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Committee To End Radiological Haza‘rds Mary Hays Weik

N
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166 Second Avenue Secretary

New York, New York 10003 R 7-5935

Director, Division of Radiological - : Re: Invited Citizens! Comments orn the
and Envirommental Protection - L Environmental Impact of the Propo:

U.S. Atomic Enorgy Commission . . Issuance of an AEC Operating Licer

Washington, D,C, 20545 = May 19,1972 = to Con=-Ed's Indian Pt.Nuclear Reat

DOCKET NO,50=2!

Thank you for sending at my request the AEC!s 'Draft Detailed Statement"
propared by your department on the subject named above, It is obvious that :such a rep:
from an indepsndent agency having no connection, actual or implied, with the Atomic
Energy Commission - which itself both sited and regulates the project concerned - wou.
kave been more convincing, Our comments on the Statement®s contsnts follow:

Doar Sir:

In issuving this evaluation of the environmental impact of a prorosed second nuclear
. reactor at Indian Point, the U.S.Atomic Ensrgy Commission has placed on the public rec
- an amazing collsction of irrelevant, useless,ard deliberately confusing items, which
do little to throw any light on the situation involved: ,

1) Tts concern for the fate of Hudson River fish entirely overshadows any concern f¢
the areats human residents, While infinite details are given on the rsactions of
variocus aquatic organisms - the 'thermal tolerance' of - macroinvertebrates, the
~¥reproductive habits of zooplankton species, ete,, etc., = no reference is made tc
- the alarming mortality record found among residents of nearby local cormmunities
dlrectly downwind to ths plant, as shown in local statistics of the region recorde

din the enclosed Chart of Daaths from Prain & Breast Cavcers and iesukemia, found iy
the same "Cortlandt Towrt!aroa belores and after the nuclear plant was built, éﬁ%j

2) The Report!s figures on "low-level! radicactive releases from tho plant are of
little significance, since it ignores completely the well-known facts on seorious.
internal damage by ‘contact radiation" from chronic low-level doses ingested or
inhaled, as pointed out on tho enclosed page of comments by the Viennese physicist
Dr. Karl Nowak., Those omitted facts make the Report's alleged 'minimal and harmle:
plant releasss, both deceptive and absuxd,

3) Since the 'Tadiation limits" permitted in the Indian FPoint areoa by the AEC!s
WIGCFR20Y and "1O0CFRIC0" standards are fantastically high (44,000 curies a day,
16 million curies a year, a possible 3,000 rads in individual thyroid doses, as
cited in the AECts #Initial Dscision' on theo iS09 Construction Permit Ior Indian
Point 3), even the "low parcentages® of those Ilimiis presently alleged in use in
the Draft Environmental Statement would be themselves quite substantial and damagzi
(I doubt that the thousands o dead fish found in a.recent Indian Point “fish kill
actvally needal tho “impingement! on mestal screening grates to finish them offt)

%) It seems obvious that the alarming escalation shown almost a year ago on the
enclosed sheet of official mortality records for the surrounding Cortlandt Town
region, domands = far from a new permitfer operation of an additicnal second Nucle
Plant, 4 times larger than Indian Point I - an immediate shutdown of all Indian Fo

uclear facilities, with the 'dismantling and snfowbmsnt™ of this deeply conhamine-
ated instalintion described on rages V-75 ard V=76 of your Draft Repoxrt, to mroven
a problem of unpreceaented disaster for populatlons of this area for centurleS'toc

Surely there must bs a better way of reclaiming a wasteful and ruinous investment in
nuclear power than by killing off the helpless citizens of the Irdian Point areat

..... .. COPIES TO OTHER INTERESTED PARTIES . o= Sincerely, ¥ Mary Hays ¥
“8111210063 720519 } Fai o D W‘Mﬁ ] "ZLUL ﬁ
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Committee Chief Note

Spurt In Mortality

by Mary Hays Weik. Near Nuclear Plant

A signifiéant new report has jusf beén is'suedAbili ‘shcw that 3 out of the 4 brai. cancer deaths reported’

the Committee To_End Radiological Hazards of Now
York City, on health conditions around the Indiarn Point

atomic plant. The report shows percentage of increase

in deaths by Brain and Breast Cancers and Leukemniia
in the Cortlandt Town area directly surrounding the
atomic plant, during the § years 1963-67, after the
plant began to operate in August ‘62, as compared with
the & years, 1957-61, just hefore its start. Included
population figures for 1960 and 1965 show that cancer
increase has far outstripped population growih,

The report is based on figures contained in the
"N.Y. State Health Dept. report;-‘‘Review of Mortality

Statistics In the Northwestern Section of Westchester -
County,”” The State report is a curious document, .
It was published shortly after this writer revealed, as:
a citizen intervenor at the 1969 Indian Point Hearing
“an unusual number of Cancer Deaths in an area of
Montrose downwind to the atomic plant. The Siate .
report shows an obvious intention to confuse and mis- .
"lead the public; for the local map it includes so

»onfuses the boundaries of the area invsived in the
"Montrose cancer deaths as to make dxfﬁcunalocalxzed
study of the prablem.

Neither State nor County Health Department seems

‘worried by the situation shown by their own figures.

"I was surprifed to receive a ‘‘personal copy’! of the
- report from State Commissioner of Health Dr, HOLLIS

S. INGRAHAM, who had refused to honor my citizen’s
subpoena to testify at the 1969 Indian Point Hearings.
In a letter to the AEC sent me with the report, Dr,
Ingraham said: ‘‘We find no evidence of increase in . .

',cancer mortality in the vieinity of- Indian  Point;”’

"and DR, DONALD R, REED, President of the West-
chester County Board of Healthg in a letter to a local
citizen listing figures which amounted to an .inergase

of 22% in MONTROSE and an increase of 150% in -
:BUCHANAN, wrote : *“These figures would indicate

to me that the cancer deaths have not increased in the
villages of Buchanan or Montrose(!)."

- The ‘latest 1971) 'Rz.x\rid-}\.IcNal'ly Cbmmercial Atlas
shows Montrose population as 2200, But the State

- report cited submerges the Montrose village Agure in

a vague total, numbering 22,000, called the ‘‘Rest of
Cortlandt Town.” (This greatly dilutes, of course,

the Montrose cancer moralities.) Yet local r_eccrd.s’

in 19€3-67 for this Cortlandt area of 22,000 we'e
actually registered from the Montrose section I de--
seribed in *‘The \Iontrose CatastrOphe” - population, ‘

" less than 5GU!

Unfortunately‘ot‘fle people who prepared the delusive
State report maé'e one false step: In making thei:
report, they revealed local statistics not available
to the general public or reported in ‘U, S, Vita]
‘Statistics’’ (because the communities involved are
too small for individual mention). In other words,
the report brought into the open statistics heretofore
available only to the two Health Departments. These
‘figures happen to be most significant,

The cancer deaths shown in the New York com-
mittee’s statement (taken from Tables VII and Table
VI A of the State ‘“‘Review of N W Westchester
County” cited above) though damning as evidence,
would - appear to be small in number, They will

. certainly be labeled as such and called “‘unimportant’’

by AEC and Con-Edison attorneys. But this is far -
from true, as any honest statistician knows. For:

1) By the State figures, Peekskill, Buchanan, and
Croton-on-Hudson are now xmphcated in the Indian -
Point cancer problem. (What about other - unnamed -
Wes;chester communities?) T

2) "In 11 out of 12 community situations named, an .

“unbroken increase of cancer deaths is shown. In the
“12th, Peekskill, the number f brain cancers remained

the same in the two periods covered Yet, even
there, unreported 1968-71 figures may now have
changed the picture,

3) If such an increase could occur with only the
265 -meégawatt Indian Point I reactor in operation
‘what would result with the addition of the 873-meg,
Reactor =4 times as large as Indian Point [?

4) If such an increase could occur with only

‘Indian Point I's*Pressurized Watei4265. -meg, reactor,

imagine the effect of adding, as planned, Bsactors a1,
IV and V {of 1100-meg, each) all of*Boiling Water
type - since airborne radioactive releases from this
type of reactor are known to be enormously larger. .
What will be the effect downwmd then?

- Copyrxght 1971 Mary H Weik -
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CANCER DEATH RECORD IN “CORTLANDT TOWN' AREA SURROUNDING INDIAN POINT, NY,ATOMIC PLANT, BEFORE & AFTER PLANT'S START IN 1962

From Official Mortality Statistics in 1969 New York State Dﬁpﬁ, of Health Publication, Review of
Mortality Statistices in Northwestern Section of Westchester County - Tablez VIIZA: "Number of Dsaths
(Brain and Breast Cancers & Leukemia) for Cortlandt Town (Including) Peekskill City, 1957 - 1967" ##=

e s s - CANCER of BRAIN BREAST CANCER LEUKEMIA 1 Population
B and Nervous System (193)[WHO International Code 170)(International Cods 204) |

; ’ ' ;57_ 61 '63-,-';67 ¢ Increase |f57-'61{%63-167 I Increase $57-'61 |'63-167 % Increase|| 1950 1965 | Inorease
Poeksld 11 » | o | - 20 25 | 25% 4 10 150 ¢ [18,737 |18, 5040 drop)
Crotor-on-Hudson - 6 600 % 7 | 10 | 3% 3 6 200 % | 6,812 { 6,947 Inc: 2%
Buchanan . - 1 | 1009 - 2 | 20% | - 1 | 100% | 2,019 2,268 " 7%
|Rest of Cortlandt Town - . - - | w3
(including MONTROSE) || - L = Loo % L 12 200 % 2 5 150 ¢ 17,505 | 22,23} " 27%
|TOTAL Cortlandt Town || & 15 275 % 31 b | 8% 9 22 s 4 |4s5,073 49,88 v 119

* Three of these 4 deaths were rocordsd for a small section (¢, 500 population) of MONTROSE directly
. dowrvind to the Ind:lan Point atonﬂ.c plant,

MONTROSE total popu]ation was only 2200 in 1970 (Rand McNally 1971 Commercial Atlas & Marketing Guide),

%
L

¥
#

¥ Conclusions issusd by State and County Health Boards are in curious contradiction to their own recordsi

~In spite of the increases shown in the N,Y.State Health Dopt. figures reported above, State Health Com~.
missionar HOLLIS S, 'INGRAHAM, in his presentation latter to the U.S.Atomic Energy Commlssion of March 23,

1970 accompanying the above report, saild: "Wo find no evidence of an incrsase in ., . carcer mortality in

the vicindlty of Indian Point;" eand Dr. DONALD R, REED, President of ths Wostchester County Board of Health,

in a March 18, 1970'lstter answering a local citizen's inguiry, in which Dr, REED himself cited a zise in A]J.
Cancer Doath i‘igures in the 4 years after Indian Foint's start (1963~1966) which, comparsd to the 4 ysars
preceding its start (1958-1961),amounted to an incroase of 22% in MONTROSE and an increase of 150% in
BUCHANAN, wrote: "These figures would indicste o ms that the cancer deaths have not imreased in the

villeges of Buc.hanan or Montrose (l) "
' @Copm,,ht 1971, Mary H, Weik
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"FROM: Committee To Ig% Padiological Hazards

A o 166 Sscond Avenue, New York,NY 10003,USA
Q- U 0 T E S ' ' " Mary Hays Weik, Secretary (GR 7-5935)
‘ Régulatory File Cy.. _

ATOMIC PLANT REIEASES CANNOT BE FAIRLY COMPARED TO NATURAL BACKGROUID RADTATION

Inglish translation)s ' Received w/Llir Beted 54F-72

"A nuclear power plant releases radioactivity to its environment througb its c?imnay
and cooling-water, Brén in undisturbed normal operation, the chimney am%ts radiocactive
gases and particulate matter which are distiributed through the surroundings.

"Company 'experts' claim that the amount released is minimal, They calculate high
plant ‘reloases by comparing them with natural background radiation, Actually, the
offoct of radiocactive material taken into the body, as is that from the plant's chimney
and cooling-water, through inhalation, or by way of the food chain and drinking~water,
is significantly higher (than company figures show),and impossible to measure exactly.

"If a (radioactive) particle merely lies on the ground, then its eoffect is minima} al-

though its radiation may be dangerously high, If the particle, however, is deposited -

on-‘a mucous. membrane by inhalation or ingestion, or if it settles in an organ due to

its chemical nature, then as a result of contact radiation, its effect will be increas-
- ed to tho square of its ownvalue and give an oxtraordinarily strong dose of radiation

to its direct surroundings, leading to death of the cells contacted or severe damage

to those it touches, : ’

"Espocially effective in this connection are Alpha ard Beta rays, whose offact would

- otherwise be screened out by the atmosphere, These inner effects cannot be controlled
from without, Thus numbers of Cancers and other damages can arise; above all, gonetic
damage and disgausx if the reproductive organs are affected. Morsover, this radiocactive
matler stored Up in the body inereases with timo, and the damages build up , , "

(From.for Skandal Atomkraftwerk by Ing.KARL NOWAK, Vienna physicist and editor
of yNoue Physik", in an article in ,Qberdsterreich, Wochenpost, "' Austria) -

(Original Gorman)

nEin Kernkraftwerk gibt Uber Schornstein und K¥hlwasser Radiocaktivit#t an die Ungeb-
ung ab. Der Schornstein auch im ungestérten  Normalbetrieb laufend radiocaktive Gase )
und Schwebstoffe ausst¥szt und in der Umgebung verteilt,

wWon den bezahlten fxperten' wird es so dargestellt, als sei das minimal., Man rechnet
mit der erhdhten Ungebungsstrahlung und vergleicht sie mit der nat¥rlichen Strahlenbe-
lastung. Tats#chlich ist die Wirkung inkorvorigrter radicaktiver Stoffe, wie solche
aus Schornstein und K#hlwasser #ber Atomluft, Nahrungskette und Trinkwasser in don
Kdrper golangen, ganz bedeutend hdher und nicht exakt messbar,

- iliegt oin Staubkdrnchen am Boden, so ist seine Wirkung minimél, mag s auch ein gefihr-
" licheor starker Strahler sein, Golangt das Teilchen aber mit Atomluft oder Nahrung

- auf eoine Schleimhaut oder wird es gar infolge seiner chemischen Beschaffeonheit in ein
Organ eingelagert so kann es infolge Kontaktbestrahlung, da die Wirkung mit dem abnehm-
onden Abstand quadratisch zunimmt, an seine unmittelbare Unmgebung auszorordentlich
starke Strahlungzsdosen abgeben und so sogar zu Nekrose (Zelltod) oder schweren Zell-
schiiden Anlasz, geben,

tBesonders wirksam sind dabei Alpha~ und Betastrahler, doreon Wirkung sonst durch die

Inft abgeschirmt wird, Diese “inneren Vorgdnge sind von auszen ¥berhaupt nicht kontroll-
ierbar. So kdnnen Krebsherde und andere Sch¥digungen entstehen, vor allem auch Erbschid-
on und Erbkrankheiten, soweit die Fortpflanzungsorgane beeinfluszt werden. Auch spoich-
orn sich radioaktive Stoffe im Kérper und die Schidigungen summieren sich , , "

Toenns ,‘iﬁ—’

at]



- Committee To End Radiological Hazards Mary Hays Weik
166 Second Avenue Secretary
New York, New York 10003 Ok 7:5935
Director, Division of Radiological " Res Invited Citizens' Comments on the -
and Envirommental Protection Envirornmental Impact of the Proposed
U.S. Atomic Energy Commission . Issuance of an AEC Operating License
Washington, D.C. 20545 - May 19,1972~- to Con-Ed's Indian Pt.Nuclear React2

DOCKET NO,50-247

Thank you for sending at my request the AECSs “Dra.ft Detailed Statement" -
ptrepared by your department on the subject named above, It is obvious that:such a report
from an independent agency having no connection, actual or implied, with the Atomic
Energy Commission - which itself both sited and regulates the project concerned - would
have been more convincing. Owr comments on the Statement's contents follow: -

In issuing this evaluation of the environmental impact of a proposed second nuclear
reactor at Indian Point, the U.S,Atomic Energy Conmission has placed on the public recorc
an amazing collection of irrelevant, useless,and deliberately confusing items, which

do little to throw any light on the situation involved: ,

Dear Sir:

1) Tts concern for the fate of Hudson River fish entirely overshadows any concern for
the area's human residents, While infinite details are given on the reactions of
various aquatic organisms - the "thermal tolerance" of ‘imacroinvertebrates, the
‘¥reproductive habits of zooplankton species,” etc,, etc, - no reference is made to
the alarming mortality record found among residents of nearby local commnities
directly downwind to the plant, as shown in local statistics oi‘ the region recorded
in the enclosed Chart of Deaths frg in & B3 g and found

the sams "Cortlandt Towr# area bn:t’orenand after the mc‘!toar p]ant was built,

2) The Report's figures on "low-level“ radiocactive releases from the plant are of
little significance, since it ignores completely the well-known facts on derious: ¥
internal damage by ‘contact radiation" from chronic low-level doses ingested or

" inhaled, as pointed out on the enclosed page of .corments by the Viennese physicist
Dr, Karl Nowak, These omitted facts make the Remrt's a]laged "minimal and harmless"
plant=releases; both-deceptive:andigbsurd,

3) Since the *radiation limits" permitted 4h the Indian Point afea” by the. AEC's
GGFR20" and '10CFR100" standards are fantastically high (44,000 curies a day

16 million curies a ear, possible 3,000 rads in individual thyroid doses, as
cited in the AEC's "Initial Docision" on the 1969 Construction Permit for Indian
Point 3), even the "low percentages" of those Limits presently alleged in use in
the Draft Envirormental Statement would be themselves quite substantial and

(I doubt that the thousands of dead fish found in a recent Indian Point "fish kill" |
actually needal the "impingement" on metal screening grates to finish them off!)

4) It seems obvious that the alarming escalation shown almost a year ago on the
.enclosed sheet of official mortalitysrecords for the swrrounding Cortlandt Town
region, demands - far from a new permit@m operation of an additional second Nuclear
Plant, 4 times larger than Indian Point I - an immediate shutdown of all Indian Poini
nuclear facilities, with the "dismantling and entombment® of this deeply contamin-
ated installation described on pages V=75 and V-76 of your Draft Report, to prevent
a problem of unprecedented disaster for populations of this area . for centuries to come

Surely there must be a better way of reclaiming a wasteful and ruinous investment in
nuclear powsr than by killing of£ the helpless citizens of the Indian Point area}

COFIES TO OTHER INYERESTED PARTIES g Sincarely, W W Hays Weik
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Cancer and Leukemia Rise

Around Indian Point

by Mary Hays Weik:

A signifiéant new report has just bean isSued'hiri

the Committee To Eind Radiological Hazards of New

York City, on health conditions around the Indian Point

atomic plant. The report shows percentage of increase

_in deaths by Brain and Breast Cancers and Leukemia
in the Cortlandt Town area directly surrounding the.

atomic plant, during the & years 1963-67, after the
plant began to operate in August ‘62, as compared with
the & years, 1957-61, just before its start. Included

population figures for 1960 and 1965 show that cancer -

increase has far outstripped population growth,
The report is based on figures contained in the
N.Y, State Health Dept. report, ‘‘Review of Mortality

Statistics In the Northwestern Section of Westchester
The State report is a curious document, .
It was published shortly after this writer revealed, as:
a citizen intervenor at the 1969 Indian Point Hearing _ -
-an unusual number of Cancer Deaths in an area of;
Montrose downwind to the atomic plant. The State:
report shows an obvious intention to-confuse and mis- .
"lead the public;
\.onfuses the boundaries of the area mv,olved in the
Montrose cancer deaths as to make dltﬁéunalocahzed

County.”’

for the local map it includes so

study of the prablem.

Neither Stxte nor County Health Department seems '

‘worried by the situation shown by their own figures.
"I was surprifed to receive a *‘personal copy’* of the

- report from State Commissioner of Health Dr. HOLLIS
S, INGRAHAM, who had refused to honor my citizen’s -

subpoena to testify at the 1969 Indian Point Hearings.
In a letter to the AEC sent me with the report, Dr,
Ingraham said: “‘We find no evidence ofincrease in . .

;cancer mortality in the vicinity of Indian Point;”
‘and DR, DONALD R, REED, President of the West-

“chester ‘County Board of Health, in a letter to a local
citizen listing figures which amounted to an. inerqase

-of 22% in MONTROSE and an increase of 150% in -
: BUCHANAN, wrote :

‘*These figures would indicate
to me that the cancer deaths have not increased in the
villages of Buchanan or Montrose().”
The latest (1971) Rand McNally Commerc1al Atlas
shows Montrose population as 2200,
report cited submerges the Montrose village Koure in

a vague total, numbering 22,000, called the ‘‘Rest of
- Cortlandt Towno" e
"the Montrose cancer morialities.) Yet local reccras’

(This greatly dilutes, of course,

But the State:

THE YORKTOWNER , PNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 8, 1971

Spurt In Mortality

Commiittee Chief Notes

‘Near Nuclear Plant

“show. that 3 out of the 4 brain cancer deaths reported’
(in 1963-67 for this Cortlandt area of 22,000 we'e

actually registered from the Montrose section I de-:
seribed in ‘‘The Montrose Catastrophe’ - population,
less than 500!

Unfortunate]y’othe p'eople who prepared the delusive
State report maﬁe one false step: In making thei:
report, they revealed local statistics not available
to_the general public or reported in *U, S, Vital
‘Statistics’” (because the communities involved are
.too small for individual mention). In other words,
the. report brought into the open statistics heretofore
dvailable only to the two Health Departments. These
’ngures happen to be most s1.gmf1cant.

" The cancer deaths shown in the New York com-
mittee’s statement (taken from Tables VII and Table

-V A of the State ‘“Review of N W Westchester

County” cited above) though damning as evidence,
would appear to be small in number. They will

. certainly be labeled as such and called ‘‘unimportant”

by AEC and Con-Edison attorneys. But this is far .
f;'om true, as any honest statistician knows. For;

1) By the State figures, Peekslull Buchanan, and
Croton-on-Hudson are now 1rnp11cated in the Indian
Paint cancer problem, (What about other - unnamed -

* Wesichester communities?)

2) In 11 out of 12 community situations named, an .
-unbroken increase of cancer deaths is shown. In the

“12th, Peekskill, the number qf brajn cancers remained’
the same in the two periods. covered Yet, even
there, unreported 1968-71 flgures may now have
changed the picture.

3) 'If such an increase ‘could occur w1th on]y the
-265-megawatt Indian Point I reactor in operation.
‘what would result with the addition of the 873-meg.

_Reactor a4 tlmes as large as Indian Point I?

4) If such an increase could occur with only
:Indian Point I'Pressurized Watex"265-rmg reactor,
imagine the effect of adding, as planned, Rgactors I,
IV and V (of 1100-megs each) all of“BoIlmg Watex“
type - since airborne radioactive releases from this
type of reactor are known to be eriormously larger. .
What w1ll be the effect downwmd then?

‘- Copyright 1971 Mary H. Weik -

—
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CANCER DEATH RECORD IN "CORTLANDT TOWN'" AREA SURROUNDING INDIAN POINT, NY,ATOMIC PLANT, BEFORE & AFTER PLANT'S START IN 1962

From Officlal Mortality Statisties in 1969 New York State Dept, of Health Publication, Review of
Mortality Statistics in Northwestern Sectlion of Westchester County -~ Tables VIIZA: "Mumber of Deaths
(Brain and Breast Cancers & Eukemiaf for Cortlandt Town (including) Peekskill City, 1957 - 1967" **=

L r o a s - CANCER of BRAIN BREAST CANCER LEUKEMIA Population
: and Nervous System (193){WHO International Code 170)(International Code 204)

(Y ~ |F57-161 |'63-'67|% Increase [f57-'61|'63-'67 [f Increase §57-'61 |'63-'67 [# Inoreasej| 1960 | 1965 | Increase
|Pooksicill L L - 20 25 25 % 4 10 150 $ 18,737 m,som‘dmrl
Croton-on-Hudson - 6 | 600 % " 10 43 4 3 6 100 % { | 6,812 | 6,901 Inc: 2%
Buchanan - 1 | 1009% - 2 200 % - 1 100 % 2,019 | 2,168 " 7%
Rest of Cortlandt To _ ; K

MONTROSE - L * 400 % 4 12 200 ¢ 2 5. 150 ¢ |17, 505 ’ 27%
TOTAL Cortlandt Town 4 15 2754 N 31 | w 58 % 9 22 Wy § 2#5,073 49,844 " 114
_ * Three of these 4 deaths were recorded for a small section (e, 500 popu.'lation) of MONTBDSE directly
. dowrvind to the Indian Point atomic plant,

** MONTROSE t.otal population was on]y 2200 in 1970 '(Rand MoNally 197) Commercial Atlas & Marketing Guide).

*** Conclusions lssued by State and County Health Boards are in curious contradiction to their own records:

In spite of the increases shown in the N,Y,State Health Dept, figures reported above, State Health Com-
missionsr HOLLIS S, INGRAHAM, in his presentation latter to the U.S.Atomic Energy Commission of March 23,
1970 accompanying the above report, said: '"We find no evidence of an increase in ., . cancer mortality in
the vicinity of Indian Point;" and Dr, DONALD R, REED, President of the Westchester County Board of Health,
in a March 18, 1970 letter answering a local citizen's inquiry, in which Dr, REED himself cited a rise in All
Cancer Death figures in the 4 years after Indian Point's start (1963-1966) which, compared to the 4 years
preceding its start (1958-1961),amounted to an increase of 22% in MONTROSE and an increase of 150% in

. ~ BUCHANAN, wrote: '"These figures would indicate to me that the cancer deaths have not imreased in the

PR villages of Buchanan or Montrose (1)."

¢ L - (Coryright 1971, Mary H. Wik
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. “-'b ILING UAL “"FROM: Committee To BEnd’ Radiological Hazards

i 166 Second Avenue, New York,NY 10003,USA
Q U o T E S Mary Hays Weik, Secretary (GR 7-5935)

ATOMIC PIANT REIEASES CANNOT BE FAIRIY COMPARED TO NATURAL BACKGROUND RADIATION

{English translation)e

"A nuclear power plant releases radiocactivity to its environment through its c@imney
and cooling-water,. Byen in undisturbed normal operation, the chimney em?ts radiocactive
gases and particulate matter which are distributed through the surroundings.

"Company "experts' claim that the amount released is minimal. They calculate high
plant releases by comparing them with natural background radiation, Actually, the
offoct of radiocactive material taken into the body, as is that from the plan?'s chimney
and cooling-water, through inhalation, or by way of the food chain and drinking-water,
is significantly higher (than company figures show),and impossible to measure exactly.

"If a (radioactive) particle merely lies on the ground, then its offect i§ minima} al-
though its radiation may be dangerously high, If the particle, however, is deposited
on a mucous membrane by inhalation or ingestion, or if it settles in an organ dge to
its chemical nature, then as a result of contact radiation, its effect will be increas-
od to the square of its ownvalue and give"Zﬁagiszg?afﬁE?Tﬁ& strong dose of radiation
to its direct surroundings, leading to death of the cells contacted or severe damage

to those it touches,

"Especially effective in this connection are Alpha and Beta rays, whose effect would
otherwise be screened out by the atmosphere., These inner effects cannot be controlled
from without, Thus _numbers of Cancers and other damages can arise; above all, genetic
damage and disgase if the reproductive organs are affected. Moreover, this radiocactive
‘matter stored up in the body increases with time, and the damages build up ., . "

(From.fjor Skandal Atomkraftwerk by Ing. RARL NOWAK, Vienna pliysicist and editor
of yNoue Physik", in an article in ,Oberysterreich, Wochenpost," Austria)

(Original Gorman) s

- nEin Kernkraftwerk gibt #ber Schornstein und K#hlwasser Radioaktivit#t an die Umgeb-
ung ab, Der Schornstein auch im ungestérten Normalbetrieb laufend radiocaktive Gase
und Schwebstoffe ausstdszt und in der Umgebung verteilt,

wWon den bezahlten fxperten' wird os so dargestellt, als sei das minimal, Man rechnet
mit der erhdhten Umgebungsstrahlung und vergleicht sie mit der nat#rlichen Strahlenbe-
lastung. Tatsdchlich ist die Wirkung inkarporierter radiocaktiver Stoffe, wie solche
aus Schornstein und K#hlwasser ¥ber Atomluft, Nahrungskette und Trinkwasser in den
Kdrpor gelangen, ganz bedeutend h&heor und nicht exakt messbar.,

nliegt. ein Staubkdrnchen am Boden, so ist seine Wirkung minimal, mag es auch ein gefihr-
licher starker Strahler sein, Golangt das Teilchen aber mit Atomluft oder Nahrung

auf eine Schleimhaut oder wird es gar infolge seiner chemischen Beschaffenheit in ein
Organ eingelagert so kann es infolge Kontaktbestrahlung, da die Wirkung mit dem abnehm~
enden Abstand quadratisch zunimmt, an seine unmittelbare Umgebung auszeorordentlich
starke Strahlungsdosen abgeben und so sogar zu Nekrose (Zelltod) oder schweren Zell-
schiden Anlasz geben, :

tiBosonders wirksam sind dabei Alpha~ und Betastrahler, deren Wirkung sonst durch die

Inft abgeschirmt wird, Diese inneren Vorgi#nge sind von auszen #berhaupt nicht kontroll-~
lerbar, So kdnnen Krebsherde und andere Schidigungen entstehen, vor allem auch Erbschi#d-
on und Erbkrankheiten, soweit die Fortpflanzungsorgane beeinfluszt werden. Auch speich~
ern sich radioaktive Stoffe im K¥rper und die Schidigungen summieren sich , ., "






