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William J. Cahill, J.jr 
Vice President Jr.iLbUV W 

Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc.\ p .$ 
*4 Irving Place, New York, N Y 10003 

Telephone (212) 460-3819 * 

April 30, 1973 

Re:,, Indian.Point Unit No. 3 
Docket-No....50-286' 

Mr. John F."O'Leary 
Directorate of Licensing 
United States:At6mic Energy Commission 
Washington, D.C., 20545 

Dear Mr. O Leary: 

In accordance with Appendix D to Part 50 of the Commission's 
Regulations, transmitted herewith are 300 copies of 
Supplement 8 to Applicant's Environmental Report for Indian 
Point Unit No. 3.' 

Supplement No. 8 completes our response to Mr. George W.  
Knighton's letter of March 5i 1973. In accordance, with that, letter, 
our reply consists of three signed originals and 297 additional 
copies.  

Veryytruly .yours, 

lcp.ap William J .. ahil.-Jr.  
Vice President

(8111230323 730430 
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

In the Matter of ) ) 
CONSOLIDATED EDISON COMPANY ) 

OF NEW YORK, INC. ) 
(Indian Point Station, Unit ) 
No. 3)

Docket No. 50-286

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that I have this 30th day 

of April, 1973, served copies of Supplement No. 8 to 

the Environmental Report in the above-captioned matter 

by mailing copies thereof first class, postage prepaid 

and properly addressed to the following persons:

Chairman 
Atomic Safety and Licensing 
Board Panel 

U. S. Atomic Energy Commission 
Washington, D. C. 20545 

Samuel W. Jensch, Esq.  
Atomic Safety and Licensing 

Board Panel 
U. S. Atomic Energy Commission 
Washington, D. C. 20545 

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

The Johns Hopkins University 
Baltimore, Maryland 21218

Mr. R. B. Briggs, Director 
Molten-Salt Reactor Program 
Oak Ridge National Laboratory 
Post Office Box Y 
Oak Ridge, Tennessee 37830 

Mr. Ernest E. Hill 
Lawrence Livermore Laboratories 
University of California 
Post Office Box 808-L-123 
Livermore, California 94550 

Max D. Paglin, Esq.  
Atomic Safety and Licensing 

Board Panel 
U. S. Atomic Energy Commission 
Washington, D. C. 20545
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Myron Karman, Esq.  
Counsel for AEC Regulatory 

Staff 
U. S. Atomic Energy Commission 
Washington, D. C. 20545 

Stuart A. Treby, Esq.  
Counsel for AEC Regulatory 

Staff 
U. S. Atomic Energy Commission 
Washington, D. C. 20545 

J. Bruce MacDonald, Esq.  
Deputy Commissioner and 

Counsel 
New York State Department 

of Commerce 
99 Washington Avenue 
Albany, New York 12210

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

430 Park Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

Angus Macbeth, Esq.  
Natural Resources Defense 

Council, Inc.  
15 West 44th Street 
New York, New York 10036 

Honorable George Segnit 
Mayor, Village of Buchanan 
Buchanan, New York 10511

Eugene R. Fidell 

LeBoeuf, Lamb, Leiby & MacRae 
Attorneys for Consolidated Edison 
Company of New York, Inc.
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INDIAN POINT UNIT NO. 3 
SUPPLEMENT 8 

INSTRUCTION SHEET 

Insert 

Tab for Appendix FF 

Pages II-1 through V-5 are placed in 
in Appendix FF, after page 7 and 
before page VI-1.  

Pages VII-1 through VIII-16 are 
placed after page VI-45 

Supp. 8 
4/73
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Consolidaed Ed:son Comoany of N(.vw York, Inc.  
4 Ivifi; plIcu, i.,vev,, Yoik. H Y 1000.

lu,:phonc (221 ; (,(X01"" 

April 30, 1973 

Mr. David M Seymour 
Hudson River Fishermen's Association 

Box 303" 
Cold Spring, New York 10516 Ulu' EC 

-and- .  

Mr. Frederick El Hodgson MAY 81973 
Save Our Stripers, Inc. nn .fI tcSzcre'rY " . ~ ~~~~Pblic rpe ii s...' 

P.O. Box 116 •. . ,, ...c l..  

Massapcqua Park, N Y 11762 

Dear Mr. Seymour and Mr. Hodgson 

Mr. Charles F Luce has asked me to respond to your joint letter 

dated March 28, 1973 and to the letter of the Hudson River 

Fishermen's Association dated March 20, 1973, both of which were 

received on April 2, 1973.  

Under the applicable laws, and as a matter of social'responsibility, 

Con Edison is" concerned with protecting against -damage from.t-he;oper 

ation of our plants the fish and other aquatic biota in the Huds.Oh 

River. The National Environmental Policy Act requires that envir

onmental amenities and values "be given appropriate consideration in 

decision making along with economic and technical consideration's0 o..  

As stated in the Calvert Cliffs case, "Congress did not establisfLh 

environmental protection as an exclusive goal; rather, it desired a 

reordering of priorities, so that environment-al 'costs and -bernefits 

-wllassume,- their.. proper place along with other considerations".  

The degree of environmental injury must be weighed against -thbe ....  

economic, environmental and social costs of the alternatives in-order 

to reach a decision which maximizes the public interest.-., 

We .disagree that it has been established on. the basis of scientific 

evidence that a closed-cycle cooling system is required at Indian 

Point Units 2 and 3 to protect" the fish and other aquatic 
biota.  

dependent upon the Hudson. On the contrary, the most competeit 

biologists and engineers whom Con Edison has been able to find, 

including eminent consultants from outside the company's staff, and 

representatives of federal and state agencies constituting 
the 

IJudson River Policy Committee, .have advised Con Edison's management 

S.. . . . . .. .. . . . . . . . .. . . :. . -.-.. .•
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that there is presently inadequate data .to justify installation of 

such a system from a biological standpoint. Con Edison has intro
duced in the AEC proceeding substantial evidence to the effect that 
completion of the Hudson River research -program is necessary to 

determine the degree of.adverse-impact, if any, that will result 

from plant operations and that operation pending completion of this.  

research program will not result in any irreversible adverse impact.  

The addition of cooling towers to the Indian Point plants would be 

very costly ($20,000,000 a year for 25 years for Unit 2 alone). The 

tower for Unit 2 would be approximately 564 feet high and 452 feet 

wide, constituting a major aesthetic intrusion with as yet unquanti

fied adverse effects of emissions and blowdown.. We believe these 

towers should be imposed on the community and their cost upon our 
customers, only after a careful and realistic appraisal of their 
ecological effects and only after a clear showing based on scientific 

data that the public benefits exceed the public costs.  

We wish to point out that the Hudson River Fishermen's Association 

some years ago participated in the Cornwall case in which it was 

suggested that nuclear plants were among the alternatives to the 

pumped storage plant, which we have not yet been able to build 
because of objectors, including the Hudson River Fishermen'-s Associa

tion. There was no mention of the requirement of cooling towers in 

connection witlh the proposed nuclear plant alternative.  

Furthermore,. I can find nothing in the hearing record that either the' 

Hudson River Fishermen's Association or Save Our Stripers, Inc. even 
attempted to. appear by-way of formal intervention or limited appear
ance in the construction permit proceedings between 1965 and 1969 for 
either Unit 2 or 3. Construction of-these plants was licensed to-..  

proceed with a once through cooling system without any suggestion 

..... from fishing interests that cooling towers would--be an-essentia-l 
requirement for plant operation.' 

It was at our initiative and at our. considerable expense that the..  

seven year aquatic impact studies and alternate means to minimize 

adverse effects and mitigate damage were started and are being carried 

out. These studies include detailed biologic and engineering designs 

of some of the alternatives to reduce to a minimum the time necessary.  
to implement one or more of the alternatives should such be found to 

be in the public interest. .  

• '. • i] ,'] £ < : :%
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We believe therefore that we have 'on a timely 
basis taken every 

prudent action in the interest of the public, our customers and our 

stockholders to best assure our ability to meet the energy demands 

of our. c1 slT-. r. wit.h reasonable balance of environmental, economic 

and social costs.  

Sincerely yours,

/ 
.Harry V Woodbury

.

mva.

I . .
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cc: U.S. Atomic Energy Con nmssion 

Commissioners 
Secretary of the Commission 

AEC Regulatory Staff 

AEC Public Proceedings Staff 

Washington, D. C.  

N.Y.S. Public Service Commission 

Commissioners 
Secretary of the Commission 

Albany, New York 

Westchester County 

County Executive 
White Plains, New York 

Town of Buchanan 
Mayor 
Buchanan, New York 

Commissioner Henry L. Diamond 
D" 

Commissioner of Environmental 
Conservation RAY 8 1973 
.Q Wolf Road .Li.. of J? nryry -3 

Albany, New York 12201.  

Gerald M. Hansler, P. E.  

Regional Aainistrator 
U.S. Environmental Protection 

Agency 
26 Federal Plaza, Room 908 

......-----.. -New York, New York 10007 

,\------- 
-------


