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CHARLES E'. EULE

November 19, 1965

The Honorable Glenn T. Seaborg, Chairman 
Atomic Energy Commission 
Washington, D. C. 20545 

Dear Dr. Seaborg 

I understand you received copies of two letters 

the Honorable A. J. Multer sent me regarding the possi

bility of our locating another nuclear unit at Indian Point.  

I am attaching a copy of my reply to these letters.

3$

Sincerely

Attach
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CONSOLIDATED EDISON COMPANY OF NEW YORK, INC.  

4 IRVING PLACE *NEW YORK, N. Y. 10003 

CHARLES E: EBLE 
PRESIDEN-r 

November 19, 1965 

The Honorable Abraham J. Multer 
The House of Representatives 
Washington, D. C.  

Dear Mr. Multer 

I telephoned your office yesterday to arrange a suitable date so that we might discuss further the points raised in your letters of late October and Novem~ber. 10th. I was particularly anxious to visit with you again within the next few days, for we are faced with an immediate decision on the Indian Point plant and I wanted to explain our situation fully to you. -Your office advised that you will not be available until early in December, so I will set forth my thoughts in this letter., 

* Your November 10th letter suggested that the recent widespread power failure in the northeas 't might dictate that any new power plant that the Company builds should be built in the City. In so far as the November 9th failure was concerned, the specific locations of plants on our system were not a factor in the failure, nor. would the location of Any future plant on our system be a factor in any similar disturbance. We, of course, are thoroughly examining all steps that can be taken to guard against any recurrence of the troubles that developed on November 9th, and also to take additional steps that would permit quicker recovery of service in the unlikely event of any such happening in the future.  I can assure you, however, that whether a new plant is located in the city or in Westchester, this in itsel if would not contribute to increased reliability nor to the speed of restoration of service in the event of interruption.  

You raised four principal points in your late October letter, and I would like to comment on these in turn,



Overhead Transmission. from Indian Point 

Our Indian Point Station is connected to our system by two 138, 000, volt overhead transmission circuits that run fromIndian Point to Millwood. The towers that carry these two cir
cuits were designed to carry a total of four circuits. Should we add a new unit at Indian Point, we would use the existing towers 
to carry the additional circuit.  

On the general subject of overhead versus underground 
transmission lines, I can best refer to the next to -last paragraph of my October 7th letter to you, as follows: 11..... this is a subject that requires most careful consideration. The aesthetic argument is used as a basis for putting the lines underground, 
and if aesthetics were the only consideration, I'd join in advocating that they be buried. However, the disadvantages of such a course from the standpoints of economy of service and system reliability are enormous, and would have the most. serious implications for all electric consumers. I only hope that our legislators will take a very serious look at this in any legislative 
proposals, as any requirements for burying transmission lines could have most serious effects on the region's, if not the nation's 
economy.  

Location of Nuclear Plants in the City Versus. Out of the City 

I am heartened by the strong position you have indicated for locating atomic power plants in the city. We share your views on this, and indeed hope the time is not too far distant when this will become a reality.  

There are, however, sound reasons for proposing this atomic power plant for location in Westchester County. First and most critical is that this plant must be in operation on our system before the summer of 1969, if we, are to be able to meet our customers' requirements then. We cannot risk a course in which we might be confronted with an extended period of time for regulatory consideration, as might be expected in the licensing of the first in-city atomic power plant.  

Second, there is need for additional capacity in the Westchester area, At present our only generating facilities north of the city are at Indian Point, and the present plant can
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meet only half of Westchester's requirements, the remainder.  
being generated in the city and transmitted to Westchester consumners. Much of the capacity of an additional unit at Indian Point would be, absorbed in Westchester, which is one of the * fastest growing areas in our service area.  

Third, it is expected that a new atomic unit at Indian Point with its very low operating costs would pro vide substantial amounts of economical pumping power for our FPC licensed Cornwall project during times when loads are low. There are economic benefits to be realized in terms of transmission costs by having a large unit located in closer proximity to Cornwall.  

Using Natural Gas for Additional Power Require ment s 

You mentioned, the possibility of bringing in fuel for additional generation by means of existing pipelines. I assume you refer to natural gas, which can be used as a boiler fuel in a conventional plant. We are now using for electric generation all the gas that we have available over and above that required for distribution to our gas customers. We are now attempting to secure a 30 per cent increase in the amount of gas we receive, but this requires FPC approval, and the case is currently b efor e the Commission. If we are successful in securing this additional gas it will all be used in existing plants. In terms of cost, gas is the most expensive'fuel we use, and .it is severely limited in availability for the generation of electricity, At present about 20% of our electricity is produced by burning natural gas. For us to receive enough gas to supply all our present generating plants would require a tremendous expansion of gas pipeline capacity from the gas fields in Texa s and Louisiana to New York, as well as the dedication of vast amounts of natural gas in the.  fields to such use. Other than the gas being sought in the FPC case referred to above, we do not believe that in the foreseeable future substantial additions to the gas supply of our area for electric generation are economically feasible, or consistent with existing governmental policy, 

Indian Point and Fish Life 

You indicated that you were informed that the operation of our screening system at Indian Point still does not prevent it from killing algae and fish eggs. I assume there was a typographical error, and that you meant larvae rather than algae.
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Our studies of fish in so far as Indian Point is concerned in
dicate that this is not a spawning area of any significance..  
Regardless of this, considering the volume of water flowing 
by Indian Point in comparison with the small fraction of that 
volume which would be used for condensing purposes, it is 
difficult to see how the operation of the plant could have any 
significant effect on fish eggs and larvae.  

With reference to the selection and location of our next base load generating unit, we have concluded for the rea
sons mentioned above, that an additional atomic unit at Indian 
Point is the best solution, all factors being considered. Foremost among these in so far as location is concerned is the 
urgent need for additional generating capacity by the Spring of 1969. Accordingly, we are planning to recommend to our Board of Trustees on November Z3rd that they authorize the 
expansion of our Indian Point Station.  

Again, I welcome your comments concerning atomic plants in metropolitan areas., We firmly believe they must be there in the years to come, and I hope I can count on your support when we make such a proposal, as well as at present in 
view of the situation I have described.  

Sincerely
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October ~1~4.  

Mr. Charles B. Eble, President 
Consolidated Edison Comay 
Four Irving Place
Now York, New York 1000 

Dear Mr. Eble: 

This will acknowledge rae f yor of October 
7th as well as that of Octobe 9 tgehr ih h 

In orer fll ad franic discusaion 

I think I should, advise/ ou at after carefully considering 
all that you have said d tten to meI Ioa till firmly 
committed to theO 0 1 which I and'many of my 
colleagues ha"ve c pon owed.  

This you to be directly in opposition to 
your plans. Our position In support of this legislation 
is the sm~e as the position of the plaintiffs who have 
brought an action to enjoin your con&trution add operation 
of overhead pw~vr lines. As of this time, I see no reason 
to withdraw from my opposition to overhad transmission 

If the fact is that your present lines are 
Auffic Lent for your purposes,, I assume -you would not seek 
to construct additional lines and subjact yourself to the 
lawsut to enjoin the exection of thoom additional traznit
tins tovars and larger omr 1 e, 

I Wa mresesed with yww wnoer about tho destrweal 
tion of fish. life but h now bwinfoo d that whil the 
eOrewing dospre nthedm offis 2ato th ~ r 

Dai& 

Peth - - - - -- - - -
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water, the operation of the 0Systes still does not prevent it 
from killing agae and fish egs 

Much of what yusay rainforces my original opinion 
that this plant should be built in NW York City. Certainly 
if a nuclear plant is as sgfe as yo Say it is, there'should 
be no objection to building it in No York City and providing 
*nmployw~nt for our people. The economics of the situation 
would Vi-n seem to dictate that it must be built in the City 
of Now York. On the other hand, if it is noted.,e it should' 
not be built in either place.  

I have in mind the necessity of furnishing electricity 
not. only to ftw Yor. Cit1.- but to the entire Metropolitan area 
of New York as cheaply as possible and with a minimum of risk 
either by way of air pollution or otherwise.  

Is it not the fact that the needs of the coamunity, 
with due regard to all of the dangers and safety factors, 
can best be accomplished by bringing in fuel for this purpose 
by means of existing underground lines? 

My information is that such pipe lines are 
available and that the economics of the situation dictate the 
use thereof, This would at tesa time eliminate any 
possible deleterious effect = fivh .lfe and eliminate the 
question of air pollution,.  

With kind regards, I = 

AJH:deb 
CC: Honorable Stewart L. Udallq Secretr of the Intarior OhatrMO pr *miaff At4-AL. t&I toNvC coission


