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December 7, 1973 

U.S.. Atomic Energy Commission ' 
Attention: Deputy Director for Reactor Projects'.  

Directorate of Licensing 
Washington, D.C. 20545 

This letter is to corIment on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for Indian Point No. 3 (A.E.C. Docket No.  
50-286) 

Federated Conservationists of Westchester County 
is a coordinating group of 59 organizations in Westchester 
County concerned with environmental problems in the county, 
including the nuclear generating facilities at Indian Point 
and the Hudson itself.  

As indicative of the breadth of our interest in these 
problems, attached hereto and made a part of this coimment 
is the Statement of Policy of the organization, dated 
March 10, 1971, with reference to the proposed licensing 
of Indian Point No. 2.  

Leaving to experts more particular comyment with regard to 
the Draft Environmental Statement, we commend the AEC for 
its recomended installation of cooling towers. We 
believe any delay in the erection of the cooling towers 
should be rejected as an impermissible relaxation of the 
utility's responsibility to the Hudson. In te meaiitime, 
until cooling towers are installed, the utility should be 
required to avoid maximum operational strain on the fish 
life in the river. Other aspects of study to minim-ize fish 
kills in the pre-cooling tower period, a clearer cost
benefit analysis, and a coordinated study of the Indian 
Point-Storm Xing impact is essential.

We renew our suggestion, both to the AEC and Consolidated 
Edison itself, that it get effective independent outside 
help to assist it in solving its environmental problems; 
those who are expert in producing power at the least cost 
are not necessarily the best people to determine questions 
Of meeting necessary standards of air and water quality, of 
aggressively pressing for alternatives in terms of 
transmission, generation, and storage of electricity, or of 
relating the utility's .responsibility to environmIental 
goals. Just as a utility has accountants to go over its 
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U.S. Atomic Energy Conission

books,. and independent certification of its accounts, it 
would do well to have independent environmental experts un
dertake its compliance programs, and to subject its 
operations to a periodic environmental audit by outside and 
independent environmental experts.  

This is particularly crucial now that we are, as predicted;-
moving into a period of energy shortages in all areas; the
energy crisis must notbe the occasion for public utilities--
to.allow problems of management and planning to obscure 
the importance of environrmental controls. Rather, it 
should be tahen as a challenge to continue to produce energy 
at the most efficient and economical rate and, at the same 
time,. to redouble and make more effective efforts-to find 
environmental solutions in all phases of operation, from
generation through storage and transmission to the consumer.  

Mrs. David C. Donaldson, President 
- .- /' " --- ( CL . .- --._ 

Federated Conservationists 
of.Westchester County, Inc.

December 7, 1973



TE1 D C $N V OF WESTCH ER COUNTYINC.  
Dedicated to environmental planning and education for the preservation of our natural resources.  

20 Soundview Avonu,,White Plain3, tkew Yoe{ iC .(914) 70O-S-3 

March 10, 1971 
Statement. of Policy 

by the 
Federated Conservationist's of Westchester County, Inc.  

With reference to the Proposed 
Licensing of a Nuclear Generating 
Station at Indian Point, New York 

(Indian Point No. 2) 

We are aware of the need for power in the New York metropolitan 

area, and of the technological incapacity of Consolidated Edison to 

meet these needs. And yet, the power cmerrency is as much an emer

gency in terms of corporate and political lea:dership as it is in terms.  

of electrical power, a.default in leadership that does not yet relate 

its responsibilities to the Erowing need for environmental conservation 

and protection.  

It is agains. this background that We address ourselves to the 

burden of full environmental responsibility resting on those who 

would build nuclear plants.  

To the extent that its rules accord with recognition of its full 

environmental responsibility,and. its actions are consistent with this.  

responsibility in these matters, the Atomic Energy Commission will 

properly acquit itself of its duty. To the extent that it does any 

less, it is subject to legitimate environmental criticism and subject 

to such changes in its organization, powers, and procedures as Congress 

may eventually determine to be necessary to bring the Commissiont s 

functions and -operation into harmony with the environment.  

This responsibility, in short, rests'both upon Consolidated Edi

son Company and the Atomic Energy Commission, since they are so close

ly related in the planning and construction of the proposed facility, 

that they assume the full burden of proof that the proposed plant will 

not damage the environment or adversely affect the public health and 

safety. In the absence of having met such/burden, the plant should not 

be licensed for operation until this burden is met. Indeed, until this 

burden is met, we are moved on a broader basis to urge that a moratorium 

be imposed on all new nuclear plants.  

The particular areas of environmental impact with regard to which 

we would like to have more information to establish the proposed plant's 

compliance with environmental standards are:
A! 

1- Taken in conjunction with existing and proposed utilities? 

construction in the area, to what extent will this proposed use of the 

waters of the Hudson add a thermal increment to those waters; and can 

the utility and the Atomic Energy Commission establish by a fair pre

ponderance of the evidence that such -thermal increment will have no ad

verse effect on the ecological balance of the River, or adversely af

fect its marine life?



Full Environmental Responsibility -2

2- To what extent, taken together with existing and proposed 

construction, will the-proposed installation add.radioactive elements, 
in the low level range, to our air and water; and can the utility and 
the Atomic Energy Commission, in.connection with their proposed plant, 

establish that the cumulatiVe efibdtof such low level radioactive 
waste will have no adverse ef.fect upon the chain of life, or upon the 
mutation rate, or in terms of cancer? 

3- To what extent willthe proposed installation, taken by -it
self, create a danger of nuclear excursion through malfunction of the-.  
unit, or through sabotage resulting from breach of secu-rity, or un
friendly act; and can the utility and the Atomic Energy Commission 
guarantee tha .the installation will cause no danger to life or property 

of those living in the New York metropolitan region? 

Would the utility, in the absence of Government insurance 

against catastrophe, be prepared to construct and operate the proposed 

plant and to secure conventional insurance at rates to be set by under.

writers on the basis of their independent evaluation of the risks in
volved? 

4- To what extent will the proposed construction result in 

possible contamination of neighboring areas running into the next 

century through long-lived radioactive elements in the'installation 
housing; and what provisions, after termination of the use of the 

plant, are there for rer-oving the installation housing to prevent 

possible contamination of ground water levels? 

5- To what- extent is the utility prepared to adjust its plans 

to natural, scenic and esthetic considerations, and to protect the 

natural values and scenic beauty of the Hudson and of Westchester by 

screening or undergrounding its plants, and by undergroundinz the 

overhead transmission lines that now disfigure the county, the Hudson 
Valley and the region? 

6- To what extent is the utility and the'Atomic Energy 

Commission prepared to guarantee that the transportation of radio

active elements from and to this and other installations existin; and 
proposed for the Hudson and Long Island Sound regions will not adver

sely affect the health and safety of the people ot Westchester and of 
the New York metropolitan region? 

We ask the assistance of independent scientists., particularly 

those in the biological field, to review and advise us, the. utility-and 

the Atomic Energy Commission with regard to these problems, and to 

assist our planning officials to proceed wisely and carefully with-the 

major problem of reconciling planning to meet our reasonable energy 

needs with the requirements of protecting the environment.  

Marilyn C. Bowler 
President 

Federated Conservationists of Westchester County, Inc.


