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Leonard Belter, Esquire
Bishop, Lieberman, Cook,
Purcell & Reynolds
1200 17th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20036

Re: In the Matter of TEXAS UTILITIES ELECTRIC COMPANY, et
al. (Comanche Peak Steam Electric Station, Units 1 and
2):; Docket Nos. 50-445-2 and 50-446-2

Dear Len:

The purpose of this letter is to tie up the loose ends on
requests for documents by CASE ar ising out of the depositions
taken in Glen Rose. As you recall I gave you a handwritten note
which was typed by your secretary which contained the requests as
of the end of the second week. As we complete the review of
transcripts I will let you know if more items come up. I row
have a copy of that list and with one exception this letter
relates to those items. I have attached a copy of the list with
numerous handwritten notations on it.

No one here knows what item 1 is and unless we have my
original note I doubt that we can figure it out. Item 2 relates
to interviews which it was believed were conducted by Brown &
Root out of Houston of some the QC inspectors. We still want the
interviews or a statement indicating what happened to them and a
witness who can tell us about the interviews (why, when, of whom,
what learned, etc.). As to item 3 we do not have any written
document. I1f there was one and you gave it to us, could we get
another copy. If there is no copy of such a memo we want Tolson

to indicate whether he wiote one or not. This could be part of
his rebuttal direct.

Items 4, 5, 7, 8, 10, and 11 are completed and the documents
received by us or acknowledged by you to not exist. Item 6
remains open and we are anxious to have the minutes, transcripts,
tapes Oor anything else that records the meeting between plant
per sonnel and O. B. Cannon personnel, including Lipinsky sometime
after the Lipinsky memo was written. Item 9 relates to testimony
by Tolson indicating that he did not complete his investigation
of the charges that destructive testing was being done in the
safeguards building by electrical QC but believes it was com=
pleted by someone. We want to see any written documents relevant
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to those charges including any finel report or we want testimony
by someone with personal knowledge to tell us what happened to
the investigation after Tolson changed jobs.

Items 12 and 13 relate to the steps being taken in connec-
tion with the "8 Point Program.” Item 12 is the agenda ¢f the
meeting with the lawyers on employment requirements. If it does
not exist we need a written statement to that affect. Item 13 is
the correspondence between the audiovisual consultant and TUGCO
regarding the slide show. If the scope of that consultation is
narrower than assumed and no writtea documents exist we need a
written statement to that effect.

Finally, one item not on my list but that arose dur ing the
Neumeyer deposition and subsequent conference call with the Board
is the documents relevant to the stainless steel liner incident.
We understand that the documents to be produced are (1) all pages
of the travelers used by Mac in the deposition; and (2) all the
remaining travelers for which Susie was asked to sign off based
on the "chits." We need a written status report on this if we
are not going to have the documents by the close of busines on
Thur sday, August 16.

1f you have any questions please call me. Thanks for your

cooperation on these matters.
/’é;'ony Z, JK
irec tor

Executiv
Enclosure

cc: All the persons on the service list.
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