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Dr. James R. Schlesinger _ .
Chairman, :
Atomic Energy Commission

Washington, D. C. 20545

) My dear Dr. Schlesingers:

Yesterday s New York Twmes reported your oroposal that the Atomic

' Energy Commission be allowed to issue so-called “"interim" oper-

ating licenses to nuclear powver plants (completed but not licensed)
through June, 1973, without having to submit the final environmen-—

tal impact statements required by the National Environmental Policy
Act.

The Atomic Energy Commission released the ir own study (Docket No.
50--247; Decenber 30, 1971) dealing with Consolidated Edison Compa-
ny's Indian Point Plants (1 and °) at Ruchanan, N. Y. Speaking on
the subject of fish kills by Indian Point Plant No. 1, the study
credits this plant with killing five million fish since going on
the line in 1963. Indian Point Plant No. 1 has been out of service
almost as much as it has been in service. One would have to double
the fish-kill figures had this plant stayved on the line constantly.

On March 1, 1972, the New York State Department of nvironmental
Conservation ordered Indian Point Plant No. 2 to cease cperating
all circulators. This order ceme as a result of over 100,000 fish
being killed over a brief four-day period (February 23rd - 26th).

Your recommendation that the requlrements stipulated in the Nation-
al Environmental Policy Act be set aside would allow Indian Point
'Plant No. 2 to go on the line free of the restrictive chailns of
environmental responsibility. The recent fish kills by this plant
were not the first attributed to it. Indian Point Plant No. 2 has

a record of fish kills that can only be called dlsastrous.

The Atomic Energy Commiséion study admits that the operation of
Indian Point generating facilities poses a real threat to fishlife
in that portion of the !ludson River (effected by water withdrawal

and thernal d;sc“arqe,. An annual nmortzlity of 23% of striped bass
ecgs and .larvaé 1s anticipated (AEC's flgures)

‘8111050_4—78 720318 | '

. PDR ADOCK 05000247 Tue! b, ,:x“

il SRRV P VA A




o

- R . e ) '
ORI - , : ‘) : - Page 2.
v fFo :

In the name of "expected power emergenc1es" you are asknng that a
moratorlum be declared on environmental concern. This moratorium
would be in effect until June, 1973. And after June, 19737 You are
avare, I'm sure, of the momentum theory: Once a thing has been put
in motlon, attempts to stop it are frequently futile. A massive
force in motion (An unrestricted AEC) generates tremendous momen-
tum. Once you have been allowed to circumvent existing policy, who
will be able to stop you? Will you ke able to brake your own momen-

tum. Perhaps it is more to the point to ask if you will want to
brake this momentum.

Freed of environmental restralnts by a Speolal act of Congress,

allowed to operate for one year beyond the dictates of the National

Environmental Policy Act, damage done to the env1ronment by nuclear
. plants will be 1ncalculab1e. '

In the manufactured cllmate of "expected power emergencies" you are
asking that galns made for environmental protection be relinguished.

Consolldatod Edison Company's record on the Hudson River is well
documented in Robert H. Bovle's bookx THE HUDSOMN RIVER (We W Norton
& Company, Inc. 1969). Through the efforts of the Hudson River
Fishermen's Association, Consolidated Edison has bzen forced to rec-
ognize their environmental responsibilities. Gradually, a certain
detente has been established between both organizations. You now
will make it possible for the utility to assume its earlier posture
of environmental indifference. :

Those utilities involved in your proposal will apo’aud your action.
Environmental groups involved (directly) in your precposal will view’
it as a cynlcal act. .

“Your appointment as Chairman of the Atomic Energy Commission was
seen by many as a turning point in thes AEC's history. A new man; a
different philosophy; an AEC with a conscience. You have the chance
to vindicate this judgement. I hope you will take it.

Sincerely,

€§>-<£¥Ei ég;C? thfycfr———-«

David M. Seymolr

Member, Board of Directors
Hudson River Flshermen S ASSOC.,
R. Fo D. #1

Garrison, N. Y. 110524
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cc:s The Honorable John D. Dingle
U. S. House of Representatives
Washington, D. C. 20515
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