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ARIZONA PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY, ET AL,

(Palo Verde Nuclear Generating Station,
Units 1, 2 and 3 Operating License

Proceeding) November 3, 1981
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MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

A telephone conference initiated by the Chairman was held on October 29, 1981,
among the parties to the above-captioned proceeding. Those conferring were
Messrs. Arthur C. Gehr, representing the Joint Applicants, Henry J. McGurren,
representing the KRC Staff, Rand L. Greenfié1d, representing the Attorney
General of the State of New Mexico, Ms. Patricia Lee Hourihan, Intervenor,
and Judge Lazo, Chairman of the Board.

The primary purpose of the telephone conference was to establish a date
for a prehearing conference as reqguested by the Joint Applicants in a pleading
filed October 1, 1981, and, additionally, to discuss respcnces b, the Intervenor
to the several motions outstanding filed by the Joii." Applicants and NRC Staff.

It was established that November 18, 1981, would be acceptable to all
parties as a date to hold a prehearing conference as requested by Joint

Applicants. In this connection, counsel for Joint Applicanis inquired if the
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Board would desire to visit the Palo Verde plant site at the time of the
prehearing conference and, if so, asked that advance notice be given to permit
appropriate arrangements to be made to permit the Board, counsel for the
parties and the Intervenor to visit the Palc Verde site as a group.

In response to the Chairman's inquiry of Intervenor's intentions

regarding the Board's Memorandum and Order dated August 31, 1981, directing
Intervenor to respond to interrogatories relating to Contention No. 8, and the
Joint Applicants' motion to dismiss such contention for failure to respond to
such interrogatories, the Intervenor advised the parties and the Board that
she was "dropping" Contention No. 8.

The Chairman also inquired of the Intervenor's intentions with respect
to the motions filed by the Joint Applicants and the "«C Staff to compel
Intervenor to answer their respective second sets of interrogatories and the
Joint Applicants' motion to designate a time for answering tﬁeir request for
admissions. After some discussion, Intervenor agreed to file answers to such
second sets of interrogatories and request for admissions on November 13, 1981.

The Chairman alsc reported that Intervenor had avised /im by telephone
on September 23, 1981 that she had responded to the Board's Memorandum and
Order dated August 31, 1981, respecting her participation in this proceeding
by sending Mailgrams dated September 11, 1981 addressed to the Secretary of
the Commission and tu the Chairman. The Chairman further advised that since
neither Mailgram had been received by its addressee, he had requested the
Intervenor to confirm in writing the fact that she has sent the Mailgrams,
which she did on October 19, 1981 by mailing copies of such Mailgrams to the

Chairman who received them on October 23, 1981. The Chairman also stated that
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2. That Intervenor shall file responses to the Joint Applicants' and
NRC Staff's respective second sets of interrogatories and Joint Applicants’
request for admissions not later than November 13, 1981.

3. That the Attornev General for the State of New Mexico is granted
leave to respond on or before November 13, 1981, to the Joint Applicants'
answer and the NRC Staff's response to the Attorney General's Motion to

Participate as an Interested Agency of the State of New Mexico.
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