Westinghouse Water Reactor Nuciear Technology Division

Electric Corporation Divisions Box 355

Pittsburgh Pennsylvania 15230
Dr. Cecil 0. Thomas, Chief eeane 10, e
Standardization and special Proiects Branch AW-82-72

Division of System Integration
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Phillips Building

7920 Norfolk Avenue

Bethesda, Maryland 20014

APPLICATION FOR WITHHOLDING PROPRIETARY
INFORMATION FROM PUBLIC DISCLOSURE

SUBJECT: Response to Questions on WCAP-9863

REF: Westinghouse Letter No. NS-EFR 2690, Rahe to Thomas, dated
December 10, 1982

Dear Dr. Thomas:

The proprietary material transmitted by the reference letter is in response to
questions on the subject WCAP.

The affidavit that justified the material previously submitted, AW-76-8
dated July 19, 1976, is equally applicable to this material and was approved
by the Commission by letter Stolz to Wiesemann, dated November 9, 1977.

Accordingly, withholding the subject information from public disclosure is
requested in accordance with the previcusly submitted affidavit and applica-
tion for withholding, AW-76-8.

Correspondence with respect to this application for withholding or the accom-
panying affidavit should reference AW-82-72, and should be addressed to the
undersigned,

Very truly yours,

/ ) '
@wa )
Robert A. Wiesemann, Manager

Regulatory & Legislative Affairs
/kk
Attachment

cc: E. C. Shomaker, Esq.
Office of the Executive Legal Director, NRC
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(11) The informetion is of a type customsrily held in cenfidence

by Westirghouse and net custc.arily di
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Yestinghouse has a rationa
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of inforination customarily held in cen
that conrnegtion, utilizes & system to dotermine when éand
whether to hold certain types of informziicn in confidznce.
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Under that system, informaticn is held in confidenge if it
falls in on2 or more of severzl types, the rz

might result in the lcss of an existing or potontial com
petitive advantage, as feilows
(a) The iaformation reveals the distinguishing gspects of

vhere prevention ¢f its u
- e - : 'y Y23 .
ccmpet.tor. withcut licens
tutﬁs a2 competitive economi¢ advantioge over other

companies.

" (b) It consists of supporting data, including tes
relative to a process (or component, structurs, tcol,
method, etc.), the application of which data secures a
competitive economic advantage, e.g., by optimization

——-— -~ or improved marketability.
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(¢) Its uca by 2 cempatitor would recuce RIS expoenciture
of rescurces or improve his cempetitive positien in the

design, manufacture, shipuent, installation, assurance

of quality, or licensing 2 siniar preduct.

(d) It revcals cost or price informetion, productica cap-
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Westinghouse, ts custimers or tugp

(¢) It revesls sspects of past, present, or future Uest-
inghouse or customer Tunced cive
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grams of potential conmercie
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(f) 1t contains patentadble iceas, far which patent pro-
tecticn may be desirable

It is noti the property of ‘sstinghouse, but must be
-

o
treated as proprictary by Westinghouse accurding ¢

agreements with the cunrer.

There are sound policy reasons behind the Westinghcu:z 2

system which include the following:

(a) Tha use of such informaticn Dy Westinghouse gives
Westinghouse a competitive advantage over its com-
petitors. It is, therefore, withneld from disclosure
- to protect the ‘estinghouse competitive position. _ ___ ____
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Each cemponent of proprietary information partinent

¢ 2 particuiar conpatitive advantage is potentiaily
as valuable as the total competitive advantage. If
competitors acquire components of proprietary infor-
maticn, any cne componant may be the key to the entire

puzzle, thereby depriving Westingnousa of a compestitive
acvantags.

Unresiricted disclosure would
of preminence of i stinghouse in the world market,

and tn. ~eby give a market advantzge to the competition
in those countries,
The Westingchcuse capacity to invest corporate assets
in research and deve]op:ent depends upon the success
in obtaining an
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Program. The letter and attachmeznt are being subnii tted as
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part of the above menticned program in response 10 CONCErns
<
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This informaticn enzbles Westinghousez to:

(b) Assist its customers to obtain licenses.

(¢) Provide greater flexibility .to customers assuring them
of safe reliable operaticn.

(d) Optimize performance while maintaining a high level of
gr
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Based on the foregoing discussion, prediction errors in Tp of
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+ 15% or + 20%, and prediction errors in Rp of + 5% or * 10% a
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These 4ata provide informaticn helpful in determining the existence of a

sianificant exparimental bias.
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One further note is made with resgect 0 rhe discussicn of large measurerenc

arrors. Rod Swap affords the cecigner 2 siagnosis luxury that is rare
i
in the measyrement world == [

“.a ,C

can refer to this seconcary comparison to ensure consistency with the

Any diacnosis of 2 Rod Swap test

reference bank reactivity measurement. For this reason the nypothetical
neasurement error of 10%, which is very unlikely to begin with, is even
more unlikely to ¢o undetected. The conseguence of this unlikely scenaric
nappening, as discussed above, would 2e an inereased 1ikelihood of

triggering a sesigner review.



