
THE COUNCIL 
OF 

THE CITY OF NEW YORK 
CITY HALL 

NEW YORK, N. Y. 10007 
566-7968 

SUSAN D. ALTER COMMITTEE: 

COUNCIL MEMBER. 32ND DISTRICT, BROOKLYN CIVIL SERVICE & LABOR 

COMMUNITY OFFICE ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 

4305 18TH AVENUE HEALTH 

BROOKLYN, N. Y. 11218 
438-0227 

June 26, 1979 

Mr. Tom Elsasser 
Regional State Liason Officer 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
631 Park Avenue 
King of Prussia Pennsylvania 

Dear Mr. Elsasser: 

I would like to personally thank you for testifying 
at our hearings. There are however a few remaining questions 
I would like answered.  

1. Is there a built in leakage to the reactors 
that causes continuous emissions of low level radiation? 
Might these emissions be the cause of the higher inf nt 
mortality rate in the N.Y.C. area.7 

2. What is the schedule for implementing NRC
suggested modification in flire protection at Indian Point 
2 & 3? 

3. The structure housing the emergency diesel 
generators at Indian Point 3 is superiois to that of 
Indian Point 2. Likewise Indian Point 3 has a far more 
superiots vital battery system than does Indian Point 2.  
What is the status of upgrading Indian Point 2 with regard 
to these matters. (These statements were made by Dr. Polland) 

I am anxiously awaiting a response from you on 
these questions.  

Sincerely, 
/ .

SDA: smj 7 90921 SUSAN D. ALTER 
Rec'd Off. EDO 
Date.  
Time.. .:... -,
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I. ,_UNITED 
STATES 

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 
REGION I 

631 PARK AVENUE 
KING OF PRUSSIA, PENNSYLVANIA 19406 

PROD. & UTIU, Ur. JUL 25 -" 
Mr. Robert Davis /UL 
Squash Hollow Road 
New Milford, Connecticut 06776 

Dear Mr. Davis: 

Thank you for your letter of June 11, 1979 and the attached 

petition and signatures dated June 10, 1979, requesting the 

shutdown of the Indian Point Nuclear Power Plant.  

In response to your question to let you know what we plan to 

do concerning the Indian Point site, it is, and always has been, 

our policy to permit reactors to operate if we believe they 

are doing so safely. Whenever an issue has come up that has 

placed the continued safe operation of a reactor into question, 

the staff of the Nuclear Regulatory Commission has acted 

promptly to require the licensee to either resolve the problem 

or if it can not be satisfactorily resolved within a required 

period of time to have the plant shutdown until the problem 

is resolved.  

Regarding the petition, I am forwarding this along with the 
rest of your letter to our Headquarters in Washington, D. C.  

Sincerely, 

Karl Abraham 
Public Affairs Officer 

cc: Vr. Chase R. Stephens, Chief, Docketing & 

Service Branch, SECY (w/ltr. and petition from 

Mr. R. Davis dated June 11, 1979)
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August 1, 1978 

Ms. Lynn Chong 
70 Highland St.  
Plymouth, NH 03264 

Dear Ms. Chong: 

Your letter of July. 23 addressed to former Chairman Marcus 
Rowden was referred to this office for reply.  

As a strictly regulatory agency, we do not have very much 
documentation of a general nature or "hand-out" material 
.to provide. Most .of our publications relate to rulemaking 
or individual or generic licensing matters. However, I am 
enclosing a copy of the legislation that created our agency 
and a copy of our most recent Annual Report to Congress 
which wd1l provide information on the kinds of work we are 
involved in and our areas of responsibility.  

Regarding the changes for earthquakes at Indian Point, there 
was a lengthy, adjudicatory hearing on the seismology of 
that region at which both our Staff and the Columbia seis
mologists testified, resulting in an October 1977 decision.  
Our staff has reviewed the more recent info ation published 
by the Columbia seismologists, including the assumptions 
used, and finds that it did not alter our previous conclu
sion concerning the site.  

I hope you will find this information helpful.  

Sincerely,, 

Clare Miles 
Public Affairs Off4kjer 
Office of Public Affairs 

Enclosures 

D T -0. ................................ '............................................. ...................... ......... .................... i............................ ................... .... ... ......... ........... .......... ........
NRC ORM318(9.7) NCM 240* U. S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICEs 1976 - 626-624

N RC FORM£ 318 (9-76) NRCM 0240



70 Highland-Street 

Plymouth, NH 03264 

'July 23, 1978 

Nuclear Rgulatory Commission 

1717 H S reet, N.W.  

Washin on, D.C. 20055 

Deer Nr. Rowden: 

I am giving myself a crash-course in our 

current atomic energy dilemma. I am more and more 

interested in the NRC, its history, its make-up, 

its power. In the July issue of SMITHSONIAN a large 

discrepency is pointed out between your estimate for 

chances of earthquake at Indian Point and some 

Columbia Univerpty seismologistsI estimates for 

chances of earthquake at Indian Point. Since it is 

such a serious matter, would you please send me 
all the public relations material yoU have. And if 

you have the time to respond personally, I'd value 

knowing your reaction to this discrepency.  

Thank you very much, 

Lynn Chong 

member, Plymouth Concerned 

Citizens

. 6



Lynn Chong 

70 Highland Street.  

Plymouth, NH 03264 : 4 JUL< 

'T"-73 ~pE
. Cl 1  man 

Nuclear Regulatory.Commission



AUG 0 9 1978 

The Htmsnurable Hlen eyyier 
Uited States $oime of 

Representatives Wn$hingt;on, D.C. 20515 

thear Con~resswo~au ;ey. er: 

O W y 26, l978, we respae,d to your Apri1 24, 197F rcqvest reate 
to. an April 1978 Ilter to you frotm Rose ttarie- - Rush oil the subject 
of -the Ranmpo Fault and its relationshi'p to the Injidr Pefat Rluclear 
Plant, as discussed Ir an article !y brs. Aq.garwal and Sykes.  

in that response we indicated that this matter would be discssoij with 
te Advisory Comtttee on Reactr Safegards (AURS) annd that te woi 4 I 

se.mi, you a copy of t-he results of our evaluatio, of thtx data ttsed bY 
Agan ral and Sykes when it heceme atai-able, 

Subsequent to our ay 2%, 1974. letter to you, ve iet VVI a Joint 
subconrbttee of thi ACS onw June lb, 1978. Present At that retini 
were lrs. Agger-wal and Sykes-v ACR$ subco.vczt -t eviera end ACS 
Consultants or seismic iatters, as. wll as techitlcal, staff menbers 
of the VRVC'S Officv.e of Niuclear Reactor ae,1avlon end the techmical staff of the licensee, the Power Authority of t}a State of Yiew 
York and its seismic consul tant. A su ,aryv of .our evaluation of 
the Agiarwal &,d Sykes data 'is prasented in a: trinscript of that neetl r begirning on 'age 175. The I lcensee' s eval uatlor nec'ins 
on page 139. A copy of the transcript 'is enclosed-.  

Thi s matter was also reviewd by te fNl ACS at its Juiy -, 
197f eting as noted in a Iuly 13, I9M ACQS report to Chairman 
H-on.rle. A copy of V"at report is enclosed. As tl-at report notes, 
based on these recent studies concernirin the seismicity of the 
Indian Point region, there continues to be insufficientt hasis for 
a can30 in the current seismic criteria for tin plant.  

SURNAME* I 
b F C )P. ................................. ............ .............................................. ............................................. I.......................................... . .......................................... |.............. ..................  

D A T E -" b
"

........................................... . ......... .. ............................. .. ............ .............. ................. ......................... .... , ........................................ .. . .................
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- -Y 
The Honorable Helen Meyner - 2 

I trust this inforn1 ation, Mnich supplements our May 26, 1978 letter 

to you, is responsive to the concerns of your constituent.  

Sincerely, 

Original Signed 1q% 

Harold R. Denton, Director 
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation 

Enclosures: 
As stated 

50-274 
50-286 

NRC PDR(3) 
Local PDR 
ORB#l Reading 
Courtesy Copy 
EDO Reading 
NRR Reading 
OELD 
OCA(3) 
GErtter 
MGroff 
EPeyton 
TWambach 
ASchwencer 
CParrish 
BGrimes 
DEisenhut 
VStello 
DCrutchfi el d 
HRenton O rAfl 
Followup to Green Ticket EDO-3724 'W2 NRR 

n HRnton

U U, S. GOVERNMEN'r PRINTING OFFICE 19 76 -626-624NRC FORM 318 (9-76) NRCM 0240



MWAY 26 1978 

The Honorable "telen rleyner 
Unitedi States Acuse of 

Representatives 

Dear Coniiressroflar Fleyrnr: 

I am pleaseed to respoei to your memoraindu - to lGarltnn C. Katierer 
dated April 24, l~rre-ardini- a letter- to you~ frcx Rose Marie Rush 
date -c April 197b. tier letter expressed concern about the earthquake 
potential at the Indian Point Nuclear Plant posed~ by the R";iapo fault.  
She had reac an article in the Epston Epesabout a report by 
Dr. Yash Aggarwal and Dr. Lynn Sykes, tw CoTwmbia University scientists, 
which concludes that the likelihood of a m~ajor earthotake at the 
Indi an Point site is Ireater than hadt been considered by the Nuclear 
Regulatory Ceiivissleri ~) The staff of the NRC recently received 
reprints of the study by Aggarwal and Sykes in tfhich they reviewed 
historic anes recent seisic datd.4 I !e&oedcnlui concerninfo 
the sei smvic 11e7ard near the Ram~apo fault in northern New Jersey and 
souttmestern New York. The staff is examininp these scientific results 
I n son-e aetail to. deter-i!irie whetber and! to what extent they m~ay iv-pact 
our previous conclusions regarding the earthquaake design requiremlents 
fat- the Indian Point power plants. There Is no evidence presently 
available whtich indicates to us that a destructive earthquake alonti 
the RAnrtapu fault is likely in~ the interim.  

A specil public hearinn on the seisric ant! qeoloogical aspects of the 
Indian Point nuclear reactor site w'as initiatedi by the Co.mnission in 
its mo ui an., order of Auc:ust 4, 197'-_. That 'memorandav~ anid order 
was prcr-pteJ' by seisimSc ant. pecoic quiestions reised during ttte 
oreratinc, Iicensr proceedinqs for the Indian Point 2 and Indian Point 3 
reactors. Onic of the four issues in that iwearinq was the seismicity 
of the Ra-1apo fault. Dr. Sykes and D~r. Aggrwal participated as 
expert witnesses for the State of Ne York in that hearing. Thirty
five days of hearing~s were field on these issues from~ April. 21, 1976, 
until July 25, 197i. An additional six days of hearings were held 
from~ !arch 15, 1977, to M~arch 23, 197?. Or, October 12, 1977, the 
Appeal Board issued its decision. With respect to the Ram~apo fat 
the Boarei concluled that the !Rarapo fault is not a capable fault 
under Unpendix A, 10 CFR 1ou.



0
Congresswoman Helen Menyer -2-

Your constituent also expressed a concern about the more general 
issue of siting reactors near earthquake 6azards. In this regard, 
Appendix A to 10 CFR 100, "Seismic and Geologic Siting Criteria for 
Nuclear Power Plantso, describes the nature of investigations required 
to obtain the geoloelc and seismic data necessary to determine site 
suitability and to provide reasonable assurance that a nuclear power 
plant can be constructed and operated at a proposed site without undue 
risk to the health dnd safety of the public. It describes procedures 
for determinine the quantitative vibratory ground motion design basis 
at a site due to earthquakes and descrlbes information needed to determine 
whether and to what extent a nuclear power plant need be designed to 
withstand the effects of surface faulting.  

We have sent a copy of the report by Aggarwal and Sykes to the Appeal 
Board and are also planning to forward a copy of the licensee's evalu
ation to the Board. A copy of the evaluation is enclosed for your 
infonation. The NRC staff plans to address this issue at a meeting 
of the Advisory Comittee on Reactor Safeguards (ACRS) in July 1978.  
When we complete our evaluation of the data used by Aggarwal and Sykes, 
we will write a report that will be sent to the Appeal Board and to 
the ACRS. We will also send you a copy of that report when It becomes 
available.  

Your constituent asked whether there are other nuclear plants within 
a few miles of thw. Ramapo fault. There are no other nuclear power plants 
in the vicinity of the Ramapo fault. The closest other reactor Is a 
research reactor, the Union Carbide Research Reactor located in Sterling 
Forest, Orange County, New York. This reactor is within 5 to 10 miles 
of the fault.  

I trust this information is responsive to the concerns of your constituent.

Enclosures: 
1. Appendix A to 10 CFR 

Part 100 
2. Coreonts on Seismicity I 

Southern New York 
,NQ9flthr1 Aew.JetKseV

Sincerely, ~DISTRIBUTION 
Dckets 50-3/27 

-9 DRs TVambach 
William J. Dircks LOCAL PDR OELD 
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Courtesy Copy CParrish 
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RBoyd ORB#l KMSubj.File 
HDenton 
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n YELLOW FOR VStello OCA 
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December 9, 1977

Mrs. E. McKinnaYC 4 
1430 Parkchester Road 
Bronx, New York 10462 

Dear Mrs. McKinna: 

Your recent letter to President Carter has been referred to us for 
reply.  

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission is an independent agency established 
to assure that,, if nuclear power is used to produce electricity, the 
public health and safety add the environment are protected. The pro
cedures we use for doing this are described in the enclosed booklet 
"Licensing of Nuclear Power Reactors." 

Currently there are two nuclear power reactors licensed for operation 
in the Hudson River Valley--Units 2 and 3 at Consolidated Edison Com
pany's Indian Point Nuclear Power Station near Buchanan. These units 
were licensed for operation and are inspected according to the pro
cedures outlined in the booklet.  

At the present time, we are aware of only two more nuclear power plants 
which might be sited on the Hudson River. The Power Authority of the 
State of New York has applied for a permit to build its proposed Greene 
County Nuclear Power Station on a site near Cementon.  

The environmental considerations related to the application presently 
are the subject of a joint public hearing being conducted by one of our 
Atomic Safety and Licensing Boards add the New York State Board on 
Electric Generation Siting and the Environment. The staff's review of 
the safety consideratinns is continuing and will have to be considered 
by the Atomic Safety and Licensing Board during a public hearing.  
Accordingly, we do not expect that there will be a final decision on 
this application until late in 1978.  

In addition, New York State Gas and Electric Company and Long Island 
Lighting Company have announced that they are considering plans for a 
nuclear power facility. One possible site is near Stuyvesant. Should 
an application be submitted, it will be veviewed and acted on using 
our procedures, which provide for public participation.  

............................ .............. ....... ............

NRC FORM 318 (9-76) N'RCIMV 0240 * U. S. GOVE.NMFN-r PRINTING OFFICEz 1976 - 626-624



December 9, 1977

As discussed in the enclosed public announmemnt, the NRC amended its 
regulations earlier this year to provide for early, review of site suita
bility issues in connection with planned nuclear power facilities. Under 
the new regulations, the public would have an opportunity for more 
effective participation--at an earlier time-in the site selection pro
cess. We are encouraging utilities to avail themselves of the early 
site review.  

Sincerely, 

Joseph J. Fouchard 
Acting Director 
Office of Public Affairs

Enclosures

I.

SURNAME*- FIngr 

\ATE - 912/9/7 .......  

NRC FORM 318 (9.76) NRCM 0240 *U. S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE: 1976- 626-624
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9
tension fences, electronic sensors, watch dogs, and 
para-military guards with orders to shoot to kill. After 
its maximum 30-year life-span, each reactor in the 
complex would undergo decommissioning, a process 
that has yet to be developed for a large scale 
commercial reactor. The facility would be dismantled, 
chopped up, and shipped to a waste repository, or the 
buildings would be sealed with cement and would 
require perpetual guarding. It is likely that the site itself 
would remain permanently unusable. Not much of an 
inheritance for the use of our land and hard earned 
taxpayers' dollars.  

AN ADDED BONUS - 765 Kv LINES 

In conjunction with the plans to construct nuclear 
generating complexes far from intended load centers, 
the Power Authority of the State of New York has pro
posed and "legally" begun construction of an extensive 
network of ultra high voltage transmission lines to carry 
the power to these load centers. The 765 Kv (765,000 
volts) lines extending from Canada to New York City 
would be supported by towers 100-200 feet high and 
would be threaded through corridors 250 feet wide with 
possible protective zo'nes of up to 1800 feet or more.  
Two of the proposed lines will transverse Greene and 
Columbia Counties and then head south through 
Dutchess County. Although the exact route through 
Dutchess has not been announced it will most likely 
have direct impact on the towns of Milan, Stanford, 
Clinton and Pleasant Valley.  
Noise Pollution, induced electric shock (farmers culti
vating fields nearby, if permitted to do so, would have 
to ground their equipment with chains to avoid shocks), 
the yet undetermined biological and psychological 
effects of long term exposure to electromagnetic fields, 
the harmful respiratory and ecological effects of ozone 
generation, interference with cardiac pacemakers, a 
potential increase in human skin cancer, the permanent 
degradatior of the delicate ecological character of 
30,000 acres of Adirondack land, the aesthetic and envi
ronmental effects on all land adjoining the corridor and 
interference with radio and T.V. transmission are a few

of the detrimental effects these lines could have on the 
Hudson Valley. All this for the "ephemeral and non
recurring one-year fuel saving to the average residential 
Con Ed customer of $4.92" (New York Public Service 
Commissioner Harold A. Jerry).  

WE CAN'T STOP CON ED 
WITHOUT YOUR HELP 

Con Edison can be persuaded to abandon its ambitious 
plans for nuclear development in the Mid-Hudson 
Valley. But it will only do so if it realizes that it faces 
massive citizen opposition to the scheme, both from 
local residents and from its downstate consumers, who 
will end up footing the bill for this nuclear extra
vaganza.  

You can add your "no" to ours by joining NO. Your 
$2.00 membership fee helps to pay for: educational 
programs, participation in crucial hearings in Albany 
before the New York State Public Service Commission, 
our intervention before the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission and the State Siting Board to prevent the 
State Power Authority from building a nuclear power 
plant at Cementon (Greene Co.), legal fees for court
room litigation and general office expenses. Since the 
cost of preparing and mailing you our newsletter costs 
almost $2.00 a year, you are urged to contribute more 
if you can possibly spare it. The sooner Con Ed gets 
the message, the better it will be for the Valley, and the 
lower the electric rates will be for New York City 
consumers. Don't delay-Join today! 

For further information call our Nuclear Hot Line 
during business hours - (914) 255-8689.

NUCLEAR POWER 
IN THE HUDSON VALLEY

Artist's rendition of 500 ff, high cooling towers at Lloyd/Esopus site.

WHO-GETS WHAT?
MEMBERSHIP FORM 

MID-HUDSON NUCLEAR OPPONENTS 
P. 0. Box 3434 -- Podghkeepsie, N.Y. 12603 

NAME 

ADDRESS

PHONE DATE

General Membership $2 
Contributor $5

In November 197(Y, the Consoiidated Edison Company, the nation's 
largest utility company, proposed building up to four 1300 MW nuclear 
power plants in the Mid-Hudson Valley' They have picked two sites in 
the towns of Lloyd/Esopus (Ulster Co.) and Red Hook/Milan (Dutchess 
Co.). By 1978, Con Ed will have made its decision in determining which 
site will be the prime location and which the alternate site.  

At approximately the same time, Con Ed will have to decide whether to 
design and apply for construction permits to build either four nuclear 
plants or six coal generating stations. Con Ed President Arthur 
Hauspurg has said the company favors the nuclear option, because "our 
calculations still show nuclear to be more economical' than coal." 

Let's take a look at just what benefits both Con Ed and the people of the 
Hudson Valley can expect to reap from such a project.

Sponsor $10 
Patron $25

Mid-Hudson Nuclear Opponents

/
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9
WHAT CON ED STANDS TO GAIN 

ELEVEN BILLION DOLLARS 
Each of the four nukes Con Ed would like to build will 
cost about $1,750,000,000. The utility is permitted by 
law to recover its original investment, plus a fixed profit 
on that investment, from its rate-payers, the electricity 
consumers. Currently, this allowed rate of return 
amounts to about 10% per year. Con Edison would 
therefore earn approximately $2.7 billion for each 
reactor over its 30-year expected life-span. For the 
entire four-reactor, $7 billion project, Con Ed would bd 
entitled to recover its original investment, plus an 
additional total profit of $11 BILLION.  

FREE WATER 
Over this 30-year period, the complex would withdraw 
more than 650 billion gallons of fresh water from the 
Hudson. The cost of this valuable natural resource, 
vitally necessary for both drinking and industrial uses, 
amounts to several hundred million dollars. Con Edison 
would not be paying a dime for it.  

MAXIMUM PROFIT, MINIMUM EMPLOYMENT 
Although a huge nuclear complex in the Mid-Hudson 
Valley is not the only way to meet the energy needs of 
Con Edison's customers, at the moment it is the most 
profitable method the company can come up with. It 
would save Con Ed's customers billions of dollars if the 
utility would work to increase the efficiency with which 
energy is used, to upgrade the insulation which is 
inadequate in most buildings, to utilize waste heat 
(fully two-thirds of the energy produced) from generat
ing facilities, or to introduce currently available new 
energy technologies.  
While these approaches would save billions of dollars, 
and create thousands of jobs right now for currently 
idled construction workers, plumbers, electricians, and 
factory workers, they simply don't enable a utility to 
make as much money as building capital-intensive 
nuclear power plants.  

NO LIABILITY 
The Federal Government has estimated that a major 
radiological accident could contaminate an area the size 
of Pennsylvania, cause tens of billions of dollars worth 
of property damage, and kill tens of thousands of 
people in a matter of weeks and many times that in 
subsequent years. Con Ed would incur no liability 
whatsoever in the event of such an accident, no matter 
how it occurred. Under the provisions of the Price
Anderson Act, a total of $560 million is allocated for 
compensation of all the victims in a nuclear accident.  
Since it is a no-fault type of insurance, neither Con 
Edison nor anyone else can be sued to recover for 
damages beyond this paltry sum.  

WHAT THE MID-HUDSON VALLEY 
STANDS TO GAIN 

RADIOACTIVE EMISSIONS 
Each of the four propsed 1300 MW nuclear power 
plants, after only six months of operation, will contain

. rduratio of urtrar Irsistaure 

3lllerea the Consolidated Edison Company of New York has proposed 

to construct four huge nuclear power plants in the towns of Lloyd/Esopus 

or Red Hook/Milanand 

3 11 1iai nuclear power represents a unique and permanent threat 

to the public health and safety, our national securityand the natural 

environmentand 

341 rriia large amounts of deadly radioactive wastes are accumulating 

around the country,with no solution in sight for their permanent disposal, 

and 

III 4urrras there exist alternative generating methods that are econom

ically competitivewithand ecologically superior to, nuclear powerand 

311 a, technologically advanced countries around the world are 

halting, reducingor seriously re-examining their nuclear power programs, 

and 

3, 1r1 P as the American public has been called upon to pursue a 

sustained national effort of maximum energy conservation and 

311 1rrram the Consolidated Edison Company has made unrealistically 

high projections for future electricity demand growth in its service area, 

and 

311 rrra a majority of Mid-Valley residents oppose the siting of 

nuclear power plants in our community, as evidenced by independent 

newspaper surveys of public opinion and by the official Town of Lloyd 

referendum of June I, 1974. where 71%of the voters participating in 

that poll opposed any power plants for Lloyd,and 

3 tml , , the Legislatures of Dutchess and Ulster Countiesas well as 

the town boards of thirteen area communities, have passed resolutions 

fnrmally opposing the construction of nuclear power plants within their 

boundaries, 

TOe oarib o f irrrtomrof -iii-l on 
Nudrur Oppouentt apprah ito all 
tuih u lalley mrrt5 unhi tl eir 
elt e b of firiahl ...........  
10 educate their families, friends,and neighbors about the grave threat 

to the Valley posed by nuclear proliferation, 

(Lu employ every legal means possible to prevent the proposed nuclear 

complex, 

CO0 refrain from any and all acts of cooperation with the Consolidated 
Edison Company of New York, such as granting the utility company or 

its agents the right to use,or the option to purchasetheir land.and 

QL0 join in a united effort to preserve the Hudson Valley from any 

further nuclear encroachment.

radioactive contaminants equivalent to the total radio
activity released in all the atmospheric tests of nuclear 
weapons since 1945. All plants routinely leak some of 
their radioactivity into the surrounding waters and 
atmosphere.  

CLIMATIC CHANGES 
Four fifty-story tall cooling towers. The four-plant 
complex would withdraw over 60 million gallons of 
fresh water from the Hudson River every day, use it to 
cool the reactors, and send it into the air over the 
valley. As a result, we can expect less sunshine, 
coupled with increased humidity, fogging, icing and 
snowing to occur locally. What this will do to the 
delicate fruit crop remains to be seen.  

TRANSPORTATION HAZARDS 
Every year, about 450 tractor-trailer loads of enriched 
uranium fuel, as well as. high-level radioactive and other 
wastes, will be shipped to and from the nuclear com
plex. Since these shipments are considered too dan
gerous to be allowed on the N.Y. State Thruway, the 
trucks will be travelling over local roads such as Route 
9, 9W or 32. Some of it may be shipped by rail or 
barged up the Hudson River. A certain number of rail, 
river, and highway accidents can be expected to occur, 
releasing some of the most potent cancer-inducing 
agents known to man.  

YOUR INSURANCE EXCLUDES NUCLEAR ACCIDENTS 
Judging from previous nuclear accidents, the residents 
surrounding the nuclear complex would not be given 
adequate warning in the event of a major radiological 
disaster. It is not without reason that every home
owner's accident, medical, and life insurance policy 
carries a nuclear exclusion clause. Insurance companies 
refuse to insure you against a nuclear accident because 
they know it's too great a risk.  

THE TAX PLOY 
Con Ed's biggest con game is the tax ploy, the promise 
that local taxes will be reduced drastically as a result-of 
the nuclear complex. This may be true for a temporary 
period, but a look at Con Ed's Indian Point nuclear 
complex near Peekskill is instructive.  
Indian Point #1 has been closed down after a mere 12 
years in operation, since it lacks basic safety equip
ment. It is being phased off the tax rolls, as is Indian 
Point #3, which Con Ed sold even before completion to 
the State Power Authority to raise cash.  
There is no telling how long the Mid-Hudson nuclear 
complex would remain on the tax rolls. If taxes ever 
really were substantially reduced, an influx of outsiders 
could be expected to flock to the area to take advantage 
of the tax haven. Any decrease in taxes could be 
quickly wiped out by increased expenditures for addi
tional school, highway, welfare, sanitation and police 
services.  

LETHAL LEGACY FOR FUTURE GENERATIONS 
The nuclear complex while operative can be expected to 
resemble an armed military camp, complete with high-
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The Honorable Jacob Javits OELD 

United States Senate DCrutchfield 
Washington, D. C. 20510 RSBoyd 
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Dear Senator Javits: JRMiller 

This refers to your memorandum of August 16, 1977, and an attached memo
randum from Mr. Thomas M. Law, Plant Manager of the Indian Point Station, 
related to the Nuclear Regulatory Commission's requirement for physical 
searching of employees at nuclear power pl ants.  

As the result of its continuing review of potential threats that should be 
protected against by nuclear power plant licensees, the Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission published amendments to 10 CFR 73 (42 FR 10836, February 24, 1977) 
that provide criteria for an adequate and prudent level of physical protection 
for nuclear power reactors against potential industrial sabotage. A copy of 
this regulation (10 CFR 73.55) is enclosed.  

The' protection required must provide high assurance against threats by the 
fol l owi ng: 

"(1) A determined violent external assault, attack by stealth, or 
deceptive actions, of several persons with the following attributes, 
assistance and equipment: (i) well-trained (including military 
training and skills) and dedicated individuals, (ii) inside assistance 
which may include a knowledgeable individual who attempts to partici
pate in both a passive role (e.g., provide information) and an active 
role (e.g., facilitate entrance and exit, disable alarms and communi
cations, participate in violent attack), (iii) suitable weapons, up 
to and including hand-held automatic weapons, equipped with silencers 
and having effective long range accuracy; (iv) hand-carried equipment 
including incapacitating agents and explosives for use as tools of 
entry or otherwise destroying the reactor integrity, and 

(2) An internal threat of an insider, including an employee (in any 
position)." 

To meet these general performance requirements, a licensee must develop a 
security program that meets a number of specific criteria, including the 
control of access of personnel and material into the plant. In order to 
prevent the surreptitious entry of firearms, explosives, and incendiary 
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that all individuals must be searched before they are allowed to enter the 
protected area of the plant. The search function may be conducted either by 
a physical search or by use of equipment capable of detecting such devices.  

Even though appropriate equipment is available for detecting firearms, this 
is not true for all explosives and some incendiary devices. It was in this 
light that the General Counsel of the Commission issued an opinion concerning 
§73.55 on June 30, 1977, holding that a physical search is justified until 
appropriate equipment for the detection of all prohibited materials is in 
place. A copy of that opinion is enclosed.  

Nevertheless, the Commission has recognized the sensitivity and potential 
difficulties associated with personnel search and is concerned with the 
effects the search requirement might have on employee effectiveness and 
morale. Because of these concerns, the Commission is considering alternative 
measures which may be substituted for physical searches while maintaining a 
comparable level of protection and has deferred the requirement for physical 
searching of employees pending completion of this review.  

Thank you for your interest in this complex and very serious matter. We 
will keep you informed of the outcome of our review.  

Sincerely, 
_$igned) William J. DirckS 

William J. Dircks 
Assistant Executive Director 

for Operations 

Enclosures: 
1. ."Requirements for the Physical Protection 

of Nuclear Power Reactors" 42 FR 10836 (10 
CFR 73.55) 

2. NRC Interpretations, 10 CFR 8, June 30, 1977
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Wniteb otato oenate 

MEMORANDUM 
8/16 

TO: Congressional Liaison, NRC 
FROM: Jackie Abelman 

Office of Senator Javits 
321 Russell Office Bldg 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

A number of constituents employed by Con 
Edison at their Indian Point Station have 
contacted the Senator to inquire into the 
legality of the "hands on search" as explained 
in the attached memorandum.  

I would appreciate receiving a copy of the 
NRC regulations pertaining to the search and 
any other material which will aid in response to 
our constituents.
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733 Third Avenue DCrutchfield 
New York, New York 10017 RSBoyd 

HDenton 
Dear Senator Moynihan: JRMiller 

This refers to your letter of July 28, 1977, and an attached letter from 
Mr. John Odendahl referring to the Commission's requirement for physical 
searching of employees at the Indian Point Nuclear Power Station.  

As the result of its continuing review of potential threats that should be 
protected against by nuclear power plant licensees, the Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission published amendments to 10 CFR 73 (42 FR 10836, February 24, 1977) 
that provide criteria for an adequate and prudent level of physical protection 
for nuclear power reactors against potential industrial sabotage. A copy of 
this regulation (10 CFR 73.55) is enclosed.  

The protection required must provide high assurance against threats by the 
following: 

"(1) A determined violent external assault, attack by stealth, or 
deceptive actions, of several persons with the following attributes, 
assistance and equipment: (I) well-trained (including military 
training and skills) and dedicated individuals, (ii) inside assistance 
which may include a knowledgeable individual who attempts to partici
pate in both a passive role (e.g., provide information) and an active 
role (e.g., facilitate entrance and exit, disable alarms and communi
cations, participate in violent attack), (iii) suitable weapons, up 
to and including hand-held automatic weapons, equipped with silencers 
and having effective long range accuracy; (iv) hand-carried equipment 
including incapacitating agents and explosives'-for use as tools of 
entry or otherwise destroying the reactor integrity, and 

(2) An Internal threat of an insider, including an employee (in any 
position)." 

To meet these general performance requirements, a licensee must develop a 
security program that meets a number of specific criteria, including the 
control of access of personnel and material into the plant. In order to 
prevent the surreptitious entry of firearms, explosives, and incendiary 
devices that could be used for industrial sabotage, the regulation requires
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that all individuals must be-searched before they are allowed to enter the 
protected area of the plant. The search function may be conducted either by 
a physical search or by use of equipment capable of detecting such devices.  

Even though appropriate equipment is available for detecting firearms, this 
is not true for all explosives and some incendiary devices. It was in this 
light that the General Counsel of the Commission issued an opinion concerning 
§73.55 on June 30, 1977, holding that a physical search is justified until 
appropriate equipment for the detection of all prohibited materials is in.  
place. A copy of that opinion is enclosed.  

Nevertheless, the Commission has. recognized the sensitivity and potential 
difficulties associatedwith personnel search and is concerned with the 
effects the search requirement might have on employee effectiveness and 
morale. Because of these concerns, the Commission is considering alternative 
measures which may be substituted fo-r physical searches while maintaining a 
comparable level of protection and has deferred the requirement for physical 
searching of employees pending completion of this review.  

Thank you for your interest in this complex and very serious matter. We 
will keep you informed of theoutcome of our review.  

Sincerely, 
(Signed) William J. Dircks 

William J. Dircks 
Assistant Executive Directo-_ 

for Operations

Enclosures: 
1. "Requirements for the Physical Protection 

of Nuclear Power Reactors" 42 FR 10836 (10 
CFR 73.55) 

2. URC Interpretations, IOCFR 8, June 30,. 1977
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Dear Senator Moynihan. JRMiller 

This refers to your letter f K'Aujit 3l, 1977, and attached letter from 
Mr. John Odendahl referring t the Commission's re irement for physical 
searching of employees at the In an Point Nuclear Power Station.  

As the result of its continuing revie f potental threats that should be 
protected against by nuclear power plant cense s, the Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission published amendments to 10 CFR 74' FR 10836, February 24, 1977), 
that provide criteria for an adequate and prud level of physical protection 
for nuclear power reactors against pote 'ntial i dus lal sabotage. A copy of 
this regulation (10 CFR 73.55) is enclosed.  

The protection required must provide high as urance agains hreats by the 
follIoing: 

I'(l) A determined violent external a sault, attack by stealt or 
deceptive actions, of several persons with the following alitn tes, 
assistance and equipment: (i) well trained (including military 
training and skills) and dedicated i dividuals, (ii). inside assi tance 
which may include a knowledgeable i dividual who attempts to parti I 
pate in both a passive role (e.g., rovide information) and an acti 
role (e.g., facilitate entrance an exit, disable alarms and communi
cations, participate in violent at ack), (iii) suitable weapons, up 
to and including hand-held automa ic weapons, equipped with silencers 
and having effective long range a curacy; (iv) hand-carried equipment 
including incapacitating agents nd explosives for use as tools of 
entry or otherwise destroying th reactor integrity, and 

(2) An internal threat of an In ider, including an employee (in any 
position)." 

To meet these general performance requirements, a licensee must develop a 
security program that meets a number of specific criteria, including the 
control of access of personnel and material into the plant. In order to 
prevent the surreptitious entry of firearms, explosives, and incendiary 
devices that could be used for industrial sabotage, the regulation requires 
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that all individuals must be searched before they are allowed to enter the 
protected area of the plant. The search function may be conducted either by 
a physical search or by use of equipment capable of det cting such devices.  

Even though approp ate equipment is available for de cting firearms, this 
is not true for all - losives and some incendiary de ices. It was in this 
light that the General Co el of the Commission issu d an opinion concerning 
§73.55 on June 30, 1977, hol that a physical sea ch is justified until 
appropriate equipment for the det on of all prohi ited materials Is in 
place. A copy of that opinion is enc - d.  

Nevertheless, the Commission has recognized t se sitivity and potential 
difficulties associated with personnel search an concerned with the 
effects the search requirement light have on empl yee ffectiveness and 
morale. Because of these concerns, the Commissio is co. 'dering alternative 
measures which may be substituted for physical s arches whi maintaining a 
comparable level of protection and has deferred he requiremen or physical 
searching of employees pending completion of th s review.  
Thank you for your interest in this complex an very serious matter. W 

willI keep you informed of the outcome of our r view.  

Sincerely, 

Signed) William .Dircks I 

William J Dircks 
Assistant Exec tive D'rector 

for Op rations 

'I.  

Enclosures: 
1. "Requirements for the Physical Protec ion 

of Nuclear Power Reactors" 42 FR 1083 (10 
CFR 73.55) 

2. NRC Interpretations, 10 CFR 8, June 3 , 1977 
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NRC SECRETARIAT 

E T:' ] Commissioner' -- _Date _____._"_ 

XX[ Exec. Dir./Oper. 0 Gen. Counsel 
-I Cong. Liaison I .Solicitor 
.I Public Affairs l Secretary 

Incoming: Senator Daniel Moynihan 
From: Constituent referral from John 

Odendahl 
To: Rowden Date 7/28/77 .

Subject: Request -for background & reasons foi 
implementation of "hands on" (Pat down) 
seanches at Nuc&&ar pints (esp. Indian Pt 

LI Prepare reply for signature of: 

.I Chairman 

El Commissioner 

LI EDO, GC, CL, SOL, PA, SECY 

D] Signature block omitted 

LI 
] Return original of incoming with response 

Xk Fordirect reply* " Suspense: August 12 

E] For appropriate action Rec 'd Oft,,., 
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'QANIEie P. MOYNIRIAN 
.NEW YORK

733 THIRD A.VENUE 

TWENTY-SECOND FLOOR 

NEW YORK. NEW YORK 10017 WSNni Tb ONes 'Senate 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510

July 28, 1977.  

US Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
1717 H Street NW 
Washington, D.C. 20555 

Dear Mr. Rowden: 

Enclosed please find the letter and other materials we received 
today from several employees at the Indian Point Station. We have 
also received a few calls concerning the new procedure of "hands-on".  
search for at least 10% of the personnel, which is scheduled to 
go into effect on July 31, 1977.  

Would you please provide our office with some background on this 

policy and some of the reasons for its implementation? 

Thank you for your time and consideration in this matter.

Linda Be Coks 
Constit uent Consultant

Rcv'd Off. of Dir.  
of Nukclar Reactor 

Reguiation 

Date

LINDA BROOKS 
c o SENATOR MOYNIHAN 

733 THIRD AVE.  
N. Y., N. Y. 1001

0
J
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John Odendahl 
Beaver Road 
LaGrangeville, N.Y.  

12540

July 27, 1977 

Linda Brooks 
o/o Senator Moynihan 
733 Third Avenue 
New York, N.Y. 10017 

Dear Linda: 

Enclosed is a copy of the Con Ed memo stating the intent to search 
as per NRC Regulations (10 CFR 73). Also, I have copies of two of 
the petitions requesting the ACLU to protect the rights of the in
dividuals involved. Any immediate steps you can take would be 
greatly appreciated, for it does go into effect this Monday.  

John Odendahl 
Home (914) 223-3952 
Work (914) 737-8033

tit-# 
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0
Indian Point Station 
July 25, 1977 

Civil Liberties Union 
10 Martine Avenue 
White Plains, N.Y. 10606 

Dear Sirs: 

We the undersigned employees at Consolidated Edison's Indian Point 
Nuclear Generating Station would appreciate your help in protecting 
our individual rights. We have been informed that beginning August 
1, 1977 the Nuclear Regulatory Commission is requiring the physical 
search of individuals prior to entry into the Station. The Co pany 
has stated they do not agree with this law, but have to comply with 
it. We feel that the government should be stopped.  
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DANIEL P. MOYNIHAN 
NEW YORK

9,.Wnifelb $'ez Zenatfe 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510 

The enclosed inquiry is from a con

stituent of mine. Would you please respond? 

Please send to me your written answer 

in duplicate, along with the letter from my 

constituent.  

Thank you!

MAE GUREVICH 
e.o SENATOR MOYNIHAN 

733 THIRD AVE.  
N. y., N. y. I OP17.

United States Senator

0



Beaver Road 
LaGrangeville, N. Y., 12540 

August 8. 1977 

President J. Carter 
Whbite Hoiise 
Washington D. C.  

Dear Mx. President, 

I am truly disappointed in you and or your staff for not acknowledging 
ry last communication with your office. I called you and also sent you a 
very expensive telegram on July 27, 1977 to at least make someone aware 
of the terrible mistake the Nuclear Regulatory Commission is making.  
Tis i;, of course, my opinion and I'm sure you have great confidence in 
the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. However, this rule has created such 
bad morale at the Indian Point Nuclear Power Station, where I work, that 
we aren't sure that the people who rake these rules have even been inside 
a Nuclear Power Plant or even know how they operate. The specification 
that we operate under are basically written by my Company using Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission guidelines and approved by the N.R.C. Any time 
we violate these operating procedures, depending on the degree, we have", 
to call or write the N.R.C. and turn ourselves in. They then inspect us 
and the problems are resolved. We control what the N.R.C. is told and 
we do, to the best of my knowlegF-, keep them fully aware. My point is 
this, as of August 1, 1977 the N.R.C. has put into affect security measures 
which I feel (as do many of my co-workers) violates our rights.. We have 
to walk through airplane type detectors everyday and now the new N.R.C.  
rule states that we have to be searched by a person using his hands also.  
This "Fands On" search has lowered our standing in the comnity to a 
point below the common criminal who can't be touched unless the proper 
authorities have probable cause. The Nuclear Power Plant is a very 
comulex operation mostly dependent on the people who run it. It could 
be compared to a large missle site where the person controlling the launch 
ing is brought into a room and searched for devices that might damage 
something and then allowed to man the "Red Button" which could demolish 
a large city or start a war. This does not make sense. The trust that 
must be put in the people who operate in a critcal occupation is very 
important. In making the rules and regulations the N.R.C. must have 
forgotten this in some cases. In one instance we will have to call them 
;hen we do something wrong but on the other hand we can't enter the plant 

unless we degrade ourselves. The working man is Dut into a very awkward 
position when he is forced to do something he feels is wrong. He has to 
spend his lifer savings to fight the government thlat is supposed to be



on his side. I have written to my Congressnan and my Senators, all of 
whom have to talk to committees and go through reams of Red Tape to 
find out all about this. The Union that represents me is in court try
ing to fight this for me and another group of people has enlisted the 

aid of the Civil Liberties Union to try and keep you fair. All these' 

people, including yourself, -really are not aware of the operation of 
a Nuclear Power Plant but you are our only hope. The Manager of the 
Plant, when explaning that this new law was going into effect, stated 

that he not only disagreed with it but knows that with the highly 
intelligent people we have in this plant that if anyone. wanted to do 

anything, he wouldn't have to bring in anything. This law is nothing 
but a cover-up for the public at our expense.  

We have some 200-300 Dernrnent reosoe at this site and each of us 

has to be relied unon to do an important function. If this law was so 

written that all personnel other than permanent personnel hid to be 

"Fand On" searched we would all agree for we above all want this industry 

to succeed. It is a safe, efficient power source thmt would help remove 

uq from the dependence on foreign povers and keep people working in the 

United States, not in other countries. If strict controls were put on 

all visitors and constractors or even new e!nloyees until they passed 

some sort of probation period, these laws would be much more effective.  

-Most of the other Nuclear Po-er Stations have not yet had to i0nose 

this New Regulation (IOC'FE Part 73.55(d)l) and we are one of the first.  

If you consider my statement to at least have the merit to be investigated 

and until this matter is settled, I would appreciate your help in 
obtaining 

a repeal of the new law to relieve the morale problems here at the Station.  

Yours truly, 

John Odendahl 

J 0/db 

Copies (6) to: 

Senator R. Byrd, Senate Majority Leader 
Senator H. Baker, Senate Kinority Leader 
Senator J. Javits, Senator from Nev; York 
Senator it. Moynihan, Senator from New York 
Con-ressman T. P. O'Neill, Speaker of the House 
Conpressman H. Fish, Congressman from Nev York
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The Honorable Hamilton Fish, Jr. SECY (3)(77-1432) 
United States House of Representatives GErtter (02497) 
Washington, D. C. 20515 OELD 

DCrutchfield 
Dear Congressman Fish: RSBoyd 

This refers to your letter of August 16, 1977, to Mr. Carlton Kanmnerer, 
Director of Congressional Affairs. The following information is provided 
relative to .the Commission's requirc ent for physical searching of employees 
at thehIndian Point Nuclear Power Plant.  

As the result of its continuing review of potential threats that should be 
protected against by nuclear power plant licensees7, the Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission published aniendments to 10 CFR 73 (42 FR 10836, February 24, 1977) 
that provide criteria for an adequate and prudent level of physical protection 
for nuclear power reactors against potential industrial sabotage. A copy of 
this regulation (10 CFR 73.55) is enclosed.  

The protection required must provide high assurance against threats by the 
following: 

"(1) A determined violent external assault, attack by stealth, or 
deceptive actions, of several persons with the following attributes, 
assistance and equipment: (i) well-trained (including ilitary 
training and skills) and dedicated individuals, (ii) inside assistance 
which ,may include a knowledgeable individual who attempts to partici
pate in both a passive role (e.g., provide information) and an active 
role (e.g., facilitate entrance and exit, disable alarms and communi
cations, participate in violent attack), (iii) suitable weapons, up 
to and including hand-held automatic weapons, equipped with silencers 
and having effective long range accuracy; (iv) hand-carried equipment 
including incapacitating agents and explosives for use as tools of'.  
entry or otherwlse destroying the reactor integrity, and 

(2) An internal threat of an insider, including an employee (in any 
position)." 

To meet these general performance requirements, a licensee must develop a 
security program that meets a number of specific criteria, including the 
control of access of personnel and material into the plant. In order to 
prevent the surreptitious entry of firearms, explosives, and incendiary 
devices that could be used for industrial sabotage, the regulation require-2 , 
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The Honorable Hamilton Fish, Jr. -2

that all individuals must be searched before they are allowed to enter the 
protected area of the plant. The search function may be conducted either by 
a physical search or by use of equipment capable of detecting such devices.  

Even though appropriate equipment is available for detecting firearmns, this 
is not true for all explosives and some incendiary devices. It was in this 
light that the General Counsel of the Commission issued an opinion concerning 
§73.55 on June 30, 1977, holding that a physical search is justified until 
appropriate equipment for the detection of all -prohibited materials is in 
place. A copy of that opinion is enclosed.  

Nevertheless, the Commission has recognized the sensitivity and potential 
difficulties associated with personnel seArch and is concerned with the 
effects the search requirement might have on employee effectiveness and 
morale. Because of these concerns, the Commission is considering alternative 
measures which may be substituted for physical searches while maintaining a 
comparable level of protection and has deferred the requirement for physical 
searching of emtployees pending completion of this review.  

Thank.you for your interest in this complex and very serious matter. We 
will. keep you infoned of the outcome of our review.  

Sincerely, 

LP ned) William J. DircM 

William J. Dircks 
Assistant Executive Director 

for Operations 

Enclosures: 
1. "Requirements for the Physical Protection 

of Nuclear Power Reactors" 42 FR 10836 (10 
CFR 73.55) 

2. NRC Interpretations, 10 CFR 8, June 30, 1977 
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HAMILTON FISH, JR.  
25TH DISTRICT. NEW YORK 

WASHINGTON OFFICE: 
PHONE: (202) 225-5441 

DISTRICT OFFICES: 

POUGHKEEPSIE OFFICE 

319 MILL STREET 12601 
PHONE: (914) 452-4220 

PEEKSKILL OFFICE 

738 SOUTH STREET 10566 
PHONE: (914) 739-8282 

KINGSTON OFFICE 
292 FAIR STREET 12401 

PHONE: (914) 331-4466

S JUDICIARY COMMITTEE 

IMMIGRATION.,CrzEN SIP. AND 

INTERNATIONAL. LAW

Conarti of the aniteb Stat 
Soue of Repreantatibeo 

Nabjinon, 3D.C. 20515 

August 16, 1977

SCIENCE'AND TECHNOLOGY 

FOSSIL AND NUCLEAR ENERGY RESEARCH, 
DEVELOPMENT AND DEMONSTRATION 

ADVANCED. ENERGY TECHNOLOGIES. AND 
ENERGY CONSERVATION RESEARCH, 
DEVELOPMENT AND DEMONSTRATION 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON THE 

OUTER-CONTINENTAL SHELF

Mr. Carlton Kammerer 
Director 
Office of Congressional Relations 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Washington, D.C. 20555 

Dear Mr. Kammerer: 

I have been contacted by employees of the Indian Point 
Nuclear Power Plant located in Westchester County, regarding 
the implehientation of the new Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Regulations 10CFR 73. The "hands-on search" required by the 
regulation started on July 31, 1977.  

I would appreciate a copy of these regulations as well as 
a detailed response as to what prompted the NRC to implement 
the "hands-on search" requirement.  

With every best wish, I am, 

Sincerely, 

Hamilton Fish, Jr.  
F:jt Member of Congress
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HDenton 
Dear Congressman Fish: JRMiller 

This refers to your letter of August 17, 1977, and an attached letter from 
Mr. John Odendahl referring to the Commission's requirement for physical 
searching of employees at the Indian Point Nuclear Power Station.  

As the result of its continuing review of potential threats that should be 
protected against by nuclear power plant licensees, the Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission published amendments to 10 CFR 73 (42 FR 10836, February 24, 1977) 
that provide criteria for an adequate and prudent level of physical protection 
for nuclear power reactors against potential industrial sabotage. A copy of 
this regulation (10 CFR 73.55) is enclosed.  

The protection required must provide high assurance against threats by the 
following: 

"(1) A determined violent external assault, attack by stealth, or 

deceptive actions, of several persons with the following attributes, 
assistance and equipment: (i) well-trained (including military 
training and skills) and dedicated individuals, (ii) inside assistance 
which may include a knowledgeable individual who attempts to partici
pate in both a passive role (e.g., provide information) and an active 
role (e.g., facilitate entrance and exit, disable alarms and communi
cations, participate in violent attack), (iii) suitable weapons, up 
to and including hand-held automatic weapons, equipped with silencers 
and having effective long range accuracy; (iv) hand-carried equipment 
including incapacitating agents and explosives for use as tools of 
entry or otherwise destroying the reactor integrity, and 

(2) An internal threat of an insider, including an employee (in any 
position)." 

To meet these general performance requirements, a licensee must develop a 
security program that meets a number of specific criteria, including the 
control of access of personnel and material into the plant. In order to 
prevent the surreptitious entry of firearms, explosives, and incendiary 
devices that could be used for industrial sabotage, the regulation requires 
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The Honorable Hamilton Fish, Jr. -2

that all individuals must be searched before they are allowed to enter the 
protected area of the plant. The search function may be conducted either by 
a physical search or by use of equipment capable of detecting such devices.  

Even though appropriate equipment is available for detecting firearms, this 
is not true for all explosives and some incendiary devices. It was in this 
light that the General Counsel of the Commission issued an opinion concerning 
§73.55 on June 30, 1977, holding that a physical search is justified until 
appropriate equipment for the detection of all prohibited materials is in 
place. A copy of that opinion is enclosed.  

Nevertheless, the Commission has recognized the sensitivity and potential 
difficulties associated with personnel search and is concerned with the 
effects the search requirement might have on employee effectiveness and 
morale. Because of these concerns, the Commission is considering alternative 
measures which may be substituted for physical searches while maintaining a 
comparable level of protection and has deferred the requirement for physical 
searching of employees pending completion of this review.  

Thank you for your interest in this complex and very serious matter. We 
will keep you informed of the outcome of our review.  

Sincerely, 

_(Signed) William J. Dircks 

William J. Dircks 
Assistant Executive Director 

for Operations 

Enclosures: 
1. "Requirements for the Physical Protection 

of Nuclear Power Reactors" 42 FR 10836 (10 
CFR 73.55) 

2. NRC Interpretations, 10 CFR 8, June 30, 1977
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TO: E- Commissioner 

n Exec. Dir./Opei 

ED Cong. Liaison 

W Public Affairs

Date 

r.:E Gen. Counsel 

ED Solicitor 
D Secretary

Incoming: Hamiton Fish, Jr . Rep.  

From: 25th Distriit, N.Y.  

To: Kammerer Date 8/17/77 

Subject: Re: New Regulation 10CFR Part 73.55 
violates there right with the hand on seairch 

at nuclear power station.

Prepare reply for signature of: 

LI Chairman 

LI Commissioner

x9LF_.Q GC, CL, SOL, PA, SECY 

EI Signature block omitted

LI Return original of incoming with response 

E] For direct reply*

[] For appropriate action 

El For information 

l For recommendation

Remarks:

Rec'd Off. EDO 
Da te X. ' -
Time LQ-

Cys to- CHMCMRS, PE- 0GC. OCA.

For the Commission: K/_J__ ,_____ 

*Send three (3) copies of reply to Secy Mail Facility
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HAMILTON FISH, JR.  
25TA4 DISTRICT. NEW YORK 

WASHINGTON OFFICE: 
PHONE: (202) 225-5441 

DISTRICT OFFICES: 

POUGHKEEPSIE OFFICE 
319 MILLSTREET 12601 

PHONE: (914) 452-4220 

PEEKSKILL OFFICE 
738 SOLTH STREET 10566 

PHONE: (914) 739-8282 

KINGSTON OFFICE 
292 FAIR STREET 12401 
PHONE: (914) 331-4466

0

Congroe of the Eniteb Otate 
340weof eprtemtatibeo 

aifb(ngton, )9.C. 20515 

17 August 1977

JUDICIARY COMMITTEE: 

IMMIGRATION, CMZEsHp, AND 
INTERNATIONAL LAW 

SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY 

FOSSIL AND NUCLEAR ENERGY RESEARCH, 

DEVELOPMENT AND DEMONSTRATION 

ADVANCED ENERGY TECHNOLOGIES AND 

ENERGY CONSERVATION RESEARCH.  

DEVELOPMENT AND DEMONSTRATION 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON THE 
OUTER CONTINENTAL SHELF

Mr, Carlton Kammerer, Director 
Office of Congressional Affairs 

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

Dear Mr, Kammerer:

Enclosed you will find a copy of correspondence 
which I received from Mr. John Odendahl of LaGrangeville, 
New York.  

Would you be kind enough to address yourself to the 
points raised in Mr. Odendahl's letter'in order that I 
may provide him with an appropriate response.  

Thank you for your consideration.  

With every -best wish, 

sincerely,

Hamilton Fish, Jr.  
Member of Congress

F:pjb 
enclosure (1)
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WASH: INGTON D.C.  
Beaver Road ; -' 
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AUgUt 8 1977 

President J. Carter.- ' -- .. .. . . -' 
v :ite House "':,:,: :' , -:",:.,:; ---. . ","", -,: . .: ; ' -'; 
WashingtonD.C W t l e R u e . ;.. §,. - - . . . ,; . i' ,. , . , .- , . .. . ,. . , . .  

Dear Mr. Presidentij .,.' ...... .  

I am truly disappointed in you an. or your staff for not acknowledging 
my last communication with your officek, I called yoiui and a lo-sent you a 
very expensive telegrax-on July 27, 1977 to at least make siomeone ,are".  
of the terrible mistake'the Nuclear'Regulat6r Commission iss.tiking .'.  
This is, of course, my opinion and I'm sure you have great confidence in 
the Nuclear Regulatory. Commission.', However, this rule has created such-. -

bad morale at the Indian'P6int--Nul'ear Power Station, where I-vork, that.  
we aren't- sure-that -the' people who make these rules have even been inside 
a.. Nuclear Power Plantoreveno--knoy:hov.7they operate--- The -specification -
that"We operate under 'are basically written Id* m Company using Nuclear.  
Regulatory Commisiion'guidelines and aproved- by the N.R. C.2- -Ay time 
we violate these operating procedures 'depending on the degree;'"we have-, 
to call or write, the N.R. C.. and turn ourselves in. -They then'Inspect us 

tandhe problems are resolved...7W- ontr-o1what Ithe--N..C 'iS told and 
- we do, to the best- of, n :knowle ,'"keep .them-.ully aware.-. N. point . ' .  

this, as of August._" l, 17,the N.R.C. has put:: into affect security -measures 
.. ....-- which--.ITfeel-(as'd6-' mor-of.z-.vco-worers.) .-violates -our- rights---e-have 

to walk through- airplanetype detectors everyday and now -the new N.R.C.  
rule :states that. we:have :to be searched by a .person using his -hands also.  
This. -"Hands_- On. _.se "h hasf-.owered ..our standing. -in the commty.to .a ........  
point below the' common criminal who can't be touched unless the proper.  
authorities have- probable cause. The Nuclear.Power Plant is..a very .  
complex operation mostllydependent on the people who run it. It .could.,. > 
be., compared. to' atlarge , missle site where'the person controlling the launch
ing is -brought into; a .room.and searched .for devices that might,.damage-.  
something and .teTlodt me-i the" "Red Button" 'which .could- demolish: 
a large city "or.st art a.var.'>ihi:does:not make sense.:-- hei.trust that:.
must-'be.put1xin,.thi.,peopl ocupatio.i 

- .important.-- m.kin :h._r u3e..and .regulatins..the N.R.C. must, have"' 
forwgtte A-seYT ne instance we will have, to call. -them.".  

'uls weth derd usles., In e oringstanie u nt ey wwr when -we do something-w.rong .but on the.other hand we can'.t enter the .plant.  " ~~uness. we degrade• b0r el ves.-.,,.46 vorking ms' .Mu in..to :-3..ve...y awkward •.::,-: 

p ositio hen he Is something he.feels wrong -e has. to: 
..spend bis--lif e svng~ .fhth o rnetthat -i-supposed to -be-

- . .' -..

S,2. ~ -

..s .. ..............................
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-on his side. I have written to my Congreserin and my Senators, all of 
whom have to talk to- conittees and go through reams of Red Tape to 
find out all about-this. The Union that represents me is in court try

ing to fight this for'me and another.group of people has enlisted the -.  
aid of the Civil Liberties Unionto tryand keep you fair.. Allthese.- -

people, including yourself, really are not aware of the operton of . .  

a Nuclear Power Plant but you are our only hope. The Manager. of.the .  

Plant, when explaning that this new law was going into effect, °stated 

that he not only disagreed with it but knows that with the highly 

intelligent people we have in this plant that if anyone wanted to do{.- . - " 

anything, he wouldn't have to bring. in anything. This law is nothing-.. :. .  

but a cover-up for the public at our expense.  

We have some 200-300 'perianent 'jeople at:-this,, site and eachof .  

has to be relied upon to do an ":portant funtion.:rIf- thislaw,-was".o 

written that all personnel other than -permanent perqonnel ,ad :t.be.4 tr,: ,. - .  

"Hand On" searched we would all agree forf we above all want..this -industry 

.to sceed. .It is asafe, efficientpower source that would ,el remoe t s u e e e .c -s .a ,; . -, ... .! . . .; ...:-.- , ;, 

us from the dependence on foreign powers and keep people working in the.--.  
United States, not in other countries. If strict controls were put' on.  

all visitors and contractors -or "even new employees until they passed--:-

so= sort of probation period, these law would be much mre effiective.  

-Most of the other Nuclear *Pwer Stations have not yet had to impose --......  

this New Regulation (lOCFM Part 73.;55(d)i) and we are one of the first.' 

If you consider my statement to at least have the merit to be investigated 

and until this matter is .settled,T- I4wuld'appreciate your help in obtaining:. '--

-- a-repea-1iOfthe-new-law-to-rel.ieve -t-he morale-problems -here-. at-the-Statt ion.  

--. - ' .. ... . ... 2 :,,t, ... . .* .- * 
Y ours. truly ,

John Odendah .  

Copies-(6) to:, 

Senator R. Byrd, :Senate._Majority. Lead .. 

'Senator.H, BakerSnt noi Le e-.  
Senator.J. Javitis'Sin for w,-.  
"Senator J moynilin -enator fron,- New or. o .  

..-Congressman T. P..O'NeilSpeaker af the House 

Congressxman H. ,FishCongressman from'lew York --' 

.. . .. . .. . . ......-..... .............  

:~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~. . .. . . .•.o,. . . . .'h . . .,-.. .. -, . :- . . " ".. ., - ..... ... - . . .•. ., :,

." .-, -i" .n;'-a -.. "t. -.- - . ;:.-.-. ". . -.. ...,% ., ..- ., . : .. . -[ ." . . . '
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DRES-DENT CARTER . . . .  

WHITE HSE 1...  
WASHIIGTON DC 20500 41 
DEAR.,I PRESIDENT 

I Am iElJEST!NG YOU TO TAKE IMMEDIATE STEPS TO STOP THE VIOLATION'OF MY 
RIGHTS U,4DER THE FOURTH AMENDMENT- THIS IS BEING FORCED UPON MY COMPANY 
iY THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION, YOU HAVING THE COMPLETE AUTHDRiTY 
OVER T-4IS ORGANIZATION IT SEEMS THAT YOU HAVE APPROVED THIS VIOLATION, 
I HOPE TkIS IS NOT SO. ARTICLE OF CONCERN IOCFR 73.550, AWAITING YOUR 
PROMPT, REPLY

JOHN ODENOIAHL- f • " ,.  
3EAVER RD 
LAGRA:4GEVILLE NY :12540 

11:33 kEST - . .. ...  
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Septegr 7 1977 

Ms. Helen Erawan 
General Manager 
Bowling Green Films, Inc.  
Box 384 
Hudson, New York 12534 

Dear Ms. Erawan: 

This is in response to your Aagust 19 letter addressed to three 
separate agencies, the Federal Energy Administration, the Energy 
Research and Development Administration and the Nuclear Regulatory,, 
Commission which has just been received by our office.  

As a strictly regulatory agency, we do not maintain either film 
or photo libraries. Consequently, we are not in a position to 
help with either. You may wish to contact the Consolidated Edison 
Company of New York which operates the Indian Point Nuclear Station 
at Buchanan and the Power Authority of the State of New York which 
proposes to build the Greene Coumty Nuclear Plant near Cementon.  
They may have scme photos or sketches, if not film footage.  

It is not clear to us whether your letter was sent separately to 
the Energy Research and Development Administration. That agency 
retained the film and photo libraries of the former Atomic Energy 
CmoTussion. We are referring your letter to them in case they 
have footage or photos, which could belp: 

We regret we cannot be more -helpful.  

Sincerely, 

Clare Miles (Miss) 
Public Affairs Officer 
Office of Public Affairs 

cc: ERDA, Office of Public Affairs, 
Jack Schneider, w/incoming letter

FF.CE..-.. . . . . ... ........ .. ...... .......... ......................................... ................................. .......... ..................................  

'6URiNAME*19 C" 
F0AT -P1 
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bowling green films, inc.  
August 19, 1977 

Federal Energy ministration 
Energy Researo & Development Administration 
Nuclear Regilatory Commission 
12th & Penntylvania Avenue, N.W.  
Washingtof, D.C. 20461 

Dear Gentleperson: 

We are presently in production on an hour-long documentary on the 
Hudson River, under the sponsorship of the New York Council for 
the Humanities. The film is slated for c6mpletion in early 1978 
for telecasting over PBS later in the year.  

We are in need of stock footage in 16 mm color negative (our stock 
is Kodak #7247 negative) of nuclear power plants now functioning 
in the Hudson Valley, and photographs of plans or sketches of 
other power plants (nuclear or fossil fueled) planned for the 
Valley. This material:would be used in the second half of the 
film, which deals with contemporary economic and social changes 
on the Hudson River.  

We will need to know what costs, if any, are involved and where 
and when the footage can be reviewed, and any other information 
necessary.  

We would appreciate hearing from you as soon as possible.  

With thanks, 

Sincerely, 

Helen Erawan 

General Manager 
(for Jack Ofield 

Producer-Director)

HEt ro

,.t , 1



AUG 16 1977 

The Honorable RicharckLo Ottinger 
United States House"dof Representatives 
Washington, D. C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Ottinger:

- 0. UL. -LU U L-LU.II.  

LVGossick, EDO IEReading File 
WHDirco'7 EDO EDO Reading File 
TRehm, WO BHGrier, Director, 
EGCase, NRR CCKammerer, OCA (3) 
Evolgenau, IE 
JGDavis, IE 
HDThornburg, IE 

lNUnderwood, IE (115-032-H3) 
GErtter (EDO-2295 

JPMurray, ELD 

PDR 50-3,247 
LPDR (2) 
TIC (2) 

NSIC (2) 

IEFiles (2) 

4ntral Files (2)

This is in response to your July 15, 1977 request for infonmation 
regarding the shutdow. of one of the Indian Point Nuclear Power 
Plants on July 1, 1977.  

Indian Point Unit 2 was shut dow-, automatically on July 1, 1977, 
due to an electrical fault sensed on the electrical transmission 
network. The shutdown Was not due to a discharge of radioactive 
water or any other type of radioiogical release or nuclear safety 
concerns. The plant was started up again on July 2, 1977, and 
during that startup a reactor coolant pump seal package failed and 
the plant wis manually shut dowm. The failed seal package resulted 
in approximately 90,000 gallons of radioactive reactor coolant system 
water leaking to the reactor containment building. The water was 
pumped to Indian Point Unit 1 for storage and processing prior to 
release to the environment (Unit 2 liquid radioactive wastes are 
routinely processed by Unit I waste processing equipment).  

At no time during these shutdowns were there any releases to the 
environment in excess of those norally allowed or personnel injuries 
or radiation overexposures. This event presented no hazard to public 
health and safety.  

We trust this information is responsive to your request.  

Sincerely, 

(Signed) Lee V. Gessick

Lee V. Gossick 
Executive Director for 

0CM 

8/ /77

Operations 

OCA 

8/ 77
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CO M M I-TM Es 

InM-5rA'TI AND ForICN
I 

C.M MERC 

&CIENC, AND TECHNOLOCIY

July 15, 1977

Chairman 
United StAtes Nuc.ea Reulatory 

Comwission 
Washington, D. C. 20555.  

Dear Sir: 

It is my understanding that one of the Indian Point 

Nuclear Power plants was closed down on July 1st due to a 

discharge of radioactive water.  

If this is an accurate report, I would very much 

appreciate from the Commission a full assessment of what 

actually happened and detailed information on the 
potential 

danger to the citizens of Westchester County.  

I would appreciate your earliest reply on this 

serious matter.  

Sincerely, 

Richard L. Ottinge .  
Member of Congress

HLO/iimm

-rtI.#I. TATiON,'.'H eR!TED ON pAPER MADE \VITH R,CYCLEO FIBZIS'

DISTRICT OFFTICES1 
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