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copy of the letter agreement which is enclosed
has been signed only by Applicant's counsel.

The representative of the Hartsville Group has
assured Applicant's counsel, however, that he
signed a copy of the agreement over a week ago
and gave instructions for mailing a fully signed
copy to Applicant's counsel. This mailing has
not yet been received.

2. Applicant's answer to the Hartsville Group motion
to compel with respect to the remaining interrog-
atories covered by the motion.

In addition to the items covered in the August 1 letter
of agreement, Applicant has decided to withdraw its objection to
Interrogatories 42 through 53 (Contention 3) contained in Hartsville
Group's First Set of Interrogatories and will answer those interrog-
atories not later than August 30, 1983. Applicant's answer to the
Hartsville motion to compel therefore does not address these inter-
rogatories. Applicant's withdrawal of its objection is without
prejudice to Applicant's right tc object to introduction at the
evidentiary hearing of the information sought by the interrogatories
on the ground that the information is outside the scope of Hartsville
Group's allowed contentions.

Respectfully submitted,

SHAW, PITTMAN, POTTS_& TROWBRIDGE

o).

T GeoYge F. Trowbridge,/ P.C.
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of the area of their testimony. 1In addition, as to any witness
Licensee intends to qualify as an expert entitled to give opinion
evidence and on whose opinions Licensee intends to rely, Licensee
will provide the information sought by this interrogatory. Based
on these commitments the motion to compel is withdrawn.

General Interrogatory No. 3 (Calculations).

Licensee withdraws its objection to this interrogatory and
will respond by August 15, 1983, with respect to those calculations
on which Licensee presently intends to rely. Licensee is unwilling
to accept a blanket obligation to supplement its response but will
entertain requests as to the existence of and its willingness to
produce specific categories of additional calculations on which
Licensee will rely. If Licensee is unwilling to produce such addi-
tional calculations, Licensee will not object on grounds of timeli-
ness to a motion by Hartsville Group to the Licensing Board to re-
gquire Licensee to supplement its answers to this interrogatory with
respect tc such calculations. Based on these commitments the motion
to compel is withdrawn.

General Interrogatory No. 4 (Communications).

Licensee will by August 15, 1983, identify to Hartsville
Group all documents (including memoranda of conversations and con-
sultations) on which Licensee presently intends to rely. Licensee
is unwilling to accept a blanket obligation to supplement its re-
sponse but will entertain requests as to the existence of and its
willingness to produce specific categories of additional documents
on which Licensee will rely. If Licensee is unwilling to produce
such additional documents, Licensee will not object on grounds of
timeliness to a motion by Fartsville Group to the Board to require
Licensee to supplement its answer to this interrogatory with re-
spect to such documents. Based on these commitments the motion to
compel is withdrawn.

Contention 1 - Interrogatory No. 31
(Severity Level IV Violations).

Licensee will provide the full text of documents previously
provided to Hartsville Group in answer to this interrogatory.
Based on this commitment and Licensee's commitments below with re-
spect to Interrogatory No. 35, Hartsville Group's motion to compel
is withdrawn.
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Contention 1 - Interrogatory No. 35
(Violations) .

Licensee withdraws its objections and will respond to this
interrogatory, on the basis of a file search, by August 15, 1983,
with respect to all violations or claims of violation since January
1, 1978. Licensee will provide to Hartsville Group copies of.
Licensee's responses identifying and responding to each violation.
Based on this commitment the motion to compel is withdrawn.

Contention 2 - Interrogatories 1 through 114
(Environmental Impact Statement).

Licensee agrees that in the event the NRC Staff fails to
issue an EIS or the Licensing Board fails to strike Contention No. 2,
Hartsville Group may renew its Contention 2 interrcgatories and
Licensee will not object on timeliness grounds to their renewal.
Based on this commitment the motion to compel is withdrawn.

Contention 3 - Interrogatory 5
(Reactor Embrittlement).

Because patent applications have now been filed covering
matters contained in Licensee's letter to the NRC dated April 1,
1983, Licensee no longer considers the letter to be proprietary.
Licensee will furnish a copy of the letter and its enclosure to
Hartsville Group by August 15, 1983. Based on this commitment the
motion to compel is withdrawn.

Contention 3 - Interrogatories Nos. 126 and 127
(Supply Demand Forecasts).

Hartsville Group will review the materials already furnished
by Licensee, including materials supplied in response to these
interrogatories and to Interrogatories Nos. 158 through 160, to
determine whether further data respecting PROMOD or Licensee's
PROMOD calculations is required. If so Hartsville Group will re-
quest such data in follow=-on interrogatories by August 1, 1983.

If Licensee objects to or fails by August 15, 1983, to answer the
follow-on interrogatories, Hartsville Group may by August 30, 1983,
file a motion to compel Licensee to produce the data. Licensee
will not object to such motion to compel on grounds of timeliness.
Based on these commitments the motion to compel is withdrawn.
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Contention 3 - Interrogatories Nos. 130 through 167
(Attorney General Interrogatories).

Licensee will by August 15, 1983, furnish to Hartsville
Group an affidavit stating that the answers provided to the
Attorney General's interrogatories were true and correct to the
best of affiant's knowledge, information and belief as of the
date the same answers were provided to Hartsville Group. Based
on this commitment the motion to compel is withdrawn.

Contention 3 - Interrogatories Necs. 76,

89, 90, 91, 92, 93, 94, 104, 105, 107, 108,
109, 110, 118, 119 and 120 (Calculations
and Studies Not Previously Performed).

Licensee objected to these interrogatories inscfar as they
called for new studies or calculations not previously performed.
Licensee is unwilling to accept a blanket obligation to supplement
its response but will entertain requests as to the existence of
and its willingness to produce specific categories of new studies
or calculations of the type requested in these interrogatories.

If Licensee is unwilling to produce such new studies or calcula-
tions, Licensee will not object on grounds of timeliness to a motion
by Hartsville Group to the Licensing Board to require Licensee to
supplement its answers to these interrogatories with respect to such
new studies or calculations. Based on these commitments the motion
to compel is withdrawn.

If this letter accurately reflects our agreements, please so
indicate by signing and returning the enclosed copy. Licensee's
counsel will submit a copy of the signed agreement to the Licensing
Board at the time Licensee submits its answer to Hartsville Group's
motion to compel.

Sincerely,

& TROWBRIDGE

unsel for Licensee
Accepted:

Representative for Hartsville Group




