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This is to report on the successful resolution of certain ciscovery-related
disputes between the Staff, Applicant, and Joint Intervenors, as well as to
alert the doard to one scheduling satter which could not be successfully
rescived by negotiations.

As to tne successfully resolved matters, I am pleased to report the following

for consideration by the board:

l. In consigeration of counsel for Joint Intervenors' representation that
(a) Joint Intervenors shall call no witnesses in this proceeding, and
that (b) cross~examination of witnesses sponsored by tne other parties
will be conducted sulely by Joint Intervenors' counsel (with no assis-
tance at the cearing from any erperts or consultants), the Staff and
Applicant -ave agreed not to pursue both the deposition of Kay Lrey or
their respective motions to compel Joint Intervenors to disclose the
names of those jersons naving first-nand knowledge of their contentions
or those persons with whom Joint Intervenors may have consulted with

respect to this proceeding.

Zo  Since no location for the hearing on construction defects contentions
has been previously designated by the board, the Staff, Applicant, and
Joint Intervencrs recomend that the location for such a nearing be in
the wetropolitan 5t. Louis area. It is, however, recognized that ary

. T - :
Or(vff’Q_, aloqlwsrae e ] .................. ! 1' MANEEE ARALFIREEONY ! AAAAA [P ICER y e {os B & es s savine
sumianch  PDR ADOCK 05683%3 ..................... b s it gt RN L i ...................
ouEN G . PDR i |
“—___.-—'—.”-“_lAiv_— .............. lL SEERRE WSRO --—__::'—.— '_,__ .............. i ..- ....... — ...... j_ ...........

NRC FORM 318 (10 a;_uun'un;k "y 7 o—|1 RCRP CPy



other party way file with tne doarcu 1ts preference for a different gyeo-
graphical location. It is suggested Lhat any such filing be recetved .
September <3, 1981,

3. As determined Ly the presiding board, and pursuant to the provis.c..s of
10 CoF R, § 24754, it is also reconmended that a final prenhearing con-
ference with respect to the hearing on construction defects contentions
also be held in wetropolitan St. Louts, iMissourti prior to stac-. of hearing.

Complete agreement was not reached with respect to s heduling matters, althougn
agreenent was reached with respecy to a few schedu) .ag itens, sudject to
approval Ly the board. Inasmuch as the present scnedule does not provide a
specific tine for the filing of surmary disposition motions, 1t was agreed,
subject to approval by the Goard .5 follows:

vate

U9/24/61 Late for filing motions for summary disposition on
Joint Intervenors' construction defects contentions

11/04/061 Date for filing of direct testimony on construction

gefects contentions and filing copies of all proposed
exhibits with respect to such contentions to ove used
by easch party in its case-in-caief on the Li ensing
board and parties participating in tnis espect of

the proceeding.

Tne onic area of disagrecient was the recomwended date for the start of the
heariv, on construction defects contentions. In order to afford the parties

an opportunity to file, and the board to rule upon, sumuary disposition natters,
as well as to accunrodate certain scheduling conflicts including such conflicts
of this SYoard due to other proceedings, the Applicant anc Staff have proposed
that tne hearing on construction gefects contentions commence on November 17,
190l. It nas oeen ayreed by the Staff, Applicant, and Joint Intervenors that
on the date the hearing commences, Applicant's case-in-chief on construction
defects contentions will oe presented first. After completion of Appliclant’'s
entire case-in-chief on construction defects contentions, the Statf would
present its case-in-chief on construction gefects contentions. Finally, by
that date, i.e., tne first day of the nearing, each party shall also cesignate
the documents to be used by it in cross-examination. However, Joint Intervenors
have now advised the Staff and Applicant that they will not be in a position

to 4o to hearing on the construction defects contentions until "Uecember 1,
1961 at the earliest.” The Staff has been informed that this request for an
extension stems in part frow a lack of ample time to prepaice fos hearing in
lignt of the agreed upon ichedule, as well as other commitients. HRather than
represent in any detail Joint Intervenors' request for an extension of the
hearing date until December, the undersigned Staff counsel has requested
counsel for Joint intervenors to outliane nis position to the board separately
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