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The NRC Staff adheres to its position that no environmentel conditions are neces-
sary for the Marble Hill site in its Response to the atomic Sufety and Licensing
Board Order of liay 30, 1986 requesting additional information on the matter of term-
ination of the liarble Hill Proceeding.

The MRC Stoff asserts that it has clarified its position as to why it believes
no conditions for site restoration or stabilization are necessary by inclusion of &n
affidavit of Dr. Robert B, Samworth eflirming that the Stuff had made a site inspec-
tion, found that Public Service Indiana hed recognized the areas of high erosion
potential and teken remedial action to prevent srosion.

Sussafres ..udubon hus asked in previous communicetions thet Public Service
Indiena be required to restore the Marble Hill site as completely as possible to its
pre-construction state with the land aveileble for furming, timber #nd wildlife habi-
tat. To repair and prevent erosion &t Marble Hill is importunt end commendable,
but is no answer to vhat is meant by the term "site restoration".

Marble Hill was in an advenced state of construction wnen it was canceled, &nd
to require only erosion control is to let Public Service Indiana welk away with vir-
tually no responsibility for what is left behind. The Marble Hill nuclear plant

structures are & visual blight on the Ohio River Valley, and if aesthetic values
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were of significance in restoration of the Clinch River site, then they should ap-
ply equally to Merble Hill.

In the instance of Clinch River an objective was to restore the site to a con-
dition that made it suitable for industrial use. This may have been acceptable for
Clinch River, but the location of the Marble Hill site does not lend itself to de-
velopment, Publit Service Indiana has indicated no plans for use of the site, &nd
it is highly unlikely in the forseeabls future that any other utility would be in-
terested in the site for power gereration. Indizna has an excess of powver and pre-
dictions are for Indiana's population to decrease somevhat, a continuing trend,
rather than to increase. Velley residemts are also likely to vigorously oppose its
use &8 an industrial site becuzuse of current air pollution problems.

“hat would it teke to demolish lMerble Hill? Public Service Irdiana has made &
notuble recovery from its former precarious financial strzit beceuse of the gremting
of rate increases by a PSl-supportive Public Service Comiission, & few acts of re-
trenchment, ond verious finuncisl arrengments. It should be &ble to provide for
elaun=-ud of the site vithin & reasonable period of time.

Sessufras ~udubon will oppose eny decision which «llows Public Service Indizna
t5 wulk avyay {rom Marble Hill without concern for the land-use of this thousund-icre
site., Such & decision would in itself be &n irresponsible act.
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