for suéh
‘herewith

thereon,

' @Cnifeb,g){afesﬁeﬁa{e , |

' Respectfully referred to

Atamic. Frergy. Commission ...

aalsT-

’

consideration as the communication

submitted may warrant, and for a report .

in duplicate to accompany return of =

inelosure.

_ GPO 16136072

By direction of
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- Dear Senator Javits:

Ce
. e

E

. Washington, D. C,

‘SenatqriJacob Javits
Sehate Office Building

i

Feb. 6, 1971‘§

:

i
¢

'CITIZENS LEAGUE FOR EDUCATION ABOUT NUCLEAR-ENERGY ING. BOX 1087, NEW ROCHELLE, N.Y. 10802 |

!
4
| | |
: - CLEAN deplores the arrogance of Con Ed because of their |
intention to start the power testing of Indian Point #2 without even having
obtained an AEC operating peruit license. According toethe New Rochelle .
Standard Star dated Jane 20, 1971, the three-mexber board of the Atomic

'VSafety and licensing Eoard (ASLB) posed several questions to Con Ed counsel and
.engineers which so far as we know haye not been answered. These questicns-

were: -concern about the sensitivity of the plant' radiation monitoring
sSystess; provisions for warning the public in the.8vent of an accident at
the plant; and the potential effectiveness of the plant's emergency cooling

‘ systen., Without haying the answers to these question, jeo:ardy to the lives

. of this nuclear power reactor.

and the well-being of thousands of residents of Yestchester VYounty are in
danger. We are appealling to you to do whatever you can to halt the start-up .

- o : . : on construction
We are also calling on you to ask. for a moratorium/of all nu.le:r power
reactors until there has been more experience and knowledge with the huze reacters:

Dow ‘being planned for population centers.. This expergéénce should be gathered by

locatipg'these nuclear furnaces in remote_areas.» :
' Enclosed you will fing'ah article$ written by Congressman Reid who states !
his oppositicn to nuclear pover faxxzmxs elogent}ly. On the reverse side is an -

. Teprint of a letter written by Senator ikike Gr:avel,

. VWe are sure that yod will take whatever steps necessary to insure us of
a4 man-made radiatioafree envircnment. : o S

\

dMrgl Milton Kurtz
for
. GLEAN.

' ' S¢ncerely yours, . :- -
»dwt ’w"' ’6 S ‘. 3 ) .

A
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By cangessman Ogden Reid

.I very much value this opportunity to express my
opposition to the granting of an operating license for
unit 2 of the Imlan Polnt Nuclear Station at this time.

It is my unierstanding that two of the questions to

" be considered during this hearing are ‘“‘whether thereis

reasonable assurance . . . that the activities aythorized

* - by the operating license can be conducted without en- .
" dangering the health and safety of the public” and

“‘whether the i of the 1§ will be intmical
to the common defense and security or to the health

"and safety of the public,” It la to these points that 1
board. -

wish to direct the attention of the
Unknown Damage

As I have indicated on previous occasions, my

. principal concern with regard to the proliferation of

nuclear plants tn this country i{s the unimowa damage
which may bé resulting from the radioactive emissibns*
from the plants. That question continues to be cause

o for. grave concern, in view of the fast that 12 plants

are currently being plauned for the Long Island Sound

- Region and another 4-5 units will be constructed by
Con Edison on the HudsonRiver, It {s my understanding -

. that the concentration of raidionuclides contained inplant

..emissions (p-rifcularly tritium, 90Sr, 1311, and 137 Cs)

. nuclides in the food chain, Drs.John Gofmanand Arthur =

.

_ecan increase, and changes in distribution can occur,

along the path of nutrition, or food chain, This factor

-is of serfous concern to members of the general public,
.and should be given due consideration during this-

hearing. .
‘Aside from concern over eoncentration of radlo-

Tamplin have repeatedly testified that, if everyone in
the United States received the allowable radiationdoses
under FRC guidelines, there could well be 32,000 extra
‘cases of cancer plus leukemia annually In the United '
States, [ realize that everyone in the United States
does not receive the maximum permissibié dose, and
that Con Edison has stated that *‘the combined re-
leases from all three units (at Indian Point) are ex-

‘pected to be far below the regulatory limits.” How-

ever, 1 would hope that the board will require that Con

" .Edison adopt the safeguards recommended in the De-

partment of Hesalth, Education, and WelfaTe’s environ-
mental report, require careful monitoring of the

. radioactive emissions from the plant, and require that
. ‘the level of such emisaions be reduced to the lowest
. - leve! possible to minimize the risks tvolved, as prior

conditions for the approval of any operating license,. .-

", Con Ed’s responsibility does not end with conformity

to the AEC’s standards, which are inadequate,

Sacrificiag The Eavironzont
Those of us who live in the Northaast are all pain

" fully aware of the damzrd for more and rore power to

keep subways, air conditioners, elevators, and mmer-

" . ‘ous bousehold sppllances runnirg, * However, In my
© - judgment, we will eventuslly regret i if we sacrifice

‘concern for our environment to the demand for power -

‘- the environment camnot be repaired ooce it is de~ .
.. . stroyed; but power requirements can be reduced by -
mm nm-euenﬁalusudurﬂrgr periods of peak

" Further, #t 1s not beyond the Ingemlty of tech< =
‘oology or our eountry to develop essentially oon-

sources of power - through the use of es«

- . sentially non-polluting fossil fuels or hydroelectric -
. ‘power., Technology should not force the government

.. .or the public to choose between inadequate power or .

* - pollution; hopefully, we can in the future fiave plamod

ACon Edlson £ an P

E'I' .‘ .
‘Noke Quombor T

Altbengh Cen .Edlson has 'already bullt its aucle
Atomic Energy Cemmission is going through the
_ give Con Ed an operating license. Inset shows

- prevalling westerdly winds ezpable of eanying ;

fncreases in power that are non-polluting, To mzke
that posaiblp, we need stepped-up research in this
area, for the public will refuse to believe that thare
is no altercative to atomic power. Thiz isatesk
industry can arnd must face. .
With regard to the environment, I-would urge that
Con Edison and this -board heed the warmirz of the

. Department of the Interior that ‘‘we belicve It pre- .
mamnmrtholppumhcaﬂnde

o that on the
basis of investigations andmdleacmductedwdate...

13
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» 1s Alroady Up |
power plant number two (high dome at righn the

mallty of holding hearings en whettieror notto .
* Iestown 7 mites from tndizn Polnt, in the peth of

itiodctive wastos ever the Ycriktowm area.

‘to me to be feolhardy to risk further impalrment of the
balance of the Hudson at this time. Thermal

{n the development of all nuclear power units,
. Absert persuasive answers to the sorfous Questions
which have been raised about the safety of miclear power

&aumumeamhhmsmmlhaﬂdna,h

es, I urgo the board to hold this application
until - all the relovant factors have been

b
Rotectad,

eculogical
pollution i3 of course a question of continuing concern

msidered.and we can be cartaln that the public health -
wolfare, and our uﬂmmwm 3 &

and -its effect on health and environment, and absent -

e

e gy
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* levels because they hav

" THE NEW YORK TIMES, MONDAY, JANUARY 11, 1971

+- T would Hike to take issue with Dr.
Glenn Seaborg’s remarks [Op-Ed

. Power?”

A plan to make this cou}ltry de- '

" pendent for its electrical energy on

" radioactivity —the worst conceivable .

pollutant and threat to life—might be
dismissed as simply irrational and pos-

.. . sibly of questionable morality if any- .
- one of lesser stature than Dr. Seaborg
_were propoging it. . .. . .
" When the Atomic Energy Commis-

sioners compare radiation exposures
- from nuclear power plants to ex-

" posures from luminous wrist watches

-and alrplane trips, .they are talking
about today’s exposure. Today there

-, are barely twenty relatively small nu--

clear power plants newly in operation.

* There has been no time for accumula-
tion and reconcentration of their
radioactive effluents in the environ-
ment, and there has been no experi-
-ence at all with the bigger reactors
to indicate how much radioactivity
" they will release in fact, not theory.
It is intellectually devious for nu-

, clear- ‘enthusiasts to limit their re-

testified last year the'
reduce the AEC.’s pery,
the big plants will ac’

(“Environmental erct,
- - Electrical Power,” hear;

article Déc. 28] “Do We Need Nuclear -

- Letters to the Editor

ives to Nuclear Power -

Washingion State Advertising Commission

Joint Committee on Atomic Energy,
Part 1). :

If.this country actually does build
600 nuclear power plants, those plants

ill prod ach ' and ear .
will produce e every ¥ . natives to discuss, and each of them

about as much long-lived radioactivity
as 500,000 Hiroshima bombs. If just
one-tenth of 1 per cent of it escaped
into the environment annually, that
would equal the contamination from
500 such bombs every year. .

' The remarks and speeches of all the
Commissioners present one side. They

" invariably gloss over the hard ques-

tions’ about accidents, sabotage, evac-
uation plans and cost of building
‘underground. They neglect to mention
uninsurability, plutonium theft for
bomb-making, “permissible” levels of

contamination, reasons for mot re- -

ducing them, the extra deaths apq
deformities from public exposurs to
the full permissible radiation doss, tky
true 15-to-1 ratio of permissible man.
made doses to natural radiation. Ard
what of the genetic pollution just from

- the growing number of atomic workers

jonal

‘exp to per : p
doses ten times higher than the con.

troversial population dose, the dir-
ference between an acceptable risk-
level from a private point of view and

from a public health point of view,

and the ethics of leaving a legacy of
‘radioactive garbage for our descend-
ants to keep confined in perpétuity,

if they can?

This failure to tell the whole story
is not_villainy. We simply should not

_expect to hear more than the rosy

side -from the Commissioners of an

_agency charged with a promotional

mission. The Atomic Energy Commis-

sion is, after all, busy “spreading the -

gozpel of the peaceful atom,” accord-

ing to its assistant manager, Howard

Brown.
Fortunately, there exist some alter-

may turn out to be far safer and

. ethically sounder than nuclear fission. °

1 am referring to npew, clean fossil-
fuel technology, magnetohydrody-
namics generators, plus geothermal,
solar, and fusion energy.

It- is unfortunate that we have an

" Atomic Energy Commission instead of

an energy commission. A single word
has condemned some intelligent public
servants to a limited, radioactive
vision. - MIKE GRAVEL
- United States. Senator from:Alaska

S Washington, Dec. 30, 1970

Read about the Atomic Energy Commission in

- Februery, 1971, ATLANTIC MONTHLY

* CITIZENS COMMITYEE FOR THE
" PROTECTION OF THE ENVIRGNMENT
. 71 PINE AVENUE
GSSINING, NEW YORK 10852
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By Congressman Ogden Reld

l very much value this opportunity to express my: Lo
- opposition to the. granting of an operating Tlicense for - ?

unit 2 of the Imlfan- Polnt Nuclear Station at this time. '
It is my unierstanding that two of the questions to

be considered during this hearing are ““whether there is’

reasonable assurance. . ., . that the activities authorized

. by the operating license can be conducted without en-

dangering the health and safety of the public” and
‘*whether the issuance of the license will be intmical

to the common defense and security or to the health .-
and safety of the public.” It 1ﬁ to these points thatl :

wlsh to direct the attention of the board.

Usknown Damage
As 1 have indicated on previous occasions, my

~ principal concern with regard to the proliferation of

nuclear plants in this country is the unimowa damage
which may bé resulting from the radioactive emissiéns*
from the plants. That question continues to be cause’

: . for.grave concern, in view of the fact that 12 plants -

are currently being planned for the Long Island Sound .

" - Region and another 4-5 -units will be constructed by -
- Con Edison on the HudsonRiver, Itis my understanding -
. that the concentration of radionuclides contained inplant -
. emissions (p-rticularly tritium, 90Sr, 1311, ard 137 Cs) -
_can increase, and changes in distribution can occur,

along the path of nutrition, or food chain, This factor °

~ is of serfous concern to members of the general public,

and should be given  due consxderation during this
hearing.

‘Aside from concern over concentratlon of radio- -

nuclides in the food chain, Drs.John Gofmanand Arthuf
‘Tamplin have repeatedly- testified that, if everyone in
the United States received the allowable radiation doses

under FRC guidelines, there could well be 32,000 extra-....
" cases .of cancer plus leukemia annually in the United

_ States, .

I realize that everyone in the United States
does not receive the maximum permissiblé dose, and
that Con Edison. has stated that ‘‘the combined re-

. leases-from all three units (at Indian Point) are ex- - -
v - 'pected to be far below the regulatory limits.” Howa

_ ever, I would hope that the board will require that Con
Edison adopt the safeguards recommended in the De-
_partment of Health, Education, and Welfare’s environ-

mental ‘report, require careful. monitoring of the
radioactive emissions from the plant, and require that

the level of such emissions be reduced to the lowest -
lavel Mq”'-ﬂn } 2+ --~-'vq!-re g_ka rh!fq L-zvelvod ag 'L"‘lO!'

i condltlons for the approval- -of any operatine llcense

_ power,

Coa Ed’s responsibility dees not end with conformity L
-to the AEC’s standards, which are Inadequate,

Sacrificing Tho Eavireamont.
Those of us who!lve!ntheNortheastareallpain-

' fully aware of the damard-for more and iore power to:

keep subways, alr conditiorers, elevaters, and Tumer-

- ous household applances runnirg, “Howaver, in my

judgmant, we will eventually regret it if we sacrifice
concern for our environmert to the demand-for power -

stroyed; but power requirements can be réduced by .

eliminating ncn-essemial uses: during per!.ods of pea.k
~demand,

Further, it !s not beyond tha Ingemity ef tech- -
nology or our country to develop essentially non-
polliting -sources of powar - through the use of es--
sentially non-polluting fossil fuels or hydroelzctric -
Technology shculd not force the government -
or the.public to choose between inadeguate power or -

pollution; -hopefully, we. can In the future fiave p.a.zmeg‘

Sy

: - the envircnment camnct be repaired coce it is dee

?Qesfz& o Emé ?w,

Although Con Ed!san has a!reaﬁy built its nnﬁ!fa'

_Atomic ‘Energy. Commission is going through the |
. give Cea Ed an operating license: Inset siaws

fish egns

-, Prevailing westerly winds ccjable of .camying 1

increases. in power that aré:nm1-ponuﬂng". To meke

that. posaible, we need stopped-up research in this

-area, for the public wm refuss to believe that there
is po alterrative' to- atoznic power,
industry can and vt face, .

With regardtotha envircnnwzt,lwmldugethat

" Con_ Edizon-azd thiz :board hedd” the warninz of the
Department ‘of the -Interior that’ Awe belleve it pre-

mature for the applicant to cenclude .o that-on the'
basis of inveatigations’ snd studies cmducuad todate. ..

Unit 2 will have po significant adverse knpact on the -
The fish kills which

ecology of the Hudscn River.” -

Thls i3 a task,

e e AN i e oy {4 ay e

tool place Iast winter at Indlan Poizt Unit 1 bave still

not been satisfactorily. explained, and there is no as-

surance that they. will not be repeated at Unit 2, oven

. in the face of ths additicnal precautions being takea by . -
Con Edison. Furthermore, I am sericusly disturbed:
that small organisms - plankion and.

larvae - will be carried througt the

system with the cooling water and-heated significaatly.
before. beirg«discharged, No ose knows what effect
this might have -on the ecology of the"Hudson River”

by the stal

and of Long Island Sound; into which it flows; it seems

/ec’-’nd (]ff D . : .

Date >
Tlme

T it e <



»:B is &l?@@dy Op ' .
1 power plant numier two (high dome at- rigm) the \
' om:amy of ho!dng hearings on whefiieroz notte -~
. Iofk*awn 1 miles from Indizn Point, In the path of
!dinamve wastas ever the Yerkiowm area,

"to me to be foolhardy to risk further impalrment of the
ecological balance of the Hudscn at this time. Thermal .
pollution is of course a question of ccntinuing concern .

_ In the development of all nuclear power units, :

E Absert perauasive answers to the seriois questions
" which have- been raised sbout the aafety of ruclear power -

and - its effect ¢o health ard environment, and .absent-

thcughtml research In this area, we should not, in -

my jvdgment, proceed with construction of additional _

powor plants .on the Hudson River ard Long Island

Seund, The populaticn in this area i3 slmply too large

to risk exposure to unknown dangers, I convincing

answers to the questicns can be provided, then there is

o doubt that we.can use additional povrer - but if we: -

1 must choose beiween additional power accompanied by -

. degtuction ,of.cur - environment, or power shortages .
accompanted by clean air and watevand uncontaminated
food, .then I would. ckoose to.do without a few electrical . .
i 3pdliances, I wwgs the board to.kcid fhls application ™ -
| 1 abeyance until.all the relevant factors have been::, .

; Considerediand we can be certain that the;publc health -
_3nd welfare, and our enviromnwt. are being strlngenﬂy

Protected, -

[N
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" from nuclear- power plants. to ex-..
" posures from luminous wrist watches

, clear: ‘enthusiasts to limit their re- -
_marks to today's radidtion exposure,”
".when the AE.C.

. sibly of questlonable morality if any--
- . one of lesser stature than Dr. Seaborg
. were proposmg it -

" There has been no time for accumula-

. Glenn - Seaborg’s - i
! article Déc 28] Do We \Ieed ‘Nuclear
" Power?”

" radioactivity = the -worst conceivable .

- ., are barely twenty relatively small nu--

SRl

THE NEW YORK TIMES; MONDAY]ANUARY 1, 1971

p Altematwes to Nur'lea

To the Editor::
I would like to take issue with Dr. .
remarks - [Op-Ed

. A plan to make thns country de-
pendent for its electrical energy on

pollutant and threat to life—might be’
dismissed as simply irrational and pos-

r Power' <

" When the Atomxc Energy CommlsA
sioners compare radiation exposures

and airplane trips, .they are talking.
about today’s. exposure.. Today there.

clear power plants newly in operation.

tion and reconcentration of their
radioactive effluents in the environ- .
ment, and there has been no experi-
-ence at all with the bigger reactors

.to indicate how much radicactivity-

‘and when two A.E.C.

" levels because they ha\i

they will release in fact, not theory.
It is intellectually devious for nu-

projects the
arge nuclear
t thirty years,
ommissioners °
they ' cannot
ssible effluent-
}:xa idea what -
ally put out.
of Producing

itsel
construction of 600
power plants-in the neé
testified -last year th:
reduce the A.E.C.'sperr,

the big plants will ac
(“Environmental Effectnf

-~ Electrical Power,” hear; gs before the

on

Joint Commlttee on’ Atomlc Energy,

Part 1),

1f . this country actually does build
600 nuclear power plants, those plants
will produce. each "and every year

about as much long-lived radioactivity -
as. 500,000 Hiroshima bombs. If just -
- one-tenth of 1.per-cent of it escaped :
into the environment annually, that
‘would equal the contamination from

500 such bombs every year,

" The remarks and speeches of all the -

Commissioners present one side. They

invariably gloss over the hard ques-
tions’ about accidents, sabotage, évac-'
uation plans and cost. of building
‘underground. They neglect to mention -

uninsurability, plutonium theft for
bomb-making, ‘permissible” levels of
contamination,

reasons for- not re-

- Letters z‘o z‘he Edzfor

ducing them, the extra deaths api
- deformities from - public ‘exposurs tg

the full permissible radiation doss, tk3

* “'true 15-to-1 ratio of permissible may..
“made doses to natural radiation. And .

what of the, genetic pollution just from

- the growing number of atomic workers
“exposed to. permnssxble occupational

doses ten times higher-than the con-

~ troversial population dose,- the " dif-
ference between an acceptable risk.

level from a-private point of view and

*from a public health point of view, |
" and the ethics of leaving a legacy of -
-radioactive .garbage-for our descend-

ants to keep confined in- perpetulty.'-

~if they-can?

This failure:to tell the whole oto‘y _
is not villainy. We simply should not
expect to hear more than the rosy

"side -from the Commissioners of an.
-‘agency charged with a promotional
~ mission. The Atomic.Energy Commis-

sion is, after all, busy “spreading the -
gospel ‘of the peaceful atom,” accord-
ing to its assxstant manager, Howard ’
Brown . :

) Fortunately, there exist some alter- -
natives to discuss, and each of -them
‘may turn out to be far safer and

ethically sounder than nuclea.r fission.
I am referring to new, clean fossil-
fuel - technology, magnetohydrody- .-
namics generators, plus. geothermal,
solar and fusion energy.

It  is unfortunate that we have an"
Atomic Energy Commission instaad of
an energy commission. A single word
has condemned some intelligent public
servants - to a limited, radioactive
vision. : -MIKE - GRAVEL .
" United-States. Senator. fro “Alaska

Washmgton. Dec.‘

Read about the Atomlc Energy Comm1531on in

-

Febru°ry, 1971, ATLANTTC MO'\I’PHLY

CITIZENS COMMITTEE FOR THE
PROTECTION OF THE ENYIRONMENT
71 PINE AVENUE
OSSINING, NEW. YORK 10352
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¢ .+ UNITED STATES
ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20545

Mrs. Milton Kurtz

Citizens League for Education
about Nuclear-Energy Inc.

Box 1087 ,

New Rochelle, New York 10802

Dear Mrs. Kurtz:.

I am pleased to reply to your February 9, 1971, letter to Senator Javit
vhich was referred to me by his office. »

You state in your letter that Consolidated Edison Company intends to
start the power testing of Unit No. 2 prior to receiving an operating
license from the Atomic Energy Commission. Consolidated Edison is not
now authorized to load nuclear fuel and thus operate the Unit No. 2 -
miclear reactor. Before this authorization can be given, the Atomic
Safety and Licensing Board (ASLB), which is now conducting the Public
Hearing, must write an Initial Decision. Depending upon the conditions:
of the Initial Decision, the AEC will issue a license to Consolidated )
Edison to load fuel and operate the unit. -

In some recent cases the ASLB has written an interim Initial Decision
that would authorize the AEC to issue a-license for limited operation

of the plant (usually fuel loading and taking physics measurements at

low power) prior to completion of the Public Hearing. No such interim
Initial Decision has been requested by Consolidated Edisonf”ﬁ%%@@éfl con-
sidering that the hearing process will take a long period of time, it is
conceivable that Consolidated Edison will request such an interim Initial
Decision by the ASLB. Such a request would be granted only after review
by the Regulatory Staff and the ASLB. All deliberations on this subject
would be in the record of the public hearing. In summary, operation of
the Unit No. 2 nuclear reactor can commence only after the ASLB issues

a decision which authorizes the AEC to issue an operating license.

You should note that as the construction of plant systems and components
is completed, the function of the system or component is tested in a
number of ways, including simulated or actual operation, if possible.
Such testing is now being carried out on Unit No. 2, but I emphasize, the
nuclear reactor is not being operated; rather, the function of completed
systems and components is being tested. '
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Mrs. Milton Kurtz - -2 -

As you state, the ASLB has posed a number of questions to be answered

by the AEC Regulatory Staff and by Consolidated Edison. Each of these
questions, as well as any others posed by the members of the ASLB will be
answered during subsequent evidentiary sessions of the hearing. 1 suggest
that you attend these sessions and hear the discussion on the health and
safety impact of the proposed plant on the community in order to gain a
full understanding of the matters that enter into the construction and
operation of the Indian Point Unit No. 2.

Thank you for your interest in the Consolidated Edison, Indian Point
Unit No. 2 proceedings.

Sincerely,

Barold L. Price
Director of Regulation
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" UNITED STATES
ATOMIC ENERGiY COMMISSION

WASHINGTON. D.C. 20545
) .
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Docket No. 50-247

Honorable Jacob K. Javits
United States Senate

Dear Senator Javits:

This is in response to your transmittal of a letter from Mrs. Milton Kurtz,
New Rochelle, New York, concerning the start of power testing of the
Indian Point 2 nuclear reactor by the Consolidated Edison Company.

. Whetd~ fs
The public hearingjibonducted by the Atomic Safety and Licensing Board§ éﬁﬁli)}
on the applicatioﬁ’of the Consolidated Edison Company for an operating
license for Indian Point 2,is in recess pending disposition of certain
preliminary matters prior 'to resumptiggﬂgg}evidehtiary sessions. At the
conclusion of the hearing, the Atomic -Safety-and—Licensing—Board will
issue its initial decision on whether an operating license should be
granted. The initial decision will be reviewed by the Atomic Safety
and Licensing Appeal Board. Since the ASLB has not issued its initial
decision, the Consolidated Edison Company is not now authorized to load
fuel, nor to operate Indian Point 2.’

In some recent cases, the ASLB has written an interim initial decision
that would authorize the AEC to issue a license for limited operation

of a plant (usually fuel loading and taking physicsbggaggggments at low
power) prior to completion of the public hearingy /As of this time, no
such interim initial decision has been requested by Consolidated Edison.

It should be noted that as the construction of the plant systems is
completed, the function of the system or component is tested in a number.
of ways, including simulated or actual operation--if possible. Such
testing is now being carried out on Indian Point 2, but I emphasize,

the nuclear reactor is not being operated; rather, the function of
completed systems and components is being tested.
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' UNITED STATES
ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

WASHINGTON D.C. .20545 -

Docket No. 50-247

Honorable Jacob K. Javits
United States Senate

Dear Senator Javits:

This is in response to your transmittal of a letter from Mrs. Milton Kurtz,
New Rochelle, New York, concerning the start of power testing of the
Indian Point 2 nuclear reactor by the Consolidated Edison Company.

The public hearing, which is being conducted by the Atomic Safety and
Licensing Board (ASLB), on the application of the Consolidated Edison
Company for an operating license for Indian Point 2, is in recess
pending disposition of certain preliminary matters prior to resumption
of evidentiary sessions. At the conclusion of the hearing, the ASLB
will issue its initial decision on whether an operating license should
be granted. The initial decision will be reviewed by the Atomic Safety
and Licensing Appeal Board. Since the ASLB has not issued its initial
decision, the Consolidated Edison Company is not now authorized to load
fuel, nor to operate Indian Point 2. :

In some recent cases, the ASLB has written an interim initial decj

"~ that would authorize the AEG- ssue’ a license for limdted op
of a plant (usually £ ,~” staklng physiec§ measune

15 | -11c hear,néﬁfor full

Consoliq-"-d Edison.
1t should be noted that as the construction of the plant systems is
completed, the function of the system or component is tested in a number
of ways, including simulated or actual operation--if possible. Such
testing is now being carried out on Indian Point 2, but I emphasize,

the nuclear reactor is not being operated- rather, the function of
completed systems and components is belng tested.




Dockef.No.v50—247

Honorable Jgsob K. Javits
United States\ Senate

Dear Senator Javits:

This is in response tQ your transmittal of a letter from Mrs. Milton Kurtz,
New Rochelle, New York)\ concerning the start of power testing/of the
Indian Point 2 nuclear reactor by the Consolidated Edison Cgﬁpany.

: , .
The public héaring, which is\being conducted by the Atomit Safety and
Licensing Board (ASLB), on the\gpplication of the Consolidated Edison
Company for an operating license\for Indian Point 2, ;é in recess
pending disposition of certain preliminary matters prior to resumption
of evidentiary sessions. At the congclusion of the ,hearing, the ASLB
will issue its initial decision on whether an operating license should
be granted. The initial decision will\be reviewed by the Atomic Safety
and Licensing Appeal Board. Since the ASLB had not issued its initial
decision, the Consolidated Edison Company ia/ﬁot now authorized to load
fuel, nor to operate Indian Point 2. ' :

In some recent cases, the ASLB has writfen an interim initial deq;siqg> f:‘\\\
that would authorize the AEG~td issue a4 license for limited operation T R

of a plant (usually £peTﬂioading and/taking physicﬁ’measui@mﬁﬁts at low

. power) prior to completion of the public hea;inéif&%’full ?6wer. As of
‘this time, ng-stch interim initial d%cisign’has been-requ%?ted by
- L

\Egifgiigatéa Edison.,

It should be noted that as tHe construction of the plant systems is
completed, the function of /the system or component is tested\in a number
of ways, including simulated or actual operation--if possiblex_  Such
testing is now being carried out on Indian Point 2, but I emphasize,
the nuclear reactor is/not being operated; rather, the function of
completed systems and’ components is being tested. h
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.. Honorable Jacob K. Javits e 2o

& As Mrs Kurtz stated¢1n her . letter, the ASLB has p@sed a number of
‘ questlons to be answered by -the! ARC regulatory staff and by Consolidated
Edlson;Company.‘ Each of these” questlons, as well as any others. poséa

‘ ] members of the\ASLB w1ll beranswered during the ev1dentr§ry

nE sessrons of’ the hearlng Mrs. ‘Kurtz will be notified when these

i L se831ons are scheduled. Perhaps she may want to attend thesé’ sessions

= ‘ and hear the d1scu351on‘gn the health and safety 1mpact o;/the proposed
plant on the: community i\ order 'torgain.a full’ understand1ng of the

matters, relatlve to the constructlon -and operation of Tndian Point 2.
0 N T \ 5

If we can prov1de any further_ass1stance, please”let me know.

< A ’ R \ ’ Sincerely,

ﬁarold’L Price-
" Birector of Regulation
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Mrs. Miltqn Kurtz

Citizens League for Education
about Nuclear-Energy Inc.

‘Box 1087

New Rochelle, New York 10802

Dear Mrs. Kurtz:

I am pleased‘to reply to your February-9, 1971, letter to Senator Javits
which was referred \to me by his office. '

You state in your letter that Consolidated Edison Company intends to
start the power testing of Unit No. 2 prior to receiving an operating

. license from the Atomic Energy Commission. Consolidated Edison is not

now authorized to load nuqlear fuel and thus operate the Unit No. 2
nuclear reactor. Before this authorization can be given, the Atomic
‘Safety and Licensing Board‘YASLB), which is now conducting the Public
Hearing, must write an Initial Decision. Depending upon the conditions -
of the Initial Decision, the\hEC will issue a license to Consolidated
Edison to load fuel and operaﬁé the unit,

In some recent cases the ASLB has written an interim Initial Decision

"that would authorize the AEC to issue a license for limited operation

of the plant (usually fuel loadiné\gnd-taking physics measurements at

low power) prior to completion of the Public Hearing. No such interim
Initial Decision has been requested by Consolidated Edison; however, con-
sidering that the hearing process will take a long period of time, it is
conceivable that Consolidated Edison will request such an interim Initial-
Decision by the ASLB. Such a request would be granted only after review
by the Regulatory Staff and the ASLB. Ail deliberations on this subject
would be in the record of the public hearing. In summary, operation of
the Unit No. 2 nuclear reactor can commence\only after the ASLB issues

a decision which authorizes the AEC to issue ‘an operating license.

You should note that as the construction of plant systems and components
is completed, the function of the system or compohent is tested in a
number of ways, including simulated or actual operé ion, if possible.
Such testing is now being carried out on Unit.No. 2,\but I emphasize, the
nuclear reactor is not being operated; rather, the function of completed
systems and components is being tested.

\
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by :hé";ézc Regulatory Staff and by Consolidated’ Edison..

 that you atter

'“‘f‘te, the ASLB has posed a number af questions ta be answered

Each of ‘these

3y well as any others posed by thé members: of the ASLB will be
1324 3ubaequent evidentiary sessions of the hearing.
these sessions and hear the discussion on the health and

I. Bugaest

safety impact of the propesed plant on the community in order to gain a

full undetstandiﬁ
eperation of the

Thank you for your

Unit No. 2 proceedingsj
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1an Point Unit No. 2.

. of the matters that enter into the construction and
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 Marold L. Price
Birector of Regulation
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