L - RJ j>06«é€7¢ s

SEP 21 E#y

Docket Nol 50-305

i ) @

Wisconsin Public Service Corporat10n
ATTN: ¥r. E. ¥, James
. Senicr Vice President
Post Office Box 1200 :
Green Bay, Wisconsin 54305

~ Gentlemen:

Your letter cf March 30, 1976, transmitted a report entitled "Summary
of WPS Core Analyses Comparisons and requested that the report be
withheld from public disclosure. By letter dated December 13, 1976,
the HRC requested additional justification within 30 days for with-
holding the information. On March 17, 1977, the NRC placed the
document in the Public Document Rooms, since we had not received
the additional justification.

Your letter of June 27, 1977, reqﬁested that the NRC remove- the
document from the public document rooms, which has been done. The

letter also provided additional Justification for withholding the
document

" While such cofments as sta ted in the June 27, 1977 letter are

. valuable in aiding the NRC in making its determinat1on as to whether
the information should be accorded proprietary treatment and withheid
from public disclosure, still further information is needed before

. the HRC can make a final decision in this matter. Your response shou]d
discuss the following factors:

1. Extent to which the information 1s known outside the business of
the owner of the information;

2. The extent to which it 1s known by employees and others 1nv01ved

in the owner's business; » {457 AN
3. The extent of measures taken by owner to guard the secrecy of the ";X7
mformation, ‘ o
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§
NOTE TO JERRY COOKE, OELD: {
A

I offer the following comments/questions on the xés
last sentence of the attached letter to Wisconsin
Public Service. They did not respond in a time]y. o

fashion on a previous request for additional justi-)
fication for withhoiding of an item. \QR
A%

1. We, to my knowledge, have never given more than?
30 days for providing addl. justification. Pery
the wording of Part 2, we can give more. If we
do it for Wisconsin in this case:\it appears
that we are being extra nice to them for not
doing what others generally have to do the

first time we ask. Based on that, I do not _ "\
think we should give them more than the usual N§
30 days. N

2. Also, I think that we should tell them again §
that it will be place in the PDR and perhaps
not removed if they do not respond in the N
time specified. I recognize it was there in V)
the PDR before_and removed. \§\i
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