ATTACHMENT 6

STATE OF INDIANA
COUNTY OF LAKE

AFFIDAVIT OF IRA J. ROBERTS

The undersigned, Ira J. Roberts, being duly sworn upon his
oath, deposes and says:

1. That he is Vice President of Marketing and Contracts
of Northern Indiana Public Service Company (NIPSCO) and as such
is authorized to make this affidavit for and on behalf of
NIPSCO.

2. That az Vice President of Marketing and Contracts the
undersigned, Ira J. Roberts, is responsible for forecasting the
future electric demands on NIPSCO's system including the
gathering of specific information for such purposes. This work
is conducted under direct supervision and control of the under-
signed.

3. That NIPSCO is an eleciric utility engaged in the business
of supplying electricity to customers in the northern part of
the State of Indiana and as such supplies electrical energy to
approximately 316,000 customers.

4. That in the process of supplying electricity to such
customers it is necessary to predict the expected electrical demands
on NIPSCO's system several years in advance in order to properly
schedule capacity additions to its system and make appropriate
plans to meet future demands.

5. That in the process of predicting future expected demands

on its system, NIPSCO divides its customers into various categories
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such as residential, commercial, sales foi resale and industrial
and employs specific methodology to each such class of customer
to forecast the future needs of each category of customer.

6. That in forecasting the industrial segment of its customers
NIPSCO assesses the individual needs of each of its six largest
industrial customers which represents approximately 50 percent
of the total kilowatthour sales on NIPSCO's entire system.

7. That in predicting the future demand of its six largest
industrial customers NIPSCO obtains information from the individual
industrial customers regarding their future operating plans and
any plans for plant additions which would affect the specific
customer's need for electrical energy. Additionally, in fore-
casting tie overall need of the industrial custoner category
NIPSCO obtains information regarding expected future electrical
needs from its twenty-five largest customers.

8. That the information obtained from indivicdual customers
is the best available estimate of future energy requirements of
the industrial segment of NIPSCO's customers and is vital to
NIPSCO's overall forecasting effort. For example, if a large
industrial customer planned a major plant addition requiring
100 to 200 megawatts of additional electric energy at a specific
point in time, NIPSCO may have to bring on line additional electric
generating facilities to coincide with the time of completion of
such addition in order to satisfy the additional electric require-
ment. Since the lead time for construction of generating facilities
is in most instances much longer than additions to manufacturing

facilities, information regarding energy demands for such additions
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must be given to NIPSCO well in advance of the time that the customer
announces publicly its plan for such addition.

9. That up to this date, NIPSCO's industrial customers
have willinecly provided to NIPSCO, on a continuous basis,
infoimation rvgarding future plans; however, information regarding
energy requirements for planned plant additions or future operational
changes by such customers is given to NIPSCO with the understanding
that it will not be publicly disclosed. NIPSCO has not publicly
released any such information giver in confidence without the
consent of its customers.

10. That if NIPSCO did not honor its trust to hold such
information in confidence, some or all of its industrial customers
may become reluctant to divulge such information to NIPSCO thereby
depriving NIPSCO of a vital and necessary planning tool in predicting
the future demands on its system.

11. That the general electrical energy use levels of NIPSCO's
six largest industrial customers is such that the identity of those
customers would be appareat from examination of the individual
forecasts for those customers even if the customers' names were
deleted from the documents.

And further the Affiant sayeth not.

E COMPANY




STATE OF INDIANA )

COUNTY OF LAKE )

Before me, a Notary Public, in and for said County and State,
this 24 ™day of , 1981, personally appeared 1i-a J.
Roberts, Vice President”of Marketing and Contracts, of Nortke¢ 'n
Indiana Public Service Company and acknowledged the execution
of the foregoing instrument as the free and voluntary act acting
for said company and swears that the statements contained in his
Affidavit are :true and correct.

GIVEN under my hand and notarial seal this & ™ day of

M , 1981,
NOTARY PUBLIC
A Resident of é&\County, Indiana

My Commission expires:
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Becauge T think that the nrebler may well have

Sherd?

been the potential fcr deley end ¢ _sruption,
And that's what you and Mr., Boyd were talkin:
sbout trying to avold?
Yec,
To whom were you and he reterring 2 the intere
venors 1n that conversotion?
/ny end all the intervenors In the casc.
Thoee individvals and organizations who pertici=-
pated eg in‘ervencrs Iin the RRC or AEC proceed=-
inre concerning Ballly?
Yec,
At the bettom ¢ that document, Mr., Shorb, there
eppeer Lo be eome handwritien notec,
Yer.
Lre those yourc?
Yec.
For the record, can ysu read them?
Yes. "Celled Boyd and sa!d we dld ncil want
tentative letter. =w= want letter conly atter du=-
eiston is mede.”
M, VOLLEN: Mr. Fichhcorn, the dccu-
ment that has been marked DNepcsiticn Exhi-

bit 9 {s the actuel dccument thet you
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produccd, which 18 Obvxoully a Xeros copy

of the memorsndum. It appears that there

mey have peen something ©o? thc.orlglnnl that f

—

got jost in the copylré on PRg® By wonde

.¢ you have or could make svaileble the
origtnal or that docuncnt just 8© we can \
gee thai nothing got cut off {n the photo~ \

copying process.

(Discussion off ihe record.)

MR. VOLLEN:
Is Shorb Dcpoottxon gxhibit 10 & pemorandum® ef
the sane telephone convcrnltion referred to in
that hnndur&tten note that you just read oOn the \
pettom ©F sherb Deponitlon Exnibit 97 \
Yes.
pid you teil hie xhy Yyou nad decided to walt?
1 don't pelieve 89. 1 simply told him we de~
clded t° walt.
And why aid you decide 9 wait?
pecause We did-=we wanted @ decision trom ihe
NR. taff before we proc-cdcd.
Yos, 8iT. pid you tell him why==1 take it vrom
this pemorandus that you were telling him that
you told him in thet convorlatton that you de-

cided you aidn' t want 2 letter of tentative

POOR BR\B\NM
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tentative -pprovslv

1 don't recall whether 1 41d or not.

Do you recall with whom you dlcculood the L1asue
of whether or not Yyou wanted ¥ letter of tenta<
tive approvol?

no, I don't recsll spcctf&cllly.

po yeu recall goncrally?

1 presuse® that I would have dllcullcd 1t with
elther ©OF poth Nuclear gtarff 9¢r.onnel and our
attorneys.

But you den't recall; (t's Just a presuuptto'?
xo, 1 den't recall.

pDirecting your attention to 3hord Deposxtlon Ex-
nipit 11 foF {dentification, ayq you have 8 tele- \
phone converautlon with Roger Boyd on July 18,
19767

Yes.

— -s-.-ur-—-——““-_

and 18 that docuuent @ -c-oranduu of that con= A
versctton?

gxnibit 11 1is, yes.
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what 18 repcrted in that memorandun?

No,

Did you ask him why he and his staftf and the
legal staf? had been Jiscuassing the contents o’
the report in excruciatiag detall?

Nc, But I presums that was in pgreat detall.

Did you often have discussions with Mr, Boyd on
what he and his legal staf? were dlscussing?
In-=in this case I dtd. I didn't cften, No.
What ¢/8 he tell you about what his legal stars
and he were discrasing?

He didn't tell me anything mere than what I have
recited here,

D1d he tell ycu about conversat.cns he had with
his lawyers?

He slmply sald thet he had been dlscussing this
in excruciating detall, Which I assume !s sizply
@ very detalled discussion. I don't know what
thet means particularly,

Did you ask hiaz?

Not that I recesll.

Did you egk him what the {ssue was that he had
discussed with hig lowyers?

I don't recall anything more of thet converse- |

tion than what {g in this memorandum, Mr, Vollen|
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when, if ¥yoU recnll, Mr. shorb, was your next
conversation 41th Roger Boy? arter July 18, 19787
{ wouldn'®t recall unless I jook &t these exhi~
pits to see whether there was enother one imme~
distely grterward. 1 sne that the next exhiblt

{n point of time 'S Jenuary 5, 1979.

That's the next one in point cf time that's been

r, roduced ror me.

Yes. #nd whether OT not that was the next con<
versation, 1 could nct tell you. pecause &8 I
mentioned pefore, T dcn't regularly make memoO~”
randums ©OF t+lephone convereationn; so there
could have peen ©OT could not have deen. I do
not KnCW.

puring the pertod from June 30, 1978, through
July 18, 1978, & periocd of approximltely eighteen
days, YoM had &t least four telephone conversas
tions with ¥r. Boyd, 18 that correct, ©0 the
subject of the staff review of NIpscC's pile
prOpoonli

Apparently. Yes.

And you don't recnll--do you recall whether Jyou
nsd any further conversutions with Mr. Boyd on
that subject {n the pericd ¢rom July 18, '78,

until January b 19797

........ -
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PAZRI
I don't reelly recell, no. I sizply don't re-
cell.
Do I understand that Mr. Bohn Just went to check
with your secretary to see the original of Shorbd
Deposition Exhibit 9 for {dentification?
Yes.
And would she, ycur secretary, £ind the original
in a file?
I presumne £0.
And what file would that be; do you know?
I don't know, I don't kncw where these casme
{rom.

MK, VOLLEN: NMr., Eilchhern, I'é 1like
to have that file produced tO sce whether
there were any other memoranda OF telephone
conversations between Mr. Shorb end Mr.
Boyd on this subject between the pericd
of July 18, '78 ané January 5, '79.

MR, EICHHORN: Bob, we have prcduced
from that file, cbvicusly, all documents
pertaining to your dccument request. And we
are not going to produce that file for your
examination today unless we have an of fi-
cial request that is within the scope of

the contentions that you have admitted,

—— S
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”by "orricial request.” I hereby make an of=-

Directing your attenticn to Shorb Deposition
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and we would s¢ honor {t,

MR, VOLLEN: I don't know what you mean

ficlal request for the preoauction or that

-

flle.
MR, EICHHORN: No, That file 1is not a

specific 1dentification o/ documents within
& contenticn or within the confines of any
contention which you have pending.

Mk, VOLLEN: Dces that (ile contain
memorandas of further--of other telepheone
conversaticns between Mr. Shord and people
with the NKC sgtaff on the subject of pllingnt

MK, EICHHORN: I'm not going tc be de-
pcsed here, Bob, I'll be glad to discuss
it with you. And 1r~-T will egein review
the file to see {f there are any documents
that fall within the scope ©of the conten=
tions and any request that you have made.

My Information would be that there would not
be documents or they wculd have been pro-
duced 1in the first instance under your re-
Quest, But I won't agree carte blanche to

glve you that rile.
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