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Dear Mr. Chairman:

The date of March 23rd, which you proposed in your
letter of February 22nd for the convening of a conference
type of hearing, is agreeable to the Applicant. We would
also be agreeable to the convening of the hearing on March 24th,
which the AEC Regulatory Staff has suggested to the Applicant
as an alternative date. However, we suggest that the receipt
of evidence alsc be permitted at that time to allow us to
introduce into evidence Applicant's responses to the guestions
raised by the Board at the hearing on January 19th. We plan
to mail such responses to the Board and the parties in
advance of March 23rd. '

We understand from discussions with attorneys for
the Hudson River Fishermen's Association that they probably
will not wish to cross—examine Applicant's witnesses or '
introduce their own testimony on radiological safety matters
although they do wish to raise certain issues as to the
jurisdiction of the Board to consider other environmental
matters. However, we are advised that their final decision
must awalt the receipt and review of the responses to 1nqu1r1es
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they have addressed to the AEC Rééulatory Staff and our

- Y¥esponses to their "second round" questions. - They have

agreed that if they wish to cross-examine or introduce direct
testimony on radidlogical safety matterstit would be appropriate
for them to go forward with their case in a hearing session
during the week of March 29th. 1In the event that such a

session is needed the Board would be notified in time for two
weeks' prior notice of the session to be given.

It has become clear that the Citizens Committee
for the Protection of the Environment wishes to pose certain

‘questions to our witnesses to which we would object as not

relating to the issues in the proceeding. We are working
with attorneys for the Citizens Committee to frame a motion
which will permit an early determination of this matter.

Our goal is to file this motion during the second week in
March, and the hearing session during the week of March 22nd
may provide an opportunity for the Board to rule upon this
motion. ' -

We plan further discussions with attorneys for the
Citizens Committee concerning the schedule for going forward
with their case and the continuation of the hearing until its
completion. We will advise the Board further on this matter
at the forthcoming hearing session.

- Very tiuly yours,

LEBOEUF, LAMB, LEIBY & MACRAE

ny _Intonand M- codiin
- Leonard M. Trosten
Partner

cc: Dr. John C. Geyer
Mr. R.B. Briggs
Myron Karman, Esq.
Anthony Z. Roisman, Esqg.
Angus Macbeth, Esq.
J. Bruce MacDonald, Esq.
Honorable Louis J. Lefkowitz
Secretary, AEC.
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