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Dear Mr. Spekter,

[ have reviewed your August 15, 1984, letter to Applicants' counsel, Mr. Mark
Davidson. In that letter, you mention that NRC Staff ("Staff") counsel Mr.
Greg Berry conmitted to providing copies of all updates of Regulatory Guide
("Reg. Guide") 1.75. (I am unsure why you wrote to Mr. Davidson about discov-
ery against the Staff). I have reviewed the transcript of Witness F's discov-
ery deposition, where questions were raised regarding the version of Reg.

Guide 1.75 which Witness F reviewed in preparin? his affidavit. Mr. Berry
indicated he would "make every effort to get [all revisions of Reg. Guide 1.75]
to you." Tr. 428.

In accordance with Mr. Berry's commitment, enclosed please find a copy of the
original version of Reg. Guide 1.75. Deposition Exhibit Disc. F-Sa is a copy
of Reg. Guide 1.75, Revision 1 (January 1975). Since that particular version
of the Reg. Guide is already bound into the transcript, I do not believe it
is necessary to provide you with a second copy of that Reg. Guide revision.
There has been only one revision to Reg. Guide 1.75 since Revision 1. A copy
of Reg. Guide 1.75, Revision 2 (September 1978) is enclosed. I believe this
closes out all outstanding discovery against the Staff with regard to

Witness F.

Sincerely,

”fS.M'.,-—

Geary S. Mizuno
Counsel for NRC Staff

Enclosure: As stated
cc w/encls.: Parties
cc w/o encls.: Remainder of Service List
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