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January 30, 1984 -
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Note to Peter Tam

SUBJECT: BEAVER VALLEY 1 - ELIMINATION OF APPENDIX B TO TECH SPECS
(OELD # 841 189)

This. package is-okay but I noticed one thing in it and that is we are not
taking action on the non-radiological tech spec changes yet on the basis that
we expect to see that changed, so therefore the prenotice only covers the
radiological portions of the spect that we're deleting. That's okay but you
should leave it in that status only if you really think that the Licensee is
going to make that change really quickly. You shouldn't let the Licensee have
a proposed amendment or even a part of a proposed amendment request in this
Agency for any extended period of time without this Agency taking some action
to publish it, withdraw it, or to have them change it. Tell the Licensee to
either get off the dime or to withdraw it promptly. We can't have these amend-
ments hanging around. It makes it appear that this Agency is lax in doing its

(
job when in fact the problem is that licensees request amendments that they
don't really want. Have them withdraw it unless they're going to make a
request for that change soon.
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