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xelley- W UITNED STATES OF AMEMROC
Little

ATM1iC EBIERGY CQOdISSION

4 In the M3atter of:

53f PHILADELPHIA ELCTRIC CCUPARY Docket No. 50-171 (CP)

1| AAuditorium,

Germantovin, Piaryland:

C, i Friday, Decamber 1, 1961.

10 !The above-entitled matter came on for prehearing con-

I! ference at 10:20 a. m., pursuant to notice.

12 BEFORE:

13 J. D. BOND, P71iesiding Officer.

14 A PMAIANCE:S

153 3E{EUGCEIE: J. BRADLEY, 1000 Chestnut Street, Philn-

delphia, PennsylvaiYan appearing on behalf of

17 PPiladelphia Electric Company, Applicant.

THOMPIS F. ENGELVIARID, U. S. Atomic Energy Comn.-

S| minssion, Washington, D. C., appearing on behalf

2 01 of the AEC Stnff.
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j P R O CE E D IT G S

EXAM~INiER- BOND: The Prehearing Conference will be

3 in session.

4 l We are convened puruzant to an Order made upon,

| motion and request and by agreement of the parties informally

enppressed as shown by the Order.

It would be appropriate to have stated first foz

s j the record the appearance on behalf of the applicant.

a jI RM. BRADIEY: My vanue is Eugene J. Bradley, 1000

10 Chestnut Street, Philndelphi.a, Pannsylvania, appearing on

behalf of the applicant, Philadelphin Electric Company.

12 E iXAMNT REl BWA: Th3ank you.

13 On behalf of the rvgulato.'Ly staff?

14 | IR. ENGELEARfU: Thomas F. Engelhardt, U. S. Atomic

2D |Energy Commission, Washington, D. C.

7&.| 3EXAMHNER BOND: At this point we will have a :short

17 recess to try to eliminate the hum in the speak~er systems.

(Short recess.)

239I EY-41EXAi1ER BOND: I think v.-e ca3n be heard.

20 The conference wl1l be resusmed.

2 i IThis prehearing conference is for the purpose of

22 | considciring znd developing the procedures and steps that we

23 might t ake in order to riccomplish the purposes which the

2 41 law requires to be fulfilled in the hearing and deciding of

J 1matters of this nature.

i ' '



:I would ask if there is present any person other

than the applicant and the AEC staff, whose appearances

have been noted.;

The absence :og response indicntes there are none.

We will, in this conference and in the hearing,

f 1be on the record at all times encept when, by unanimous con-

7 $ sent, vie Emay leave the record, or possibly, in circumstances

s the like of vihich I have not yet encountered in any proceed-

s ing, it might bo necessary thnt we be ordered to proceed

o off the. record or to leave the record.

Howvever, when wye proceed off the record, either

9 |today or at other times, vie undertake for each of us an

Is |obligation to see that any matters of significance to the

i proceeding which are discussed or decided upon in informal

2i discussions are fully stated on the record. It is only on

I the record that we may look to find what has been said and

7 done in the proceeding.

II In that connection, I would emphasize, for the

information and guidance of the reporter, that a great in-

23 portance attaches to the correctness of the transcript. In

21 order to assist him, I would urge and invite him at any time

t2 to ask for restatements of any, matters which he f:eels that he

23| may not have heard or recorded correctly. Such requests

24| will not be viewed as distractions or interruptions. Instead,

25 they wil be valcomed -



The counsel and thc pa7xties, of courrse, vili Zesist

2 the reporter to thex etent necessary by Opeling unusuzl tech-

, -nical terns or proper names, so as to provide the information

,needed by the reporter.

That : concludes my introductory conments.

r e there prei2m-nary matters 2or comment by counsel?

EMI. EIRiDIXY: Wo, sir.

a 1CR. ENGEIAIRDT: NIo .sir,.

9 AMI--B0 EC O.D: There appeaw to be none.

ic h Is there suggestion from counsel as to how most

effectively we might proceed?

M2 BiR A B1!DLEY: I think perhnps, Mr. Examninaer, ae

d aiighlt first take up the squestion of the contents of a pro-

t,14 poased joint exhibit by the staff and the applicant, to be

U| introduced in the evidentinrv record.

E15| DSA2ITER BROND: Very v e'l . Is there comment from

I! sta2ff coUDEe or. I'Mat?

n 1! LE. ENG.ELMEDT: Yssr.

9 I have hero before we the proposed Joint Er~hibit A

for this proceeding, ,which the sta.aff and t.he applicant have

~i ! agreed uponl. It contains the pertinernt dccuments to be in-

2 2 cluded in the decisional record of this proceeding.

23 I shall nao provide the reporter and yourself with

a copy of this proposed Joint Exhibit.

26 EXAMUTIM -BMO.1D: The record show tiat the copy
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I that has been provided consists of two pages, upon which

2 are listed 15 items, just by title and date. I understcand,

from vjhat has been said, that it is contemplated that the

4 documents there indexed are those which the parties be2 is yve

s I should appropriately comprise Joint Ex:hibit A.

6 SIs that correct?

71 IAMR. ENGELHARDT: That Is correct.

8 UR. BRADLEY: That is co-rect, sir.

EXAMINER BOND: Thanxk you.

tO Is it contemplated that copies of these documents,

ti I rather than just an index of them, will be supplied at the

12| hearing?

11R. ENGELHARDT: It is the intention of the staff

to provide copies of all the documents on this index at the

*5 hearing, and _n addition, we will provide to the office of

16 the Hearing Examiner an advance copy, which will be avail-

|i able Monday of this coming ueelh.

KEXMINER BOND: These are documents uhich are al-

O ||ready on file with the Commission; is that correct?

$O i IMR. ENGELHARDT: That is correct.

2 1 jEXAMINER BOND: So that all of them are now avail-

UP able in the Office of the Secretary and in the Public Document

C3 | Room; is that correct?

.MR. ENGELHARDT: That is correct.

23 I1 B}LM. BRADLEY: May I ask;, sir, if counsel intends
1iII1
21



- ; 6

.-to furnish a copy o'f the en:hibit, as prepared, to counsel

2 1 for the applicant?

3 t MR. ENGELHARDT: Such a copy can be furnished,

4 , yes.

MR. BRADLEY: Thanl; you.

6 EXAMINER BOHiD: I construe your ansver to be that

7| we will be so furnished.

TMR. E1NTGELHARIDT: Yes.

EXAMINER BOND: is it appropriate that at this

point in the record the document which has now been dis-

tributed be copied? Is that desirable, Mr. Engelhnrdt?

BMR. ENGEL&ARDT: Are you referring to its being

copied into the record?

t I EXAEIMNER BOND: Yes.

TAR. EIHTGLHAR7C: It is agraeable vith tlhe staff

for that to be done.

rAR. BRADLEY: I see no objection, Your Honor.

EXAMINER BOND: Voryv well. At this point the re-

porter will copy into the transcript the document which has

20 §been distributed; thus it Will be a part of the record,

21 not bearing any other identification than this statement

22 which precedes it. This is an inden of rwhat vill. be the

23 |proposed Joint Exhibit A.

24 | "UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

2= | "ATOMIC EMRGY COIAISSMON
: I :

!I -
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"I1N THE, MATTER OF 3
) DOCKET PO. 50-I'

"PHILADELPHIA ELECTRIC CO11PANY )

"PROPOSED JOINT XflIxIB TT A

"It is proposed that the following docurents cohi-

staff's and applicant's Joint ENhibit A iE this.

71 (CM

prise the

proceedinE

ITEM NO.

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

g.

Advisory Committee on Reactor Safegguards

Letter

Application of Philadcleiphia Electric

Company for Construction Permit and

Class 104 License

Atomic Energy COmLmiSsion Letter from

Eber R. Price to Vincent P. EcDavitt,

Philadelphia Electric Company

Applicant's letter from Vincent P.

McDavitt to Ebar R. Price, AEC

Ariendment No. 1 to applicsticn

Advisory Committee on Reactor Safe-

guards Letter

Atonic Energy Commission Letter from

Robert Lowenstein to L. R. Gatty,

Philadelphia Electric Company

Amendment No. 2 to application

DATE

Br 14,2 196(

July 25, 196(

Sep. 9, 2962

Sep. 14, 1900

Sep.

De c.

27,

10,

1960

1965

Apr. 10, 1961

Aug. 7, 1961
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2

13

27

20

22

24i

I'S-,

ITEIM NO. DATE

9. Atomic Energy Commission Letter from Oct. 5, 19G1

E. G. Cass to E. F. Gilheson, Phila-

delphia Electric Company

10. Amendment No. 3 to application Oct. 17, 196

11. Advisory Committee on Reactor Safeguards Nov. 1, 1961

Letter

12. Notice of Hearing Nov. 8, 1961

13. Assignment of Proceeding Nov. 17, 196

14. Applicant's Answer and Motion for Pre- Nov. 27, 196

hearing Conference

15. Order Setting Prehlearing Conference Nov. 29, 196

EXAMIlNR BOND: Of course, the decisional record

will include the transcript 6f today's proceedings and of

further proceedings and also such other pleadings, documents,

and orders as mwy be filed during the course of the proceeding.

Is that understood?

MR. ENGIE.LUARDT: Yes, sir.

M1R. BRADLEY: Yes, sir.

EXAMINER BOND: That matter seems to have been

taken care of; I assume, through infolmal conferences between

the parties, and the steps they have thus taken are approved,

and counsel are to be commended gor engaging in informal

conferences so as to develop matters of this nature for the

record.

il
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Are there other matters which have been so dis-

2 |cussed which appropriately might nov be stated for the

3 -record?

4 BMR. BRADLEY: I might suggest, Your Honor, on the

5 question of the time for the exchange of exhibits between

6 staff counsel and counsel for "he applicant, I believe that

7, staff counsel and I both feel that a proper time for the

exchange of exhibits would be about five days, five working

days, before the time scheduled for the hearing, which would

ncome to December the l1th; the public hearing being scheduled

on December 16, the exchange of the testimony by December the

12 11th viill I think give ample time for the parties to study

13 the respective testimony.

gs EXAMIINER BOND: Do you concur, Pir. Engelhardt?

15 lIR. ENGELHiARDT: I concur; yes, sir.

is EXAMINER BOND: I believe it perhaps should be

17 shown in a little more detail on the record that which T

is infer from vhat has been said.

2o IIs it contemplated that the evidence rwill consist of

20 | prepared written testimony with exhibits?

2111 IxR. BRADLEY: Our present intention is to sumit

c? | the testimony in prepared narrative form, and there vill be,

23 Ii in connection with the testimony, approximately 20 exhibits.

2d |These eahibits Vill consist of exhibits relating to the site,

such as general maps showing the geaner.al area and the local

!Ii
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I :site area, and they will also include exhibits showing details

2 j of various parts of the reactor system.

3 Those in general are the type of exhibits we would

| propose to offer.

5 1 EXA!INER BOND: Very viell. May I suggest that if

it is accept"abie, the exhibits be numbered on behalf of the

7 applicantt consecutively, beginning wiith Exhibit NIo. 1, and

B such exhibit numbers appropriately may be expended for iden-

9i tifying testimony of witnesses in 3ddition to the documentary

to exhibits.

e ibits Is that acceptable?

.MR. BRADLEY: Your Honor, this brings up the question

T3 of the method of handling the testimony at the hearing. I

i4 myself have a personal preference. Rather than have the

5 I testimony marked as exhibits, as distinguished from the actual

fi3 |exhibits, it would be my personal preference to have the tes-

iU timony transcribed in the transcript, so that vie have the en-

is| tire testimony in one single documentary form, including

S9 I possible cross examination, instead of having them split up

20 in various sections of the ev'identiary record.

EIMI1AER BOND: That enprossion is informative and

221 presents a matter vwlhch I believe vie should consider.

3 jBefore airing my mild prejudices on the subject,

2 I -wvill ask if there is comment from staff counsel.

fi {1Mr- Pran-ellirdt-?.__ . _;, -Iv



MR. ENGELHARDT: The staff has no objection to this

proposed method of handling the narrative testimony. The

two methods have been used inSthe past, the method just sug-

4 gest-ed, and the method used in previous hearings, of intro-

s ducing the, prepared testimony as exhibits, and thereby eliminat.

ing the need for transcribing the narrative testimony into

| the transcript of the hearing.

e |, I don't believe at this juncture that the staff

9| has any particular preference. We might lean 1in the direction;

o personally, that iss of having a complete record in the trans-

1 icript.

EXAMINER BOND: Thank you.

i l! We have, as has been stated. used both of the men-
I,

14| tioned methods. We also in some proceedings have gone even

I, further and have had the testimony read. from. the transcript

sG into the record at the hearings. I gatlher from the statements

17 that it is not contemplated that this third method at all be

l e employed.

D jj Off course, vie recognize that the cross examination

20 will be oral examination of the sponsoring witnesses.

Ad !MR. BRADLEY: As to whether the testimony would

22 I be incorporated into the record as though read, or actually

read, I would bow to Your Honor's wishes on that.

4 i EXAMINER BOND: These are the factors which in my

25i view vwarrant some consideration0 Before I address myself to



1'

12

I that, I think I should state for the record what I believe

2 is our common understanding, that it is contemplated that

3 there will be a prior notification to all parties and to

the public of the proposed testimony and the proposed exhibits,

5 this to be accomplished by a filing with the Office of the

a Secretary of the notification copies on December l1th, on or

7 before tha t date.

8 I Likewise, I assume it is contemplated that at the

hearing there vill be available in the hearing room on the

to press table a supply of copies of the proposed testimony and

k exhibits, such a supply to be at least 10 in number, so that

M_ the members of the press and the public may have them avail-

X3X able.

That type of procedure has been employed. It has,

so far as I Iknow., engendered no complaints or repercussions.

ft;It has saved much time and effort.

17 Nov:, getting specifically to the question of:

How .vill the prepared testimony be handled?" I recognize that

it is a latter of great convenience to have all of the tes-

20 timony bound into the transcript volume. The ease of handling

i i and the facility of reference to particular portions are

22 I factors that favor that approach.

23 There are two considerations of a negative nature.

24. |One, which may or may not be of great importance, is the cost

25 of the transcript, which, by copying the testimony into the
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i record, is substantially increased, particularly where

2j expedited delivery of copies is ordered by participants, in-

3 cluding the Commission. .laybe that is relatively insignificant

4 Of more significance, at least from the standpoint

5 rof the vwork of the Office of Hearing Examiners, is the prob-

| lem of compounded errors, human errors that inevitably occur,

7 even in the process of transcribing f2rom one document, that

S 1is, the prepared testimony, into the transcript. Those errors

do occur, and sometimes in relatively large numbers. When

they do occur, they impose upon counsel for the participants

ct 1an obligation to see that the transcript record is corrected

j and file motions and requests to that effect.

?3 || Likewise, there devolves upon this Office of Hear-

i4 |ing Examiners an obligation to weigh and consider and rule

upon those and to issue the proper order on such motions.

is Mly somewhat limited experience in the past suggests that that

17 ;problem is of some proportions.

1i Are there further corments. or reasons that might

19 be advanced in support of the proposition that the testinoty.

29 1 which has been previously prepared and previously notified

should be copied into the transcript, Ur. Bradley?

MR. BRADLEY: No, sir, I think I have stated v7hat

my personal thoughts on the matter are. I think perhaps

&I4 since the testimony is being prepared and oill be available,

25 1 perhaps we might not have to consider the actual disposition
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1 of them at this time, but perhaps staff counsel and I can

2get together prior to the hearing and determ~ine t~he bc-st

3 ay to work it out.

4In anyleviht, the actua. handling of the matter

at the hearing should not take more than a few minutes dis-

cussion.

EXAMINER BO11D: I understand your comment to be novw

to suggest that the matter might well be left where it is.,

e tsubject to further discussion or conference between counsel,

i0 and for resolution at the commnencement of the hearing.

MR. BRADLEY: Yes, sir.

12 XAMAIHER BO-ND: Is that satisfactory, Mr. Engolhardt?

13 MR. ENGELHARDT: That is satisfactory, yes, sir.

EXAMINER BOND: Then T shall so leave it, and at

the commencement of the hearing, we uill then determine and

I state for the record how the presentation is to be accoriplished.

iMR. BRADLEY: Would it be the E:;aminer's under-

.g standing: that if we used the method of having the prepared

testimony put into the record as an exhibit, the prepared

20 testimony of each wzitness would be given an exhibit number,

2* beginning with 1? And then .-hat would be Your Honor's thoughts

22 on hovw the individual exhibits associated with each of the

sets of prepared testimony vwould be numbered, seriatim follow-

Z41 |ing that, or by letters?

!1 I EXAMINER BOND: Seriatim following that might be

N
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mechanically the most feasible; so that conceivably your

2 first ;witness would offer his testimony as Exhibit 1, and

coupled with that testimony viould be certaindocuments, which

4 would be Exhibits 2 through 7, for example, and the second

witness would be No. 8, and so forth. There is a continuity

| thus established, which, in rworking with the record, gives

7 a frame of reference, as it vere.

31 Those are just expressions of views. The mechanics

f of it will be left to counsel.

1o Staff testimony and exhibits desirably might be

11 numbered 101 and following, if the numbering of testimony

12 as exhibits procedure is to be followed.

as If there should arise a request or suggestion that

1A4i the testimony of the witnesses ought to be given verbally

Is!| from the stand, then consideration will be given to such

to request and to such circumstances as may be relevant to the

17 granting or denying of that request.

ILI I make that statement by way of notification to

ts| counsel who are present as swell as notification to any who

20 may read this transcript.

I am aware that the Commission has received some

22E recent communications indicating a desire on the part of some

23 1 individuals to appear at the hearing, perhaps to make state-

24 ments. The parties of course likewise are aware of those

:;5 possibilities. Conceivably there could arise circumstances
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1 in lwhich it might be proper and desirable to present the evi-

2 dence in full orally at the hearing.

To go back for a moment, I would ask if there is

41 concurrence by counsel in the perhaps indirectly stated

5 1proposition that all proposed evidence to be offered by each

G ||party will be notified by filing three copies thereof with

? the Office of the Secretary and by serving n copy thereof

8 on the other parties to the proceeding on or before Monday,

Ii December lth.

0 j3Is that agreed?

1|R. BRADLEY: Yes, sir.

p MR. ENGELIMARDT: That is agreed.

13d |EXAMINER BOND: Very well. The Secretary, on re-

4 lcei.pt of those three copies, will, 1 believe, place one copy

in his off.icial files, will place a copy in the public docu-

16 meont room, and will deliver a copy to the Office of Hearing

17 EExaminers.

is it agreed that copies of the proposed evidence,

19 at least 10 of each documentl, Ill be available for the use

20 of the press and the public at the time of the hearing?

P IllR. BRADLEY: Yes, sir. We vili have sufficient

;22I copies available at the hearing for appropriate use.

231 tAR. ENGEL!IARDT: The staff` vill also have avail-

24 able at least 10 copies for use at the public hearing.

23, YEXAMIIER BOND: Than tk you.
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i believe wve might give some special attention

2 1' in connection vith those agreements to the proposed joint

staff exhibit, the proposed Joint Exhibit A. It is not con-

|tc-mplated that 10 copies of that exhibit will be available

s | to the public, is it, Mr'. Engelhardct?

MR. ENGELHARDT: Ho, sirr it is not contemplated

thab there will be that many available. I think vie can have

8 available here in the auditorium two or three complete sets.

9 additional sets, of Joint Exhibit A, for the use of interested

10 individuals, while attending the public hearing. However, ve

11 do not have a sufficient nunmbar of documents comprising this

12 Joint Exhibit A to prepare more than a total of six. or seven.

13 EXAMINER BOND: That is a reasonable condition

!4 that should be expressed here. One basis for making the

is exception there, of course, is that, as earlier stated, all

l of these documents are, and most of them for some time have

17 been, on file and available to thepublic in the Commission's

la |public records. They will continue to be so available.

1i Of the new material 1 copies in required abundance

23 will be available pursuant to this agreement.

21 Are there other coimmreints upon this matter of the

221 how of preparation and presentation of evidence?

23 MR. BRADLEY: No, s5r, I have none.

2t || E;XANBMER BOND: Are there other matters which have

2 II been discussed between counsel wihich might usefully be stated



1j now?

2! 1R. BRADLEY: I b31ieve that concludes the thoughts

3 Z I had in mind, Your Honor.

4 EXAMII1ER BOND: 11r. Engelhardt?

5 1IR. ENGELHAEDT: May T inquire of Mr. Bradley as

6 to whether he would at this time propose to discuss any methods

7 that he would suggest regarding the methods of filing proposed

8 i findings and conclusions of lav or setting any tentative

9 1 dates for filing of such document?

jO' MR. BRADLEY: I suppose we could discuss that at

fi | this time, specifically the question of the time for filing

P. j the proposed findings.

3 Depending upon how the testimony is handled at the

14 ' hearing, there may be a need for an intervening submission

i5 of proposed changes to the transcript. If that werz to be-

come necessary, T should think that the applicant could have

17 its proposed changes to the transcript on file at about

1 I December the 20th, and £ would further suggest that perhaps

Is the applicant's proposed findings could be submitted by

20 about January 4th.

21 1 think both staff counsel and I feel that we

22 should not overlook the possibility of the submission of

23 joint findings, if this appears to be feasible. If that

24. *does not appear to be feasible, I would suggest those dates

I previously mentioned for the submission of the proposed
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f ilndingas.

fi g dR ENGELHARDT: The staOf I feel would find the

proposed date of December 28th for the sublnission of correc-

il tions to the transcript satisfactory; and il it is decided

to SUbITit separately proposed findings and conclusions, I
ii

i " xwould propose that the date --

7! Well, unfortunately, I don3tt have a calendar that

is going to run that far, but if counsel for the applicrant

{ 1could assist me:

Could you give me the date of the Thursday follow-

ing the date that you propose to submit your proposed findings?

jR. Bl3ADIY: Januarqy Ist is on a Monday. I think

;3 *, suggested the 4th for the applicant's proposed findings.

The 4th would be a Thursday, so I take it the next Thursday

6l v'ould be the 11th.

I [I am doing this in the absence of a calendar in

f2ront of me.

'- !R. E 1GELXARDT: Yes. And the staff viould be pre-

i pared by January l1th, 1962, to provide its proposed findings

. jand conclusions.

21 0|EXAMIIER BOND: Theoe projected dates are suggested

22 '.on an assumption, I suppose, that the hearing Nvill be con-

23 pleted on December 18th or 19th.

2|i MR. BRADLEY: I understand that these suggested

. dates are merely tentative, and one can't really tell and

I'
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cowmit oneself until the close of the hearing.

2 1 suppose more properly the question of the sub-

3 mission of suggested corrections to the transcript and pro-

41 posed findings should-more properly await the close of the

5 hearing. But these were just suggestions Ye were contemplat-

ing at the present time. I think. it should be nailed down

more definitely at the time the record closes, wvhen vwe have

a better view of the situation.

EXAMJTINER BON1D: I agree with those observations

and approve the suggestion that vwe look upon these suggested

|times as tentative dates. They will be made firm and final,

12' or such other dates as may be selected will be made firm and
ii

i sI final, near the conclusion of the hearing itself. in ,he

S; meantime, vie can have these dates in mind as target objectives,

jas it were.

On the question of possible proposed joint filings,

7 I have not very much comment. I would say that usually it

is is helpful to have in the pleadings, whether individually

9 submitted or jointly submitted, a presentation of all of the

p.| proposed findings upon all material facts of significance

21 to the issues and the matters to be decided, and the con-

22 | clusions and the proposed order or disposition that should

23 j be made, if that document is to be presented on behalf of the

1 applicant, who in this proceeding has the burden. Then a

reasonable time for reply by the staff is found frequently
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j lshelpful.

?a In such a reply pleading, the staff can, and usually

does, to the eltent that it disagrees with the applicant's

4 proposals, points out alternative findings or conclusions

5 or changes in those that have been suggested.

It is my impression here, from what has been said,

| that counsel for the parties would like to discuss thats

S matter further and to arrive at some proposed procedure to

3 |be advanced at the hearing.

to Is that correct?

1 d MR. BRADLEY: Yes, I think vie just want to keep

a |I in mind the possibility of attempting to file joint findings.

13 MI R. ENGELHARDT: That is Correct. This is the

iA j extent of our discussions, and the possibility of such a

t |: proposed joint finding is to be considered and will be, I

16 u should say, agreed upon at a later date and proposed at the

17 hearing itself.: U EXAYIXNER BOND: Very vell1. That miethod of pro-

cedure appears to be the one most feasible, and we will under-

<o II take to attach no more finality to it than has been indicated.

ti IHow many witnesses does the applicant anticipate,

22 off-hand?

G lMR. BRADLEY: I would anticipate, Mr. Examiner,

2_ ri approm;imately six or seven, at this moment.

C-5 klEXAMINER BOND: On behalf of the staff?
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testimonyMR. ENGELHARDT: The staff proposes to offer the

2 testimony of tvo witnesses, a Mr. Charles Lovejoy of the

3 1 Divsion-of Finance, and Dr. Martin BiLes of the Division

4 of Licensing and Regulation. These two will comprise the

54 staff witnesses at the public hearing.

6 EXMAMINER BOND: of course, I believe it has been

7 said that all witnesses viill be present, available, and will

8 | be sworn. Ve will identify such exhibits as they tany offer,

9 | including their testimony, if that is to be so treated; and

10 the witnesses vwill be available for cross examination by

opposing counsel or by others whose interests way warrant

7| their participation in the proceeding.

a Are there questions or comments on thait?

! 1MR. BRADLEY: No, sir.

|MR. ENGELIHARDT: No, sir.

EXAMINER BOND: Are there other matters appropriate

U7 for consideration at this tWie?

isI MR. ENGELHARDT: The staff has no appropriate

9 I matters.

20 MR. BRADLEY: I have none. Your Honor.

21 EXAMIKER BOND: There being none, the purposes of

22 the conference therefore appear to have been accomplished

23 within the arens indicated by the record.

24! The agreements and determinations that have been

25 lstated are approved. The participants in the hearing proceedini
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I will be governed thereby.

2 The convening of this hearing has been notified by

published notice. That is to take place in this auditorium

at 10:00 o'clock a. m., on Monday, December 18th, 1961.

5 Until that tine and place, the furether proceeding

herein now is adjourned.

(Whereupon, at 11:10 a. m., the prehearing con-

a }Bference was adjourned.)
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