
- -

. ..
-

I rr n T:D ca.' m u v.s

yaC pgBLIC Ngg B.001 27.tswomcss- ,g'T*:. ..A
.

o'.
RCGER M.'t.EED.~

Avteen reven A v n w en
Sect *'e, WcstarCCn 4BICI f8' / toy 773,337 4 ;)7.,,g .\ fp, M ereze: uio see-re-

McN:e6 W. Genc'er A

September 12, 1979 y 3j M
- 7v7 b4 # 1F""

..' .h
- -o4 ob / =

*G\- f rum.
*

a t"-J pValentine 3. Deale, Esq., Chairman dP ~

@ k':Id V M
-Atomic Safety & Licensing Board

jU. S. Nuclear Regulatory Cot: mission s

1001 Ccnnecticut Avenue N. W. ~

I icht \
Washington, D. C. 20036

Re: Skagt: Nuclear Proj ect-Doc' ret Nos . 50-522 and 50-523

Dear Chairman Deale:

We enclosed the affidavit of David Stensby which supper:s the
in:errogatories which we fc=ulated and submit:ed to the appli-
cant and to which objections have been posed.

As will be evident from the affidavit, it ' appears that a signi-
fican: design change, until now undisclosed, has been made by
the applicant. Mr. Stensby's info =ation, if correct, tugges:s
to us tha: the applicant is derelict in failing to bri.tg this
design change to the attention of the co= mission's staff and the
board. ~

,

One way to confirm Mr. St ansby's info =a: ion would be for the
applicant to respond to our interrogatories. Another way to
respond to the problem would be for the acclican: to come fo::eard
with information affi =ing or centradic:iEg Mr. Stensby. We
expec: that, if Mr. Stensby's info =ation is correc:, the applican:
will so confi =,without the necessi:y of an order by the board.
If :he applican: refuses to resp:nd to Mr. Stensby's affidavi:,
however, we do believe that a board order is appropria:e to
require such a response.
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Very truly yours,
iN - :\' .? , -O. 3

RCGER M. LEED -
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