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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA April -22, 1983
"NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION oL

BEFORE THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD Sone

Glenn O, Bright
Dr, James H. Carperter
James L. Kelley, Chairman -

In the Matter of 2
Dockets 50-400 OL
CAROLINA POWER AND LIGHT CO. et al, g 50-401 OL
P
éﬁ?::rgg‘g;rggs Nuclear Power Plant, |  ASLBP No. B2-L68-01
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CERTIFICATE OF NEGOTIATIONS
by Wells Eddleman

1. Applicants and I agreed April 8, 1983 that I would not be required
to 1list all specles living in the Cape Fear, the ocean nsar its voint
of discharge, and all species eating such svecies. The answer "all of
them" is sufficient. (Apps' 1lst set Interrogatories re Eddleman 83/8L).
2. We reached essentially the same impasse over objection by meito
General Interrrcatory 2 as we had on the phone. O0'Neill stated the

Suksgushanna case held my position wrong, but when I asked for a cite

he could not give one, and he did not have a copy of it (nor did he
produce one after our lunch break, though I understand CP&L's law
1ibrary includes a complete set of NRC issuences). T asked O'Neill
and Hill Carrow (CPXL's negotiators) to look &t the recent orde» 4n
1ssued 3-2-83, %ocket 50-1;}.53, ASTLB® # 82-471-02 0.L.)

Seabrook (slip of, 3-2 -83‘/on a simllar objection., Neither expressed
any willingness to do so. I remarked that they didn't seem to have
any interest in even hearing the bas‘s of my objection, or arguments

for it. There was no resvonse to this. We 4did agree that a central

point of my objection is that industry grouns (nuclear) may well seek

to intimlidate or harm versons who suoply inforretion to me, I stated //{56b
\
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that there are persons who have refused to provide ‘nformastion to me
given that I gannot gusrantee their nemes will not be used. I have
also spoken to a number of persons emoloyed by nuclear firms who

were absolutely unwilling to have their neames revealed due to "adverse
reaction by my employer” as one ovut it.

Other bases of my objection, e.g. the availabllity of expertise to
Arplicants on the subjects involved, without axess to any versons who
may have supvlied information to me, were evidently of no interest
to Aoplicants' attorneys. However, I must note that O0'Neill repeatedly
stated in discussion of other matters on April 8 that "we can hire
the whole world,", "you should assume we can hire anv exverts we need",

"we can hire the world", etc. I take these aﬁ emphnatic statementa
that Applicants have no lack of expertise available to them, upon terms
they find reasonable, in any of the subject areas involved in this
proceeding, or at least that that is their opinion. 0'Neill also
stated that Applicants were prepared to litigate every one of the
contentions (of mine) at issue, if necessary, and had set up a schedule
to do so, and were prepared to hire experts for each in surport of
summary disposition (by afridavif) for numerous contentions of mine.

(I have here strung together several things he sald at different times,
but the basic facts are, I think, clearly unchgnged above.) It is clear
that Applicants do not verceive & lack of expertise available to them
on the subject matter of each and every one of my contentions,

Applicants' only stated interest in having the names of persons
providing information to‘ﬁe, that I recall, was for possible devositions
of these persons. I pointed out that even having one's name revealed
in this proceeding can (and hes) exvose(d) persons to industry intimida-

tion regardless of whether Apvlicants themselves might act or seek to

act to intimidate such person(s).
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3. The matter of the names in the-Molholt letter (Resncnse to
Applicants! second set of Iinterrogs, p. 5) is still under negotiation,
On L=15-83 I suoplied 0'Neill with a cooy of this item, and of one
relating to Eddleman L5 (Water Hammer) that vostdates 3-21-83, both
with names whited out. I retain originals of both with the names.
O'Nelll is to get back in touch with me re this.

L. We agreed on 4-8 that handwritten notes of mine which are not
work product, are discoverable. I have rexviewed the folder mentioned
in my resvonse to Applicants' first set of interrogatories, and advised
0'Neill L-15-83 that it is all work product or in the contentions. I
have also set handwritten notes (the item relating to Fddlemen LS
cited in 3 above) to him. 7T have not completed a further review of
handwritten notes (margins of documents and otherwise) vet because I
agreed to give priority in my work resvonding to Apnlicants, to the
radiation interrogatories (second set to W.E. and second se¢t to Joint
Intervenors). This was at Applicants' request, because (thev stated)
their attorney Bauser 1s pregnant and they wish to finish their
summary disvosition under her direction before she has to leave work.

Se Applicants and I have agreéd that we will provide to each other
copies of cross-examination documents to be used by each of us for other
parties' witnesses, This agreement is not a cénclusion of law, but a
voluntary agreement (at my request).

6. Applicants and I have agreed on various extensions of time for
anewering each other's interrogatories (my first set to them and their
second set to me) typically 2 weeks to one month for each of us. We
continue to negotiate extensions thereof informally, e.g. mine to L=22
from L-20 for this resnonse set to te typed and mailed. Avpnlicants!

attorney Baxter 1s to contact me further re resvonse times for the

4éEddleman contentions he is handling (L1, part of LS, 65).(my interrogs).
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