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CABLE ADDRESS 

LALALU. WASHINGTON D.C.  

Anthony Z. Roisman, Esq.  
Berlin, Roisman & Kessler 
1712 N Street, N.W.  
Washington, D.C. 20036 

Re: Consolidated Edison Company 
of New York, Inc.  

Indian Point Unit No. 2 
AEC Docket No. 50-247 

Dear Mr. Roisman: 

Enclosed herewith is a copy of a letter from Mr.  

Cahill to Mr. Skovholt, dated January 7, 1974.  

I )f:Very truly yours, 

1 L~C: I LEBOEUF, LAMB, LEIBY & IMACRAE 

Attorneys for Applicant 

. Leonard M. Trosten 

BY HAND 

Enclosure 

cc w/enc: See next page 
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cc w/encs: 

Samuel W. Jensch, Esq.  

Mr. R. B. Briggs, 

Dr. John C. Geyer 

Myron Karman, Esq.  

Angus Macbeth, Esq.  
J. Bruce MacDonald, Esq.  
Hon. Louis J. Lefkowitz 
Secretary, U.S. Atomic Energy Commission 
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board Panel 
William C. Parler, Esq.  
Dr. Lawrence R. Quarles 
Dr. John H. Buck



4 hvC,,9 Ploce. New York. .Y 100037 

P1r ary 7, 1974 

Re: Indian Point Unit Nos. 1 and 2 
AEC Docket Nos. 50-3 and 
50-247 Security Plan 

Mr. Donald J. Skovholt 
Assistant Director for Operating Reactors 
Direotorate of Licensing 
U. S. Atomic Energy Commission 
Washington, D. C. 20545 

Dear Mr. Skovholt: 

In accordance with your letter of November 30, 1973, concerning 
amendments to regulations in 10 CFR, Parts 50, 70, and 73, we 
have completed the requested review.  

As a result of this review, we have concluded that our present 
security plan complies with all applicable requirements of 
10 CFR, Part 73.  

The security plan entitled, "Indian Point Station Security Plan" 
was submitted following Tr. 6 in the in-camera session of the 
Indian Point Unit No. 2 -earing on :ovember 12, 1971 and aDproved 
in the "Su Dem11entaI Staff Testimony" following Tr. 6 of the 
in-camera session of the hearings on December 14, 1971.  

For your convenience, three copies of the subject plan and the 
suDplemental staff testimony are enclosed with this letter.  
Pursuant to Section 2.790(d) of 10 CFR, Part 2, documents and 
correspondence relating to facility security provisions are 
normally withheld from Dublic disclosure. We, therefore, request 
that the enclosed security plan, "Indian Point Station Security 
Plan", dated September 18, 1971 and the "Supplemental Staff 
Testimony" be withheld from public disclosure, and recieve 
limited distribution in accordance with Commission regulations.  

/ - Very truly yours, 

j. yottrs 3,1 

J ,PWal2 197J. C 
e c. Vice-Proident


