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UNITED "STRLES OF AMERICA
" NUCLEAR "REGULATORY COMMISSION

BEFORE .THE COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
)
CONSUMERS POWER COMPANY ) Docket No. 50-15501LA
) (Spent Fuel Pool
(Big Rock Point Nuclear Plant)) Expansion)

Dear Commissioners:

Enclc-ed is Attachment A to APPLICANT'S RESPONSE
TO JOHN LEITHAUSER'S "MOTION AND SUPPORTING BRIEF FOR
OFFICIAL NOTICE RY THE COMMISSION" which was filed yester-
day. Attachment A was inadvertently not enclosed with our
filing. We apologize for any inconvenience this may have
caused.

PPS/kb
Enc.

CC: Service List

8104080575
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" UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
“NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

Sl iy - +h omi < - ‘ -

In the lMatter of
CONSUMER POWER COCZANY Docket No. 50-155
(Big Rock Point Nuclear Flant) )

N o N

‘MCTION ‘T0 BE HEARD
OR_POW

Petiticner, John lLeithauser on his own behalf makes the 4
following motions:

mo wit, that his brief on the need for power be accepted
end accorded the same status as cthers.

Petitioner prays thet the Dboard grant his moticn for
the fullowing reasonct

1) The brief of peiiticner on the need for power was
received by the Board within the maximum time limits
established in contact with other parties filing briels
on this questicn. Consequenily, to grant petiticner's
moticn would cauze no delay in the orderly condust ef
these proceedings.

2) Petitioner in his brief has ralsed questions not
doait with in other briefs on the nusstion and thus
grant of this motien is pecessary for the essablichaen
of a complets Tecord.

Tl ) —— a H * - 3 3
3) Tailure 2o @raat petillconer’s m3tien 28 & denial

ATTACEMENT &
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of petitioner's right -to protect property.interest acquired

on his levaring-address by his recent.marriage on February
16, 1680 (in that.it is.required that all parties who

have substantizl-interests be allcwed to protect them
in adjucation). '
4) Althouga-this petitioner failed to meet the original
deadline, it wis because of a2 misinterpretation.
icner discovered on March 10, 1980 tha
“ien filed by that date, petiticner by con
Vcore by telephene and sending a
expressed obvious and sufficient
;8 threough the use of

were to rule that p

the minimum

because the need for establich

the minimun

property LnTerests

M.
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raised contentions not found in other briefs.

€) The purpese of intervention is to aveid delay, cir-
cuitry of actions and a multiplicity of suits. It is
further a device to allow parties interested in the subject
matter to adjust the matter in one instead of several
actions. If petitioner's motion is not granted, he will:
have no recourse but to secek court review of the Consti-
tutional issues rzised, in order teo protect his interesis.
It is thus to the advantage of 2ll parties concerned to
hear the issues raised in petitioner’'s briel on the Need
for Power issue.

Ter 211 of the a2bove reascne, petitioner requests that

the RBoard grant his Motion to b2 heard.

submitted,

e €T

John A. Lejm/use/

350 Route One
Levering, MI L9735

March 12, 1980



