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MOTION TO REQUIRE INTERVENORS
TO FILE OFFERS OF PROOF

Pursuant to the Commission's rules of practice, 10
C.F.R. § 2.730, Applicant Commonwealth Edison Company
("Applicant" or "Edison") hereby requests the Atomic Safety and
Licensing Board ("Licensing Board") to order Intervenors
Bridget Little Rorem, et al. ("Intervenors") to identify in
writing facts and conclusions which Intervenors intend to prove
in the hearing as part of their affirmative case which are
neither the subject of Intervenor sponsored direct testimony
nor confined to cross examination within the scope of other
parties' direct testimony. Specifically, Edison asks that the
Licensing Board require Intervenors to file written offers of
proof describing expected testimony from witnesses Intervenors
consider adverse, i.e., witnesses not preparing written direct
testimony for Intervenors, whether such testimony comes in the

form of oral direct testimony from a witness not sponsored by
























interrogation of such witnesses is a charade, a fond hoping
that "something will turn up." Similarly, given the massive
amount of documents that have been produced by Applicant and
Staf{, pre-notification of the documents on which Intervenors
intend to rely is appropriate. Mandatory offers of proof and
identification of exhibits which are part of Intervenors'
affirmative case will "expedite the hearing process," "focus
[testimony] on that which is really significant and material,"”

and prevent "trial by surprise."

Conclusion

If Intervenors intend to use witnesses to present
parts of their direct case in circumstances in which prepara-
tion of written direct testimony is infeasible, they should
inform the others parties of the subject matter of such
testimony by a proffer of testimony, preferably in the form of
a written offer of proof. Similarly, if documents not
identified in direct testimony are to be used, they should be
formally identified prior to use. Such offers of proof and
identification of documents should be timely enough to give
adequate lead time to Applicant and Staff to prepare testimony
to meet the issues raised therein. Accordingly, for all of the
reasons stated herein, Applicant respectfully requests the
Licensing Board to issue an order requiring offers of proof for

all witnesses Intervencrs intend to use to present evidence not



covered by their own written direct testimony and which will

likely be beyond the scope of Applicant's or Staff's direct
testimony and to identify documents which they expect to

introduce as part of their direct case.

Respectfully submitted,
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