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September 8, 1995
NRC-95-0099

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: Document Control Desk
Washington, D C. 20555

Referencess 1) Fermi2
NRC Docket No. 50-34]
NRC License No. NPF-43
2) NRC letter, FOIA-95A2 (94-507), Powell to Gipson, dated
March 7, 1995
3)  Detroit Edison letter to NRC, “Response to Request Regarding
Proprietary Information Submitted to the NRC (FOIA-95A2
(94-507))", NRC-95-0057, dated
May 19, 1995
4) NRC letter, FOIA 95-A-2 (94-507), Powell to Gipson, dated
August 16, 1995
5)  Detroit Edison letter to NRC, “Additional Justification to
Withhold Selected Proprietary Information from Public
Disclosure (FOIA-95-A-2) (94-507)),” NRC-95-0098, dated
September 7, 1995
Subject: Supplemental Request to Withhold Selected Proprietary Information

from Public Di re (FOIA-95-A-2 (94-507))

After close of business on September 7, 1995, Westinghouse Electric Corporation
sent the attached memo to Detroit Edison regarding their proprietary information. By

this lettur, Detroit Edison is forwarding the Westinghouse information to the NRC.
This letter supplements the Detroit Edison response (Reference 5) to Reference 4.
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There are no commitments being made in this letter If there are any questions or
additional information is needed, please contact me at (313) 586-4097

Sincerely,

S 7 e

T i
Lynne S Goodman
Director, Nuclear Licensing

Attachment

cc. T. G Colburn
M J Pool
A Vegel
NRC Regional Admunistrator
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W Christopher J. Fiynn Law and tinvironmenia
Assistant Genarg' Counsel Aftavrs Depacment
Eiectric Corporation
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rax (407) 281-5019

September 7, 1995
FAX NO. (313)586-4208

Ms Lynn S Goodman
Director of Nuclear Licensing
Detroit Edison Ferm 2

6400 North Dixie Highway
New Port, Michigan 48166

Re Your Letter of August 28, 1995
Dear Ms Goniman

Thank you for your letter of August 28, 1995, in which you inform Westinghouse that, via letter
apparently received by you on August 22, the NRC does not agree that certain proprietary information,
with respect to which Detroit Edison holds under an obligation of confidertiality to Westinghouse, (s
exempt from disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA). Your letter also states that
"Detroit Edison does not plan to take any additional actions on this matter " Westinghouse is
disappointed with this decision, and believes Detroit Edison is obligated to pursue this matter further.

Under our agreement, it is Detroit Edison's responsibility to safeguard the proprietary information
which has been entrusted to it by Westinghouse Al your request, Westinghouse explained its reasons
for desiring that the requested information be withheld. to assist Detroit Edison in its efforts.
Westinghouse believes then, and still believes, all of the information which it requested to be redacted is
subject to exemption from FOIA disclosure, and expects Detroit Edison to continue its efforts
accordingly

Attached is a summary of the Westinghouse position on the matter 1 hope you will find it helpful in
dealing with this matter

Very truly yours,

e

cc S J Dembkoski



08/07/95 17:15

407 281 5019 (W) PGBU ORLANDO @ooz2 003

ATTACHMENT

Re FOLA-95-A-2 (94-507)

WWWMM!E&MW&MM&W&dW&
reductedﬁomtmweainglnmedocmwusniuue. These were (1) technical information,
mmmmmmmmmmm-wwmsm of GEC Pressure Plates
for DECO Fermi 2" document, (2) Names of other Westinghouse customers and plants where
wwwwmmm(z)mmmﬁmramdmwm
mployea.mludmgmmdpmmm ltappemt}m,fonhemstpmmeNRChu
agreed to redact "category 1" information, so this would appear to no longer be an issue

With respect to "category 2", this information is cxempt from disclosure as privileged and confidential
"commercial information” pursuant to "Exemption 4" of FOIA. The names of Westinghouse
mstotmmdphmwwh'chWenmghouscmmmipnunmpafomed services in general, and
inMthwmpﬂadonfomumwofﬂndoamaﬂsumm,ivabwmdﬂ

customers and activities, including its contracts with those customers, are generally confidential and not
a matter of public record. The customer or plant names clearly reflect Westinghouse's commercial
activities and business base, which Westinghouse believes has value to its competitive position, and
Wmmwmmwywwwudmugediﬁdawdtompbﬁcmmwmpaﬁom

Furthermore, the documents at issue reflect, in essence, historic operational data Westinghouse, as
with most businesses, generally treats its own information of that type as confidential. Obviously, if
We&k@nmmﬁﬁmmmwﬁummwmtowﬂmwmwsom
nwmfactuﬁngphntsmdeqmpmmthnvebecnOperatiomLmeywouldccminlyhnveagwdedof
insight into its capabilities in any given instance, and use that unfairly to their competitive advantage
Westingt\mueanodyasamwtlwmtobcumforﬂnorgmimimmmdinthedocum
Weumgmuxdoanmdimmchwonmﬁmexum,asmmismewimbmohmwﬂam
obligation of confidentiality Rdeueofthemfonmﬁminumedwedfomoouldmdmmw
Westinghouse's ability to ) wchinfonmﬁonh\t}wﬁxmfofitsownusemdfon}nuaeoﬁts
mmwmwmwmmmdmmmmmmmwnmam'
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ATTACHMENT

Conversely, Westinghouse fails to see how the deletion of such information could possibly affect the
"informational” aspects of the documents to be released

As regards "category 3", the individuals involved in the preparation of the documents at issue prepared
those in Westinghouse's employ, for limited distribution Under no circumstances was it the intent that
narmsandtdephonemnnbersberdusedmgmaltomepublic The need for disclosure under
FOlAnmbebduwedagainathecﬁectonp«umnlpﬂvacyoﬁheMvidud In this instance,
Westinghouse cannot possibly see what value individual names and phone numbers may have in the
context of the information requested Westinghouse believes this information should be exempt from
disclosure pursuant to "Exemption 6” of FOIA.



