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Attention: Docketing and Service Branch | .

Re: Proposed Amendments to Rules of Practice . ‘NE}__,"
Dear S3Sirs:

As a representative of Intervenors in the matter of
Union Electric Company (Callaway Plant, fnit 1) Docket Yo.
ST™ 50-483 OL I strongly obiect to the proposed amendments
aimed at streamlining the licensing proceedings.

My primary objection is to the elimination of formal
discovery against the staff. Leaving it up to the staff to
provide discoverable information at the hearing Dy cross examin-
ation of staff witnessss would greatly hinder the discovery process
and would greatly expand the length of the hearing. If discovery
cannot be conducted orior to the hearing all counsel will Dde
unpreparad for the hearing itself. Moreover, to leave discovery
to the hearing would preclude £ollow=-up discovery and could resulx
in a tremendous waste of the licensing board members' time.

I also cbject to the proposed schedule, particularly the
twenty-£five day discovery period and time for filing revised
contentions. Twenty-five days is far too short a time to allow
meaningful discovery and would effectively limit parties to a
single set of discovery requests. In addition, absolutely no time
is allowed after the end of the discovery period for the
preparation of revised contentions. Under the orovosed schedule
revised contentions must be filed immediately upon the end
of the discovery period.

Sincerely,
CHACKES AND HOARE

L/‘Snm

Kenneth M. Chackes
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