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Respectfully referred to:

CONGRESSTIONANL, LIATSON
ATOHIC ENGERGY COMMISSION

" Because of the desire of this office to be

responsive to all inguiries and communications,

your consideration of the attached is.:
requested. Your findings and views, in
duplicate form, along with return of the
enclosure, will be aippreciated by ~

. Dif. of Reg,
Daie
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| ;' e = ' . 3 ' June 12, 1969

£5DIUN 161969

In July an inadequetly'designed hﬁomic'power-ﬁlant will oven

.on Lake Ontario unless you or someone powerIul. acts to get a couvt order
-"“\”‘.-

-

or gets. the Federal PoTlution’ Admvnlguﬁat*on to act . The plants will

create thermal pollution in the area, gﬁe fich , plantlifo , ond birds:

in the areas: of the atomie power'plants have shiovm to have thousands times
nore radioactive material in them %then that of the surroundingwdaters .
Yet the Atomic Dncvgy'Comm ission high zelease levels of radiocactive wastes
is only designed Yo protect Iumans. Enviromment and.merine Iifc ame

extpendabler ..

“ i

It takes. too Tong for radiosctive maicrials to dissinate, .

Lyen thefboaies of" contaminated fish, plants , algac , ond birds 18 the
normel wave patiern deposits could moke the sntire Bast shore and even the
St. Lawrence: eventually wsale for hHuman use. Steriliy of" fish, bibd55

br'tcle Pird eggs 2ll. are: the resuli of” ocrm5 sive vollutiion 1evcls £rom

3

the Atomic Energy Commission., T o nod see why' they continue to. Lot

. 7 < - L= - » . . ! y . .
our cnvironment Pe threatened so. Perhaps uhey“nro honest men , Randeling
a difficuly Job . liaybBe they don't get the resulis of the tests run on

existiing atomic: power plant bo thet. secns odd. At any rate can you

13

0

ton chxs atom1c-nover plant from opening without necessary- protecition
fow Lake Ontario ? : ﬁ -

T ItJis.lbcaﬁed'at Fine 1file Poin% neor Oswego. Governod
RockefelXer vetoed the. Bills that, would have requiréd thermal. and rad Tion

nolluition proﬁec*lon. thy I do not Imow. ALL I do lnow i1s is that he is

{n

»1d ®O have: ha d denurtmcnt recomnendations from the Staie to vaeto iG..

Jad

It nalies ne angzynto haver Lake Ontario get polluted By some _au1m in the

.
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. @y o*c-mcpu NCNCYWOL k.or +8n crrox .Ln wedting o Pills.

) "1t does not scem right to me thet the power companies can
start these npew plants without adequet cooling systcmS'ﬁo prezent. thermal
pollution of ﬁhis*intornaﬁional’ﬁoundar : and hout che radiation

controls they could have. The cost is not nroii‘ tive. They- have no right
fo meke money’ By destroying our ILoke .. ' _ . :

Whaid will you do o é%op this plant foom opening until.
‘4% will not pollute our marine life and create pea soup of the area.

fron

“

In fact what will you do to stop the other atomic power PIans

pollution our occen Iife ? 'Ave we such fools.that we et bisiness profids
by'dgsﬁroyiﬁg'our'environﬁenﬁ ? Can the Federai’?olluﬁioﬁ Control Admin..
withhold .Y, La*e funds wntil this new pollution threat is eleared up ?
Please: lelp us .. The othex atomic power plant reports are I
sufficient proof That the 1Tine iile and State Power Authority Plants v111
pollute and badly- .
Hage you read in “he magazine Waturol History , Hay 1969..
the. article " The Myth of the Peaceful Aton ¥ ? In an effobito geloa
up. o daﬁe.reply'from the. Atomic Energy Commissioﬁ , I sent the enclosed
letier to the: Atomic: Energy’ Comml. o Maybz they will scnd this years .
informatiél and nov 196% reporis that arc nure propaganda. The publid
should be able to Xnow of this rape of pué" vaters and marine life.
. You must acli, How can your conscience 1et'you do otherwvise

]

you get the reports on the effects on our marinelife . I pray you arc

y

-

i

powerful enough to defeat an eager business and cager finiancizl interests

-

in the Sicte and nation. .

) 94:/: e ”4,7L Respeetful y,

//e 006’1?"1 co7ry? st | /..
Z/ Z?,’ %Z m’zéjﬁﬁ lirs, Rodney/'fl{/

riﬂyéify qyreﬁéz kg2 Stonc St. Oneida, K.Y,
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- . !" . , ] \
Chairman of The AvonicTinergy Covriigsion .

\Sonmier Bnergy: Connission

Washington , D.C.

A v

Dear Sir, ’ \
On May 14, 196¢ I sent a letter to your dowi. asking some

l"‘\

gquestions avous atomic enerzy in the povver industry. There hac been n

seply. I' ant especially concerncé about the two atomic nower dplants near
Oswego, HN.¥. a2t Hine lMile Point on Iake Ontario.
systems and inadequot radiation control will zesul

actibe poliution of Lake Ontario, the Stat
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Levrence. . .

-

I would apnreciate havi i

’

send conies of your rcply TO Congressm&n

ja]

amuel S, Stration, Scnator

Edumund Muskie and mysell, They will de expecting it, as I will il their

letters at the sawe time I mcil this one. .
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1. Does the radloactive release levels differ for smol

lakes like Cayuga Lake in #H.YW. vs. Lake Ontario in #.Y. vs. the ocean ?

(8

Jo

2. Wnat were the »esulis of the tests run on fish, nlantlife, and Birds.

av atosilc nower siles each yeor ? Did they concenirate radioactive naterial |

a¥ o higher 7 then that of the surrounding water ? What were ithe result

each year on these oxganisms ? May I see the results of

o

3. Have signs of “thermal pollution been vresent in any atomic powdr si

Haszthis Peen tested Loz, ecach year? May I see tne repo2its of this testin

-

QJ

%, Were any narinelifc killed oxr driven off due Yo radiation or therpal
L)

a
La

pollution ai vower sites where they were prevelent before ?

this lotier onswered.oBlezmsed., o
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5. UWhet has been the ‘?ect of atomic nower 17];&1‘1‘63‘1 the ecology of the:

arecas. ? Has 1t been adversc ? .

6. Were fish, plantlife, or hirds found Yo be harmed after scveral yecars
‘of exposure to the pormitied release rate of zadiloactive n.ﬁenialé ? .o

7. Do your release levels tgke into consideration prevention of demage ©o

fish, plonts and birds of’ the areas when they are set up ? Will they ,

. rl

damage: our enviroment vy destroying or moking storile our marine and
air creaturecs ?

el

T am also interested in the profit side of atomic energy.

Please send ansvers of these questions also To Congressmen Samuel Stratton,:
Scnator‘hugkle, and myself, , .

I. What penaliies would & power cowoapy rcccxvo if :f cxeecded your

.

release levels ? ALre there coxira penaltics :or frequent cxeesses ?

.

o Why don't you cons thernal pollution likelihood sufficient reason
not to grant a permit ? , |
3. What finincial bereiits are availabie to a power company to go aﬁonic-?.
Does a %ax rebate or tox write-off exist for companices waen a plant

S

must Pe shut down due %o -itls pollution rate or beczuse it's uncconomical ?

.

to change 1 bc design to stop cxcessive radiation leckage ? :
5. Whet atomic power companics have been shut down due ©o excessive pollution -

7 ., -y - L) . . . o o® .
or inadevuet design ? DIG The power companics receive compensation of any

type, in rebates, Yox-write-offs or grants 2 If so how much 4o oach .

comvany'? ' v v
6. vihy 1s your permitited &ischearge: Pale so high ? It is teéchnically vossible
“o eliménaie virtually oZl »odiation now and the cost is not prohibitive,.

Is youxr. department. supvose. to keep atonic phiver a safe industry ? VAy

haventt you insisied all.»ad ia*ion be elininated that couwld be ? R
: hY
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. 4. Can the power comn»eniics, iagra Mohawl ond the Scabe Power Aut

1]
.

Z0DLY

v

text. up now wikh their current design ondé when voliution geﬁS‘real

.

‘bad, get federal funds to instcli the pollution control deviices’ they

should have been required to start with ? Will they be‘eligibleufbr
ax reBates ? Will the Federal Woter Pollution Control finiance the-
- (the power comnanies )
pollution contiol devices even if tley were permitted to stert up lnow-

et

ing “he high chances of woilution likelihood

8. How ca".ue reguire proper preventvion of pollution if yéur~dept, does
not insist upon tho.hlghes@ standardés nossible., ?

Y. Is there any 1hw proliiibiting any member of the Atonmic sne_uy‘cdmmission

ror bBeing h;rcd by vover compenies as. consultants ? or in any other

0

capacity ? What are your names ? Vho if any,does woric for vower indusiries

and- wvhich ones ?
. " Copics of this letter will be sent to Congressman Stzatitonyand
Senator }uskic.aX¥ourrpeémpt-reply to as hony of the questions as possible

would: be: appreciated.

Sincerely
Hos, “oancy Tittle .

~

02 Stone St

’ ‘ Oneida f. 1321
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