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Executive Director on Indian Polnt No. 2 on behalf of the Hudson River

FPishermeri's Association.

I have not yet recelived any reply from the
Staff of the Atomic Energy Commission to the ques-
tlons which I sent them three weeks ago. The
material recelved from the Staff may raise further
questions which I. would wish to address to the
applicant., If so; I will be in touch with you to
work out some method by - wnich to put gquestions '
and receive answers, - : ;

Having examined various documents in the
possission cf the applicant, I would like to have
coples of the followinz items made at my expense
and fervarded to me at this address:

1. Cover and pages VII-32 throubn VII LO of .
Annual Report L4/16/65 to L/l:/69 - Hudson
River at Indlan Point.

DGCKREIED
US&EG

2. Pages 77 78 and 101-110 and cover of
"Final Report - Development of a Bloiogical
Monitoring System and a Survey of Trace
Metals, Radionuc¢1des and PestlciJe Res*oues
in the Lewer Hudson Hlver

omce of he Svrrclm
puhile Procecdings
brars

_ 8110310248 710252
TK\< 8 R ADOCK 05088347

N PDR ;



. - - cT R . .
; ~u ‘ . : .
) v ‘ . )

Leonafd Trosten, Esq. | -2- February 22, 1971

3. Entire Report of "Manmade Ra dionucl'dés in the
Hudson River Estuary - rifth Annual Healtn ‘Physics
Societv Lid Year Topica ymposiun
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ROUND TWO QUESTICNS WITH RESPECT

TO INDIAN POINT NO. 2

1. a. Have any tests for radiological content or
effccts been made on fish taken, dead or alive,
from the intake screens’ at Indian Point No. 17?
b; If such tests have been made, produce all
reports, analyses and conclusions derived therefrom.
2. Describe in detail the timing of radiological waste
discharges into the Hudson River, 1.,e, is waste
- discharged constantly or in batches, if.in hatches
how often and in what quantities° |
3. a. Are there any reports of radiological tests on .
fish made to the AEC before August 1, 19687
'b. If not, why were tests on fish not made until
that time? _ o _ vl |
c. If not, why were teSts on fish added at that time?
h._ At page 4 of "Manmade Radionuclides in the Hudson River
Estuary, 1t is stated that tne M.P.C. of water into
which Indian Point No.1l discharges was changed Descrite .
the analyses, findings and conclusions wnich 1ed to
this change in M P.C. |
5. Describe procedure‘by which fish were chOSentfor
radiological analysis.on.which reports to the AEC

were based,



"Manmade Radionuclides in the Hudson River Estuary"

states that in 1969 changes in radiological matter in
plants can be related to changes 1n radiological mat-
ter 1n fish. 1In its report covering pehruary l 19€9

to July 31, 1969,,'Con Ed found no 1dentifiable radlo-

»,logical 1sotopes'in fish teSted Explain the differences

in tests made which appear to lead to different regults

-and relate the results of the two studies._



