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CERTIFICATION OF NEGOTIATIONS

Wells Eddleman hereby affirms that he has made the following

efforts to resolve objections to Avnlicants' interrogetories deted

1-31-83, which are to be answered today under the Board's 3-10 Order:

1. I contacted Samantha Flynn, counsel for CP&L, and we have

made arrangements for production of documents in 3 sets: ones T give

CP&L & corv of to keep; ones I will _>nd to CP&L (ordinarily for 2L
to L8 hours, although I'm letting ther have the first set for o week):
and ones I will

teke more time to preduce 2 conv for CPEL of, dué to

the need to prepare & cony from whnich my work product has been deleted.

Flynn voiced no objection to my deleting my work vroduct from documents.
(conversation of 3-17-23 after about a week of trr'rrc tc catch each other)
2. I contacted John 0'Neilll, ccunsel for CP&L, ¢oncerning

“ 2 * 5 ‘. o - 1 >
cblections to the genera interrogatories. Je arreed thet nelther

CP&L nor I

will provide each other with covnies of documents from V'RC,

will Instead identify the document and nages 2nd ident!fler number

which will enable the other vartr to order the document from NRC.
Likewise, where I rely on a document originating from Annlicants, or

they rely on a document originating from me, we agree to simply identify

the document and peges thereof sufficlently to find it., Ve agree to
consult informally whenever informetion supnlied per the above identi-



-’ -
fication agreement appears insufflclent,.
3. I ralsed with O0'Neill =y objection to vroviding the names
of any persons who I may have consulted in answering Interrogetorles.
On that, we reached an impasse. O'Nelll belleves Avnlicants have an
unconditicnal right to this information in order to possibly ceall
such person(s) as witnesses., I continue to belleve, 2s set forth
obtelin
‘n wr objections, thaet Apvlicents have no unconditionel right tossuck
persons'identity, end that the conditions under which ther might heve
such right are very narrowly lim!ted by a showing (that the information
7
end exvertise on the subject involved are not otherwise available to
have not rmede and
them) which thexlprobably cannot make., Therefore, I make the objections
as stated in rmy resvonse to Apvlicants' generel interrogatcries.
L. I agreed to consult with O'Nelll on March Z1 re anv other
in this set
objections I may have to specific interrogatorie;e havirg only received
the Board's 3-10-83 order on March 16, this is sbout as promptly as I
could resnond, since I was testifying the morning of March 17th in
another case, Any such objections which are not resolved then
will be noted in my resvonses to Applicants' First Set of Interrogatories.
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