L 29

Friday, May 3, 1385

Charles Bechhoefer, Ezquire whnfﬁ
Chairman YINRC
Atomic Satety and Licensing Roard

U. S. Nuclear Hegulatorv Commission

Washington, D.C. 20555 L= MAY -8 A0 :24

Or. James C. Lamb, [II Ernest E. Hill CFFiLe s
Administrative Judge Hill Asscciates mmtﬂNG&SENVW
213 Woodhaven Road 210 Montego Drive NCH
Chapel Hill, North Carolina 327514 Danville, CA 94526

Re: South Texas Nuclear Froject, Derket Nos. S0-493, S0-49904
Dear Members of the Board,

At the prehearing conrer=nce on May 1, 1985, a question arose
regarding two generic findings both labelled 3.1(J) 1in the
Guadrex re=port. CCANF had called attention to the fact that two
findings were so labelled and that the Board's February 26 (Order
had carried forward the typographical error.

The Applicants questioned whether CCANF had i1in fact originally
raised this finding i1n 1t= November <1, 19451 $11ing, the basis
for the listing in the Board's February 26 . ider.

CCANF directs the Board s attention to peoss 29 and 40 of said
pleading. At page I7, the following appears.

D. An "abnormally high error rate was observed 1n Brown
and Koot calculations for the nuclear, as opposed to
the conventional, aspects of the engineering work."
isection 3.1(3) [sicl, p. 5-11) {emphasis addeq)
Obvinusly the "[sicl" was to direct the Board & attention to the
typographical error and the finding 1tzelf 15 1n "1".,

At page 40, the following appears:

D. There were no documented standarde regarding the
minimum qualifications required ftor a design verifier."
(Section J.3¢(3)y ps 3~13

CCANF 1s at this point identifying the finding which 1in fact

should carry the ")" designation.
Sincerely, !
% 393 Lannv?% nkin
mﬂw PDR 3022 Forter St, NW #I04
G

Washington, D.C. 20003
202) 9&6-2141
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