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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION «

In the Matter'of”,‘

CONSOLIDATED EDISON COMPANY :
OF NEW YORK, .INC’ : e - Docket
R ' . ~ No. 5
Aoplication for Indilan Point
‘Nuclear Generating Unit No. 3

PETITION FOR LEAVE TO INTERVENE
"~ ' AND FOR A HEARING

7 . Pursoant to thevAtomic Energy Commission Notice - gx " p
‘for Docket MNo. 50~ 286 aopearing in 37 Fed.Reg. 22816 (No.. P
206, Oct. 25 1972), The Hudson River Fisbermeh 's Assocla- N
tion ("HRFA") hereby oetitions the Atomic Eneroy Commisoion"*
("A“P") for leave to intervene in the Matter of the Applica-:
tion of Consolidated Fdison Company of New York ("Con E4")

for a,faci;ity operating_license which would author 1ze the
applicano'to possess, use, and operate the Indian Point.

Nuclear Generating Unit No. 3 ("Indian Point No. 3").

Petitioner also requests that a Hearing be held

on the Con Ld Application.
I. INTERVENOR

"HRFA is a non-profit conservation organization

incorporated in the State of New York in 1666. Its pur-

poses are as follows: to encourage the rational use cf

the aquatic resources of the Hudson River and its tribdbu-
taries; to vauher study and disseminate informatior ahout

the ecology ‘of the ludson watershed sarticularly in regard '
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to the 1ife histories and needs of fishes: to endcavor to

nrotceccet the spavnine and nursery grounds of desirable

sport: and commercial fishes; and to assist in efforts to

abate nollution.

" HRFA has approximately 750 members many of whom.

will be affected by the operation of Indian Point Unit No.

3. HRFA 1s interested in maintaining the purityv of the

waters of the Hudson, its tributaries and the Atlantic

coastal waters from pollution by radiocactive waste materi-

als, excessive heéting of water and all other substances or

uses which may endanger the lives of fish, other aqﬁatic

1life and the ecology of the'Hudson River. HRFA is especially

_ affected by rossible irreparable harm inflicted on the ludson

River fishery by the Indian ?oint No. 3 cooling system.

"II. SPECIFIC ASPECTS OF APPLICATION
AFFECTING INTERVENOR

The operation and use of Indian Point No. 3 can

have a severely adverse impact on the fish resources of the

Fudson River and Atlantic coastal waters. If not properly

safeguarded, the Unit's cooling system could endanger and
damage the fish resources by entrainment of fish and other
non-screenable organisms, by expelling thermal waste and
fadiation with water returned to the river and impinging fish
at the-plant's intake screens. The damage to fish and asuatic
life in the ludson River, in its tributaries, anc¢ in the

Atlantic coastal waters adversely affects the interests of

the HRFA.

More specifically, the HRFA ldentifies the (a)
recources vital to it, (b) the danger raised by Con ILd's

application, (¢) the importance of the Indian Point ''n., 3



cooling syvstem and (d) matters in controversy as follows.

(&) JTegources Vital to
the Intervenor

" The Hudson 1in the vicinity of Indian Point is a
major-hurserv area for many fish specles including strined
bass, white perch, alewifes, blueback herring, tomcod, bay

anchovy, smelt, and Atlantic silverside.

Striped.bass 1s the most valuable fish for sports
'énd commercial purposesvﬁhich has a major. nursery ground in
-the'vicinity of Indian Point and striped bass .1s the mo;t
‘thoroughly studied fish in the nursery ground. Striped bass
4in the Hudson spawn eggs principally north of Indiah Point.
Striped bass spavining takes place annuall& between approxi-
mately May 15th and Juné 15th. Significant numbers of
striped'bass in the planktonic‘mode and 1h'the'immédiately
following pelagic mode are present in the immédiate vicinity

of Indian Point between approximately May 15th and July 30th.

‘While in the planktonic mode, and 1n'ﬁhe first
weeks of the immediately following pelagic mode, striped
bass in the Hudson are largely distributed by'hydrblogical 
forces. Striped bass are 1n the planktonicvmode“for

anproximately the first six weeks of life.

Durine the nlanktonic and immedlately following
pelagic stape of 1life, striped bass are moved southward
from the major spawning areas to their hurseries in the
arcas of brackish water. The distribution of the fish is
1nfluenéed by any northward moving saline wedpe on the

nottom.' The distribution of the fish is influenced by the



fresh water moving southward. The distribution of the fish

1s Influcnced by the tidal movements.

Gormarus and ”oomv 215 are important foou material

for Juvenllie fich dn the Hudson such as striped bass.
Gammarus' and Meomysis have reproduction cycles of one to
three penerations a vear. Gammarus and Veomv)lu will pas

-

through the coolinﬁ systems of Indian Point Unito 1, 2 and

3. A sipgnificant pronortion of Gammarus and Neomyvsis naq%lnv
‘throursh the cooling systems of the plaht; w111 be killed

during the summer period.

The Hudson nursery ground Is a major contributbr
to the HMid-Atlantic and New England striped bass fishery.
There isino indication'thét compensatory effects will reduce
the significance in the adult population"of‘the percentage
reduction in the larval, Juvenile and_yohng of year popula-

tion.

The fishery depehdent,on the Huﬁsbn has a'mﬁlti—
mlllion dollar value. The 1970 value.of‘the Atlantic striped
bass fishery supported by the Hudson in terms ofvsﬁortsjcatch‘
is approximately $73 million. The 1970 value of the Atlantic
°trined bass fisherv supported by thévHudson ih terms of
commercial catch is anoroximately $2.4 million.

(b) Dangers Presented in
Con Ed's Application

Several dangers are appérent In Con Ta's #Dpltcatiéh
should Tndian Point No. 3 be permitte@ to operate with a once~:
throu{n coo]ing system. Operating at full canacity under
normal conditions with the preseht cooling System, Indian

Point No. 3 will withdraw approximately 863 g.p.m. from the

=l



Hidson. Operating at fulllbapacity under normal conditions
with the present cooling system, Indian Point No. 1 will
withdraw 319,000 p.p.m. from the Hudson. Operatinege at fulll
cnnnéity‘under_normal_conditions, with the nresent cooiing
system, indiﬁh Point No. 2 wiil Withdraw 840 g,p;m.‘from

-

the ludson.

The nresent screening devices allow moét‘piank—: 
tonlc and pelagic organisms up to the size of aqproximately
two 1inches to nass through the cooling system of Indian
Point No. 3, as well as No. 1 and No. 2. Specifically,

(a) under normai operating conditions with the.nresentjcool-
ing system, planktonic aﬁd early pelagic organisms entéring
Indlan Point Unit No. 1 between May 15th and Jﬁly 30th will
be subjected to: a speedy temperatufé rise of 12.4°F and

will be exposed to the raised temperature fdr some time;
reveated rapnid changes of pressure; mechariical damage;
veriodic chemical change; (b) under normal operating con-
djtions, planktonic and early pelagic organisms entering
Indian Point Unit No. 2 between May 15th and July 30th will
he subjected tora speedy temperature rise of 14.90F and will
be exposed to the raised température for some time; repeated
rapid changes of pressure; mechanical damage; periodic
chemical damage; and (c) under normal operating conditions
'with the present cooling system, planktonic and early‘
pelaric drnanisms entering Indian Point Unit No, 3 betWeen
May léth and July 30th will be subjected to:a speedy temnera-
ture rise‘of anproximately 15°F and will be exposed to the
.raised temnerature for some time; repeated rapid chanpges of

pressure; mechanical damage; and periodic chemical change.
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%iuh in the planktonio form and in the rir t weeks

of the ?mmod1utn 1y fnllawtng pelnpje modﬂ «nterlnp thn '-.:;’7li
present cooling rystem of Tndlan Polnt Unit No. 1, Indian
Point‘Unit No. 2, and Indian-Point.Unit'No. 3 Will suffer

a severe adverse inoacf; 1t is most likely that all or nearly
all striped bass will be killed by passage through the cool—

ing svstem as nresently planned for operation._“

Approximately 20% of the annual production of
striped bass 1in the Hudson will pass through the cooling
system of Indian Point Unit No. 3 1n the planktonic
mode and the first weeks of the 1mmediately following nelagjc :“;’fid

mode.

Approximately-35%'ofﬂthe‘annual production of
striped bass in the Hudson will pass through the cooling

'systems of Indian Point: Units 1, 2 and 3 combined in the L E

planktonic modo and- the first weeko of the immediately fol—

lowinp pelaglc modeh
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5 Lf‘ Sipnificant damape to the lludson populatjon of

»4,,,whjte7perch ~aﬁewife, bluv bacl herring - bay anchovy;-smelt ‘d'g@ L

N s A T S
and Atlantic*sirverside is probable due to ‘their passage

thr?uph the cooling systems at Indian Potnt Units 1;:2 .
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Sign 1rindnf numlers of fish \lv~ h;;” hllltd at
Lhé Shiabe soieeng 6f Indian Polnt Uit No; 1, but comnlete
nomberz are not availébleu Con Ed's records of fi h kills
have not bLeen kent in a complete and uniform manncr. Con
fd's records of fish kills have (1) omlscions of days when
counts were not made, (11) perlods withln the day when
screen washings were missed) and (111) cmissions of fish

%k11led and not counted. .,



thfupulntiqns f'yrom Faéordw_of fioh KI1lg Indionte:
Lhat 1ﬁ h ﬁypical yeﬂr’moré t.han 115 million f1sh will probh.-
aldy Lo B11ied al Lhe jrddﬂu@_nureenn o Tndton Totat Un’t
Ho. 1 when the nlant 18 at fullvcapacity-undcr normal
operating conditions. : Reduction of ‘intake flow will reduce
fish kills in the winter. - On the average, at least-four
times as many fish will be killed at the Indian Point
Unit No. 3 intake screens as will be killed at the Indian

Point Unit No. 1 screens.

It is likely that when Ihdian Point Unit Nos. 1,
2 and 3 are operating at full éapécity under normal condi-
tions with the preseht cooling'systeﬁ;“at least 12 million ;
‘fish Qili be killed on the intake screens of the three
Iplants, assuming continﬁing high population size. ’It’is
probablé that the total fish kills will be made up of at
léast 5% striped bass. It is probable that the total fish
kills will be made up of more than 75% white perch. The
killing of fish on the intake screens of Indian Point Units
No. 1, 2 and 3 wlll have a'significant~adversé impact on
the fishery and general'ecology'of the Hudson, particularly
on the annual proéuction of striped bass which will‘be re-
duced by approximatély 65% by the combined effects of .

entrainment and impingement at the three plants.

. The proportion of Gammarus and Neomysis in the
Hudson which will péss through the cooling systems of the
plants 1s unknown. The précise impact of the loss of
Gammarus and Neomysis passing through the cooling systems
of the blénts on the food supply of Juvenile fiéh in the
Hudson 1s unknown, but will involve a sipnificant loss of

food ormanisms. A further adverse impact on the food chadn



T ccenr Lhreurh o slenifleant Joss of phvtonlankton as o
result off Bascace throurh the cooling sviatems of 'Indian

Point Onits 1, D and 3.

Thécﬁééubtion.of‘ﬁhé anhhal;gtribed bass nonula-
fion'in.the iudnon by 657 will fesult in a massi?e
reduction in thé striped.bass fishery alons the Nid and
North Atlantic coast as that yéar}élaés enters the fah-
ery four to.fjvé.years later. A serious reduction of the
fishery will be éaused by any continued reduction of the

brecding stock.

The indirect effects of the blota of the Hudson
of the operation of Indian Point No. 3 with the present cool4x~
ing svsten aré unknown but there may be signiflcant adverse

effects.,

The total adverse imnact of the fishery of the
ludson from the discharge of heated waﬁer is unknown, but
the heated nlumes from Indian Point and Lovett will inter-
fora with the migrating'and seasonal movements of fish in

the lNudsen to and from thelr spawning grounds.

Loss of dissolved oxyren during the passage of
water throuph the cooling system in summer will have an

adverse imnact on the biota of the Hudson.

The release of chlorine and 1ts compounds will

ficant adverse impact on the fish and otrer

pe

have a cirn

anuatiae hiesta in tha yicinity o9 Indlan "oint.



(e¢) The Twportance of
Indian Polnt No. 3's

Coolling System

The fane and operatlon of the émmllnn svatem o
Indian Point,ﬂo;43 is crucial to the protection of the fish
‘resources of the’Hudson. The HRFA néeds point no further
‘j than the Finalsﬁnvironmental_Stateméht issued by tﬁé AEC
Directorate-of,LiCensihg related to operation of the
Indian Poiht Nuclear Generating-?lanthnit Ho. 2, Docket

No. 50-247 (September, 1972).

In relation to Indian Point Ho. 3, several points

‘must be urpged.

The presentlyvproposéd cooling systém has‘in—
'adequacies. The présent cooling'system has a sipnificant
adverse 1mpact on fish of‘screénable and non-screenable
sizes. The present éoolinm system has a sighificant adverse
impact on the other aquatic 1life of the Nudson, The intake
cstructure cannot be varled to draw from differént parts of
the water column in order to take advantage of vertical
variations in fish distribution. The inlet screens becone
clorped with trasn and fish, resulting in higher veloclities

throurh the screens.

The inStallatiOn of a closed-cycle coollns system
will reduce Qithdrawal of water from the Hudson to 2—1/2 to
5% of the volume needed for once-through cooling. Reduc-
t1on of volume of water withdrawn will reduce the amount of
fish and other‘non—screenable organisms passing throush the
cooling systom of Indian Point No. 3. Reduction of voiume

of water withdrawn will very substantially rcduce the number



G Cieh ki Ted ab the Intale soreons to Tondtan Point ittt

The cost of a c]oq@d cvcle cooljnr system at
Iqltan Point ”111 be qpproximauply $17.5 30 million.
The 'not 11atnon of a closed- cycle coolinge systcm will
require some additional or modified pumping equ1pment.
_Thc installatioh of a ciosed-cycle cooling system will
suhstanﬁially reduce the dischérge of heatedAwater into

- the HMHudson.

There 1s no reliable eviaence that the operatlion’
of a closed- cycle cooling system will result in a fogming
problem, a saline drift problem, or a noilse problem.

There are indications that the installation of a closed-
cvele cooling System may result in‘an aesthetic problem

by intruding on the landséape. It will take no more than
ﬁwo and one-half years to construct a closed-cycle cooling

svstem and place it in operation.

(d) Matters in Controversy

HRFA contends that any operating license issued
for Indian Point No. 3 must be conditioned on the instal—
lation and operation of a closed-cycle cooling systeh at
Trdian Point No. 3. HRFA presses for rapid constructicn
of such a coolinﬁ system and no operation of the Unit until

the closed-cycle system is installed and oporatinﬁ.

-10-



cvele tycboen te Installed and operating:.

PEEA e tigven Con 0 anpeson a0 e boaed e b AT AT
prebom and nroncses & renearch_nro@raﬁ‘on"theaquostionablm
rrounds that (1) notvenOUﬁh is oresehtly known about the
effects of tho.oncrntion of Indian Point o. 3 on the Hudson

fishery and (2) the closed-cvcle system is too expensive to-

construct without complete knowledge of the River.

HRFA contends that after 10 yearé_qf onerating
Tndiaﬁ Point Mo. 1, Con Ed has had ample 6pp§rtunity for
research and present knowledre 1s sufficient to vermit a
reasoned and reasonable prediction of Indian Point No. 3's ks
effect. Tspecially with Indian Point No. 1 and 2 and with |
two other 1arﬁe fossil fuel plants.(BCwline‘Point at 1240
By and Roseton dt 1200 MW) beginning operation on the same
reach of the Hudson over the next 18 months, the cumulative
damacren and risks are too great to delay construction of

the closed-cyecle system or to allow oneration of the plant

until such a svetem is 1In operation.

"HRFA contends that the Staff recommendation to
requlre the closed-cycle cooling system on Indian Point No. 2
sunnorts ﬁHFA;s contention that such a system should be.re—
quiraed for Indlan Point MNo. 3, which 1s a sister nlant of
rreater size at the same location. A eloscd-cvele systen

will reduce intake of Hudson water by 95-087, with the con--

i

seauent rassive reduction of the adverse impact on the fishery.

Protection of the Hudson fisherv by 2 clocsed-cvele

conlins svstem is 1n Con EdQ's Interest, as well as that o

Ty
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the pubdlte anad HETA, The Consetrvation Tove of the Dtate of
PHrew Yorh probihits o taldne of fish by drawinge of 0 whiter
araio lTmmosens oo onenally of 210 For each Cish oo taken. N0V,

Conservation Law, 8 275,.38% . Con Ed has been held liahle

for nennlties under thece nrwavisiwvné for fizh imninged at
Tndian Point No. 2. Con Fd would he liable to the State of
llew Vorls for tens of millions of dollafs annually in civil
penalties for fish taken at Indian Point if an alternative
.cdoiinﬁ system is not nut into operation.
III.‘ INTERVﬁNOR'S INTERESTS AND
RIGHT TO INTERVENE

HRTA's members derive considerable reéreational,
zocial, econqmic.and other benefits from the fish resources
of the ﬁudson. They have, as an orgaﬁization éﬁd as ihdif
viduals, a sreat interest 1in protecting these reSources from

the dancers outlined above.

The HRFA's interest in nrotecting the fish re-
sources around Indian Point Mo. 3 is lbng standing. JIRFA has
1drentified many nollution sources on the Hudson and brought
these to the attention of state and federal agencies; in-
cluding the U0, Attorﬁéy for the Southern Dictrict of MNew
Yori, and haz received rewards under the 1899vRefuse Act for E
these actions. HRFA was given leave to intervene by the U.S.
‘tomic Fnersv Commission in Con Ei's'Aleicatign for an
oncrating license for Indian Point Mo. 2 (Docket o, 50-247)

and has actively narticivated in that proceeding, helping to

assure that a failr decision 1s reached upon a full record.

As early as May of 1968, HRTA has acted to nrotect

thoa {2oh recources from dangers arising out of Con Fd's



Pl P Potonl Untto, Ins May o 1008 Lhe Uloen Pres Tdent siod
rive si\:‘<\<;".,i,\x':: \!‘1" HEWA el with (“.l‘f'l:::“{:ll:‘i nr"‘ Cor Bl o
warn them of dancers inhervent in thoe Indion ?’O'Lyxt Und Crr.
The MRWA offered cupgestions to correct dangerous defll-
¢tencies. Con Bd officials rejected the JHEFA's proposals
5hd coonaration on the since discredited ground it ;ould
avoid‘thermal‘nollution.standards by sécuring reclassifi-

cation of the lower tidal Hudson Piver as "freshwater

stream.”

Any order which the U.S. Atomic Ener@?-Commission
miﬁht enter permitting Con Ed to oberate Tndian Point No. 3
withbut a closcd~cycle.éooling.s?stem would irreparably
harm, as outlined above, the fish resources of the Hudson
River and the Atlantic coast. Such harm would sevérely

injure the interests of the HRFA and its members.

Under the provisions of the Atomic FEnergy Act of
10540, as amended, and the Commiésion’s Régulations, 10 C.7.R.,
and the National Envirpnmental Policy Act of 1969, the HREFA
asserts 1ts right to intervené, having identified 1ts
interest in specific issues. The HRFA has_raised issues of
fact and contentions Which are properly within the jurisdic;

tion of the U.S. Atomlc Enerpy Commission under these Acts

and Reprulations.

The HRFA believes 1its intervention will be the
only means to press and preserve its interests. Tt will:
nrovide ecxpert testimony in Suppb?t of 1ts contentions and

will participate In examining wltnesses. In both thece wayvs,

M

the HOWA will assist in developing a sound record. lo




exlatins narty fully or adeqguately represents the HRFA's

intorestn.

The HNIA 1s in close contaet with simlilar cibizen

Pishing proups along the Hudson River and along Long Island

.

4

Sound and the MNew Jersey coast. Its contentions are repre-

sentative of these fellow groups.

The mdst important of all considerations, however,

i1s the fact that Con Ed's applicafion as to Indian Point No. 3
raises the same issues as does 1ts existing Indian Point No. 2
anpplication. The HRFA.is fully awafe of these issues, having
‘participated in the Indian Point No. 2 proceedings as an
intervenor, énd'will press in the Indiah\?oint No. 3 pro-
ceédings the same bésic contentiohs and positions which it

has taken in the Indian Point No. 2 proééeding. See In re

Consolidated Edison (Indian Point No. 2), A.E.C. Docket 50~

2uT.

The HRFA, pursuant to 10 C.F.R. § 2.712(b), hereby
designates for the service of all papers on HRFA, 1ts
attorney-at-law, who 1s as follows: A

Nicholas A. Robinson
Marshall, Bratter, Greene, Alllson & Tucker
Office and Post Office Address

430 Park Avenue
New York, New York 10022

WHEREFORE, the HRTA respectfully seeks leave to

foud

intervene and request that the Atomic Fnergy Commicsion no

4

z hearing on the Application, Docket HNo. 50-286G.

HUDSON RIVER FISHERMEN'S ASSQCIATION
Post Office Acdress:
P. 0. Box 725
Osgining, MNg# York /ff
£ ’ N

Y i/

Tt ads o Mew Yorlk, Hew York &
Hoveawbor 200 1672



AUTORNEY 'S AFFIRMATION OF SERVICE

SOTATE O CMEW YOPRK )

CbUHTY O NIEW YORK ;
.i, Nicholas A. Robinson, attorney at law,. affirm

vthat on thcfgf/i%day of Novémber, 1972, I served the annexed

‘_Petition tobIntervehe énd Request for Hearing unvon all
 ¥paPtieS of record 1n'said.proceeding, a list of whic% is‘
‘hereto éttaqhed as Exhibit A, by depositina the séme, en-

clomed in a post-paid properly addressed envelope wraoper,

in an official depository under the exclusive care and

custody of the United States Postal Service.

AR
Py / s QJ// :
//’ /_ f/‘"f(/(»,;/;M bl k/ (J/).' vx/ 7 /\z-/ § '\
5 A, Robinson

Novemberﬂ?ﬁ, 1972



Nircctor of Yerulation
.5, ftomlce fnerpy Cormisslon . .

A I b pade L an h
oo hinrion, . O,

Seporal Councel o '
L. Atowic nersy Commission

Unahington, . C.

Crie Public Proceedines Branch .

.5, Atomic !nerry Commission

Uashineton, D.C. 20645

Narrvy G. Woodbury
Ibxecutive Vice President
Consolidated Tdison Company

of MNew Yori, Inc. ;
I Trving Place
New Vork, M. Y. 10003
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

.................................. X
In the Matter of
CONSOLIDATED EDJSON COMPANY OF Sf?};?ggggj
NEW YORK,INC. AR

Application for Indian Point Docket qu 50-286
Nuclear Generating Unit No. 3
-—- - X

1 ~y 1 I’ 7 i
STATE OF NEW YORK ). o | T = }

¢ SB.: \q L ] /

COUNTY OF NEW YORK ) : b

| - I, Robert Boyle, being duly sworn, depose and \\S\/CZZT7“rVX<?\/
state that: _ o

1. I am a Director of the Hudson River Fishermen's
Association and am empowered by its Board of Directors to
make, sign, and verify the annexed Petition to Intervene
and Request for a Hearing dated November 22, 1972.

2. I have read the enclosed Petition to Intervene
and Request for a llearing dated November 22, 1972, and.
know its contents, and that the contents are true to the
best of my information and belief.

. 3. I hereby incorporate by reference the enclosed
Petition idéntifying the aspects of the subject matter of
the proceeding as to which the Hudson River Fishermen's
Association wishes to intervene. I incorporate here those

facts specifically stated and the Association's contentions

with regard to those facts. /ﬂ @47
/X}?’Wfl
- ' Rovert Boyle 54;/

s

Sworn to before me this

éﬁj&ﬁfn é&xy of Novembery~1972.
-

/fé;{;Z;C{?Zi%éntdfj By ,;L44Y\

Notary Tublic

.’:‘vﬂ&‘iO!AS ADANS ROBINSON
ngmry ‘r’aniic.,Stai‘c of Hew York
Mo 3%.3310875
Cortified in tew York County

- Sumanission Expires Mareh 30, 1073



{HTPWﬂﬁ STATES OF A”“DIFA . :
ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION R ' B

In'the Matter of

COMSOLIDATED 1 DIuOJ COJDANY
0" NFW YORK, INC.'

Annlication for Indian Point , NOTICE OF

Nuclear Generating Unit No. 3 ' , APPEARANCE

CTo: ULS. ATOMIC»ENERGY_COMMISSION,;Washington,,D.C.

PLEASE TAKE NOTICF that tne under iﬁned attornev—
at-law appears on behalf of the Hudson River Fishermen's
Association and‘Save Qur Striﬁers in their intervehtion in’
Vthe abovefcaptioneﬁ proceeding, and states that the basls
of his eligibility is as foliows: |

.Nicholas Adams Rooinuon

Office and Post Office Address

Marshall, Bratter, Greene, Allison & Tucker

430 Park Avenue
New York, New York 10022

S

of the State of New York, the U.S. District Courts for the
Southern and Fastern Districts of New York, and the U.S.

Court of Avnpeals for the Second Circuit.

PN

. Docket No. 50-

I am admitted to practice before the highest court

28

v

}///// }// S
; i A
/// 2 LA ‘/ LA

t’/,wr

-
o

as Ada Hobinson

//' Nicho

|t N

Nated: New Voric, Mew York
by
1

. N oy
Jovembey zo, 1972
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UNTTED STATES OF AMERTCA
APOMTC RNERAY CO””T”, Lol

Tn *Hu Matter‘of,

S Dociret No. 50-~286
COMENLTHATED TDTS HCOMPANY ’ o
(T NEW YORW, THC. ' o

Arplication for Tndian Point .~ MOTICE -OF
iluelear Cenerabting Unit Ho. 3+ 5 . APPEARANCE

.8, Amomzc ENERG Y COMHI %ION Washinﬁtqh;'b;b.

PLFAQ TAK NOTICF that Lhe unde“°jrned attornev-l

at- 1aw annear° on behalf of the Hudoon Plver quhprmen

association and Save. Our trinors 1n their intervenulon in o on

the above-captioned: oroceedinﬂ and states tﬁat the basis of
nis eligibility-iS'a$ follows:

Anpus 1 .noheth

Office and Post Offjce Address
Natural Resources Defense ounci]
36 West lhth Street

New York, New York 10036
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