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FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20426

In Reply Refer To:

OEPR-DRB

Cooperative Studies
Draft Supplement to DEIS
Susquehanna Steam-Electric

Station Units 1 and 2

Darrel G. Eisenhut, Director
Division of Licensing
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. Z0555

Dear Mr. Eisenhut:

This is in response to your recent request for comments'on the draft supplement
to the draft environmental impact statement for the Susquehanna Steam-Electric
Station (SSES) Units 1 and 2, Pennsylvania.

The draft supplement addresses the subject of low flow augmentation required to
supply water to the Susquehanna River to replace water consumptively used by the
SSES during periods of very low streamflow. The aver age consumptive use at the
SSES would be about 1.4 cubic meters per second or approximately 6 percent of
the seven consecutive day, 10-year frequency low flow of 2Z.7 cubic meters per
second at the Wilkes-Barre gage. When the discharge at the gage is below this

'evel,Pennsylvania law prohibits water withdrawals from the river. This would
result in SSES being shutdown for the duration of the streamflow deficiency.

The applicants, Pennsylvania Power and Light Company and the Allegheny Electric
Cooperative, Inc., have studied two alternatives for providing low flow
augmentation —one, a new single-purpose reservoir and another, which would
utilize storage from an existing reservoir. Another opt'ion would be to "river
follow" or accept and accommodate the occasional shutdowns necessary during
low streamflow. The applicants have recommended construction of the Pond Hill
low flow augmentation reservoir. The proposed single-purpose reservoir w'ould
be located on a headwater tributary to the Susquehanna River, with i nsufficient
natural streamflow for its intended purpose. Consequently, pumping energy
amounting to about 2,417 megawatt-hours per year would be required to maintain
its required inflow. This is equivalent to the amount of electricity that could
be generated from using about 4,000 barrels of oil.
The report recognizes that the most economic alternative to augment low flows
would be the modified operation of an existing upstream reservoir. However, we
believe that the draft supplement did not adequately explore that opportunity,
which appears to us to be the most practical alternative. The primary project

cob >
5



Darrel G. Eisenhut, Director ~ 2 w

considered is the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers'owanesque project, presently
under construction and scheduled for completion in June 1981. The report
states that the Corps of Engineers pointed out uncertainties regarding the
availability of storage due to the need for Congressional approval for reallo-
cation of storage capacity, and according to the Susquehanna River Basin Com-

mission, the Cowanesque project cannot be considered as a timely alternative.
The report implies that the Pond Hill project could be designed, constructed,
and placed in operation in less time than the Congress could effect changes
in the Cowanesque project operations. We question this implication.

According to the Corps of Engineers, the pre-construction planning of the
Cowanesque project included approximately 31,000 acre-feet of storage for water
supply but it was not included as a project purpose due to lack of local support
at the time. However, we have been informed by the Corps that a detailed
$ 600,000 plus study is currently underway to determine the availability of
storage in the Cowanesque project for supply make-up water for the Susquehanna
Steam-Electric Station. This extensive study, initiated in March 1979, is
scheduled for completion in early 1982.

Based on our review of the draft supplement report and consultation with the
Corps of Engineers, it appears that the use of the Cowanesque project, now

under construction, instead of the proposed Pond Hill project would: save an

equivalent of 4,000 barrels of oil annually, avoid the environmental effects
normally associated with dam construction, eliminate possible objections from
local residents or property owners, increase benefits to recreation and fish
and wildlife resources during low flow conditions, and perhaps provide the low
flow regulation sooner than Pond Hill. Therefore, it appears to be in both the
ratepayers'nd taxpayers'nterests to include storage in the Corps of

Engineers'roject

(under construction) rather than build a new reservoir.

Sincerely,

+MLCa
William W. Lindsay, Direc r
Office of Electric Power egulation


