"In‘the'Méttér'df

BEFORE THE UNITED STATES

’ ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION L

Consolldated Edlson Company E
of New York, Inc.

(Indlan Point Unit No.A2)

ANSWER OF APPLICANT TO PETITION OF MARY HAYS WEIK_
-_FOR. LEAVE _TO. INTERVENE AND MOTION TO STRIKE

By a petltlon for leaye to 1ntervene Oated
December 7, 1970 Mary Hays Welk seeks to 1ntervene in the
above captxOned proceedlng, urglhg that the proposea-
operatlngﬂllcense for Indlan P01nt'Un1t No. 2 be denled

Appllcant does not oppose the adm1531on of

Mary Hays Welk as a party to thls proceedlng, although S

Appllcant does not admlt the truth of the assertlons
contalned in paragraphs II and III of the petltlon questlon—

1nq the safety of the fac111ty.

*Appllcant has been informed that the petltlon was not
filed with the Comm1ss1qn in an original and twenty copies
as required by the Commission's Rules of Practlce, but
apparently was sent to the Chairman of the Atomic Safety/
and Llcen51ng Board. Further. proof of service was
apparently not supplied in accordance with the Commlsslon s
Rules. Co :
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Appllcant denles the three contentlons of
-.paragraph IV as well as the contentlon contalned 1n the
slconcludlng paragraph of the petltlon,.to the extent they

(

tﬁ-lmply that the plant w1ll not be operated in’ accordance

Y \.‘.n,_.J‘.,H,_Z___ e

'w1th Comm1551on regulatlons or that there 1s not reasonable o

”assurance that the health and safety of the publlc w;ll

M':y‘be protected

Applicant moves to strlke the thlrd contentlon 1n

‘paragraph IV.‘ Whether or not the Company has 1mproperly

i expended or w1ll 1mproperly expend funds 1n the constructlon’~””"

- or operatlon of thls facillty (and the Appllcant denies thatﬁ‘fffﬁ’

‘funds have been or. will be improperly so expended) 1s not

{.

l'llrelevant to any issue specxfled 1n the Notlce of Hearlng 1n o

. thia proceeding._.f-‘

Respectfully submitted.
T ' _LeBOEUF. LAMB LEIBY & MacRAE
Attorneye for Applicant

.'Dated: December 14, 1970 "



RECEIVED




