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ATTACHMENT A 

I IJN[TED STATES OF AMERICA 
ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

) 
In the Matter of ) ) 
CONSOLIDATED EDISON COMPANY OF ) 

NCW YORK ) ) 
(Indian Point Nuclear Generating ) 
Unit No. 3) ) )

Docket No. 50-286

NOTICE OF .1EARING ON A FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE 

Pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended 

(the Act), the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 

(NEPA), and the regulations, in Title 10, Code of Federal 

Regulations, Part 50, "Licensing of Production and Utiliza

tion Facilities", and Part 2, "Rules of Practice" notice 

is hereby given that, subject to conditions set forth in a 

,1(.mr;indurn and Order of February 28, 1973, a hearing -will 

be held on the pressurized water reactor identified as the 

Lndian Point Nuclear Generating Unit No. 3 (the facility) 

of the applicant, Consolidated Edison Company of New York.  

The hearing to consider the issuance of an operating 

License for the -facility will be held at a time and place 

to he set in the future by the Atomic Safety and Licensing 

I-;i-(I (Licens ing. Board) named herein to begin in the 
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vicinity of the facility in Buchanan, Westchester County, 

New York. Construction of the facility was authorized by 

Construction Permit No. CPPR-62, issued by the Atomic 1Inergy 

Commission on August 13, 1969. The instant facility is 

subject to the provisions of Section C,3 of Appendix D to 

10 CFR Part 50, which sets forth procedures applicable to 

review of environmental considerations for production and 

utilization facilities for which construction permits were 

issued prior to January 1, 1970.  

The Licensing Board, designated by the Chairman of tie 

Atomic Safety and Licensing Board Panel, will consist of 

Samuel W. Jensch, Esq. (Chairman), Dr. John C. Geyer', and 

Mr. R. B. Briggs. Mr. Ernest E. Hill has been designated 

as a technically qualified alternate, and Max D. Paglin, 

Esq. has been designated as an alternate qualified in the 

conduct of administrative proceedings.  

A "Notice of Consideration of Issuance of Facility 

Operating License and Notice of Opportunity for Hearing" 

was published in the Federal Register on October- 25, 1972 

(37 F.R. 22816). The notice provided that, within 30 days 

from the date of publication, any person whose interest may 

be affected by the proceeding could file a petition for
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leave to intervene in accordance with the requirements of 

10 CI.' Pzi rt 2, "Rules of Practice". Petitions for leave to 

intervene were thereafter filed by various petitioners, 

including (1) the State of New York; (2) Hudson River 

Fishermen's Association (HRFA); (3) Save Our Stripers (SOS); 

(4) Cortlandt Conservation Association, Inc. (CCA); and 

(5) Mary Hays Weik. As set out in the Memorandum and Order 

referred to above, a public hearing will be held. Petitioners 

New York, HRFA, and SOS will 'be admitted as parties to the 

proceeding; petitioners CCA and Weik may subsequently be 

?dmitted as parties 'or, alternatively, will be permitted 

to make limited appearances pursuant to 10 CFR 2.715.  

A prehearing conference or conferences will be held by 

the Licensing Board, at a date and place to be set by it, 

to consider pertinent matters in accordance with the 

Commission's'"Rules of Practice". The date and'place of 

the hearing will be set by the Board at or after the prehear

ing conference. Notices as to the dates and places of the 

prehearing conference and-the hearing will be published in 

the Federal Register. Thespecific issues to be considered 

at the hearing will be determined by the Licensing Board.
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For further details pertinent to the matters under con

sideration, see the application for the facility operating 

license, dated-December 4, 1970, as amended, and the 

Applicant's environmental report, dated June 14, 1971, as

supplemented, which are available for public inspection at 

the Commission's Public Document Room, 1717 H Street, N.W., 

Washington, D.C., and at the Hendrick Hudson Free Library, 

31-Albany Post Road, Montrose, N.Y. As they become available, 

the following documents also will be available at the above 

locations: (1) The report of the Advisory Committee on 

Reactor Safeguards on the application for facility operating 

license; (2) the Commission's draft detailed statement on 

environmental considerations pursuant to 10 CFR Part 50, 

Appendix D; (3) the Commission's final detailed statement 

on environmental consideration; (4) the safety evaluation 

prepared by the Directorate of Licensing; (5) the proposed 

facility operating license; and (6) the technical specifica

tions, which will be attached to the proposed facility 

operating license. Copies of items (1), (3), (4), and (5) 

may also be obtained by request to the Deputy Director for 

Reactor Projects, Directorate of Licensing, U.S. Atomic 

Energy Commission, Washinton, D.C. 20545.
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Any erson who wishes to make an oral- or written stt,.

mnt in this proceeding but who has not filed a petit ion.  

f 6,r leave to intervene as noted above, may request permission 

to make a limited appearance pursuant to the provisions of 

1_0 CFR § 2.715 of the Commission's "Rules of Practice." 

Limited appearances will be permitted at the time of the 

hearing in the discretion of the Licensing Board, within 

s-ch limits and on such conditions as may be fixed by it.  

Persons desiring to make a limited appearance are requested 

to inform the Secretary of the Commission, United States 

Atomic Energy Commission, Washington,. D.C., 20545, not later 

than thirty (30) days from the date of publication of this 

notice in the Federal Register. A person permitted to make 

a limited appearance does not become a party, but may state 

his p osition and raise questions which he would like to 

have answered to the extent that the questions are within 

the scope of the hearing as. specified above. A member of the 

public does not have the right to participate unless he has 

been granted the right to intervene as a party or the right 

of limited appearance.  

An answer to this notice, pursuant to the provisions of 

[0 CFR § 2.705 of the Commission's' "Rules Of Practice", m IV t
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.,.(Iyt part I S Lo this proceding (othr -than th 

.. , .r s ) not later than twenty (20) y fom 

Pu .c, t. e in t. F - . .  

(];It Lof pulIca-tion, o f this noticcitc FedrlRist.  

Pa srqi-red to be- f iled in th is-p)roc edinig m.yb 

.~r . -euay b 

fi led by. ma il1 or telegram addressed to the Secretary of the 

Commissionl, United States Atomic Energy Commission, 

Washin-ton, D.C., 20545, ATTENTION: Chief, Public Proceedings 

'ra-ich, ormay t filed by dlivery to the Cohmission S 

Public Document Room, 1717 H Street, N.W., -Washington, D.C.  

Pend ing further order ofthe LicensingBoard, part ies 

are required to file pursuant to the provisions of 0 CFR 

2.s708of the Commission's "Rules ofPractice, an original 

Br~~inch., oma.efiebydeveryK suc the. ouission 

and twenty conformed copies of each such paper with the 

('o.nmLiss ion.  

IT IS SO ORDERED.  

THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING 
BOARD 

Elizab/Ifth S. Bowers, Chairman 

Issued: atWashington, D. C.  

this 28th day. of February, 1973



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

In the Matter of ) 
) 

CONSOLIDATED EDISON COMPANY OF NEW YORK, INC.) 
(Indian Point Nuclear Generating Unit No. 3) )
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) 

SUPPLEMENTAL SERVICE LIST

I hereby certify that copies of a MEMORANDUM AND ORDER and a 

HEARING ON A FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE, both dated February 

in the captioned matter have been served on the following by 

the United States mail, first class or air mail, this day 
1973:

Mr. Craig Roberts 

Environmental Protection Agency 

Room 18-81, Parklawn Building 

5600 Fishers Lane 

Rockville, Maryland 20852 

Mr. Carl Paul - Region II 

Environmental Protection Agency 

Edison, New Jersey 08817 

The Honorable George Segnit 

Mayor of the Village of Buchanan 

Buchanan, New York 10511 

Mr. George F. Kugler, Jr.  

Attorney General 

State of New Jersey 

State House Annex 
Trenton; u;New Jersey 08601

NOTICE OF 
28, 1973, 

deposit in 

of March,

Dr. William E. Seymour 
Staff Coordinator 

New York State Atomic Energy 

Council 

New York State Department 
of Commerce 

112 State Street 

Albany, New York 12207

Mr. Horace H. Brown 

Director of Planning 
State of Connecticut 

State Capitol 

Hartford, Connecticut 06115

Commissioner Dan W. Lufkin 
Connecticut Department of 

Environmental Protection 
State Office Building 

Room 539 

Hartford, Connecticut 06115 

Je n e 
Licen g Assistant, PWR-l 

Directorate of Licensing

cc: M. Karman, OGC 
N. Brown, EP 

W 'et Files

t f
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In the Matter of ) ~) 
CONSOLIDATED EDISON COMPANY OF NEW YORK, INC.) 

(Indian Point Nuclear Generating Unit No. 3) )

Docket No. 50-286

CERTIFICAIT OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that copies of a MgMORANDUM ANDORDER and a NOTICE 
OF HEARING ON A FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE, both dated February 
28, 1973, in the captioned matter have been served on the following
by deposit in the United States mail, 
Ist day of March 1973: 

Samuel W. Jensch, Esq., Chairman 
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board 
U. S. Atomic Energy Commission 
Washington, D. C. 20545

Dr. John C. Geyer, Chairman 
Department of Geography and 
Environmental Engineering 

513 Ames Hall 
The Johns Hopkins University 
Baltimore, Maryland 21218 

.~) 

Mr. R. B. Briggs, Associate 
Director 

Molten-Salt Reactor Program 
Oak Ridge National Laboratory 
P. 0. Box Y 
Oak Ridge, Tennessee 37830 

Max D. Paglin, Esq., Alternate 
Chairman 

Atomic Safety and Licensing Board 
U. S. Atomic Energy Commission 
Washington, D. C. 20545 

Arvin E. Upton, Esq.  
LeBoeuf, Lamb, Leiby and MacRae 
1821 Jefferson Place, N. W.  
Washington, D. C. 20036 

Angus Macbeth, Esq.  
Natural Resources Defense Council 
36 West 44th Street 
New York, New York 10036

first class or air mail, this 

Elizabeth S. Bowers, Esq., Chairman 
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board 
U. S. Atomic Energy Commission 
Washington, D. C. 20545 

John B. Farmakides, Esq.  
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board 
U. S. Atomic Energy Commission 
Washington, D. C. 20545

Dr. Marvin M. Mann 
/ tomic Safety and Licensing Board 
U. S. Atomic Energy Commission 
Washington,, D. C. 20545 

Mr. Ernest E. Hill 
Lawrence Livermore Laboratory 
University of California 
P. 0. Box 808 - L-123 
Livermore, California 94550 

Myron Karman, Esq.  
Winston Haythe, Esq.  
Regulatory Staff Counsel 
U. S. Atomic Energy Commission 
Washington, D. C. 20545 

Nicholas A. Robinson, Esq.  
Marshall, Bratter, Greene, Allison 

and Tucker 
430 Park Avenue 
New York, New York 10022

r
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UNITED STATES OF A1*EICAR 
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J. Bruce MacDonald, Esq.  
Deputy Commissioner and Counsel 
Department of Commerce 
99 Washington Avenue 
Albany, New York 12210 

Mrs. Kay Winter, Librarian 
Hendrik Hudson Free Library 
31 Albany Post Road 
Montrose, New York 10548 

Off 

cc: Mr. Jensch 
Mr. Karman 
ASLBP 
J. Lee 
Reg. Files 
Mrs. Bowers

page 2

Mrs. Janet H. Beal 
27 Linden Avenue 
Ossining, New York 

Mrs. Mary Hays Weik 
166 Second Avenue 
New York, New York

10562 

10003

Miss. Laura Seitz, President 
Cortlandt Conservation Association 

Inc.  
44 Cleveland Drive 
Croton-on-Hudson, New York 10520

e of the S cretgy/of the Co ission

_



iPROM 

3000 W stv 
"Orl toti .I.

CONTROL NUMBER 

DATE OF DOCUMENT

FILE LOCATION 

ACTI OMPLETION DEADLINE 
,~11/i)

To ACTION PROCESING DATES PREPARE FOR SIGNATURE OF: 

Acknowledged-- __ _Chairman 

six. of LtesalaInFerim Reporl C3 -- Director of Regulation 

REMARKS 
DESCRIPTION IM [O'riginal El Copy F] Other 

come-o irett Ifuet of Cm We x at~ Lvr P"r plemat 
ea Strip"d b.. ftb 

REFERRED TO DATE IS NOTIFICATION TO THE JCAE 

RECOMMENDED? --__ _---_ 

cys.. 0' ,Copy. 
sent POT 

m (Oz

DO NOT DETACH THIS COPY DIRECTOR OF REGULATION 
COMMUNICATIONS CONTROL

Form HQ-32 (6-70) 
USA EC



:j.4j

Joseph W. Streng.  
P.O. Box 1231 
Rocky Point, N.Y.  
11778 

December 13, 1972

Director of Licensing 
Atomic Energy Commission 
Washington, D.C.

Dear Sir; 

As a Sport Fisherman and a member of several conservation 
groups I have been following the news of Con Edison's 
Hudson River power plants with interest and alarm. We 
must not let this valuable Striped Bass fishery be destroyed.  
By the time Con Edison installs cooling towers in 1980 
there will be nothing to protect. The Striped Bass will be 
just one more of a growing list of things that we are told 
must be sacrificed if we want progress. The truth is that 
the sacrifice is not to progress, but to progress made at 
the cheapest possible cost and the largest profit. Why 
must we make the same mistake over and over again. The 
mistake of not realizing what we have until it is gone.  
The Country is quickly filling up with Salmon Runs destroyed 
forever, wetlands with motels on them and rivers that fish 
no longer return to. When the enviroment is unknowingly 
destroyed, that is bad enough, but to knowingly destroy 
something for economic reasons, that is unforgiveable.  

Also, I would like a copy of "Final Environmental Statement 
on Consolidated Edison, Indian Point Power Plant No 2", 
docket number 50-247.  

Thank you for your time.

--Pe- 5171 Tec'd Off. pr Rg 

Time o'/S'
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Respectfully referred to:

Congressional Liaison 
Atomic Energy Commission 
Washington, D.C. 20545

21

Because of the desire of this office to be 
responsive to all inquiries and communications, 

your consideration of the attached is 
requested. Your findings and views, in 
duplicate form, along with return of the 
enclosure, will be appreciated by

REFER TO

Jam~es L. Buckley .. .. .. . ..................... ...................... ....  

U.S.S.  
FM

Form #2

I 
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UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20545 

AUG 3 01972 

Docket Nos,. 50-247 
and 50-286 

Ronorable Ogden R. Reid I 
House of Representatives 

Dear Mr. Reid: 

Thank you for your letter df August 3, 1972, forwardlng material sent 
to you by Mary Hays Welk rearding her contentions of radiological 
hazards associated with nudlear power plants, with particular reference 
to the Indian Point reactor plants of the Consolidated Edison Company 
of New York, Inc.  

We have reviewed the articles by Ms. Weik enclosed in your letter. We 
find that her alleg2tions are the sae as those she made at the public 
hearings held in Buchanan, New York, before Atomic Safety and Licensing 
Boards for the purpose of considering (1) the issuance of an operatir.  
license for Indian Point Unit 2 (this hearing began in December 1970) 
and (2) the issuance of a construction permit for Indlan Point Unit 3 
(this hearing. began in March 1969). '-s. Weik participated as a narty 
to both of these proceedings. During the aforementioned proceedings, 
the Consolidatedl Edison Company of New York, Inc. and the AEC responded 
to these concerns and the testimony of these proceedings iS a matter of 
public record. The AEC's testimony in these proceedings is essentially 
the s9ae as that given by Dr. Glenn Seaborg, previous Chairman of the 
AEC, in response to 11s. Weik's allegations at hearings held in 1%69 
before the Joint Co-Ittee on Atomic Energy (JCAE) on the environrmental 
effects of rroducing electric power. Dr. Seaborg's testimony concluded 
that, "We are not able to substantiate her allegations." A copy of 
Dr. Seaborg's testimony, excerpted from the JCA% hearing record is 
enclosed.  

Regarding Ms. Welk's letter to Mr. W. B. McCool, 1.e are enclosing a 
copy of the AEC p--emorandum and Order that was forwarded to "Ta. Weik.  
By letter to the ABC dated December .4, 1971, Ms. leik filed a request 
for a special public hearing on the AERC's determ~ination not to suspend
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Ronorable Ogden R. laid-2

Construction activities on Indian Point Unit 3 pending completion of the associated environmental review being conducted under the provisions 
of Appendix D.to 10 CFR Part 50 of the AEC's regulations, pursuant to 
the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969. The enclosed Mem.orandum 
and Order describes the basis for the denial of Ms. Weik's request.  

If ve can be of further assistance to you in this regard, please advise 

Sincerely, 

"'Origi-nal signed by A. Giambuss" 

A. Ciambusso, Deputy Director 
for Reactor Projects.  . Directorate of Licensing 

-nclosuress 
1. Excerpt from JCAE ilearings 
2. Memorandum and Order



( ..... ENVI 
C: ....  

I

0O

R0 N,TTAL EFFE CTS OA PRODUCING 
ELECTRIC POVIER.

1 . .  

HEARINGS 
BEFORE THE 

- JOINT COMMITTEE ON ATOMIC EXERGY 
-- CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES 

N- ETY-FIRST CONGRESS 

FIRST SESSION 

ON 

&NI'RONMEN'TAL E-FECTS OF PRODUCING ELECTRIC POWER 

OCTOBER 2302, 30.31; NOVEMBER 4,5.6, AND 7, 16 

PART 1 

Printed for the use of the .oint Committee on Atomic Energy

-258o

U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE 

WASHINGTON : 1969

For sale by the Superintendent of Docunents. U.S. Government Printing 0lce 
Was ington. D.C. N2C - Pr-ex $4.30

.1 -w -



A.. .. ....

w

* 0

Q

'a

4f.~ 
t

mental agents for the Hanford employees has been completed. It Is anticipatedI 

that an equivalent state of data pr,,ces.in- ou the Oak Ridc:e employees will hb 
achieved within:another year. By late 1970. analy.s of the causes of death cai 

begin for an estimated 5i0,00J deaths within the approximate 770.001) mewbers 
of the study population.  

Dr. SE.AORG. I think we should emphasize that it is too early to 
, draw definitive conclusions. I think what we should make clear here is 

that we just have large samples of populations upon which ob-erva

tions have been made over a long period of time and that eventually we 

will be able to come out with some meauiugful statistics on this im
portant point.  

Representative MY.Y. Dr. Seabor,, I really wanted to bring this up 

for the record because when it comes to calning people-sfears ,t is not 
easy to calm them when you j ust say, "we think.-" 

This is a situation where we know that after a really meaningful 
number of years and a really good sample of the population, that tiere 

have not developed any of the unexpected or unpleasant effects that 

people continually brit up. " 
Thank you ver, much.  
That is all, Mr. Chairman.  
Representative HCs.%izn. Mr. Chairman, since we have --one around 

the country somewhat .:in zeo.raphy. I wonder if at this point you 

might furnish us for the record some comment reiarive to what an in

tervenor at the Italian Point 3 he:,rinzi. named Mary Hays Weik.  

said concerning the epidemiological situatioa in the conuuuitv or 

Montrose and explai.- what her allegations were and what the factS, 
are.  

Dr. SLto!G. Yes: we will be zlad to do that. We have looked into 
that quite carefully. We are uo.- able to subatariaie her allezaio-,s.  

We have that information and will furnish it for the record.  
Chairman HOLr .LtD.. Fine.  

(The information referred to follows:) 

STATESEN'T FOR THE RECORD 

-- (At the AEC p-1btc hearlnxr on April 24. V69. cnu erninm Ci,,noitdart.l E,'::,,a 

Conip;,ny'. app:ict.rin for a ennszruztion pern:!t for Uni, :3 op it.,s lafen[ j',i, i, 

citlze'ri of 3[,..r.-..qv l+;< wvIu~e rlvjti,. r,!'n .z:.,J.:.. ,: ..: . .":....  

sharply localizeit area directly downwind of the Indian I'.Ant plant durianz te 
p e r i o d 1 9 -1 1 61-L .) r .: 'i: : A.. i t th - I n d *: : i 

Po nt Z: , He ritLj; .. i ea riit~ r .a ..:,.t:rs -v -.-.r. . r. ' 
.. ., q . '.: -'. -- ,- -1 - n--- '. -* t " , - trlr wn' - wa[;, "!.1i 

and has lrovitd il ::,rraity - it:..sri's ",r :ht- 3 nri,.-, :trea: - ', ".f 

tion di-trict for the New York State Devarm-ent of lie l tu'cre :e.,.,.  

statistics for the Monzro:e area p#-r *c are not available. since c.-e ta:thl 
certiticates are not recorded s.ecitivally for Montro~e. w,: are unabie c:osate 

where the nzimber 17 came from. It is fair to say. howv'er. that xvwthont son.e 
zu zi-.c",7111,"*.-.;'It.-... !.......r 

reactor. inn :'.:i I. 'a of the illw'reIa' ;.,t the .i ,' Si t l ,' [ tl4'Il in :'otIaro-e.  

the nuuir isy i:-dlf !!:aS no u . elL.'.tni.'i-aitY.  

In eariier statezmetnts by l:r Haiys ui. 0!:e renrt*d that lua. ceoner 
3.5" over the U.S. rate. diaestive cancer is 10.c% hi~her. ui,.mia 43% hia:,.  

and birth deferr, are ,:p h-.- In tne Intliiiiia arra. On te basis fr 
mortality statis.ics provided by the New York scate DcI.iartna-nt f iea1.!th. it 1.  
clear that the communities in question nr smiall Iabror 2(f..o() pcoi. . and 
the number of cases of cancer of di;estive.organs, respiratory system. iynditia(ii

104
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hematopoletic and congenital malformations were too small to be of significance 

* in terms of reporting percentages such as are uised by Mrs. Weik. With a 

small population base considerable variation would be espected from year to 

* year in the incidence of most diseases and fairly large percentage changes may 

be meaninaless.  
Furthermore, extrapolation from smal population sizes to 100.000 for com-1 

parison with national trures is considered not valid by experts in tis field.  

For instance, in I'eekakilI in 1066 there were two deaths reported from 

.ymphatic-heiatopoietLC tissue cancer and five reported in 19i7. This would] 

appear to be an increase from 10.8 to 27.2 per 100,000 population or almost a 

three fold increase in the rate in one year. On the other hand. it would appear 

that the occurence of 4 congenital malformations in Ossining in 1OG6 and 2 in 

1967 represented a reduction of 505c in congential nallornmations. Neither of 

these represent n:eaninzful changes. However, when the whole of Westchester 

County..with a population of S5!).3-) Is examined, it is clear tatthere is little 

o change in any of the causes of death reported. The death rate due to lymphatic

hemntopoletic tissue cancer in 1966 and 19J57 has remained at approxinlateiy is 

deaths per-100.L'0 population which compares with the national average of 

approximately 15 per iW.00) population.  
It might be pointed out that radiation effects are commonly studied by 

exposing groups of experimental animals to hi-h levels of radiation and then 

comparing the incidence of various biological effects with the incidence, of these 

effects in a controi group of identical animals that have not had unusual 

exposure to radiation. The incidence of effects increases or decreases as the 

exposure is increased or decrea.sed. As lower exposures are tried the difference 

between the incidence of a riyon bioioical abnormality in theexposed Croup 

and in the control -roup becomes so stall that if a difterence exists it is miasked 
by normal rariation from ons group of exerflerntal anina:s o another. Under 

these conditions, it becomes impossible to deterinine whedher the observed effect 

Is occurring more frequentiy in the irradiated g-oup of ani.als or in the un

irradiated groups. Ex1>)sure (if the.popuilation from the operation of nuclear 

power reactors is far below the lowest levels at which nbservab!e results of 

any kind have been identied in animais or could be expected in hnmans.  

It has been i s.ible to ,iewo i'rate radiation effec. L!7,- -, diifferences in 

the radiation exposure rate from natural background c,,frn'.: radiation in the 

Denver. Colorado. area when chmpared with lower backzronnd areas such as 
Chicago. Sine reactor-product..i radhtti..a in the vic ity .)f nucear power 

plants Is far less than the diference ia natural 'baciground ;-.btween De-.ver and.  

Chiclago, it would not be possible to demonitrate any rLsin- incidence of cancer 

near atomic piants as a result of radiation exposure from the plant.  

Chairman Z-Ioi.n-t". I ,m goiigz to call on Dr. Ttter. who is the 
Director of the AECs3 Biol,,v an;, Medicine Dirision -and ask" him 
if he has anvi.ing U.)add d in rle s.:bject matter itiaI we JUt dIscUs--ed.  

Dr. Torrzn. Tin voi;. Mr. C'ihairia. .  
1 ,'.nud '.11 rh'.t : Les sa!. )nX n:rarY to the .. : l-tr.e ed....io 

logical st ufy ti at the . .......... an i t'oIILXUiS nh:"td' .o;I -0 . .

about have been made bv others.  
T1w Z. P h- .iitr Servie made a very careful surveyv aloi 

the Coiumnbia " ive' of tile incience o ieukertia ant ,: ,.r typcn oi 
c;ir . ',eV '..O, ,.. - , v -.. ._ ere - ;n - ,-au. fe what
soever from'the iraew lie cidence if Ieulkeiia.  

Representative ilosli. Does that ioiiow some l1uiication a so.Me 
magazine of an article by somebody who expressed a contrarv view? 

Dr. To-mR. Yes.  
Repre.entative I-InsMEL. This sets forth the facts with clarity and 

detail. I suppoe. that wotidi refute tit article.  
Dr. ToTrtr. Yes: it does.  
Representative I-, .. s1E. Thank you.  
Chairman HorIrtEr.r. Now on the subject of mutations, of course, 

in order to make the record complete. we do not know as much as 
we would like about the mutation of genes, do we?
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Dr. To-rrE. We have certainly reduced the uncertainty in our 

knowledge to a ,-reat extent, but there is still, of course, a Zlegree of uncertainty which we may never be able to eliminate because-of the size of the popuLLtion needed for such an evaluation and the random 
occurrence of narural mutations.  

Mr. R.vmEy. There is always, of course, background radiation that 
has affected people for centuries.  

Chairman HOLIF7_iD. Yes. There is backa'round radiation every
where just as there is in this room. It varies, of course, with altitude 
and therefore to differentiate between the effect of natural radiarion 
nn genes and chem;cal effects on the mutation of genes and other sources that might adversely affect them, is difficult i tm 

Dr. TorER. It seenis to be so far. i .  
Chairman HOLIFIELD. In that situation, can you say that we are proceeding in a prudent fashion, takinz into consideration from every 

reasonable and practical standpoint.' protective measures for the 
people who are working in the nuclear industry and, of course, the 
population at large? 

Dr. TorrzP. Yes. sir: we certainly are. We have built-in safety fac
tors. For example, the estimated -ezetic doses are based on acuZe-
rapidly given-hizh doses of radiation and we know now that lower 
doses ziven over a longer period of time are less damaaigby a factor 
of from 4 to 15.  

In other words, while we base our standards on the effects of acute 
doses, most of the exposures that will ever occur will be at the lower 
dose rate and therefore the standards that we use have a factor of somewhere between 'S and 12 anreadv bult inro them.  Chairman Hor.:-ir.n. Of cours., the Russe experinents a Oak 
Ridge and other experiments of that type on mice and other mama
mals have been zoint on for manv,.,mr years.  
'Dr.Torr.- Thuar is correct.  
Chairman Hoi=ZLD. And we have gained a great deal of knowI

edee in the F.eld of mutation of genes from those experiments.  
Dr. To=rER. Yes. sir.  

-- Chairman HOLiFIELD. And we are making use of. it in every way 
we can! 

Dr. Towrr. We certainly are.  

AEC RESY-,CI[ IN BIOLOGIC-LL rrn:CTS OF RADrMON 
/ 

Chairman HOLrFIELD. What .is the financial support of your divi
sion this year? 

Dr. Torrtm. It is . mill.on.  
Chairinan lIL::LD. Is that about the level of. let us say, the past 

10 or 15 years .  
Dr. Torr. For the last 3 years, that is about the level at which 

the program has been supported. Before that, it was less but it has 
been quite well supported for the last 20 Tears or so.  

Chairman I- 1[.rLD. Do .uei filat Vol are fillldedl in dta divi
sion to tihe extent tat you are able to Jo research and deveopmrn:2 
on problems which are important? Do you need more money? 
(Laughter.] 

I hesitate to ask that question because I know that everbodv needs 
more money.
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<IN THE MATTER OF, j 

CONSOLIDATED EDISON COMPANY 
(indian Point # 3)\

) 

) 

) 
)

::-DOCKET NO. 50-286

MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

On December 3, 1971, the Commission's Director of Regulation 

.(Director) published in the Federal Register (36 F.R. 23082), his 

.i-determination under 10 CFR Part 50, Appendix D, Section E, that con

struction activities at the Indian Point Nuclear Generating Unit No. 3 

(authorized pursuant to Provisional.Construction Permit No..CPPR-62) 

'should not be suspended pending completion of the environmental review 

under the Naticnal inviron;-cntal Policy Actof 1969 ThePA). TheFederal 

Register notice also provided that persons whose interest may be affected 

could file a request for a hearing. In this regard the notice further 

provided that "such request should set forth .he matters, with reference 

to-the factors set out in section E.2 of Appendix D, alleged to warrant

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 

COMMISSIONERS: 

James R. Schlesinger, Chairman 
James T. Ramey 
Wilfrid E. Johnson 
Clarence E. Larson 
William 0. Doub"

- --
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a determination other than that made by the Director of Regulation 
" 1/ 

and shall set forth the factual basis for.the request." 

. On December 16, 1971, the Commission's Office of the Secretary, 

received for filing a petition by Mary Hays Weik, as "a citizen of 
the arei affected". The petition requested a hearing on the Director's 

determination, setting out the following contentions:.  

"Many environmental effects of the renewed construct-ion work which 
S would follow the Commission's ruling are not fully treated in the 

summary given in the Determination. They require thoughtful public n - The reur thuhtu puli 

* examination.  

"That resuming construction before NEPA review is completed would not 
preclude later and better alternatives, is not at all clear. The 
addition of a few new safety features, for example, would not cure 
fundamental errors in.design.  

I/ Thecriteria are: 

"(a) -Whether it is likely that limited operation during the 
prospective review period will give rise to a significant, 

a.,+..e h. z - ; cironen ; the razre all' extenI or 
such impact, if any; and whether redress of any such adverse 
environmental irnoact can reasonably be effected should modifi
cation or Zermination of the limited license result from the 
ongoing NEFA environmental review.  

"(b) Whether limited operation during the prospective review period 
would foreclose subsequent adoption of alternatives in facility 
design or operation of the type that could result from the 
ongoing NEPA environmental review.  

"(c) The effect of delay in facility operation upon the public 
interest. Of primary importance under this criterion are the 
power needs to be served by the facility; the availability 
of alternative sources, if any, -to meet those needs on a timely basis; and delay costs to the licensee and to consumers.
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"The actual 'costs of delay' cannot be figured only in dollar costs, as 
the Determination assumes. 'Fish protection' and 'Balanced accounting' 
are given far more weight in these documents than hazards to human 
beings ;-although our Government's first commitment is supposed to be 
the welfare of its citizens.  

"The m in concern of the Commission's ruling seems to be the .prevention.  
of add td dollar outlays by Con-Ed's stockholders,-due to construction 
delay. The fact is, the Company's undue haste to go ahead needs careful 
study. Indian Point's destructive fire on Nov. 4th at Reactor 2 - with
held for 1Odays from New York papers and broadcasts - might never have 

..occurred if a hasty agreement for a pre-license fuel loading had not 
slipped through the recent Indian Point hearings." 

The request is opposed by the applicant and the regulatory staff 

on the ground that the petition fails to meet the requirements established 

by 10 CFR Part 50, Appendix D, Section E.A and the notice, for such a 

request.. It is their position that, as required, the request fails to 

set forth with reasonable specificity matters which warrant a determina

.tion other than that made by the Director of Regulation and the factual 

basis for the request.  

We agree that the petition fails to meet our pleading requirements 

and that it should be denied. In addition to the extreme generality 

of its allegations, the petition is devoid of any factual basis for the 
S 

request. The purpose of the pleading requirements is to provide the 

Commission with information on which to make an informed judgment as 

to whether a hearing is warranted. A hearing imposes serious economic 

and manpower burdens upon all concerned. It is essential, therefore, 

that a request for hearing be drawn with some particularity. In the

C,

C
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By the Commission.

W. B. McCool 
Secretary of the Corrmi ss ion

Dated: .June .14, 1972

2/ Petitioner is no stranger to AEC proceedings, having participated 
extensively in the hearing on the issuance of the construction permit 
for this facility and in another licensing proceeding. See, In the 
Matter of Trustees of Columbia University in the City of New York, 
Docket No. 50-20 . Moreover, she has saverai years' experience in 
journalism (Columbia Transcript, Mar. 18, 1969, p. 285).

......• " 
4 .  

.: ... :. -* .. .  

present circumstances, giving due recognition to the fact that petitioner 

.appears without counsel, we conclude that the instant request does not 

warrant a hearing. in our view, a hearing request submitted by one in 
2/ 

petitioner's circumstances should reflect at least some degree of 

-.compliance with applicable requirements. The present request falls 

far short of that standard, and it is denied..  

It is so ORDERED.

C


