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METROPOLITAN EDISON COMPANY, ET AL.
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LICENSEE'S MOTION TO WITHDRAW ITS MOTION TO COMFEL
DISCOVERY ON LICENSEE'S FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES
AND FIRST REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS TO UCS

On September 14, 1984, Licersee filed a Motion to
Compel Discovery on Licensee's First Set of Interrogatories and
First Request for Production of Documents to UCS. In the
interest of resolving their discovery differences, counsel
for Licensee and UCS met on Friday, September 21, at which
time an agreer~nt was reached that accommodates the initial
discovery requests posed by both parties. The enclosed
letter from Licensee's counsel to counsel for UCS, which
was reviewed and approved by Ms. Weiss, reflects the parties'
agreement.

In view of the agreement reached by Licensee and
UCS, Licensee hereby regquests the Board's permission to

withdraw its September 14 Motion to Compel.

Respectfully submitted,

éshb@vvtik./gh /ﬁhUAGLA_—

Deborah B. Bauser
SHAW, PITTMAN, POTTS & TROWBRIDGE
180C M Street, N.W.

8409280403 840924 Washington, D.C. 20036
PDR ADOCK 05000289 (202) 822-1215
PDR Counsel for Licensee
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

‘84 SEP 27 P42
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In the Matter of 3RANCH

METROPOLITAN EDISON COMPANY, ET AL. Docket No. 50-289 SP
(Restart-Management Remand)
(Three Mile Island Nuclear
Station, Unit No. 1)

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that copies of "Licensce's Motion to
Withdraw its Motion to Compel Discovery on Licensee's First
Set of Interrogatories and First Request for Production of
Documents to UCS" and a letter dated September 26, 1984 from
D. Bauser, counsel for Licensee, to E. Weiss, counsel for
UCS were served this 26th day of September, 1984, by
deposit in the U.S. ma.l, first class, postage prepaid, to

the parties on the attached Service List.

A bevat B [Faain

Deborah B. Bauser

cc: Attached Service List



.. n'rmcn HICKEY, L
THOMAS LENNART B C
SY(VC“ L. MELTIEN, PC

SHAW, PITTMAN, POTTS & TROWBRIDGE

A PARTNERSHIP OF PROFESSIONAL CORPORATIONS

CHARLES 8. TEMKIN, P C
STEPHEN B MUTTLER, B C
BROWN, B C

WINTHROS N
JAMES B8 HAMLINH, P C
RANDAL B KELL, PC
ROBERT € ZAHLER PC

ROBERT 3. -OCOINQ »C

STEVEN M. LUCA

S PC
CAVID M RUBENSTEIN, P C
MATIAS ¥ TRAVIESC-O AZ P C

c
JEFFERY L VA.A.?N s C

JACK MCRAY, B.C

ELISABETH M SPENDLETON
HARRY = GLASSPIEGEL

THOMAS . McCORMICK
WILLIAM B

sar
CHARLES = MONTANGE

CAMPBELL MILLEFER

1800 M STREET, N W

WASHINGION, D C. 20036

(202) 8221000
TELECOPIER
{202) 8221099 & 822199
HABIFAX 100
202 822 1072
TELEX
A9 2693 (SHAWLAW WS
CABLE SHAWLAW
VIRGINIA OFFICE
50 FARM CREDIT DRIVE
MCLEAN,. VIRGIN'A 22102

JOMN M BSRYSON, 1°
GECRGE F ALBRIGHT, JR **
SAvID 9 CVNAMON

JACK A HORN®

LOUISE A MATHEWS
SETH m HODGASIAN
SHEILA McC HARVEY
DELISSA A RIOGWAY
RENNETH J HAUTMAN
DAVIO LAWRENCE MILLER
FREDERICK L WLEIN
STEVEN P PITLER
RCHARD U PARRING

THOMAS C =ILL

OIANE E BURKLEY®

L. DUANE CHEER
MICHAEL % MADDEN
MANNAM £ M L EBEAMAN
SJUDITH A SANCLER
ANDREW D ELLIS
RICHARD A Same
THOMAS €. CROCKER, UR
VICK! R HARDING

PETER J FERRARA
HELEN TORELL!

MARTHA BOONE ROWAN®"

JOMHN = MORE
WENDELIN A WHITE
STANLEY M BARG
LESLIE K. SMITH
VIRGINIA § AUTLEDGE
HATHERINE P CHEER
TRAVIS T BROWN. JR
STEPHEN 8. HEIMANN
SANDRA E BRUSCA
ELEEN L BROWNELL
PAMELA = ANDERSON
ALEXANDER © TOMASZLZUX
SEFFREY J ~A GIB8S
.Auatncr. - Ccu:p.

S BOWLDOiIN TRAIN
JEFFRE W MAMPELMAN
REMNETH A GALLD
CAVID R LEWIS

A PATRICK LEIGHTON 111*
KENNETH O AUERBACH
ALAN D WASSERMAN
DAVID ». RYAN
RICHARD « A BECKIA
WILBERT WASHINGTON 1}

NGEL, P C
C THOMAS ~ICKS 111, RC.* PAUL M. THOMAS KENNET= 8 MILLER SOROCTHEA W DICKERMAN

Seimar P NOT ADMITTED N D¢

JOMN ¥ DEALY® S ADMITTED i v RGINA

8 SCOTY CUSTER. UR
RICHARD S BEATTY

COUNSEL

WRITER S DIRECT DiAL NUMBER

(202)822-1215

September 26, 1984

HAND DELIVERED

Ellyn R. Weiss, Esquire
Harmon, Weiss & Jordan

2001 S Street, N.W., Suite 430
Washington, D.C. 20009

Dear Ellyn:

This letter confirms the agreement we reached on Friday to
respond further to each other's initisl discrvery requests. As
a result of this agreement, Licensee will seek leave cof the
Board to withdraw its September 14, 1984 motion to compel UCS
to respond to Licensee's first set of discovery requests.

In response to Licensee's First Set of Interrogatoriés and
First Request for Production of Documents to UCS, dated
August 16, 1984, Licensee and UCS agree to the following:

Interrogatories U-4 and U-5. UCS will identify the procedures,
which UCS has stated to Licensee are the procedures referred to
in UCS' (first) document production request #3, that form the
basis for UCS' concern about training keeping pace with
changing plant procedures.
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Interrogatory U-6. UCS agrees to identiiv by name the individ-
uals to whom UCS generally referred in its September 4 response
to Interrogatory U-6, as well as the members of management UCS
believes erred in their judgment to place the individuals in

their respective positions within GPUN, to the extent UCS
knows.

Interrogatories U-9, U-10, U-11, U-14 and U-15. UCS presently
does not intend to pursue the issue of the adequacy of the
TMI-1 licensed operator training curriculum, either during dis-
covery or during the evidentiary proceeding. UCS will supple-
ment the answers to Interrogatories U-9, U-10, U-11l, U-14 and
U-15 by October 15 if that intention should change.

Interrogatory U-17. UCS will provide specific page citaticns
to the decisions and transcripts generally referred to in its
September 4 response to Interrogatory U-17.

Interrogatory U-19. UCS will specify the exams to which it re-
ferred generally in its September 4 response to Interrogatory
U-19.

Interrogatory U-24. UCS will identify with specificity any and
all statements in the RHR Report on which its concerns about
the TMI-1 licensed operator training program are based which
were not identified in UCS' previous response to Interrcgatory
U-24.

Supplementation of Interrogatories. UCS recognizee its obliga-
tion to supplement its answers to Licensee's interrogatories,
particularly those responses which state only that UCS has not
yet reviewed a docuiment, or had not completed its revizw. See
UCS' response to Interrogatories U-4, U-16, U-18, U 20, U-25,
U-26, U-27 and U-28.

In response to Union of Concerned Scientists' First Set of
Interrogatories to General Public Utilities, dated August 28,
1984, Licensee and UCS agree to the following:

Interrocatory 2(a). Licensee will determine the availability
of the CVs referred to in its September 12 response.

Interrogatory 2(c). Licensee will ask each of its prospective
witnesses to identify the name(s) of previcus cases, other than
the restart proceeding, in which the individual previously has
testified, and the subject-matter of the individual's
testimony.
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Interrogatory 2(d). Licensee will provide to UCS a list of
documents reviéwed by its witnesses, other than those documents
not readily subject to discovery under 10 C.F.R. §2.740(b)(2).
Licensee also will identify the individuals with whom Licens~-
ee's witnesses have consulted in order to prepare testimony and
the subject of the consultation, unless such identification
will disclose counsel's work product. See 10 C.F.R.
§2.740(0)(2).

Interrogatory 2(f). Licensee will identify the documents
relied upon by its witnesses but not referred to in their tes-
timony which are used in connection with forming the opinions
contained in such testimony.

Interrogatory 2(g). Licensee will identify the topics to be
covered in each of its witnesses' testimony.

Interrogatory 3(e). Licensee will ensure that its response to
Interrogatory 3(e) includes any currently licensed TMI-1 opera-
tor who failed a qualification exam since the TMI-2 accident.

Interrogatory 5. Licensee will identify the documents avail-
able to UCS which identify who prepared the exams encompassed
by Irterrogatory 5 and who graded those exams.

Interrogatory 13. Licensee will verify that its September 12
response to Interrogatory 13 is complete.

JC5 and Licensee will provide answers to the
above-specified and agreed upon interrogatories by Friday,
September 23, with the exceptions of UCS Interrogatories 2(d),
(f) and (g), which Licensee will provide to UCS by October 15.

Ellyn, I appreciate your cooperation in settling our dif-
ferences on our respective discovery requests. I also note
here that you reviewed this letter in draft, so that it consti-
tutes a mutual understanding of our agreement.

Sincerely,

Dem




