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interfare with his ti

amend coatenticns (as vermistad and encourasedl by a recent Bozrd
Crder and are o0:17 sessndzrily iavelvzd with iaforaatioa sa2theriag.

Ap~licant's iuterogatories are a32relr suestias azsut the
wordizns of coazentions accenxted Hr the Loard and not at issue
Jor a2 3necial ~re-heariizs coiference tto be helld 3con. These
interozascories cou.i have been sudnitted loaz atc, as zan be
se2n froa the table hHelow:
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reeody of < olicant's “usstions, without statiag
Apolicant «-uld thus send a »rivate Iatervenor fhrouth a
secretarial exercise!

Applicant ca:not »e heard to say in reply that sranting
Intarvenor's motions will delay »nroseedings. The fault for
the slowness o the praceedinzs to date nust lie in part
with Apoplicant's insisting that only new evidence be accept:
for interventisn back in 1977. Thais Iatervenor responded
0 tha Board Oxder following ALA3=3535 with comtentions that

r:asons.

in 7 cases wers acce>ted H7y .ioslicant and Board. Thus, this

Intervemor had dsmonstrated skild in detecting issues which

should e part of the LCXGQ record, and his other conteatiosn

should not be lost to :ub;lc re-ra3e
up wvith discovery that can easily be accomdlisked following
the s-ecial p»re-hearizc zoaference.

At the heart of any construction
he contantions of the parties., I
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h2 be excused from znswering iaterazotsries he.has szowd

to be unneccesary at tais time, in order to contribute nore
successfully to the heart of the matter before us., T:e
aotion, then, is to postoone discovery from Appli~ant %o
Intervenor, John F. Joherty, uatil after t2e 3pecia
aearii_ conlerence.
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