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Honorable Thomas Ludlow Ashley
House of Representatives

Dear Mr. Ashley:

I am pleased to respond to ycur October 26, 1970, referral of a letter from
Mies Therese Bairley asking certain questicns about the Davis-Besse Nuclear
Power Plant at Port Clinton, Ohio.

The reasons for the Toledo Edison Company's decision to utilize a natural
draft cooling tower at the Davis-Besse plant are Jiscussed on pages 11 to
13 of the enclosed environmental report submitted by the applicant in
accordanc with the National Environmental Policy Act. The report notes
that while State authorities had given tentative approval to the use of
an open cycle system, there was uncertainty as to the applicable water
quality standards, and the applicant decided to install a closec cycle
cooling system at a cost of about $9 millienm.

In regard to the policy of Canada, there is to eur knowledge no present
law which would require the use cof cooling towers with nuclear power
reactors in Canada.

Finally, as to the meaning and effect of the Reorganization Act, I believe
it may be hal ful te provide Miss Bairley a copy of the four enclosed press
releases from the White House which describe the purpose of the new
Envirommental Protection Agency and its future role.

Sincerely,
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I am pl to respond to ysur October 26, 1977, referral of a letter from

“iss Theress Bairley asking certain questions about the Davia Desse Yuclear
Power Plant Port Clinton, "hie.

With regard to the cooling tower was approved only after investigation
proved it necessa the utility made this decialon largely im response to
a recommendation by ‘the Fish and Vildlife Service and due to public opinion
favoring a cooling t . Cleveland FPlectrie Tllwminating Company and
Toledo "dison comside 15 various plans for dissipating vaste heat from
the plant including the tallation of cooling ponds, It was determined
by plant designers that 18\ would be posaidble to diseipate the returning
warm water to the lake wit exceeding water quality standards apnroved
for Lake "rie by the Secretaky of the Interior. The cr~ »any estimates that
the cooling tower will cost roxirately %9 million. llowever, fer the
reasons stated ahove, the ¢ decided to use the cooling tower even
though it was not required to medg State and Tederal standards.

In regard to the policy of Canada,
law which would require the use of cdgling towers with nuclear power
reactors in Canada. The APC's own safkty review and environwental comtrol
program {s described in the enclosed stAff staterent.

here is to cur knowledre no present

Finally, as teo the meaning and effect of the "eorganization Act, 1 be ieve
it may be helpful to provide '*iss Bairley a'gopy of the four enclosed press
releases from the White Youse vhich describe the purpose of the new

Environmental Protection Agency and its future

Sincerely,

Harold L. Price
MMrector of “epgulat

Fnelosures :

1. Staff Comments/"agulatory Process
2. Vhite "ouse Press Releases

3. Ltr to T. L. Ashley from

CRESS Lo m’mfﬁ
Tape B, omctp'..D%% ,,,,,,,,, ... 008G .| D | DR s I
R/12 bis | Sen PAredten s |
surname » JBEasterling:em AT, & HLPrice U T, TR ( .....................
ores 13/18/70 |12/ /70 12/ /70 12/ /10 12/ /10 |




DISTRIBUTION:
PAMorris, DRL
HKShapar, O0GC
JYore, ASLB
PDR (50-346)
Docket No. 50-346 GErtter (2)

tionorable Thomas Ludlow Ashley
House of lepresentatives

\
Dear fr. Asaley:
I am pleased to respond te your October 26, 1970, referral of a letter from
Hiss Therese Jairley asking certain questions about the Davis-Besge Huclear
Power Plaat at Port Climnton, Uhio.
\

proved it necessaxy, the utility made tiis decision largely in response to
a recomendation by the Fish and Wildlife Service and due to publie opinion
favoring a cooling tower. Cleveland Electric Illuminating Company and
Toledo fidison considexed 15 various plans for dissipating waste heat from
the plant including tha installation of cooling ponds. It was determined
by plant designers that (t would be possible to dissipate the returaing
wark water to the lake without exceeding water quality standards approved
for Lake kirie by the Secretery of the Interior. The cormany estimates that
tae cooling tower will cost proximately 59 million. However, for the
reasons stated above, the company decided to use the cooling tower even
though it was not required to mmet State and ‘ederal standards.

In regard to the policy of Canada,\there is to our knowledge no present
law which would require the use of ling towers with nuclear pover
reactors ian Canada. The AEC's own safety reviev and environmeatal coantrol
program is described in the enclosed skaff statement.

Fin~1lly, as to the meaning and effect of Bae Reorganization Act, I believe
it may be helpful to provide ‘iss Bairley conpy of the four enclosed press
releases from the White House which describe\the purpose of the new
Environmental Protection&ddni-sme—i« and it¢ future role.

ey

Sincerely,

Harold L. Price

Director of Regulatiga| @@ D
’ |
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Honorable Thomas Ludlow Ashley
House of Representatives

™
Dear Mr, Astley:
I am pleased \t respond to your October 26, 1970, referral of a letter from
Miss Therese Balrley asking certain questions about the Davis-Desse Nuclear
Power Plant at Port Clinton, Ohio,

N\

With regard to why the :ooling tower was approved only after investigation
preved it necessary, the utility made this decision largely Iin response to
a recommendation by tha Fish and Wildlife Service and due to publiec opiaien
favoriag a cooling tower, Cleveland Electric Illuminating Company and
Toledo Edison considered 15 varicus plans for dissipating waste heat from
the plant including the installation of cooling ponds. It was detervined
by plant designers that it wpuld be possible to dissipate the returning
wvarm vater to the lake without exceeding water quality standards approved
for Lake Erie by the Secretary . of the Interior. The company estimates that
the cooling tower will cost approxinately $9 million. ‘iowever, for the
reasons stated above, the coqun} decided to use the cooling tower even
though 1t was not nqlirod to meet\State and Federal standards.

\
In regard to the policy of Canada, there is to our knowledge no present
law which would require the use of ccoling towers with nuclear power
resctors in Canada. The AEC's own safety review and envirommental control
prograw is described in the enclosed staff statement.

Finally, as to the meaning and effect of th\e Reorganization Act, I believe
it may be helpful to provide Miss Bairley a'copy of the four enclosed press
relea es from the White House which describe'the purpose of the new
Environmental Protection Adwinistration and 1 future role.

Sincerely,

Harold L. Price
Director of Re
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See me about this.
For signature.

Note and return

For Information.
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