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Pilgrim Nuclear Plant in Plymouth. Firs: of all, we have a

huge unit now, which is quite enough for us to cope with.
^

Taike most Plymouth citizens we never dremed that there could
. s

be a second. We have faced serious problems in its operation;

pollution of sea life, =echanical mishaps, waste disposal errors,

and radiation exposure.

Sedondly, Plymouth has g own since Plant I

was started. It is one of the fastest powing towns in Mass-

achusetts, doubling in the past ten yea s. We haw a year round

population of 30,000 and a su=mer population of 60,000. It

is foolhardy to add a second plant in this densely settled a ea!

We urge you to deny pe:nisiotto Boston Edison

to start Pilgrim Plant II. We also urge you to set up =uch

r
sycter and = ore closely supervised safery require =en :3 for
Filgrim Plan I.

We have been tax payers in Fly. cuth for 45

years, live in one of P'rnouth's his;;ric houses and a"e deeeply

*be b"tu"e of "A=orica's Ucne Town."
#concerned w'*"
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