet. The depth varies from 55 to 75 feet less than 1,000

feet offshore. The IPJ site is not located in the 100-year flood plain.

Certain ancillary off-site facilities, such as the Joint News Center at the Westchester County Airport, will

be involved in the transfer.

James A, FitzPatrick
NYPA's James A. Fitzpatn'ck Generating Station (“JAF") is located on a 702 (+)-acre site along the south
shore of Lake Ontario in the Town of Scriba in Oswcgo‘County. The site is immediately to the cast of the
land upon which the Nine Mile Point | and Nine Mile Poin1 2 nuclear facilities are located. Both ol these
facilities are presently operated by lhc‘Niagara Mohawk Power Corporation, bui transfers of ownership are
projected for 2000. The site is about 7 miles northeast of Oswego, 36 niiles nonhwest of Syracuse, and

135 miles east of Buffalo. The license issued by the NRC for JAF expires in 2014.

The land around the JAF site is primarily rural. Much of the land in the plant's vicinity and in Oswego
County was formerly farmed but is now covered with second-growth trees and brush. The remainder of
the land is comprised of wooded areas and farms. The bottom of Lake Ontario in this area is largely

bedrock, and, therefore, few natural harbors or landings exist near the JAF site.

e o b



The JAF site is Jocated in the northeast portion of the Lake Ontario Plain drainage basin.. This basin
encompasses about 34,800 square miles, sxclusive of lake surface, in New York and the Province of
Ontario, Catfish Creek, about three miles to the cast, and the Oswego River, cight miles to the west, are the
closest large streams. Lake Ontar.v is the easternmost of the CGreat Lakes. It is 193 miles long and 53
miles wide at its widest point. It has a shorefine length of 726 miles and a surface area of 7,340 square

miles. The JAF plant-site proper is not located in the [00-year flood plain,

The JAF site lies mainly within the Erie-Ontario Lowia.nd; physiographic province, This province consists
of a relatively flat plain, one that rises gently from Lake Qntario to the Appalachian Uplands, which form
its southern border. The Erie-Ontario Lowlands is bounded on the east by th;': Tug Hill Upland. The JAF
site is a generally flat and featureless plain. It has an elevation of 270 feet above sea level rising to 310 feet
one mile away at its southern extremity. The surface soils consist of bouldery-ablation tills, which
immediately overlay a compgct basal till lying on bedrock, The underlying rock is flat-lying sandstone

imbedded with shale of Ordovician Age. The bedrock is known as Oswego Sandstone.

Certain ancillary off-site facilities, such as the Joint News Center and the Emergency OfT-Site Facility
located at the Oswego County Airport and the Encrgy Information Center lacated on NiMo propenty, will

also be involved in the rransfer.

11 Specific responses to guestions contained in the Environmental Assessment Form

A. Site Description

2. Total acreage of the project arca:

IP3: 102 + acres

JAF: 702 + acres

3. What is the predominant soil type(s) on the project  1e?

1P3: The general landscape of the region consists of bedrock-supported ridges. The highest elevation in
the region is 1,000 feet, and ¢levations range from 50 to 300 feet above mean sea level in low-lying areas.

Al the plant site, the ground is level and is covered with fill. The surface is antificially leveled and bedrock
lies very close to the surface.




P

JAF: Surface soils consist of bouldery-ablation tills which immediately overlay a compact basal tii! lying
on bedrock.

3.2 Soil drainage:
iP3: | 100% of the site is moderately weii drained,
JAF: 100% of the site is well drained.
4. Are there bedrock outcroppings on project site?
IP3: Yes.
JAF: Generally speaking no, some bedrock may be visible by the Jake shoreline.
4.a. What is the depth to bedrock?
IP3: 10to 15 feel.
JAF: Surface soils immediately overlay 2 compact basal till lying on bedrock. The underlying rock is Nat-
lying sandstone imbedded with shale of Ordovician Age. This bedrock is known as Oswego Sandstone.
The shale content increases with depth; at appraximately 130 feet below the surface the Oswego Sandstone

grades inlo the underlying Lorraine group, which is predominantly shale with sandstone members.

3. Approximate percentage of the proposed project site with slopes: 0 to 10%, 10 to 15%, or 15% or
greater.

1P3; 95% greater than 15%; 5% is O to 10%,

JAF; 100% 010 i0%.

8. What is the depth of the water table?

{P3: Eightto ten feet.

JAF: Five to ten feet.

10. Do hunting, fishing or shell fishing opportunities presently exist in the project area?

1P3: No, NYPA does not permit hunting or fishing on the project site. However, fishing is available in the
adjacent Hudson River.

JAF: No, NYPA does not permit hunting or fishing on the project site. However, fishing is available in
Lake Omario.

1. Does project site conlain any species of plant or animal life that is identified as threatened or
endangered?

IP3: No. Endangered species are not present on site, Short-Nosed Sturgeon, an endangered species, is
present in the Hudson River,

JAF: No. Endangered species are not present on site,




16. Lakes, ponds, wetland areas within or contiguous to project arca:
IP3: No, lakes, ponds, or wetland areas occupy the site ar are contiguous thereto.

JAF: There are no identified wetlands on the plant site proper. There are wet areas on the south side of
Lake Road, on NYPA-owned land. Of course, the site is located an the south shore of Lake Ontario, a

water body occupying approximately 7,340 square miles.

19. Is the site located in or substantially contiguous to a Critical Environmental Area designated pursuant
to Article 8 of the ECL, and 6 NYCRR 6177

1P3: Yes, the Westchester County Planning Department has classificd the total shoreline within the County
as a Critical Environmental Area,

JAF: No.

20. Has the site ever been used for the disposal of solid or hazardous waste?

1P3: Yes, solid waste. NYPA has not disposed of hazardous waste on site. The solid waste disposed of

consisted of construction and demolition (C&D) debris; e.g., bricks, cement blocks, etc. Also, the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission approved the engineered disposal (i.c., burial with a clay cap and monitoring well)
of an old septic tank used at Unit 1.

JAF: Yes, solid waste. NYPA has not disposed of hazardous waste on site. The solid waste disposed of
consisted of C&D debris; £.g. bricks, cement blocks, etc.

B. Project Description

Questions 1-24 of this section of the EAF proceed from the assumption that the “project” will altar the site
described in the preceding section. Since the action that is the subject of this EAF involves no such
alteration, the questions contained in this section, with the exception of the final question (#25) are not
. applicable. With respect to question 25, certain existing permits must be transferred.

C. Zoning and Planning Information

7. Whal are the predominant Jand use(s) and zoning classifications within a 1/1 mile radius of proposed
action?

IP3:  Con Edison’s Indian Point Stations Units | and 2 are immediately adjocent to IP3. The area is
generally industrial and commercial. The area within ¥ mile of the site has an M-2 zoning classification, a

Planned Industrial District.

JAF: The Nine Mile Point Nuclear Generating Stations Units 1 and 2 are immediately adjacent to JAF. In
general, the remainder of the land around JAF is primarily rural. There is no zoning in the Town of Scriba.




COASTAL LAATIALLIALHT Badulingg

Federal Connistency Assessinent Farre

An appliczat, secking a permil, license, waiver, centification or similar type of approval trom 3 lederyt agency which is sulyect to
the New York State Coastal Management Pragram [CMP, shall complete this assessment loim for any propesed aclivity that will .
occuwe within andfos ditectly alfect the State’s Coastal Area. This form is intended to assist an apphicant m certilying that the
proposed activily is consistent with Mew York State’s CMP as required by U.S. Depantment of Comimerce regulations {15 CFAR
930.57). It should be completed al the ume when the federal apphcation is prepated. The Departrnent of State will use the

: @ completed lorm and accompanying inlormation i its review of the applicant’s certification af consistency.
A. APPLICANT
1. Name: Power Authority (New York Power Authoriry)

(ptease print)
2. Addregs: 123 Main Street, wWhite Plains, NY 10601

3. Telephone: Area Code {914 581-6405

a. PA ACTIVITY

& 1. Bde! description of activity:_ Sale of the Indian Pu.inr.__.:i_ and James A. FitzPatrick

Myclear Power Plants,

¥

2., Purpose of activity:_Sale of the Power Authority's two nuclear power plants.

J. Location of activity:

I23: Westchester Buchanan Bleakley Ave. 5 Broadway
JAF: Oswego ' Lycoming 268 Lake Road East
County Cuty, Tawn or Villaye Stteet ur Site Desenplion

4. Type of '=dersl primithicense tequicd*iRC_10 CFR 50 License

5. Federal application number, it haown:

6. M a state permitficense was issued or 1S requeed for the proposed achivity, identity the state agency and provide the
appiication o pasmit sumber, if known:  DEC SPDES Permit ¢ air permits.,

C. COASTAL ASSEQSMENT Check ether “YES™ or "HO” for each of the 1ollowing questions. The numbers folfowing escn
question refer 10 the pohicies descrbed i the CLAP dacument {see footnole on page 2) wivch may be altected by the roposed

acuivity,
5 i . YES HO
1. Wil the proposed activity resudl in any of 1the following:
2, Large physical change to a site within the coastal ared which will requite the prepaation of
an environmental impact statement? (1%, 22,25, 32, 37,28, 43,43) ............. . ..... N X
b. Physical aiteration ol more than 1wo acres ol land atong the shoreline, land under wJatet i Caastat -
waters? (2,11,12,20,28,35,44}) ......... 5
€. Hewuhul-m!iedev:lopmen! ol 3 detenorated ot underuthzed wncrlmnl suu-? IH ...... X
d. RAeduction of existing of potential pubhc access ta or 2lon ! coastal waters? |19, 20|| . X
e. Adverse effect upoa the commercial or recreational use f caastal fish resowzes? 1910 : X
t. Siting of a ficitity essential to the exploration, development ang production of energy
resourced in coastal waters os on the Outer Continental Shell? 129 ... .. . X
g Siting of » hodity casentis! 1o the generation o transmassion of energy? 1270, ... ..., - X
h. Mining, excavation, or dredging achivities, or the pisceinent of dredged or htt inatenial in
coastal watees? 115, 28F ... . .. e e T o X
i. Discharge of toxict, hazatdous substances o o1her pollutanis into conui walers? 181§, 361 — I ’
i. Drairung al stonnwater runoll or sewei overflowy inle cosstal waters? 110} e R
. Tianapon, svosge, trestrnent, of disposal of 10hU westes or harsrdous matenafsl I'IB J‘Jl ..... _— X
I, Adverse eHect upon land of waler uses wilhin the Stare’s sinall hatboust 14) ... ... 0 L L., —_— %
2. Will the proposcd activity allect or be lncaied In, on, or adjacent ta any of the tollowing :
#. Stale dengnated freshwater or Ldal wellandgl (44 ... .. P I TP FI . —
b. Federally designated Hood andfor 3tate designaled erguion h.uard area' N2, L. .
€. State designated migrubcant fsh andior wildhfe haletat? (74 ... ... ... .. ..., e . 3
d. State desrgnated sigrehicant scereG resowee of areal [24) ., ..., e e e e e . 9
e. State designated importat agnoultwal langs? (26) ..., ... T -
f. Beach, dune o banier islangl {824 ... .. Ve rane e . . e . o
p- Major ports of Albany Duffale, Ogdensburg, Gswena or New th? :3! T I .
IS 1 [ codliBila L - [ o ] BN — __
-1




YES HQ
3. Will the proposed activily requug any of the foliowing
A Witerfront sHET 12, 21, 22 .o e e e e e }__
b, Provision of new public services o infrasteucture in wideveloged oc sparsely populated .
sections of the coattal Breal 18] . it i n i i it e e s e i e e e e x

€. Construction or reconstruction of a llood of erosion contral spnctwre? 113, ¥4, 360 . oL L L, 3—_
d. State waler guality poremit o eontificaiond 130, N, A0L ... L L. L e X e
e. State air guality permiy o certification? AV, &30 ..., ... L L. P T

4, Wil the proposed sctivity pgoue withing and/or gilect an area cavered by 2 State appeoved locat
wateelront revitalization peogram] [see policies inlocal program docwnent™ . L. L L L. L. .

|
lx

0. ADDITIONAL STEP

1. I st of the questions in Scction C are answered "NO”, then the agplicant or agency shaif complete Section € and submit
the documentation required by Section £,

)

2. I any of the questions in Section C are anywered “YES®, then the applicant or agent is advised to consult the CMP, or
where appropriate, the local waterfront revitalivation program decument”, The proposed sctivity must be analyzed in more
detail with respect to the applicable state o iocal coastal poficies. in the space provided below of on 2 separste pagels),
the agpiicant or agent shall: (s} identily, by their palicy numbers, which coastaf policies are affected by the activity, b}
brietly assess the elects of u.e activity upon the policy: and, [C] state haw the activity is consistent with each policy.
Following the compietipn al this written assessinent, the applicant » agency shall complete Section £ and submit the
documentation required by Section F.

E. CEATIFICATION

The applicant or agent must certify that the proposed activity is coasistent wiih the State's CMIM o the approved lacal
waterlront revitalization pragram, ax approptiate. U this cenllicatipn cannot be made, the proposed gotivity shatl net be
underizken. I this certification can be made, complete this Section.

“The proposed activity complies with New York State's approved Coastal Management Program, or with the applicable approved
local warerfiont revitatiration progiam, ane will be conducted in 3 ranaer consistent with such program.,”

Power Aytherity Kew Yo v koricy
rpcamtiagear's Hame: (New vk Pover Authority)

Raarets: 123 Main Street, White Plains, HY 10501

Telephane: AreaCore | 914y 651"540[ P l iﬂ P

ApphcantAgent’s Sipnatuie: % V'm Oate; e G ) C
7

SUBMISHIC" REQINREMENTS -

1. The spphcat or agent shall sulvmin the Inllowing document. Yo the Mew York Siate Depanment of S1ate, Divivion of
Coastal Azsources, 41 Siate Street « §ih Floor, Albany, New York 12231,

a  Drigenat signed fonm.
b Copy of the completed Yedera! agency agplicabion.
c. Other svailable information which would suppory the certilicalion of consmistency
2. The apphcant or agent shall aiso subemid 3 copy of this completed fornt atoing with fug Tier appdicanon v the Tederat agency,

3. It ahere we any quesoony regaidhng the submission of s oo, contact 1he Department of State st (518} 474.6000.

. s 1
.cnservanion rag Department of SIATE (€GOl GIhEes. and Hie SPMOPAITE 1eGiONI1 INT COUNLY PHInng APEIAES. Lun |, -fiabies
PR T7TE S TENNRN- S TP [0 S ) QN ot 12, DR SR S PO 5 A + S PRI ]

TOAF cavived 715197 3.
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C.

SALE OF THE INDIAN POINT 3 & JAF NUCLEAR POWER PLANTS

New York State Department of State
Coastal Management Assessment Form

Federal Consistency Assessment Form —~ Additienal Information

COASTAL ASSESSMENT Check either “Yes™ or “No" for each of the following questions. The

numbers following each question refer to the policies described in the CMP document which may be
affected by the proposed activity.

2. Will the proposed activity affect or be located in, on. or adjacent to any of the fallowing:

a. State designated freshwater or tidal wetland? (44)

Policy 44: Preserve and protect tidal and freshwater wetlands-and preserve the bencefits derived from
these areas.

Effects pf the Proposed Activities on these Policies

There are no wetlands on the 1P3 sité. Although there are no wetlands on'the JAF plant-site proper,
there are some wet areas within the total site boundary for sale. The wet areas are on the south side
of Lake Road. The proposed activity is the sale of the Indian Point 3 and James A. FitzPatrick
Nuclear Power Plants. There will be no physical change to either site as a result of the proposed
activity, Therefore, JAF s wet areas will not be affected.

Why the Proposed Activities are Consistent

The prospeciive buyer will purchase the sites in compliance with all applicable environmental permits
and licenses. Similarly, the prospective buyer would then be required by law to maintain the sites in
compliance with the terms and conditions of these environmenial permits and licenses. As such, the
proposed activity is consistent with Policy 44.

b. Federally designated flood and’or siate designated crosion hazard areas? {11, 12, 17)

Policy 11: Buildings and other siructures will be sited in the coastal area su as to minimize damage o
property and the endangering of human lives caused by looding and crosion.

Effects of the Proposced Activities on these Pulicies

The proposed aclivily is the sale of the Iwo existing nuclear power plapts.  Ruildings and other
structures will not be sited in the coastal arca as a result of the sale.  Existing site buildings and
structures have been sited and constructed in accordance with all applicable laws and regulations.
Therefore, Policy |1 is not affected.

Why the Proposed Activities are Consistent

The proposed sale will not, in and of iself, result in the siting of any buildings or structures in the
coastal area. The proposed sale is therefore consistent with Policy 11,
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Policy 12: Activities or development in the coastal area will be undertaken so as 10 minimize damage
10 natural resources and praperty from flooding and erosion by protecting natural protective features
including beaches, dunes, barrier islands and bluffs.

Effects of the Proposed Activities on these Policies

The proposed sale will not, in and of itself, result in any physical activity or development within the
coastal area.

Why the Proposed Activities are Consistent.

As there will not be any activity or development in the coastal area associated with the proposed sale.
it is consistent with Policy 12.

Policy 17: Non-structural measures to minimize damage to natural resources and property {rom
flooding and erosion shall be used whenever possible.

Effects of the Proposed Activities on these Policies

As the proposed sale will not, in and of itself, involve any physical activity, neither structural nor non-

structural measures need to be employed.
Why the Proposed Activities are Consistent

There will not be any physical change to the sites as a resuit of the propased activity. Therctore, the
proposed sale is consistent with Palicy 17.

3. Will the proposed activity require any of the following:
d. State water quality permit or centification? (30, 38 40)

Policy 30: Municipal, industrial, and commercial discharge of poilnants, including but not limited to,
1oxic and hazardous substances, into coastal waiers will conform to state and national water quality
standards.

Effects of the Propused Activities on these Policies

The prospective buyer will purchase the sites in compliance with existing envirenmental pernits and
licenses. The buyer would then be required to maintain these sites in comphiaave with the terms and
conditions of these permits and licenses.

Why the Proposed Acti virie.r are Consistent

Both sites operale in compliance with ali applicable envirenmental laws wnd regulations. The plants
will be required to continue to do 50 under any new ownership. ‘Therelure, the proposed sale is
consistent with Policy 30,

Policy 3R- The quality and quantity of surface water and groundwater supplics will be conserved and
prolecteu, particularly where such water constilutes the primary or sole source of water supply.

Effects of the !’rapon.'d Activities on these Policies

The planls are in compliance with all applicable environmental regulations. They will be required to
remain in compliance under any new ownership.

&
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Why the Proposed Activities are Consistent

The plants are in environmental compliance, and will be required to remain so under new ownership.
Their proposed sale is , therefore, consistent with Policy 38,

Policy 40: Effluent Discharged from major steam electric generating and industrial facilities into
coastal waters will not be unduly injurious to {ish and wildlife and shall conform 10 state water quality

standards.
Effects of the Proposed Activities on these Policies

The plants comply with all applicable environmental regulations. They will be required o continus to
do s under any new ownership, pursuant to applicable en-ironmental resulations.

Why the Proposed Activities are Consistent

IP3 and JAF operate in compliance with ail applicable environmemal regulations.  They will be
required to continue 1o do so inder any new ownership. The proposed activity is, rhcreforc consistent
with this Policy. N

¢. State air quality permit or centification? (11, 43)

Policy 41: Land use or development in the coastal area will not cause national or state air qml:w
standards to be violated.

Effects of the Proposed Activities on these Policies

The proposed sale will not, in and of itself, involve a new land use or development in the coastal area
thar could affect national or state air quality standards.

IVhy the Proposed Activities are Consistent

The sites currently operate in compliance with all applicable air quulity regulations. They will be
required o continue to do so under any new ownership. Therefore, their proposed sale is consistent
with Palicy 41,

Policy 43: Land use development in the coastal area nst nol canse the generation of significam
amounts of acid rain precursors: nitrates and sullares,

Effects of the Proposed Activities on these Policies

The proposed sale will not, in and of itself, iny olve any new land use development in the coastal zone.
Why the Proposed Activities are Consistent

{P3 and JAF operate in compliance with all applicable environmental regulations, and will be required
10 continue 10 do 50 under any new ownership. Furthermore, the proposed activity will not, in and ol

itself, involve any new land development in the coastal areas. The proposed activity, therefore, is
consistent with this Poticy.
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SALE OF THE INDIAN POINT 3 & JAF NUCLEAR POWER PLANTS

New York State Department of State
Coastal Management Program

Cuas_tai A.sessment Form — Additional Enformation

The proposed sale of the Indian Point 3 and James A. FitzPatrick Nuclear Power Plants involves the
transfer of New York State Department of Environmental Conservation permits (e.g.; the State
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System Permil), as well as the Nuclear Regulatory Commission's
license, from the seller ta the buyer. Therefore, as both Federal and State approvals will be
iransferred, NYPA has completed both the Federal and State coastal assessment forms.  NYPA has
first discussed the possible effects of the proposed sale un New York State's coasial policies, per the
Federal Consistency Assessment Form. Per the State’s Coasial Assessment Form, the following
discusses additional Coastal Management Program policies not addressed in the discussion of the
Jederal farm.

C. Coastal Assessment (Check either “Yes” or “No" for each of the following questions)

3. Will the proposed action invalve or result in the following:

g. Sale or change in the use of state-owned fand located on the shoreline or under water?
Policy 18: To safeguard the vital economic, social and eavironmental interests of the State and of its
citizens, proposed major actions in the coastal area must give full consideration to those interests, and
10 the safeguards which the State has established 10 protect valuable coastal resource areas.
Effecis of the Proposed Activities on these Policies
The proposed activity is the sale of 1P3 and JAF. Ths prospective buyer will acquire the sites in
compliance with all applicable environmental faws and repulations. The plants, once under new
ownership, will be required to continue to comply with these laws and regulations. The Stare's
economic, social and environmental interests will, thercfore, be safeguarded. As the sale will retum
lands not subject to real property taxation 1o 1he tax base, economic benefits may in fact result,

Why the propased Aciivities are Consistent

Since the State’s cconomic, social and environmental interests will be safeguarded, and certain
benefits may be realized, the proposed activity is consistent with Policy 18,

{h) Develapment within a designated Nood or erosion hazard area?

This was previously addressed in the Federal Consistency Assessment Form under C.2.b. in this
discussion, the proposed activity was found 10 be consistent with Policies 11, 12 and 17,




ADDENDUM TO ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

Proposed Action; The sale of the indian Point 3 and
The James A. Fitzpatrick Nuciear Power Plants

The Environmental Division has prepared an environmental assessment
of the proposed sale of the Indian Point 3 (IP3) and James A. Fitzpatrick (JAF)
facilities. This addendum sumrnarizes the review process and the resuits of that
process. The review and assessment drew upon the knowledge and experience
of the Environmental Division staff, consuitation with other staff throughout the
Authority and review of numerous documents.

The review process was initiated in November 1999 and proceeded
concurrently with the sale negotiations. An Environmental Assessment Form
(EAF) was completed on January 6, 2000 and transmitted to various involved
and interested agencies along with the Authority's indication of intent to assume
the role of Lead Agency for the purpose of conducting the review required by the
State Environmental Quality Review Act (SEQRA). The Authority received two
replies but no objection to the assumption of Lead Agency status. The
Department of State had no objection to the Authority assuming the role of Lead
Agency. While Andrew J. Spano, Westchester County Executive, and Robert J.
Bondi, Putnam County Executive, did not object to the Authority being
designated Lead Agency, they urged that safe plant operation, public safety,
impacts on local communities, impacts on existing contracts, the
Decommissioning Fund, spent fuel storage and greenfielding be considered in
the review.

The general terms of a proposed transaction with Entergy Corporation
(Entergy) were finalized on February 14, 2000 and announced to the general
public that same day. On February 29, 2000, in response to an unsolicited offer
by Dominion Resources Inc. (Dominion), the Trustees agreed to accept further
bids and make a timely decision thereon. Subsequently, under a process
established by the Authority, further bids were invited from all interested
purchasers: Once it was established that there were no other bidders, Entergy
and Dominion were given until March 10, 2000 to refine or improve their offers,

The proposed transaction is described in the President's Memaorandum to
the Trustees dated March 20, 2000, on the "Proposed Agreements re: Sale of
Indian Point 3 and James A. FitzPatrick Nuclear Plants” {President's
Memorandumy) and consists of the sale by the Authority of IP3 and JAF to a
wholly-owned subsidiary of either Entergy Nuclear Corp. (hereafter collectively
referred to as Entergy) or to a wholly-owned subsidiary of Dominion Resources
Inc. (hereafter collectively referred to as Dominion) pursuant to a Purchase and
Sale Agreement logether with its associated Exhibits and Schedules (hereinatter,
“‘the P&SA"). The proposed transaction was reviewed to determine if the final
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proposal was consistent with the January 6, 2000 analysis. As a result of this
review, the Environmental Division recommends that the Trustees find that the
proposed action will have no significant effect on the environment and,
accordingly, that no Environmental Impact Statement need be prepared under
SEQRA in connection with the proposed sale of IP3 and JAF.

This recommendation is based on the following:

A.

Existing Conditions
1. - Physical Facilities

IP3 is located on a 102-acre site adjacent to the east bank of
the Hudson River in the Village of Buchanan and the Town of
Cortiandt in Westchester County, It is a part of a larger, 235-acre
site that also hosts the Indian Point 1 and Indian Point 2 nuclear
facilities owned by Consolidated Edison Company of New York,
Inc. (Consofidated Edison) to the north of iP3. The site is about 24
miles north of the New York City boundary. A description of the
site, including the real property and improvements thereon, is
contained in the P&SA. Electric power is produced through the use
of a pressurized water nuclear reactor. The reactor has a Net
Dependable Capacity rating of 970 Megawatts (MW).

JAF is located on a 702-acre site along the south shore of
Lake Ontario in the Town of Scriba in Oswego County. The site is
immediately to the east of the land upon which the Nine-Mile Point
1 and Nine-Mile Point 2 nuclear facilities are located. The Niagara
Mohawk Power Corporation presently operates both of these
facilities. The site is about 7 miles east of Oswego, 36 miles
northeast of Syracuse, and 135 miles east of Buffalo. A description
of the site, including the real property and improvements thereon, is
contained in the P&SA.- Eleclric power is produced through the use
of a boiling water nuclear reactor. The reactor has a Net
Dependable Capacity rating of 820 MW.

2. Operations

The Authority acquired IP3 in 1975 from Consolidated
Edison after the completion of substantially all construction. 1P3
commenced commercial operation in August 1976. In 1998, IP3
generated 7.7 billion kWh net of electricity. In 1999, the facility
completed the shortest re-fueling outage in its histary and
generated 7.27 billion kWh net of electricity, operaling at a capacity
factor of 86%.
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License No. DPR-64 was issued to Consalidated Edison by
the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) to operate IP3 on
December 12, 1875. The license to operate was transferred to the
Authority on March 8, 1978. The license expires on December 12,
20715, Tmaddition-to-the NNRC license, operation of the plant is
subject to various federal and state permits and registrations. A list
of those permits and registrations is part of the P&SA.

Pursuant to the permits and registrations cited above, the
IP3 facility discharges substances to the air and water. While the
NRC regulates the emission of slightly radioactive material, the
New York State Facility Air Permit governs releases to the air that
may occur from the auxiliary boilers and diese! generators.
Discharges into the surface or groundwater are regulated under
Corps of Engineers Permits and the Consolidated Edison/Authority
joint State Pollutant Discharge Elimination System Permit (SPDES
Permit)

The Authority acquired JAF in 1974 while it was under
construction by Niagara Mohawk Power Corporation. JAF
commenced commercial operation in July 1975. In 1998, JAF
generated 4.9 billion kWh net of electricity. In 1899, the facility
generated 6.57 billion kWh net of electricity, operating at a capacity
factor of 93.5%.

License No. DPR-59 was issued to the Authority by the NRC
to operate JAF on June 4, 1977. The license expires on October
17, 2014. in addition to the NRC license, operation of the plant is
subject to various federal and state permits and registrations. A list
of those permits and registrations is part of the P&SA.

Pursuant to the permits and registrations cited above, the
JAF facility discharges substances to the air and water. While the
NRC regulates the emission of slightly radioactive material, the
New York State Facility Air Permit governs releases to the air that
may occur from the auxiliary boilers and diesel generators.
Discharges into the surface or groundwater are regulated under
Corps of Engineers Permits and the Authority's SPDES Permit.

Both the IP3 and the JAF reactors are fueled by uranium
enriched with U?*, Each reactor consumes approximately 30 tons
of fuel each year. The Authority has a contract (with the U. S,
Department of Energy [DOE]) to dispose of the spent nuclear fuel
(SNF} at a centralized repository to be constructed by DOE in order
to receive and to provide permanent storage for SNF. DOE has
indicated that it expects this facility to be completed by
approximately 2010. Pending completion of such a repository,
SNF will be stored on-site at JAF and 1P3, IP3 has sufficient
capacity to accommodate the SNF expected to be produced there
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prior to transfer to the federal repository in 2010. The FSAR lists
the SNF pool capacity as 1345 fuel assemblies. However, if this
date is extended, planning for on site dry cask storage at IP3 may
be necessary. JAF does not currently have sufficient capacity to
reach 2010. The JAF SNF pool can contain up to 2797
assemblies. However, the Authority is currently in the design stage
for construction of an independent spent fuel storage installation
(ISFSI) at JAF to maintain SNF storage capability at that facility.
The 1SF Sl is expected to be completed by 2001, when it will be
required to provide temporary storage for JAF's SNF,

3. Employment

The Autharity currently employs approximately 165Q full and
part time employees at IP3, JAF and its White Plains headquarters
in support of the facilities. Nearly one-half of the staff is
represented by unions. The collective bargaining agreements that
address terms and conditions of employment for represented
personnel at JAF and represented security personnel at IP3 are not
scheduled to expire until June 30, 2001 and October 1, 2000,
respectively. The collective bargaining agreement covering the
remaining represented personnel at IP3 expired in January of this
year but, in accordance with public sector labor law, the terms of
that expired agreement remain in force until a successor
agreement is negotialed. Benefits such as medical, dental and
hospitalization insurance, vacation and sick leave aliowances,
deferred compensation and pension plans, among other things, are
part of the P&SA. The P&SA provides for the purchaser to offer
employment to all Authority employees who devote virtually all of
their working time to support the nuclear plants. In addition the
P&SA provides for the purchaser to furnish all transferring Authority
employees with a benefits package that is identical in all material
respects with the Authority’s benefits package. For non-
represented employees the purchaser will maintain the Authority's
benefits package for at ieast one year beyond the closing. For
represented employees the purchaser will recognize the
employees' union representative, grant seniority to transferring
represented employees for their years of service with the Authority
and assume the collective bargaining agreements and observe the
terms and conditions of employment provided for in them until their
expiration dates.

4. Local Services
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At IP3, the Authority utilizes the Village of Buchanan sewage
treatment plant under an agreement between the Village and the
Authority. Water also is supplied by the Village. Water is supplied
to JAF by the Town of Scriba and wastewater is treated by an on-
site treatment plant. While the facilities themselves have plant
security and fire protection, local police and fire organizations
provide backup for on-site activities and participate in emergency
pians and exercises. Plant employees generally reside within
reasonable commuting distances in the communities and areas
surrounding the facilities. Due to the nature of the Authority, no
local property taxes are paid on either facility.

5. Power Sales

Power from the {P3 facility is used to meet the demands of
the Authority’s customers in Southeastern New York State. IP3 is
the principal power source for 111 government customers in New
York City and Westchester County, all of which use the electricity
for public buildings, schools, subway and commuter trains, street
lights, and various other public facilities and purposes. Since the
Authority does not have a guaranteed service area, its power price
has to be competitive with the regulated utilities, independent
power producers, and on-site generation.

About 665 businesses and non-profit organizations receive
electricity from JAF. All of JAF's power is sold to businesses,
utitities {including the Long Island Power Authority) and
Muni/Coops.

New York State recently established the New York
Independent System Operator (NYISO). The NYISO exercises
operational control over most of the State's transmission facilities to
maintain short term reliability, administer the NYISO Transmission
Tariff and implement and operate New York's Open Access Same-
Time Information System (OASIS). An Operating Committee
establishes and oversees procedures for coordinating NY Power
Systemn Operations. A Business Issues Committee establishes
procedures for the efficient nondiscriminatory operation of
electricity markets coordinated by the NYISO. The NYISO
operates day-ahead and hourly markets for energy and ancillary
services. It is within the context.of the 1SO system that power will
be marketed and sold from both IP3 and JAF.

Proposed Action



As noted, the proposed action encompasses the sale of IP3
and JAF. The sale includes all the assets listed in the P&SA. it
also includes the transfer of nuclear fuel. In addition, a fixed price
power contract will be entered into between the purchaser and the
Authority for output from each of the facilities. Finally, to assure
delivery of power, the Interconnection and Operation Agreement
(Exhibit H of the P&SA) provides for JAF's connection to the
Authority's transmission system.

Potential Environmental Impacts
1. Physical Environment

Physically, there will be no difference in facility operation
before and after the sale. No operational or physical changes will
be made. Virtually the only change will be a substitution of upper -
management. The staff, the operating procedures and the legal
requirements for operation will not change.

The P&SA lists the permits that will be transferred to the
purchaser. The purchaser will accept these permits subject to all
existing conditions. Since the permits are renewed periodically, the
potential for a change in conditions exists regardless of who
operates the facilities. However, before any significant revision can
be made to state or local permits, the requirements of SEQRA
would have to be met and approval received from such permitting
authorities. Any revisions to federal permits would be subject to
the requirements of NEPA, along with any permit requirements.
The NRC has determined that the mere transfer of ownership of a
facility does not create significant environmental impacts and for
that reason has categorically exciuded such actions from the NEPA
requirements.

One potential issue that could arise apart from the regulatory
requirements is the impact of actual operation on emissions from
other facilities. Operation of the IP3 and JAF facilities can displace
the burning of 900 million gallons of oil or 6.6 million tons of coal
with a concurrent reduction in NOx, SOy and other emissions of
critical concern. On the other hand, the reduction of the negative
aspects of other forms of energy production is partially offset by the
generation of waste products such as SNF and low-level
radioactive waste at nuclear facilities,

Entergy's ability to operate the two facilities was scrutinized
to assure that operation of these facilities continues at the level that
the facilities have attained in recent years under Authority
supervision. Entergy currently operates six nuclear units at five
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plant sites: Arkansas Nuclear One Units 1 and 2 near Russellville,
Arkansas; Grand Gulf Nuclear Station in Port Gibson, Mississippi;
River Bend Station in St. Francisville, Louisiana; Waterford 3 in
Taft, Louisiana; and Pilgrim Nuclear Station in Plymouth, Mass.
The six nuclear units represent three of the four major U.S. nuclear
steam supply systems and include three General Electric boiling
water reactors, iwo Combustion Engineering pressurized water
reactors, and one Babcock and Wilcox pressurized water reactor.
In 1998, Entergy's nuclear units safely generated over 38 million
megawatt-hours of electricity, providing about 40 percent of
Entergy's generation with a capacity factor of approximately 80
percent.

Likewise, Dominion's ability {o operate the two facilities was
also scrutinized to assure that operation of these facilities
continues at the leve! that the facilities have attained in recent
years under Authority supervision. Dominion, through its subsidiary
Virginia Power Co., currently operates four nuclear units at two
plant sites: North Anna Units 1 and 2 near Mineral, Virginia, and
Surry Power Station Unils 1 and 2 in Surry, Virginia. In 1998 and
1988, Dominion’s nuclear units average capacity factors were 91.7
and 93.8 respectively.

As noted above, the Power Purchase Agreement will not
cause any change in the current operational characteristics.
Energy, in the first instance, will be supplied from the output of the
facilities. If the facilities are unavailable, power will be provided
from other non-specific sources (i.e., market purchases). Since the
transfer is also made with the expectation that the faciities will
continue to operate at their present levels and that existing
alternate sources will backup the facilities, no change in the type of
source for the power (other than normal market selection) will
occur. Therefore, no measurable localized impacts on air quality or
water quality will occur nor will there be a measurable change in
system wide environmental impacts.

2. Public health and safety.

The proposed transfer will be subject to NRC safety review
and approval. Because the staff will remain, the facilities will
continue to operate with personnel that have intimate knowtedge of
the facilities and have proven that they can operate these facilities
safely. Moreaver, the expertise of the facilities' existing staffs and
support personnel will be supplemented by the expertise that the
ultimate purchaser has in the nuclear area. Virtually the only
cliange will be management at the highest corporate levels. A
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condition of the selection process for potentiaf purchasers was a
record of experience and safe operation of nuclear facilities by the
purchaser. In the case of both potential purchasers, there exists
extensive experience with the operation of a number of nuclear
facilities. The Environmental Division reviewed both purchasers’
general industry reputation and public critiques along with NRC
records related to their facility operations including inspection
results, SALP reports, notices of violations and their resolution and
ather information. Based on this review, the Environmentai
Division concluded that no reduction in safety would occur if the
facilities were transferred to either proposed purchaser.

While the Authority's review concluded that there is an
acceptable level of financial assurance that both purchasers'
operating companies will have the financial ability to operate the
facilities, the Authority is not the final judge. The sale, as noted, is
contingent on the transfer of the facilities’ NRC licenses to the
operating companies. These transfers will require the approval of
the NRC under 10 C.F.R. § 50.80. In determining whether ta
approve a transfer, the NRC considers the same information with
respect to the identity and technical and financial qualifications of
the proposed transferee as would be required if the application
were for an initial license. After appropriate notice to interested
persons and observance of such procedures as may be required
by the Atomic Energy Act or regulations or orders of the NRC, the
NRC will approve an application for the transfer of a license, only if
it determines (1) that the proposed transferee is qualified, including
technically and financially, to be the holder of the license and (2}
that transfer of the license is otherwise consistent with applicable
provisions of law, regulations, and orders issued by the NRC.,

The potential impact of the sale on plant decommissioning
and SNF storage was also examined. As part of the agreement, to
the extent the Authority retains decommissioning responsibility,
discussed below, the purchaser’s affiliate would be required to
decommission the facility for a fixed price. Moreover, the P&SA
and related documents call for the Authority 1o retain its current
Decommissioning Trust Fund, presently containing over $600
million, until at least the end of each facility’s license or early
dismantlement. it is estimated that at the time of license expiration
the fund will have approximately $1.9 billion available for
decommissioning and greenfielding. Analysis indicated that this
amount would be sufficient to decommission, including
greenfielding, the facilities at license expiration. The agreement,

therefore, provides a mechanism o assure that sufficient funds will

be available to decornmission the facilities after the transfer by the
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Authority. If there is an early dismantlement of a facility, the
purchaser’s affiliate would be responsible for decommissioning the
facility utilizing amounts in the Decommissioning Fund and their
own funds. Financial assurance, both to the Authority and the
public, is also provided not only by the retention of funds by the
Authority but by a coniractual requirement that the purchaser
supplement such funds if necessary. If, prior to decommissioning,
NRC financial requirements are imposed that require funds in
excess of amounts available for decommissioning from the retained
Decommissioning Fund, the purchaser is required to deposit
money in a separate fund to meet the higher monetary assurance
requirement. Decommissioning, whether by the Authority or by the
purchaser, must comply with all applicable NRC requirements in
effect at the time (including any demolition, site remediation and
restoration requirements) and will be subject to public scrutiny and
participation in accordance with both NRC procedures and NEPA.

- Re-use plans for the site will also be subject o all applicable
state and local land-use and environmental controls, including
SEQRA. ltis likely that private ownership of the IP3 and JAF
facilities will subject future re-use to a higher level of local control
than would be the case if title remained with the Authority.

The generation of electricity at a nuclear power plant entails
a process by which nuclear fission converis mass to energy. The
"fuel" is composed of solid, ceramic-like pellets of enriched
uranium, slightly larger than pencil erasers, stacked atop each
other and sealed in strong metal tubes, cailed fuel rods. The rods
are approximately 12-15 feet long, and are bundled together in
groups to form nuclear fuet assemblies. These fuel assemblies,
. when placed inside a nuclear reactor where the fission process

- takes place, produce heat that is used to generate steam and make

electricity. The reactor at JAF contains 560 fuel assemblies while
the one at IP3 contains 196. Currently both reactors are "refueled”
every two years. During the "refugling”, approximately one third of
the assemblies are replaced wilth new assemblies. As a result,
each assembly is resident in the reactor approximately six years.
After that time, it no longer economically produces usable heat.
The assemblies that are removed from the reactor are referred to
as spent nuclear fue! assemblies or SNF. Upon removal from the
reactor the SNF is stored in the SNF pool at each site. The SNF
pools are steel-lined concrete basins containing water. Besides
helping to cool the spent nuclear fuel, water provides protection
from radiation for plant workers and the public.

Spent nuclear fuel assemblies can be stored in a "dry"
environment aboveground using heavy containers or casks made

9
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of steel and/or concrete, Casks are either placed upright on
concrete pads, or stored horizontally in metal canisters in concrete
bunkers. Like pool storage, dry storage has been proven safe but is
not intended fo be a permanent solution.

Dry casks are large, rugged containers made of steel or
steel-reinforced concrete, 18 or more inches thick. The casks use
materials like steel, concrete and lead—instead of water—as a
radiation shield. Depending on the design, a dry cask can hold from
seven to 56 12-foot-long fuel assemblies.

The NRC has approved several designs for use by utilities.
The casks have a 20-year license. After 20 years, they must be
inspected, and with NRC approval the license could be extended.
Various dry cask storage technologies are being successfully used
by utilities at the present time.

The approved dry-cask designs use one of three storage
systems. The first system stores used fuel in steel canisters that
are inserted horizontally into a steel-reinforced concrete vault. The
second uses steel canisters placed vertically inside a concrete
storage building. Each of these systems uses the concrete storage
containment as a final radiation barrier. The third system uses
vertical casks made of steel or reinforced concrete that stand
outside on a three-foot-thick pad of reinforced concrete. This is the
system proposed for use at JAF. To make room in the fuel pool for
the hot and highly radicactive assemblies removed from the
_ reactor, the oldest stored fuel—which has been cooling in the pool
for at least 10 years—is transferred to dry casks.

Loaded casks are filled with an inert gas, sealed, and stored
either on reinforced concrete pads or inside steel-reinforced
concrete bunkers. The casks are designed to withstand natural
disasters such as tornadoes, hurricanes and floods and o prevent
the release of radioactivity. All of the designs are passive, in that
they require no mechanical devices. for cooling and ventilation,

With respect to on-site storage of spent fuel, the Authority's
Contract DE-CR01-83NE44407 with the DOE for the permanent
disposal of spent nuclear fuel and high-level radioactive waste will
be assigned (with no changes) to the purchaser. The Authority
currently owes approximately $160 million doliars for fuel burned
prior to April 7, 1983. The Authority will retain the funds for this
payment and pay them to the purchaser only when required by the
DOE contract. Even with the DOE's present schedule for receipt of
spent fuel, additional on-site storage is required and is being
planned for the JAF facility. Alternative techniques have been
examined previously and, where feasible, employed to increase the
capacity of the SNF pool. Both IP3 and JAF have re-racked their
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pools to the point that no additional space can be gained based
upon current technology. Present planning provides for the
additional storage through the use of dry cask storage. A SEQRA
assessment was performed prior to Trustee approval of capital
funds to engineer, design, procure and construct an Independent
Spent Fuel Storage Installation (ISFSI) at JAF. The assessment
resulted in a Negative Declaration that was finalized on April 22,
1998.

The need for an ISFS! is independent of plant awnership. If
additional storage is not available for the SNF at the time the SNF
pool is filled, no SNF can be off-loaded from the reactor.
Therefore, continued operation, no matter who the owner may be,
will require the creation of additional storage space. The
Authority’s design contract for the ISFSI will be assigned to the
purchaser with the expectation that the purchaser will continue
development of that facility in order to assure continued operation

“of JAF in substantially the same manner as the Authority. NRC
approval is required for the storage casks included in the ISFSI.
Moreover, NRC has made a generic determination that, if
necessary, spent fuel generated in any reactor can be stored safely
and without significant environmental impacts for at legst 30 years
beyond the licensed life for operation of that reactor at its SNF pool
or at either onsite or offsite independent spent fuel storage
installations (10 C.F.R. § 51.23).

3. Customer Needs

As indicated above, the Authority will purchase energy,
installed capacity and ancillary services from the facilities
subsequent to the sale. The Authority will purchase eleciricity from
the two plants for resale to customers through Dec. 31, 2004, with
the opportunity for additional purchases beyond that date.
Customer rates and allocations will be unaffected by the sale.

The Authority will receive products and services at prices
fixed in the agreement. They will include energy and installed
capacity from the two plants, as well as "ancillary services” needed
to support the transmission of electricity while maintaining reliability
of the statewide system.

Under the proposed Power Purchase Agreement, the
Authority will purchase all electricity produced at IP3 throughout the
term of the agreement at a price of 3.6 cents per kWh. JAF power
will be purchased at 3.2 cents per kWh and resold to the Authority's
customers under its Municipal Economic Development, High Load
Factor, Economic Development and Power for Jobs programs.
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These amounts will decline over time from 375 MW for any part of
2000 to 360 MW in 2001, 303 MW in 2002 and 255 MW in 2003
and 2004. The Authority's share of JAF production will be “first-
out-of-the-plant,” meaning that the Authority will be served before
other customers when output is limited.

When either plant is not running, or is operating at levels
insufficient to meet the Authority's needs, the Authority will obtain
replacement supplies on the open market or from its own
resources. Regardless of plant performance, the Authority will be
assured that its costs for replacement energy up to specified
minimum entitlements (equivalent to 85 percent of designated
capacity levels) will be no greater than the prices set in the
agreement. This will be accomplished by the purchaser
compensating the Authority—subject to certain adjustments—for
the difference between the cost of energy in New York State
markets when a plant is deficient and the lower energy price in the
agreement. Calculations of energy supplies and any payment
obligations will be keyed to two periods. The first will extend for two
years from the closing date of the agreement, while the second will
run from that point through the agreement's termination on Dec. 31,
2004. [f the amount of energy supplied by the purchaser in the first
period exceeds the 85 percent minimum for a plant, the
difference—up to 5 percent—will be carried over and credited
toward the second-period requirement. If the purchaser falls short
of the minimum in the first period, it will be able to deferup to 5
percent of the total energy requirement to Period 2 without financial
penalty.

The 85 percent requirement at IP3 will be based on capacity
levels of 985 MW for the winter months and 870 MW for the
summer. The summer amount is less because higher Hudson
River water temperatures reduce the plant's output.

At JAF, the 85 percent entitlement will be based on the
capacity levels noted previously.

If the Authority anticipates the need for purchases from
either or both plants afler the agreement expires, it will nolify the
purchaser by the end of 2003 and the two parties will begin good-
faith discussions on price and other terms. The Authority will give
the purchaser an opportunity to submit sale proposals if the
Authority intends to replace its supplies from either plant at
specified levels after the agreements expire. The purchaser will
notify the Authority when the amount of energy available from
either plant for the post-agreement period falls to designated
amounts (200 MW for JAF and 500 MW for IP3) and will give the
Authority the opportunity to discuss purchase of this energy.
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Under a separate agreement, the Authority and the
purchaser will share equally the difference between actual market
prices and agreed-upon forecasted prices for 10 years after the
agreement expires. This will enable the Authority to realize
benefits if market prices are much higher than expected.

As long as the facilities produce power, power purchased by
the Autherity from the units will be used to satisfy the Authority's
customer load. If the facilities are not in operation, the difference
will be made up from other Authority resources or the market, as
would be the case if the facilities were to remain with the Authority.
Moreover, if a premature shutdown were to occur, replacement
power would be from the market. The power sales provisions
assure the Authority a fixed purchase price for power. They also
provides a mechanism to negotiate continued supply agreements.
The price furthermore enables the Authority to provide power to its
customers consistent with the terms of their contracts.

In summmary, the proposed agreement will permit the
Authority to continue to meet customer requirements and will not
create any significant incentive for the purchaser either to increase
or decrease the facilities' operations in a manner materiaily
different from the Authority's current practices.

4, Personnel

The P&SA minimizes the disruption in employment. The
sale will impact approximately 1650 Authority employees. The
purchaser, however, will offer the same or similar jobs to all these
employees. Over time, some employees will realize greater
opportunities under the mantle of a widespread nuclear
organization, while operating efficiencies could affect the positions

‘of others. However, even if the facilities remained under Authority

control, the pressure for such efficiencies in a competitive market
would exist. Upon transfer, the employees will retain benefits
equivalent to those that are provided by the Authority. Among
other things these employees' vacation and sick leave balances will
transfer with them to the purchaser. Moreover, the other benefits
that they receive, such as medical, dental and hospitalization
insurance, will remain in force for at least one year after the closing
in the case of non-represented employees and for the term of their
collective bargaining agreement for represented personnel. The
Authority has also instituted a program to provide each non-
represented employee with $2000 in transition pay upon their
transfer to the purchaser. The Authority has offered the union
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representatives of the Authority's bargaining unit personnel a
similar payment. In view of the foregoing there will no significant
employment impacts associated with this transaction.

While change itself can be considered an impact, it happens
regardless of the alternatives taken. In the case of the transfer of
these facilities, the programs developed (continuation of
compensation and benefits and assumption of union contracts}
allow for a smooth transition from public sector employment to
private sector employment.

5. Local Communities

Since the plant staffs will remain in the same positions
following transfer of the facilities, no "boom/bust” effect will arise.
Operations at the facilities will continue as under Authority
operation, and services now provided by the Authority will continue
to be provided in the same or similar manner by the purchaser.
The purchaser will negotiate with the localities for mutually
beneficial services in the future.

All the agreements entered into in connection with
emergency planning will remain the same. Since the individuals
who currently interface with the local communities will continue in
the purchaser's employ, a smooth transition should result, The
P&SA provides for the transfer to the purchaser of (1) all right, title
and interest of the Authority in the property and assets used or
usable in providing emergency warning or associated with
emergency preparedness, and (2) all rights that the Authority has
under the contracts-and agreements associated with emergency
preparedness.

One change will be the tax status of the facility. As a private
entity, the purchaser will be subject to local property taxes. These
will offset contributions that the Authorily has traditionaily made to
local communities. The increased tax base, when spread across
the entire local community tax base, will not have a significant
socio-economic impact on the cormmunity.

The Authority, as well as other licensees of nuclear power
plants in New York State, provides $585,000 a year per nuclear
power plant to the state under legislation requiring annual

payments from plant licensees. These funds are used to help fund
the Stale Emergency Management Office and provide assistance
to the counties in the IP3 and JAF plant areas. This state funding
requirement is expected to continue after the transfer of the plants,

The Authority also provides funding directly to the
surrounding counties for items not covered through the-state, such
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as a coordinator for Indian Peint Affairs (Four-County Coardinator
position), bus driver training, and reception centers. The Authority,
with its neighbor utilities, also coordinates and funds public
education programs, including the annual printing of emergency
planning booklets. The Authority and its neighbor utilities provide
annual radiological training for their host counties as well as
support medical drills for the local communities. There is no
expectation that these activities or the funding therefor wouid
diminish or change after the transfer of IP3 and JAF to the
purchaser,

8. Energy Conservation and Renewable Energy Sources

As part of its customer services, the Authority has
developed an array of energy programs involvirg conservation,
renewable energy sources, new technology generation sources,
and energy efficiency. The transfer of the facilities and the power
purchase provisions of.the Power Purchase Agreement provide
money and price stability that will permit these programs to
continue and, perhaps, to expand. It is expected that the
proceeds of the plant sales will be used in part to enhance and
expand the Authority's initiatives in these areas.

Consideration of Alternatives

The proposed action presented the Authority with three
viable alternatives. Two of the alternatives involved sale of the
facilities and one involved continued operation by the Authority (the
no action alternative). As discussed above, actual on-site and
system-wide environmental impacts vary little under any of the
alternatives. Both proposed purchasers would assume ownership
and operation of the facilities in exactly the same manner as exists
under Authority ownership. Both have provided financial
assurances to the Authority and would be required to provide
financial assurance to the NRC for continued safe operation and
decommissioning of the facilities. Both, like the Authority, have
long term experience in the operation of nuclear facilities. Both
would operate the facilities with essentiaily the same staff that
works for the Authority. Both would operate the facilities under the
same legal permit conditions as the Authority now does, The
biggest factor that will affect long term future operation is the
competitive market system. That system will dictate how and when
these facilities operate in the future. That future, however, besides
being uncertain, applies equally to all the alternatives. Moreover,
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to the extent that the competitive market dictates physical or
operational changes at the facilities that affect safety orthe
environment, they will be subject to federal and/or state review and ¢
approval.

The fransaction has been structured to minimize or eliminate
any adverse environmental, safety, social or economic impacts that
could be associated with the sale of the facilities. The agreement
to operate the facilities under the terms of all existing regulatory ¢
permits assures continued operation in an environmentally sound
and safe manner. The agreement to employ all the workers now
responsible for operation of the facilities reinforces this continuity of
operation. The employee agreement also virtually eliminates the
impact of the transfer on the local community and, by providing
benefits similar to those under the Authority and a monetary
incentive, minimizes impacts on the work force. The provision for a
guaranteed power supply over the period of the Authority’s existing
contracts likewise assures that the Authority's customers will
continue to receive the low cost power for which they contracted.
Finally, the agreements, as indicated above, provide assurance {
that funds will be available to decommission the facilities.

A description of the principal agreements implementing this
action is contained in the President's Memorandum. The
President's Memorandum also contains a comparative analysis of
the offers received by the Authority. There are no significantly {
measurable differences in the environmental or safety impacts
associated with these alternatives. In essence, the alternatives
differ only in their financia! impacts on the Authority and as noted in
item A.7. of the President's Memorandum, analysis " showed that
sale of the plants to either Buyer was substantially superior to
continued ownership."

Conclusion
For the reasons set forth above and in the January 6, 2000 Environmental
Assessment Form, the proposed action will not have any significant

~ environmental impacts and does not require preparation of an Environmental
Impact Statement.
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