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AFFIDAVIT

CITY OF NEW YORK )
) SS:

STATE OF NEW YORK )

Joe D. Pace, being first duly sworn, deposes and says
as follows:

That he is a Vice President of National Economic
Research Associates, Incorporated, economic consultants to
Wald, Harkrader & Ross in antitrust proceedings before the
Atomic Energy Commission involving the Midland Units of the
Consumers Power Company;

That the attached statement is true and accurate,
to the best of his knowledge, information and belief.
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Subscribed and sworn to before me
this 12th day of October, 1973. j

l

ie

h L

Notary Public ,

ELEANCR FORT 5HIG l
NOTARY PUBLIC. $4te ot New' Ywk 1

No. 318974420
Qual.fied in New York County

Comission Exo'res March 30, 1974
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October 12, 1973

STATEMENT OF
JOE D. PACE

On or about August 21, 1973, Washington counsel for
Consumers Power Company advised me that Board Chairman Garfinkel
had granted Consumers permission to discuss the Daverman sub-
poena with Mr. Daverman directly. Counsel instructed me to call
Mr. Daverman and to review the subpoena with him on an item-by-
item basis so as to seek to alleviate his burden in responding
to it.

I talked with Mr. Daverman on August 22, 1973. He
opened the conversation with a passing reference to the effect
that, as written, the subpoena was so burdensome that if
Consumers wanted to see such masses of material it should send
its representative to Daverman's offices. I replied that the
purpose of my call was to discuss the subpoena on an item-by-
item basis so as to eliminate, to the extent possible, Daverman's
concern about burden.

During the course of discussion about the various items,
Mr. Daverman agreed to produce expeditiously a list of studies
his office had made and to provide us with those studies which
we wished to see on the list. After we completed our item-by-
item review, Daverman agreed to respond to the subpoena, as
modified. Mr. Daverman also indicated that he then understood
the scope of the subpoena to be considerably reduced from his
initial understanding and he no longer complained that the sub-
poena was unduly burdensome. At no time did he suggest that
many manhours would be necessary to complete the response or
that he expected Consumers to compensate him for his time.

Thus, Mr. Daverman abandoned his proposal that
Consumers visit his offices and agreed to comply with the modi-
fied subpoena, subject to consultation with his attorney.
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