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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSICHNM

ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSINCGC APPEAL BOAFRD

In the Matter of

PHILADELPHIA ELECTRIC COMPANY
(Limerick Generating Station, -

Units 1 and 2) : s/ s TN i

50-3530L

MOTION TO SET ASIDE BASED ON NEW EVIDENCE

Pursuant to 10 C.F.R. §82.730, 2.780 ané Part 2,
App. VI and VIII, Intervenor-Appellant Del-AWARE Unlimited,
Inc. moves to set aside the Partial PID herein based on new
evidence a~d circumstances, and avers as the basis thereocf
the following:

) B8 On June 18, 1984, the Pennsylvania Environmental
Hearing Board rendered its decision, in which it found that
the diversion of water into the East Branch of the Perkiomen
Creek would cause substantial erosion therein. In so
finding, the Environmental Hearing Board sustained the
allecations of Contention V-16, which contention was re-
jected by the Board herein.

2. Recently in discovery in Bucks County Common Pleas
Court, the applicant produced a memorandum dated December
12, 1973, disclosing clearly that its selection of the non-
channelization option for the East Branch was based on an
effort to avoid regulatory review by this Commission. That
memorandum, reflecting a meeting of applicant's engineers
and advisors, discloses that the applicant knowingly

determined to accept erosion rather than channelize, because
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channelization would involve impact which would reguire

review by this Commission. A copy c¢f the memorandum is
attached as Exhibit "B". (See pg. 4.)

3. Had the Commission deferred the hearings until
after the issuance of the FES, it would havg‘been possible
to have included the. evidence herein that was presented
before the EHB, as well as that presented before the
Pennsylvania PUC. By regquiring intervenors to litigate the
issue prior to conclusion of necessary studies, the Board
committed an error.

4. The EHB decision entails the construction by PECo
of a sewage treatment plant to treat the diverted water
prior to discharging it into the East Branch of the
Perkiomen Creek. It is estimated that such construction
will delay operation of the Diversion at least until the
Fall of 1986.

5. Additional material discovered from PECo files
have disclosed that Schuylkill river alternatives would
suffice for one, but not two units at Limerick. This issue
was considered by the Licensing Board, but rejected by it.
The recént memorandum disclosed that the Applicant had been
aware of the validity of intervenors' position since at
least June, 1983, Copies of PECo memoranda are attached
hereto as Exhibits "C" and "D".

6. Although the staff has taken the position that it
has no interast in, and in not involved in the matter of the

source of supplemental cooling water, this is directly




. contradicted by an ex parte staff contact with PECo,

obviously initiated by the staff. In that contact, in which
the staff attepted to ascertain the impacts of the
cancellation or delay of Point Pleasant, the staff indicated
that it was making informal contact, and_, committed to
discuss with PECo prior to making "formal" contact.
(Informal notes of the informal coﬁtact attached as Exhibit
*E".)

T The staff action obviously reflected a improper
contact with PECo, concealed £from intervenors and the
public, and contrary to the staff's public representations,
and to 1C C.F.R. §27.80. It also constitutes an acknowl-
edgement by the staff that the Commission is involved in the
matter of PECo's source of supplemental cooling water.

8. The Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission has
recently adopted a resclution instituting an investigation
into the desirability of cancelling Unit 2 at Limerick.
This Resolution, a copy c¢f which is attached hereto as
Exhibit "F", clearly show that the PUC's concern is no
longer limited, as claimed previously by the staff, to the
financi3l consequences of concelling Unit 2, but rather
extends to the cntire range of questions regarding the need
for the power, the cost, and the effects of construction.

9. The Pernsylvania Public Utility Commission has
indefinitely deferred approval of the Bradshall Reservoir
Pump Station, a necessary component of the Point Pleasant

Diversion. The Initial Decision by the Adminsitrative Law
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Judge had recommendeé approval of only one pump, which
created a situation where PECec could not properly operate
the diversion, since DRBC order called for PECo to maintain
the minimum flow 1in the Perkiomen in excess of the
capability of one pump. -

10. As a result ‘of the foregoing, it is clear that
PECo will not Dbe able to operate Limerick Unit One in
accordance with the representations in the Amended
Application. pursuant to this Commission's policies at 50
Cc.F.R. Part 2 Appendix A, it is therefore incumbent upon the
Commission and it staff to make present preparation for
subsi4:.tion of other alternatives, including the
noncperation alternative if necessary, in order to avoid
regulatory delay if PECo should keep to its target date for
commercial operation, in order to consider on a timely basis
PECo's motion for a interim low power licerse, £iled cn May
9, 1984. Although PECo claims that it can operate unit one
at low power without supplemental cooling water, such claim
is based on the assumption that low power testing will occur
only dgring the winter months; if it should continue into
the summer of 1985 (assuming that PECO is successful in
obtaning a license in the fall of 1984), PECo would be
unable to operate at low power as purposed in the amended
application.

11. The staff has estimated that it will require an
effort of 6-12 months to review a substitute source of

supplemental cooling water. The staff has not indicated



whether this estimate applies to temporary, permanent, or
any substitutes. If it does not apply the temporary
substitutes, the staff has not derfined what "temporary"
means, in terms of duration, or nature of substitute.

12. Under NEPA, this Commission is obliged to review
reasonably foreseeable alternatives as well as the applicant

proposed plan. %.g., Natural Resources Defense Council v.

Morton, 458 F.2d4 827 (D.C. Cir. 1972).

13, The Licensing Board has declined to take jurisdic-
tion of these matters, but has, nevertheless, expressed in
dictum its conclusion that these matter are nct ripe or
appropriate for hearing. Accordingly, either on the theory
that jurisdiction lies in this Board, or that the Licensing
Board has made a decision, the matter is properly before
this Board at this time.

14. Construction of the Point Pleasant Diversion has
come to a complete halt, and permits have been remanded to
the Department of Envircnmental Resources. Friend of Branch
Creek and a number of riparian landowners on the Perkiomen
Creek have appealed the EHB decision to the Commonwealth
Court, on the ground that no diversion at all should have
been permitteé into the East Branch. A copy of their
petition for review is enclosed herewith (Exhibit "G").

19, Since the foregoing matter have very recently
occurred or been disclosed, there can be nor guestion as to

the timeliness of the foregoing Contentions.
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16. No other party has previcusly demonstrated any
deposition to litigate these Contentions, and the staff have
steadfastly refused tc face the reality of the situation,
thereby making it clear that no other party will litigate
these issues. .

17. Litigation of these issues at the present time
will substantially shorten these proceedings, since it will
enable these Contentions and the guestion of alternatives
sources of supplemental cooling water to be disposed of
prior to tu2 applicant bring this matter before the
Commission, and thereby enabling the avoidance of
regulatory delay.

18. The intervenor has previously demonstrated its

superior capability to ©present this matter to the

Commission.

WHEREFORE, intervenor moves and request that this
Board set aside the PID as having been erreonous in law and
fact, require that the Licensing Board proceed promptly to
identify ané evaluate likely alternatives to Point Pleasant,
as well®’ as any further evaluation of Point Pleasant that is
consistent with this Board's determination, and find and
determine that it would be contrary to the National
Environmental Policy Act for this Commision to permit the

operation of Limerick unless and until a substitute cooling



water source is identified, thereby obviating the need to

impose the Point Pleasant facility.

Respectfully submitted,

ROBERT J. SUBAP
Counsel for Intervenor
Del-AWARE Unlimited

Of Counsel

SUGARMAN, DENWORTH & HELLEGERS
l16th Floor, Center Plaza

101 North Broad Street
Philadelphia, PA 19107

(215) 751-9733

Dated: July 31, 1984
020

Intervenor recuest the Board's parden for couching its
previous communication as a letter. Such form of communi-
cation had routinely been employed by several of the parties
in communications with the Board, and is common to many
court in which counsel practices, including United States
District Courts and U.S. Courts c¢f Appeals. Counsel will
adhere in the future to the Board's preference and rules.
Likewise, counsel regrets not having observed that Mr. Edles
had been substituted for Mr. Eilperin.
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT OF PHILADELPHIA ELECTRléAvi
ON THE LIMERICK NUCLEAR POWER PLANT

| :
MEETING OF DECCMBER 12, 1972
l

Scove: "This meeting was in conncction with vesage of the strecam
channcl of the East Branch Perkjomen Creck to convey water
pumped from the Delawarc River to a point along the muin
stem of Perkiomen Creck! where it will be picked up and
trausmitted to the Limerick Plant,

|
Attendznce: Philadelphia Ilectric Company:
* Mr, Dave Marano i
Mr. Lou Pyrih § =g
Mr, Haines Dickinson
Mr, Edward Purdy l
Iehthyologicul Acsociates:
Edward C. Raney, Dircctor
Pzaul L, Harmon, Froject Leader
Mr, Robert Molzahn
E. H, Bourquard Associalcs, Inec.
E. H. Bourquard |
Terry L. Fought

The mecting started with a discussion by E. H. Bourquard of the
propored channel improvement of the Eait Branch., This would consist of a
20-foot bottorn width low flow channel nta!rting where water is pumped into the
Eact Branch from the Delaware River am:J extending 2500 feet downotream
thercof (Later considerations wore that t}ua channel should cxtend at least to
the Route 313 bridge, u total distunce of ..bout. 8000 feet), The proposed chaunal
would carry the 65 cfs maximum pumpag rute at a depth of 1, 2 fcet and the
mialmum pumpsge rate provided in the DRBC water nllocation oat a
depth of 0, 6 foot, We are reasonably ccrlain that this proposed channel, with
grasecd banks, would conform to the req\fu ements of the Impact Statemont

that thero be no crosion: howover, nome!maintonanco would be reouired av a

|
log or other flood debris could lodge in the channol and upset the regimen of




the stream. In explanatioa of the fact t_}}a:t the stream channel should be able
to withstand e¢rosion, E. H. Bourqu:ird dc’;acribcd a visit to the stream channel
on November 10, 1972, when he and T. L. Fought inspected the upper reaches
of the stream channel to note erosion from flood which occurred on November
8th. This Ncod was roughly cctimated tolbe approximutely 400 cfc at Elcphant
Road Bridge znd travelled down the atroam channel 2t a depth of about 5 to 6
fcet (4 to 5 feet above stream {low at umc of vigit). Tho only signs of crosion
that were noted were along t.h'o cutside bank of sharp bends where the water cut
into the bank until it became an almost vqrtical face and continucd to e¢rode the
unprotected surface, evidently for the du;'ation of the flood flow. The other
portions of the strcam scemed to suffer o'nly very minor crosion due to this
flood. The existing vegetation and the 0011 forming the otream banks, which is
plastic, appear to offer relatively high rci.ms‘ance to erosion, Also, tho exist-
ing stream channel did not have much c..pacxty for flood ﬂows and when such
Nows occur tho depth incrcaves cousiderably and ovcrbank flooding occurs.
Pictures taken on November 10th, which ‘showed the condition of the stream

channel and the height of the November 8th flood, were passed around the group.

Dave Marano stated that Dr. Raney had felt that no stream channel work of any

type would be t the best solution for the Eant Branch ccological problem and

© -—— - —

questioned why a channel thould be uwtaucd The existing strecam channel can
handle the peak pumping rate (65 cfs) at a depth of about 2 feet and, in general,
should be within the banks of the streaun }vhich are approximately 3 to 6 fecct
high. Prints were passed around the group which showed computed flow lines
for various discharges and the location of sectione utilized in tho flow line com-

the improved channel would be to firmly

o..-

putations. Probably the only rcacon for

establish P, E.'s liability with regard | lo ‘passage of the peak pumnping ratec;

without such a channel, it is possible that P. E. might bc blamed for any damage
|

that was incurred as a result of a flood on the stream. It was pointed nut that,

at present, State laws pertaining to work' on stream chauncls aro primarily direct

i
{
|
|
|




at prevention of floods and do not ncccsuairily take into account ccological

matters. Also, the property ownere ullong the stream channel are more likely
to be concerned about flooding than the biota of the stream channel, Accordingly,
P. E. might be considered liable for anygdiffcrcr.cc in water level between the
pormal flow of the stream and the flow line of the 65 cfs peaic pumping rate.
Another itemn is the matter of stream croosings by property owners, such as
{armers, who own land on both sides of t1!'1c utrc’am and-are cble, throughout
most of the year, to ford the stream. W;th the passage of a 65 cfs flow, such
fording would not be possible. P. E. wnl have to install some type of crossing
where this sitvation exists. E. H. Bourqua.rd statcd that a general inspection
of aerial photographs and property lines |:z.long the etrearn channcl did no.t indicate
very maay places where a property owne'r worked across the strcam channel;
however, this must be checked in more dlc..tail later.

At this point, Dr, Raney reitcrati:d his position that no chaonel work

should be performed on the Last Brunch.;’ He pointed out that ctream chaancls
are formcd during times of {lood and tha.t during the rising stage of the flood
most o( the erosion takes place, whcrcas}. on the following stage, the water be-

comes relatively clear except for colloidal materials. Hc felt that the existing

channel, which had been formed by past ood flows, should not be materially

e

affected by the peak pumping rate which is much less than the usual flood. In

addition, channel work would destroy thc ccology of that part of the stream and
the reoulting erosion {rom this work could be expected to deposit silt in the
gtream as far down as Sellersville. He was asked what men~sures might be taken
to improve t.hc ccology of the stream nftcr channel improvement work bad been
installed, He stated that his obaervatxon of improved channcls where definite
attempts had been made to rcstore the ccology by small dame, groing, ctc.

had, even after a period of 15 years in ::lome cases, not been very successful,

He cited the Highway Department and other N, Y. Statc agencics' attempts to -

restore the ecology of improved channels as an example of what should not be

done. Lou Pyrih pointed out that lcaving the channcl as is would probably expoec




l .

3 i
it to erosion with the incrcased flow over a,long duration, ac compared with

the existing situation where high flows occuir for vhort durations and very low
flows are prescnt ut all other {imes, E. Pf{ Bourquard was of the opinion,
based upon observations of the West Branch of Codorus Creek, in York County,
that the 65 cfs flow would erode a relatively stable channe! into the exicting
strcam bed below .the peoint of discharge but:tbat sgch éros‘ion would be limited

in amount and occur over a period of years. The flow of the West Branch of
Codorus Creck is cffectivaly controlled by a large dam on the main stream and
by a divercion weir-pumping installation onlfthc strecam draining the remaining
vpstream walershed., DBetween thece install;ationn and Spring Grove, wherc the
controlled ﬂow’ is picked up, there is about :ctcven miles of channecl which, for the
pust 4-5 yeurs has carried a relatively high 2nd constant flow several times
grecater than the previous median flow of the:' stream, Inspection of this channel
indicated that erosion of the existing Last Dfranch channcl would not create a suf-
ficient volume of scdiment to bo damauging té the downstrcam channel. Also, it
was pointed out that observations of the East Branch watershed and the tributary

- — |
strcams suggested that the major source of sedimicnt carried by the East Brunch

is the tributary streams and sheet erosion of the watershed., This was somewhat

confirmed by the results of total solids teatf made on water camples taken during

the June 23, 1972 flood on the East Branch.i Going in a downstream directicn
from Llephant Road, wherc the total solids :contcnt, in milligrams per liter, wac
208, to State Route 313 with a total solids c%ntent of 456, to Route 309 with con-
teat of 1196, to State Route 63 with a content of 1406, and finally at Stato Routa 73
with a total solids content of 1568, Dr. Ran'cy stated that any adveroe effect of
sediment resulting from erosion of the cxist:ing channel by the increaced flow
would be far lese damaging to the ocologicu[ systermn of the giream than could be

expected if an improved channol was installed. The group genecrally agreed that %’

the ccologicul requirements of tho stream channel outweigh the hydraulic, or (¢ :

L e —— & —

flood factors, particularly with regard to ob[taining approval of an application to

construct the Limerick Plant., Howcver, another consideration was the pososible

-4’
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objections of the property owners to intrd:duction of the increcased flow without
insltalling cumpensating stream improv'cnlxcnt work., In Pennsylvania, the Com-
monwealth owne the stream bed and pcrrn‘i ssion to discharge this flow into the

Lavt Branch must be obtained from DER + Consideration was given to contacting

Vaden Butler, Chief ot Dams and Encroachmcnta, conceraing the proposecd usage

—— -—

of this stream channel; however, it was concludcd that such should be delaycd
until after the Impact Statement is fzrmli’rd Aldraft copy of this Statcment has
already been furnished the Comunonwealth and it ie expected that Vaden has or

will review the portion pertaining to the East Branch,
l

Following this wag a discuseion of t.hc effects of chlorination of the watcr

Rumpcd from the Dchwure Rivcr. John C'arson s letter to DRBC concerning

this matter states that "Present plane for diversion of water into the Perkiomen

Creek, as part of the Point Plcasant Pum'ping Station project, do not include
' e e ————
divinfoction. ' Tle Environmental Impact' Statemient provided oaly that such

diginfection not be harmful to the ecology fof the stream. Chlorination had been
imtully considered in the Point Plcaaant project as a mezans of inhibiting the
growth of olime within the trunsxmsaxon n"xa.ms. It is expected that Delaware
River water will contain many varied types of micro-organisms and bacteria and
some of these will prolably be capable of attachmont to the walls of the pipe line
and continuing their growth. Also, the Health Department had indicated a nced
for chlorination because part of the water 'would go into the North Branch
Reservoir where it is expected that swxm:ning will be permittcd Dave Marano
indicated that a solution might be to just chlormatc the water going into
Neshaininy Creek by means of a chlonnation station located near Bradshaw
Reservoir. Also, numerous types of plpe,wcrc disvcussged as a posoible means
of rodu.ing the ubility of micro- organiom& end bacteria to attach ‘hemselves to
the walls, but it wao geaerzlly concluded tha.t the type of i:ii)c would have little
effect on the growth of these life forms. In vicw of the fact that chlorination

| f -
creales such serious problems, it will probably be desirable to manually clean L RS

any such prowths off of the walls of thc.pg')‘c._}i.p_c as part of the project maintenance

]
t
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work. Sinoce John Carson's letter to DRRBC stated that disinfection was not

. "‘|
included as part of the project, at thio tirne, P. E. can ctate that water to

Perkiomen Creek will not be chlorin__? tc:-é‘._.
l

The next item discuosed was_ t.hc éwcharg_o of the Declaware River water

———

into Perkiomen Creek and its cffect on t.he ccology of the stream. Onec item

e 9 T T . s s St o

was the rap:d increase or decrca-c in depth ano velocity that would result
!
from starting and stopping tho pumps and Dr, Rancywa.s questioned as to

whether or not some operaticnal procedure chould be sct up to slow down the

variations in depth, Dr. Raney statled that aquatic life affected By the variati;m.
in depth would not benefit by 2 more gra;:iual raute of variation., When asked

about any harmful effect resulting from mixtures of Delaware River and East

Branch water, Dr. Rancy stated that not'hinn developed co far had indicated

|
—any adverse cffects. In fact, Declaware River water appears to be a slightly

better quality of water than that of the East Branch., The proposed impact

enerpy dissipator to be installed at the optlct of the transmisocion main way

discussed and it was pointed out that it would increase the DO content of the

—_— i
water. Dr. Rancy acsked if the actual pumping of the water would not increase
the DO and it was'agreed that there woul‘d be some increase solely as a result
of the pumping. The question then arose as to whether or not it would be

advisable to further increase the DO content by meane of spray-aeration or

other such methods. Dr. Rancy said "N'o". The discussion then turned to the

probablo temperature of the water as it emerges from the impact basin, A

— . R ——— e — —-——
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rough estimate by Lou Pyrih and Haines lickmson indicated that when pumping
at the minimum rate (18 efn), the water would be at about ground temperature,
approximately 50°. This would have thc!cffcct of increasing stream water
temperatures during the winter and dccr;:auing streans water temperatures
during the summer, Dr. Raney thought %lmt this might ‘convert the East Branch
into a trout stream but that it also could have some harmful effects, particularly
if there were sudden changes of tcmpcra:urc (5° or more). Consideration was

fiven to installation of a small reservoir, at the outlet of the tranemiscion main
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whi “h could be used in the event of a pov.gr failure or pipe line break, to auoply

2 limnited quantity of watcr to the stream for the duration of the outage. Dr.
| R

Rancy is to make a recomimendation as to what minimum flow should be provided_

and, from thie, the size of this storage ‘basin can be determined. Thie storage

basin could also have a temperature cqu’alizing cffcct,
| ’ '
At this point, Lou Pyrih brought up tliye fact that the pipe lince must be
designed for a Seismic II condition. He%further staled that such requircinents

have not usually necessitated a g.rcatcr lstrcagth pipec.

We are to furnish P.E, ‘with a lctter bracﬂy surnma.rxzmg our findings
concerning the proposed East Brz .ch r.h,..nncl improvement by Dccerx“)cr 22,

1972. |

-~ I ‘

!
The nececssity, or desirability, of a stream gaging station on the East

Branch was dJdiscussed and it was concluc;cd that such a station, particularly if
uiilized to obtain water quality data, would certainly be most lelpful in fuiure
design work and in preparation of the ad%)itioual cuvironmental iropact state-
ments anticipated in connectlion with—design of the Point Pleasant Pumping
Facilitics. Dave Marano indicated that ihcy would take thie up with manage=-

ment and attempt to secure approval of sluch a station, but that until such txmc

as the availability of Delaware River watcx is confir mc.d (Tocks Island Reservoir),

f
he did not expect an affirmative response,

i A
i
Dr. Raney is to furnieh us the minimum stream flow for ecological

|

purposcs after sudden shut-down of pumpxng, also, he is sending us some

reports whxch include water quality and othcr data developed during the course

of their study on the East Branch and thc. Schuylkill Rivcr. - LE;_ p{‘
' >

P. E. will furnish us the results of the Beltz Laboratory studies of water

quality of the Delaware River at Point Plecasant and of the Perkiomen Creek at ]

|
Graterford, plus a draft of the Environmental Impact Statement pertinent to the
1

East Branch and Delaware River pumping.

; E, H. Dourquard
T. L. Fought
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Subjeet: Limcoriek Moke -Up Water §
Blve Marsh Reservoir

Blue Marsh Dam uand Reservoir are lecoted in Berks County, Pemnsylvania
on Tulpehiocken Creek, a tributary of the Schuylkill River. The dam is
about 6 miles northwest of Reading, Pennsylvania, and by water is
approximaiely 35 miles from the Limerick site.

’

The project was construcied by the Corps of Engincers to serve the
weltiple prrposes of water supply, flood control, and recrcation. ‘The
reservoir was filled during 1978, reaching full pond eclevation in

' September. The COE has the responsibility for the operation ond waintenance
3 of the project; but becruse the Delaware River Basin Commission has

G contracted for the water supply features, it is the DRBC that allocates

the stored water to Jownstream users for public water supply and industrial
necds.

Available data and testimony at recent hearings confirm that the
reservoir storage for water supply is 8,000 acre~feet and for flow
duguentation to control water quality is 6,600 a=-f, giving a total
. usable storage of 14,600 a-f. It was further developed that the only
s water available for Limerick would come from the water supply storage
: and that probably the DRBC would consider no nore than 25% of that §,000
a~f for PECO use.

L

, Preliminary calculations indicate that the entire water supply

B (8,000 a-f) storage can barely meet the needs of one unit at Limerick

' under average conditions. The average consumptive need of one unit (27

. cfs) for the average number of days each year that the Schuylkill River
is not available because of low flow or high temperature (146 days)
requires a ctorage of 7,884 a-f.

. At present éhe only firm customer for water is the wWestern Berks
A Water Authority which has a need for 9 cfs through 1989.

- In swamary, Blue Marsh is an acceptable alternative water supply on
g a tenzor‘tz basis for one_unit because it is built and presently under-
kis:) utilized. it is upriver from Twerick and would not require any new
facilities to make it usable. 1t would have no known detrimencal
environmental impact and would be very cost effective. 1t would require

DRBC approval of the allecation of water te Limerick, but ir should bLe
/4 the quickest of all alternatives to implement.

Blue Marsh would not be capable of supporting Euo units) at Limerick
without major changes to the flow und/or temperacure 1imitations on

i Schuylkill River withdrawals. Allocations of reservoir storage to other
3 users would not be possible. It is unlikely that Blue Marsh could ever
| be considered for two units at Limerick Lased on testimonye

.

Prepared by: W, Il. Dickinson
Mechanical Vagineering Division

: June 8, 1983
i‘%—

EXHIBIT "cC"
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Testbauay Before PUC Relating To
.li_l._m‘!_ Maruh_Rescrvolre

Jonathon Fidllippe, consulting cogincer

Blue Marsh benefits are: a) it is buile,

b) depends on natural filling, ¢) has fairly good
yield. Thérve ave no puwaps to fail vo veliubility is
high, and there are no puiping power costs,

Cost to DPBC was $30 m. including interest.

Estimates PE could buy DR3C share for $20 to $25 m.
Estimates PE costs for Merrill Creek, Point Pleasant,
Bradshaw Perkiomen intake and all pipelines is $100 wm.

Hater is stored and is available for municipal and
industrial use.

Blue Marsh has 8,000 a-f allocated to water supply
6,600 a-f allocated to low flow auguentation for water
quality control.

Yield is defined in termr of liow much and how long.
Natural stream flow gaged before dam was built showed
flows greater than 41 cfs for 98% of tiwe and greater
than ‘g cefs for 90% of tinme.

Limerick's need is less than 40 cfs.

Any Schuylkill River alternative (Blue Marsh) would
be better (than Point Pleasant).

Removal of the temperature limitation on the Schuylkill
River reduces PL need for supplemental water storage--and
Blue Marsh could easily provide.

DRBC must approve an allocation for use of Blue Marsh.

witness did not know whether PL sought DRBC approval
to take Blue Marsh vater.

Wictness feels PR should pursue use of Dlue Marsh on
either a long or short-tern basis bocause DRBC pays
charges for reservoir and is not now being paid by others.

Witness feels environmental effects at other reservoir
sites can be overcome since Blue Marsh had some very
serious environmental impacts but was built.

Repeats capacity data; see page 165, Teels PE con
use water (rom the B,000 c¢fs water supply storage
except for a small portion already allocated to others.



230 Witnesis beVlleven PE weods 11,000 af for 2 vnite, A il
28 37,000 3-f is suppedted, bt witvess comld have 1o do
crleulations Lo verif{y.

234 Wituess would paigsue City of Phita. alternative €1rs vel
then the Blue Mirsh uption.

236 TAMS report states that 108 a-f/day (564 efs) .re
required for 2 woits., Safe yield of Blue 'arsh

. 237 is about. 40 cfs, Precise figure is 3L.C MCD or 47 efs.
237 The 8,000 a~f in Blue Hursh wonld provide 54 a-(/day

(27 cfs) for ) unit operztion Yor about 148 Gays,

< 240 Blue Marsh and gravity flow are a far safer source
f than pumping water cver the mountain.
bt
2 241 Safe yield of Nlue Marsh is 4/ cfs. Western Berks
i Water Authority requires 10 cfs leaving 37 cfs which is
- more than YE nceds.
s
Ha 242 witness agrees that the old gaged flow at Blue Marsh

site of 41 «fs, 9C% of the time, is in the Schuylkill and
is in effoct a flew-threuzl.

245 This Is not additional flow; and if there is a problem
in the Schuylkili, the 41 ¢fs is alre.dy included in the
insufiicient guancity.

. g Witness R. Timothy Jesinn, DER and DERC
347 Weither the DER or the DRBC have considercd Blue

" Hdarth as an alternative for 1 unit. PE has not requested
the i\ unit option be @veluated.

48 .ong-term storage .apacity ¢ 5 billion gzllons or
14,600 a-f. Of that 3 billion gallons or 8,000 a-f are
2llocated to water supply and 2 billion gallons or 6,600
a-f to low flow augrmantation for water qjuality control.

349 Wicness does ot know ireservoir yieid. There are various
o ways to evaluata yield. Referring te 19/5 DRBC Water
Plan (page II-44) a net yield oi 31 MGD 1s stated.
Western Berks Water Authority necds approximately 6 MGD,
leaving 25 ™MGD.

350 Assuming PE needs a pcak of 21 MGD {or | unit, there is
X no physiczl reason that Blue Marsh covld not provide PE
with its moximur needs.

353 DRBC lias at various times considered allocating all
of its reserveir to FE, but Commission must consider
i pelicy of equitabie apporii~rnment. When Commission
ordered clectric utilities Lo coastruct their own reservoirs,
Commission in effect Jetermined they would not sell
storage in Blue M2rsh and Beltzville.




'R st ' “,:.;lf v::l').

P 5058 .'o i o
] 353 PE had ot ssolagleted an o plieation for Mue Liash in
2 :

| 354 1977:. Witheus feels decision o bave ubilivies baild
( ' reseyvolr wans a declsion vot toe sell Blue Marh,
354 DRBC disvcunsed uue of several rescevoirs ineludiog
: Blue Marsh, Beltaville, oad Trexler. Trexler was the
W only vne considered for sale to utilities. When Conprens

deauthorized Trexler, Commission ocdered utilities Lo
d-thalr-own xeservoir,

N ————

\

DRBC has not considered operating Blte Marsh for ‘
PE needs, while PE rclcases compensating flows at Merrill )

Creek. It is not known whather this scenario would
fy the PE permit ccoditions.

360 DER did not consider Blue Marsh for 1 unit operation
| at the time of preparing DER's EA of August 1982,

373 Witness docsn't recall PL applying for the use of
Blue Marsh.

373 Blue Marsh operations are fairly complicated. Used
for water quality augnentation and Western Berks water
supply. Also operated on "pool of water concept" te nake
up consumptive uses and repell salinity in Philadelphia
area.

375 DRBC would very sericusly consider the allocation of
remaining capacity or yield to one user. It would not
have additional water for other users. It would be a
serious policy consideration.

3. \Witness V., S. Boyer, PECo.

881 To pursue another source of water such as Blue Marsh
or anotlier Schuylkill Reservoir would result in a delay
of several years. PE has not had occasion to explore the
use of Blue Marsh and have not asked for rthe right.

882 wWwitness has no numbers on the cost to obtain the

- Blue Marsh water supply.

882 Witness wouldn't expect use of Blue Marsh to be granted,
883 and a review process would take several years. It

would take an envirenmental impact statement becnuse the
assignwent of the water to one user climinates the availability
of water for smaller user-. Recreational uses would be
effected.

884 The frequency of drawdown by PE would be greater than
by the inten”~4 industrial use. The effects on recreation
must be con.’ . ~-ed by che DRBC.

884 Witness has not asked PE Lepal Department or any other
branch to study the need for an EIS.




Pace Yo,

$U8 . The iunC's KIS In 19723 wuoted tue rvasons for nol
. constdering Blue Mayoh: o) Beovovolr would ot he aealdy

In tdwe and b) Qb is weeded for population prowtit ool
fodustrial expanslon,  These reasons now

899 appear invalid Lo wouldn'c it be prudeat to reopen the
question of Blue Marsh ? Witness teels De. Coddard

‘ was against using a public supported water project
900 for one large consumptive user, and it eliminates the

availability for others.

-

Le 205 Witness has worked on water with PDRBC for 15 years
y and doesn”t recall an officinl request for the use of
X Blue Marsh, 1In turn, the Coumission staff never proposed

the use of Blue Marsh water.
4, Witness R. Timothy Weston (continued examination)

938 llas the DER determined whether the use by Liwmerick of
Blue Marsh water would be contrary to public interest?
Witness believes use would not reccive DER or DRBC

939 support or approval. No formal application has been
filed; so a finul decicion has not Leen made.

941 Witness stutes he has authority as governor's aslternate
to vote on an application by PE for the use of Blue
942 Marsh. Covernor and witness have not discussced the

subject of Blue Marsh.

944 Pennsylvania has no direct power, other than its vorte
on the DRBC, over the allocation of water in Blue Marsh
(a federal rescrvoir). Witness briefly expressed to
other Commissioners at the last DRBC meeting that the
allocation of Blue Marsh for one use would not comport
with good water management policy.

945 DRBC policy stating that Blue Marsh is for multiple
users is recorded in the 1975 DRBC Water Management book,
in the adoption eof Blue Marsh in the Comprechensive Plan
of 1962 and in subsequent resolutions. Resolution

948 60-14 cites the use of the storage for {low augmentation

® to satisfy needs in Pottstown/Reading area and in
Philadelphia, multiple nceds A staff document, dated
April 1975, called Water Management of Delawvare River
dasin, states Blue Marsh water supply has net yield

949 of 31 MCD (47 cfs) to meet needs in area, wunicipal
and industrial needs. Will also meet minimum flow
objectives and water quality control.

5 949 These documents are the total authority for the policy

950 that the Blue Marsh water supply is to meet multiple
uses do.nstream rather than a single use.
L’. -
‘;; 953 Blue Marsh water is available fer sale to consumplive

users, It is being paid for by water users throughout
the basin., It is not being sold to individual water

users.



962

967

969

5. Witness

1014

1016

1017

1017

1018

1019

1028

1050

1051
1068

1071

PRBC has taken o toupgher look bt water alloegt ions

sinece 197576 and Is adupting a formal budgel to st
allocatloas to actual on-llue Storage. '

DER made an analysis ascuaing a veduced flow eviteria
and no tewmperature rvestrictlens o determine the newds
for Blue Marsh !n the second worst year, 1960, Analysis

led to witnesses' testimony.

PE needs 4,509 cfs-days to wmcet needs of second worst
year of 167 days. (The next pages contains confusing
calculations.) Now the nceds of Limerick can be met with
a 107 excess. These words by Mr. Sugaraan are neither
accepted or denied by witness.

Pennsylvania approved a reduction in conservation
release from Blue Marsh from 41 cfs to 21 cfs during the
drought cf 1980/81.

Robert L. Coodell, Chief Engincer - DRBC

In response to Del Awa-e's petition to reopen DRBC's
decision, the Commission reaffirmed its position that the
(Point Pleasant) project would be necessary for

either one or two wnits ac Limerick and that alternatives
cited by petitioners were less efficient, cost-effective
or environmentally acceptable.

Witness quoted this position as Coumission's rejection

of Blue Marsh for use to supply two units. le stated
that Blue Marsh was not considered for use with one

unit,

DRBC Comeissioners have not been pulled with respect
to the use of Blue Marsh for one unit.

DRBC position is that Blue Marsh would not be adequate
for 2 units and would be marginally adequate to support

1 unit. liypothetical discussion follows in testimony as
to whether docket decision would permit PECo. to withdraw
water from 3chuylkill during low flows even if th. 7
suppiied a similar quantity of water upstream from their
own rescrvoir.

DRBC would not make a decision on the use of Blue

Marsh unless an application was formally submitted.

DRBC discussed use of Blue Marsh at time of preparing
1973 EIS. Blue Marsh could yield limited water supply
but would not be recady in time and anticipated population
growth and industrial expansion neceds were expected.

Prior to 1971 at meetings DRBC staff suggested to

PECO that Blue Marsh would not be available for a Limevick

water supply. Later discussed with entire Commission
which upheld the staff position.

Commissioners again considered Blue Marsh in 1982.
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1082

1082

1083

1090

1095

1097

1098

1098

1059

1116

1117

1120

Witness

1151

1152

Blue March vas endursed for senicipal omd indoastrial
une wherae high seturn flows conld be vapeciod,

Witness feals between 20 and 257 of Bloe Marsh counld
be allucated to PEC(, but rest of storage cast |

for other water quantity .o quality dewands.

This represents 2,000 a-f out of 8,000 a=-f. this

allocation would be the extivae upper liwmic.

Other dewands on Blue Marsh are currently Western Berks

Water Authority, replacement of other consumptive water
. -

uses and quality centrol.

Blue Marsh was used betwcen Scpt. 1930 and Feb. 1981
for low flow augmentation to lelp the Delaware River
weet salinity standards. It was also used for low {low
augmentation in the Schuylkill River.

Witness was nct including the 6,600 a-f of low flow
augmentation capacity wien talking about allocating the
Blue Marsh water supply.

Western Berks Water Authority is projected as needing
17.6 cfs in yecar 2010. Contract of 1971 projected
5.7 cfs in 1980, and actual use is only 4.8 cfs.

These uses are allocated in Blue Marsh.

DRBC requested a reduction in conservation releases
from Blue Marsh during 1980 drought.

41 cfs release lowered to 21 cfs for conscrvation and
9 cfs for Western Berks, or a revised total drought
release of 30 cfs.

Limerick's use of water is consuwmptive; and if Blue
Marsh was dedicated to Limerick, the water could not be
reused in the 38 miles to Philadelphia. The Limerick
water would not be used to augment flows and improve
downstream quality.

Allocation of Blue Marsh to Limerick could impact
current recrcational use because drawdowns would be at a
faster rate and would reduce the available pool acreage.

Commission made a decision that dedication of all
or any of Blue Marsh would not be looked on favorally.

R. Timothy Weston (continued)

Weston's 12/4/80 letter to Col Ton indicated State's
willingness to reduce min, releases from 41 cfs to 21 cfs
plus water for Western Berks. TFish agencies agreed for
drought periods.

A technical committee is working on rescrvoir operating
plan,




1165

(Calendattons of aterage and releases are dicened
but e L0 A'n“lf“'-‘f‘.s' 'O st o e u :.)

i

The original 14,000 a-f (appiox,. wal for witg juality
water supply, and recreatlon. Tf 8,060 a-f ave for
supply, the senaining 6,000 a-f (approx.) wust be for
quality and rccercation. This storage was weed Jduy ing
1980/81 for quality control in Schuylkill aud Delaware
Rivers.

Assignment of some of 6 600 a-f qualizy storage would
require COE to complete a veformation study.,  Veston hns
been involved in 3 such stodies. One lasted 3 years and
was accepted. One study was rejected, and one is still
in progress. If the quality storage is to be used for
water supply, the DRBC would have to pay construction
costs plu; interest.

1171
1172

—

Water projection for 1990 estimates 56.6 MCD additional ~.

needed. TFquates to 88 cfs. This is consumptive use. \
The storage requirement for 167 days is about 14,600 cfs- }
days. This need is more than the existing storage.

Adding Liwmerick's need of 32.5 cfs gives total need of

120 cfs. PECO need is about 25% of consumptive water

use; and if Blue Marsh is made available, 2iECO should

only be allctied about 26%. g

\

1174

1175

1192

1182

1193

1214
1215

1229

——— —— -———-"/

PE is the only user with ability to build a reserveir
80 DRBC may just say build your own reserveir.

One unit at Limcrick Ave. consumptive use for 167 days
needs 4,509 cfs-days storage and peak need is 5,428 cfs-
days. Blue Marsh inflow and storage minus present
commitments is 5,000 cfs-day, and 26% is about 1,300 cfs-
days. Blue Marsh is not adequate for 1 unit.

Weston's recomwendation to supply water in Schuylkill
Basin would be to build a new reservoir.

Before a new reservoir could be completed, DRBC has

3 options: 1) order river-follower operation of Limerick,
2) mwake temporary allocation from Blue Marsh and 3)
reduce flow rates (criteria in river).

The Commission action is difficult to predict. A
temporary use of Blue Marsh would require a year to
approve and another year for the environmental impact
statement. The same time requirement would be needed to
reduce Schuylkill minimum flow requirements.

The COE makes Blue Marsh relcases from storage and
whether it is conservation storage, quality storage,
or supply storage is - (testimony is confusing).

Witness identifies alternatives for water supply.
lle later (page 1230) prioritizes them.
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MECHANICAL ENGINEERING DIVISION
n2-1 2301 Mrket Street

Testizony Before PUC Relating To
Blue Marsh Reservolr

Jonathon Phillippe (continued)

Reviewed Weston's testimony on water use in Schuylkill
River and amplifies. Daily use per Weston is 716 MG/day
of which 465 MC is once-through by utilities. 716 MCD is
about 1000cfs which is about  of thie average daily

flow (Daily ave = 1821 cfs).

Q7-10 1is around 250 cfs and is sufficient to maintain
water quality and the DO objective.

Flow (530 cfs) and temperature (15°C) criteria are very
arbitrary.

Blue Marsh can support 1 unit marginally in worst drought
year. But some witnesses say it should not be allocated
to PECO only, and 20 to 25% would be caximum. Witness

disagrees.

Fish Commission and USF & WS desire as much flow as
possible in stream. However, PFC set 157 of average
daily flow as a minimum. 15% of average flow (1,821
cfs) 1s 273 cfs at Pottstown. A second minimum flow
criteria is the Q7-10 which is approximately 250 cfs.
In 1965 the 273 cfs would have not been met 20 days.
Calculations follow to show that during 25 days of
shortage Blue Marsh can supply the water and will even
increase its storage by not releasing the total natural

strean inflow.

Weston has letter from Col. Ton saying consarvation
release can be reduced to 20 cfs.

Using 1,300 cfs-days (2600 a-f) from Elue Marsh for
Limerick would mean a minimum flow criteria of about 300
cfs would have to be accepted. If DRBC allowed PE to use
502 of Blue Marsh storage, the minimum flow criteria
would have to be between 330 and 350 cfs.

1€ PE were allowed all Blue Marsh storage, the minioum
river flow criteria could be 450 cfs.

Proposal to lower Schuylkill flow criteria has not
considered recreation impacts.



T The vespersotaae restyfetfon which only applics (o the
o Sehuyl¥idl Arhdravals venld have to he 16 oved,

~ River .Lodellag sliowed 50 objective would be .ot with
' flow of 280 or 250 cfs and temperature of B20F (76 or

i "&m Supply & Water Quality Study, Blue Marsh Reservoir,
- June 1568 set temperature crifteria according to DRBC,
NC witaess does not {ind any support for tesperiture.
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1541

1542

1543

1545

1540

1550

1552
1554

1554
(1563)

1556

1557

1559
1560

GRLIASHCAE, ESGINFERING DEIVINION

M2-1 230 Mar ket Street

Testiwony Before DER-Environaental Hearing Roard

Blue Marsh Recoeavoir

Witness - David K. Erickson, COE
Chief, Reseavoir Regulatian

Blue Micrsh is under control of COE. Operated by COL.

Filling started April 1979, officially filled Sept.,

1979. Reservoir regulation manual (prel.) of Feb. 1980

has been updated. There are two storage levels-

1) winter storage-14,600 a-f, conservation rclease 39.6
cfs.

2) summer storage = 19,000 a-f, " " 40.0 cfs.

Storage difference is for recreation--the DRBC only has

a contract for the 14,600 a-f.

During drought of 1980/582, Staite and DRSC reduced

min. release from 41 cfs to 21 cfs.

Letter 12/4/80 Weston to Col. Ton, reduced conservation
release during drought warning or drought conditions to
2] ecfs. Water supply release for Western Berks shall be
added resulting in a total of 30 cfs.

COE physically operates the dam, but DRBC daily calls
COE to request releases froam their contracted storage.
The final say on actual operation is the COE. Water
supply storage belongs to DRBC.

Minimum conservation release is set by State Water

Plan. Considered the COE criteria. COE h2lped
formulate min. release criteria during design period

to meet federal requirements, fish and wildlife, aquatic
and all agencies. Min. rclease criteria is a coordinated

effort.

Min. summer release of 40 cfs was based on Q7-10 for
Tulpehocken Creek before dam.

Min. release is just that--the flow that must always
be released. If DRBC requests a release for low flow
augmentation, the same water can satisfy both requirements--

“the releases are not additive.

COE is operating on a 41 cfs release regulation.

Western Berks release is in addition to consecvation
release. Regulation Manual states 41 cfs for win.
conservation relecase and 9 cfs for Western Berks.
Western Berks intake is about 1 mile below the dam.
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COE vperates Jam according to regulations wanual,

DRBC ¢an request water from Lthedrc storvage, Lbut COE can
oversule, BBC svorage is 4,600 a-f aond 18 stored how
the onservation pool.

Reduction in conservation release cawe through BRBC
with coordination of State. Reduction was to cnable
returning storage as fast as possible.

Llevation® 285 is top of winter, water zupply pool.

The top of the 14,600 a-f storage. Elevation [lJ0 is tep
of suamer or recreation pool. Summer pool maintained
April 1 to October 1.

Recreation facilities are designed for elevation 290.

Western Berks required releases as planned. 9 cfs
through 1989, 13 cfs for 1990 to 1999, 18 cfs [or 2000 to
2009 and 27 cfs beyond 2010.

Water is stored under flood conditions based on downstream
gage readings to protect property.

We would never release less than 41 cfs.

If inflow was less than 41 cfs, COLC would enly store
water to get pool to required normal level.

NOTE: There scems to be some confusion for several
pages as to when storage would occur at Jow [low.

Augmentation flows (requests) come from DRBC.

A study has been made to determine the impact on
recreation of different pond elevations.

Water supply comes before recreation because water
supply is under contract with DRBEC.

DRBC provided future data for Western Berks nceds and
will request releases as required.

Net yield is for worst drought of record. Net yield
is 30.6 MGD. -
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SURYECT: Blue Marelk Recervolr Resulation
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Is nid-Deceabér, you visited Rlys Marsh Pegserveir.
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JAK 19 1982

Upon your

return, you asked for Znfcr=aticn ebtout Elue Mersh Reservoir elevatioas

ead storage c=pabilities.

¥c zmovers Your ccuncerns, ve borroved The
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semarices {a%0r=etion coctaliasd it thio paauel,

guesticns, plezse call.
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MECBANICAL ENCIMNDLEING DIVISION
N2-1 2301 Market Street

YEMORAND DY

Subject: EBlue Msrsh Eeservoir Ragulation

Blue Marsh Esservoir is tho regponsibility of the Corps of Enginsers
(COE). 1Im ‘Iablo -1, revised A.pr‘ll 1980, of the COR hurvoir Regulation
Manual, . an ‘operating rule curve' s prinud. This.ruls estahlishas * -
that froa Octobar 16 thru March 31 Rlus Marsh s meintsined at Elevaticn
285.0 £ct. ses laval datzm. Ths laka $s £111ad to Elev., 290.0 ft. from
dpril 1 thru April 15 2od maintrined at this elevation thru September
30. The resarvoir is mainteiczad 5 f@, higher, at 290.0, during the

© summar for recreational purposes., It is during this suzmar tise period
vhen most of the additicoal makewp vster for Limarick Genarating Station
will be required dus to lov flow and/or highk tecperature restric:‘.ons of
the Schuylkm Biver.

Bluo &rab laurvoir containa 8 000 acre-fecat of vater o:oragt
vhich can.ba allocated for industrial and zumicipal uss. Ths avarage -
consunptive -water nsad for one unit (27 cfs) st Limarick for the sverage
aunber of days each year that the Scharlhk4l]l 4s not available bescause of
lov flow and/or high tezperaturs (146 days) requires a storags of 7,884
acre-feat..-  Assuzming that inflow is not svailable to supplemeant tha
Rasarvoir elevation, 7,884 acruo-feat would lower Blue Marszh slightly
lass tham 8 feet, from 290.0 ft. to approximately 282.0 fr. I1f <he
Schuylk41l temperature restriction of 15°C (55°F) 4s removed, thas
Schuylk41ll wounld be available 2ll but 55 days in an zverage yazr.: This
would lowver the required storeage ot Blue Marsh for the average conscmptive
water nead of ons uait at Lémerick to 2,97C ccre-~fest. Two thousand -
pine lundred seventy (2,970) acre-feat vould lover the elevation of llua
¥arsh from 290.0 ft. to betwean 287 O ft. and 288.0 ft. UM

'\4‘- - - .
_.a\- SNy b T St 7

Accnrding ‘to regnlatiom, the COB xttau;:u to maintain the pool
alevation at or nasr the designatsd rule curve elevaticn vhile peeting
all required relsass obligations, As the Delaware River Basin Couxdssion
(DRBC) has contracted for the weter eupply festures of Blvoe March, it s
tha DEBC which detarmines thase relesse obligations, At present, only
Westarn Barks Water Authority has e contractval agreameat with ths DRBC
for a szall allotment of watar. In the past, thedir actusl use has besx
even less.-than this allotment., Attachad {8 a copy of Tadbls 6-] {Blme
Marsh Lake - Scheduls of Ragulatiom), an Elevation, Area, and Capeacity
Table, &and a Pool Elevation wverses Ares-Capacity Curve. These ars

phc fm thc COE Blus Marsh l.nh r\uumir Ragulation P‘.a.nul

'-

BLAA e, R o B A e
)'ér-vud byt~ C. B, Batdman - uwice ~ s
ceweirny - oo Machanical Bnd.nuring Mvision SR ¢
Shels Decanbor 22 1983 . . KPS - el
CBs/dme 2/7

Attachaents g
Copy to!...V. 8. Bayer J. 8. Remper
L. C. Ristner/J. L. Allen D. Marano/W. E. Dick.imon
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St RECEIVED
Public Meeting July 6, 1984

SL 06 1984
| SDEH

RE: ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE WHY.THE CONSTRUCTION OF LIMERICK LL\‘IT 11 P
IS IN THE PUBLIC INTEREST

MOTION

- Loy e

On October 10, -1980, this Commiszion entered an Order at
docket number I-80100341 initiating an Inveseigation into the need for,
and economy of, the Limerick Nuclear Generating Station of‘Philadelphia
Electric Company (PECO). At the end of the Investigation, the Commis~
sion concluded that the simultaneous construction of Limerick Units I
and II would not be in the public interest because of PECO's precarious
financial condition and the effect that the continued construction of
both units would have upon PECO's ability to provide safe and reliable
service. PECO was given the option of either cancelling Unit II, or
suspending Unit II until Unit I was completed; however, if PECO refused
to suspend or cancel Unit II, the Commission would not approve any
future securitie- issuances to raise capital for construction oftUnit II.
The Commission's Order was reversed by the Commonwealth Court but was
upneld by the Supreme Court of Pennsylvania. Pennsylvania Public Utility

Commission v. Philadelphia Electric Co., 501 Pa. 153, 460 A.2d 734

(1983).® After the Supreme Court decision, PECO indicated that it In-

tended to suspend Unit II until Unit I was completed, and then resume
construction.

Recent developments have raised anew grave concerns regarding
PECO's ability to provide adequate service at reasonable rates. PECO
filed for a general rate increase on April 27, 1984, and has already

announced its intention to file for another increase after Unit I

EXHIBIT "F"




6.

Should the Commission reject any securities
filings, or impose any other appropriate
remedy, to guarantee the cancellation of
Unic II?

If Unit II is cancelled, what, if any,
percentage of the sunk costs should PECO
be permitted to recover from its rate-
payers?
£ construction of Unit II is fouud to be
in the public interest, should the Com-
mission adopt an "Incentive/Penalty Plan"
a@s an inducement to ceost efficient and
timely construction? *

We believe that our duty to guarantee just and reasonable

rates and to maintain adequate service require that the above issues be

addressed by all affected parties and resolved by the Commission prior

to April 1985, the date upon which construction of Unit II could resume;

THEREFORE,

WE MOVE:

1. That the Philadelphia Electric Company be ordered to show

cause why the completion of Limerick Nuclear Generating Station, Unit II,

would be in the public interest.

Cause,

Bel) Shars

2. That the Law Bureau pPrepare the necessary Order to Show

62804
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that I have served a copy of the fore-

Ay

e,

going MOTION TO REOPEN BASED ON XEW EVIDENCE by mailing efn -

copy of the same to the following persons this 31st Ray ,of

July, 1984.

-

Christine N. Kohl, Esg., Chairman
Administrative Judge

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Washington, D.C. 20555

Gary Edles, Esquire
Administrative Judge

U.S. Nuclea: Regulatory Commission

Washington, D.C. 20555

Dr. Reginalc¢ L. Gotchy
Administretive Judge

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

washington, D.C. 20555

Ann Hodgdon, Esgquire

Benjamin H. Vogler, Esquire

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555

Troy B. Conner, Jr. Esqguire
Conner and Wetterhahn

1747 Pennsylvania Avenue
Washington, C.C. 20006

Edward G. Bauer, Esquire

Vice President & General Counsel
Philadelphia Electric Company
2301 Market Street

Philadelphia, PA 19101

Secretary

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn.: Chief, Docketing & Service
Washington, DC 20555

Atomic Safety and Licensing Appeal
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555

Charles W. Elliott, Esquire
Brose and Poswistilo

1101 Building

11th & Northampton Streets
Easton, PA 18042
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