
BlOARD) OF TRUSTEES 

S.Cphen 1'. D~ugganI 

ja~ir",Marshall 
Vire Chau iiam 

Dr. George NI. \Vomldwll 
I it Chr~irman 

I r. Dea~n 1". Abili nson 
Sirs. ht is AncIhinclos 
Boris I.. tittker 
I rcderick A. Collins, Jr.  
lDr. Rejic .. Dutbos 
jani1(s l". I i;tiikc] 
Robea W \. G.ilm~ore 
Lady Inckson, D.B.E.  
I Iariilr',tt Kcan 
Dr J{,siua 1.cderbcrg 
Anthoriv NMazocclhi 
PaIil N. %rCGl(SkCy, Jr.  
MI chad Z'ltlitosli 

I~~, liIcs Nolion 
Oweni Olpin 
Franklin E. Pa k'cr 

Clia, lesI B . oigel 
ltnhai I Rlf,,i ii 
J ohni R. Robinosons 

Lauane ocke feller 
J. \Vif.rd Rzooscvelt 
Wh'iinr1 . North Scyrmoor, Jr.  
David Si'.c 

Beat rice AIbbott Dutggan 
U.N. l/racnfalivc 

Jo111I. Adam 's 
Executive Dlirector

Natu. Resources Defense uncil, Inc.  
D.Oc1(u IumBER 

15 NVEST1 44-1-H STiRi rF .T 

NEW YORK, N.Y. 10036 
Wa'shiington Office" 

212 869-o 150 917 15rS Rt-, ,.w.  

I~LAII~~ ~ ~WASHII NO ON, D.C. 20005 

November 18, 1975 
737-5000 

Westccrn Oflice

(6,1 IIAMILTON AVENUE 

PALO ALTO, CALIF. 9.1301 

415 327-1080TO: All Parties

Re: Hudson River Fishermaen's 
Association v. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, No. 75-4-212 

This letter is to set forth petitioners' understand
ing of the oral rulings rendered by the United States 
Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit, November 18, 
1975, on NRC's motion to dismiss the petition for review, 
or, alternatively, hold the petition in abeyance pending 
decision by the Commission and on petiuioners' cross-motion 
for a stay of the decision pending decision by the 
Commission. The ruling is as-follows: 

Based on the representation of counsel for the NRC 
that no license would issue except on five days actual 
notice to all parties and petitioners in particular, and 
on Con Edison's and the NRC's representations that they 
would forego all procedural objections before the NRC on 
petitioners' motion for a stay, the Court ordered the follow
ing: (1) the appeal is to be held in abeyance pending 
decision by. the Commission; (2) petitioners shall move 
within five days for a. stay before the Commission, which 
motion neither Con Edison nor the NRC General Counsel will 
oppose on technical or procedural grounds, as, for example 
that the motion is too lat6; and (3) in all other respects 
the motions are denied.

Very truly yours, 

Sarah Chasis 
Ross Sandler 
Nicholas A. Robinson 
Attorneys for Petitioners
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