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being considered, basically the same money would be ¢pent in a year
or two in any event, and in addition, by implementing the discharge
plan even before the regulations were passed, any conceivable difficulties
in the areas where a number of our employees resided could be eliminated.
You are probably aware that New Mexico has adopted groundwater
discharge plan requirements along the lines contemplated, which we
might mention are very different, in both purpose and substance, from
the EPA program,
I think you will find that voth United Nuclear-Homestake Partners
and the New Mexico EIA felt this was a very helpful approach. Undoubtedly,
some will wish to infer guilt from cooperation.

Sincerely yours,
UNITED NUCLEAR-HOMESTAKE PARTNERS
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