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December Ii, 1973 

To: United States Rtomig Energy Commission 50-286 
Att: Deputy Director for Reactor Projects, 

Directorate of Licensing 
Washington, D. C. 20545 

Re: Draft Environmental Statement by the Directorate of Licensing, 
U. S. Atomic Energy Commission related to the operation of Indian 

Point Nuclear Generating plant, Unit # 3 

From: Rockland County Conservation Association, Inc.  
Statement prepared by Mrs. Robert W. Pugh, ,First Vice-President 

231 McNamara Road, Spring Valley, N. Y. 10977 

The construction of atomic energy plants and especially those at Indian 
Point have always been of tajor concern to the Rockland County :Conservation 

Association, situated as they are just a few miles to the northeast of our 
county. Our Association is a member of the National Intervenors and support 
its activities and favor a moratorium in the building of. atomic fission plants.  
We believe that the dangers of nuclear plants are irreversible and a legacy 

that we should be ashamed to foist on futur4 generations.  

It now appears that Indian Plant # 2 might be put into operation. The stand 
taken by the Atomic Energy Commission that it must have cooling towers is 
to be commended - inadequate as that precaution might be.  

We know from first hand experience about the fish kills at Indian Point, 

and that especially high kill of the winter of 1969-70 when fish attracted 

to the thermal discharge from Plant # 1 were sucked into the intake screens 
resulting in literally a cres of dead fish. The sea gulls mercifully re
moved the holocaust. Mr. Lawler, of the Engineering firm of Quirk, Lawler 
and Matuske, attributed the fish kill to human fraility - the fact that the 
intake screens had become clogged - He was our speaker at one of our 
Quarterly meetings.  

If human fraility could result in this serious fish kill for a plant of 
265 Me ( I'P. #"l) we shudder to think of what could happen to a plant 
of 873 MWe ( I.P. # 3) should human fraility again be a factov. Con
solidated Edison has illustrated in the operation of Indian Point # 1 that 
to date it has no completely successful mens of eliminating fish kills.  

Thermal polution depends on dilution to minimize its effect - a factor 
that will become increasingly difficult as plants increase along the river.  
No definitive study has ever been made of the metabolic changes and chain 

reaction which will result in the raising of the temperature of the Hudson.  

A prolonged summer heat spell resulting in increased energy consumption 

and peak performances of all plants along the river; accompanied by a lack
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of rainfall minimizing tidal action, could raise river temperatures to such 

heights as to result in permanent damage to all forms of aquatic life. At 

.the top of the biological chain are the fish - a priceless food-and recreational 
resource. Existing information on the Hudson River is inadequate to predict 

accurately the long term impact on all aquatic organisms and the ecological 
consequences.  

We urge that the Atomic.Energy Commission take a stronger stand on Indian 

Point # 3 and mandate a closed-cycle cooling system from the beginning of its 

operation. In fact we favor cooling systems on all existing plants.  

The agencies requested to comment on the Draft Environmental Statement do 

not include any totally private agency financed by independent means whose sole 

concern shall be to analyze scientifically the long term impact to all forms of 
biological life by the operation of power plants along the Hudson River. We 
believe that the Atomic Energy Commission should take the leadership in legis
lation that would tax all power companies their proportionateshare to finance 
such on-going studies. We know from experience that Utilities should not be 

given the sole responsibility Qf monitoring the environmental impact of their 

operations.

0 

ESOCIATION, INC.



Regulatory

I- 0. -

File Cy.


