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Regarding comments of Paragraph 2-C of referenced letter, we believe

that our answer of May 15, 1985, Attachment #1, Para. B was misinterpreted.
[t was not Telemecanique Inc.'s intention to indicate that the breaker
would not operate properly after submittal to instantaneous trip testing.
We agree that breakers can interrupt current in the magnitude of 12,000
Amps, but it must be recognized that submitting breakers to repeated

tests may ultimately cause some degradation of the breaker which in

turn could cause the breakers to operate outside the design parameters.

Sincerely,

. [/az/éz ,//%'

J. V. Erhardt
Vice President,
Engineered Controls Operation
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