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Re: In the Matter of Private Fuel Storage, LLC Docket 72-22

Dear Mr. Julian;

On May 2, 2003, the State filed Jint Repon on Haning Pq aryIrformution D nrg OralA tgunt
and Stae's RqustforPseratia to CornxEaierin tDay. Because the words "DRA FTFOR
DISCUSSION PURPOSES" were inadvertently not deleted on the first page of this document, the
State is filing today a corrected first page.

Enclosed are the original and two copies of the corrected first page.

Thank you.

mncerly

me h
Assistant,

Enclosure: as stated
cc: PFS Docket 72-22-ISFSI Service List, with enclosure
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

BEFORE THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND ICENSING BOARD

In the Matter of: ) Docket No. 72-22-ISFSI

PRIVATE FUEL STORAGE, LLC ) ASLBP No. 97-732-02-ISFSI
(Independent Spent Fuel )
Storage Installation) ) May2, 2003

JOINT REPORT ON HANDLING PROPRIETARY INFORMATION
DURING ORAL ARGUMENT AND STATE'S REQUEST FOR
PRESENTATIONS TO COMMENCE EARLIER IN THE DAY

As requested in the Board's Order of April 29, 2003, the parties file this Joint Report

setting out their positions on handling proprietary information during oral argument on the

Applicant's Motion for Reconsideration, set for May 29 in Rockville, Maryland.

State's Position

A Proprietary Information

To the extent that an open session does not compromise the State's presentation,

the State will endeavor to structure its presentation such that it does not verbally refer to

PFS-claimed proprietary information. The State notes that the scope of oral argument is not

a hearing on the merits of the collateral matters but is intended, in part, to address the

process bywhich the parties substantive views on collateral matters should be addressed.

The State's need to refer to proprietary information depends, in part, upon the

substance of PFS's replyto the State's Response to PFS's Motion for Reconsideration (due

May 2). Until the State has reviewed that document, it is not in a position to fully evaluate


