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August 26, 1975

UNITED STATES P ROJ ECT - T' zee Mile Island nuclee . itatien
Nuclear Regulaterf Cc= mission
Washington, D.C. 20555 APPLICANT: Metro _ clitan Edisen Cc=pany

LOCATION: cauphin County

PSCH PROJECT NU''SER: 72-cs-2-oos

g%r

Dear Sir:
--

Attached to this letter please find coments from the Deoartment
of Environmental Resources relative to the above referenced project.

Please consider these the formal coments of the Department in
this project.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Sincerely,

f#'0 bU S/ /
f L P h ,-

Rosemary E., White

Project Review Coora.'nater
Pennsylvania State Clearinghcuse

PI'd/le t

Enclosure (s) .

.

GO-235

7904200 M. y
3gc,on



MC . WEALTH or PENNsg%
.

-
- ~ '

N
.

ih '4ACO Sh'

DSMA
CE.: ARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PESOURCES

th: sanary ea ee n . . ,

......v.........i.w... .....

August 8, 1975

SUBJECT: Depart =ent of Environment-1 Resources
hview and Evaluation of

PSCH No.: 72-08-3-005

TITLE: Three Mile Island - Environ = ental
- Report - Operating License Stage

LOCATION: Dauphin County

TO: Rosemary White, Project Coordinator
Pennsylvania State Clearinghouse

//

fyou;//VMiu, '
-

FRCM: MAUP1_CE K. GCEDARD3

Secretary of Environmental Resources

No significant or adverse i= pact is anticipated by the i=ple entation
of this project. However, the Depart =ent of Environ = ental Resources offers
these ecc=ents.

niis project has been evaluated en the basis of the actions proposed in
the applicant's submission. Any approval, granted or i= plied, does not atend
to any changes made by the applicant subsequent to and not in keeping with our
recon =endations. Any cuch changes will require a new submission througt the
Pennsylvania State Clearinghouse.
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Rose =ary White 2 August 8, 1975

We direct your attention to Section 2.5 of the report which sr--,rizes
the available information ca water supplies downstreas f ce the nuclear station
for a distance of 50 miles. The consumers include public water supplies,
industries and utilities. In addition, Figure 2.5-1 shews the location of lakes
and reservoirs within a 50 mile radius of the site. Figure 2.5-3 shows the
location of tajor water supplies within a 20 mile radius of the site which
take water fro = streams in the vicinity, or f rom wells. Figure 2.5-4 lists
all known data related to water supply syste=s.

From a water supply viewpoint, the project will have no known adverse
effect on the area, provided sound engineering practice is adhered to prior to
and after the nuclear electric generating units are in operation.

Section 2.5-3 has been revised in the 1975 editien of the Environmental
Report to shcw that the flood of record is 1,020,000 cfs which eccurred in
June 1972 during Eurricane Agnes. The dike around the power plant was designed
for a previously estimated Prcbable Ma:.iru Flced of 1,100,000 cfs which was
almost duplicated by Agnes. The observad water surface elevations during Agnes
were abcut 8.5 feet and 4.0 feet below the elevations of the dike at the upstrea:
and downstrea= ends of the plant site, raspectively. New that the Prchable
Maximum Flood has been revised, such a rire occurrence would have a discharge of
1,625,000 cfs, with its water surface at elevation 310, which co=pletely everteps
the dike elevation of 304 at the downstr eam end of the plant site.

Although an event such as the Preaable Fevd um Flcod is extremely rare, the
experience during Hurricane Agnes has shown that such a event is net 1:possible.
A study should be cade of steps to be taken in case of an extre=e fleeding event.
Would raising the levee to ' elevation 310 be feasible or would energency shut dcur
operations be sufficient? These alternatives would depend on the probability cf
occurrence of the Probable Mani=us Flced during the 40 year life of the project
and the risk of a flood disaster.

Further e=phasis is again given here to the fact that large and s cIl aircraft
approaching the Earrisburg Airport continue to fly directly over the existing
cooling towers, creating a hazard to bcth the nuclear installation and the air-

craft. Airport and aviatica authorities are clearly not enforcing their regulaticas.

The Depart =ent of Environmental Resources retains an' interest in this project
and desires to be Leforned of any adverse envirencental effetts encountered er
anticipated in the further developtent of this project.
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