October 4, 1983

Note to Eleanor Adensam
SUBJECT: MCGUIRE 1 - 12 PROPOSED AMDTS TO THE TECH SPECS (OELD # 837 529)

You have all of the right words for a no significant hazards consideration
finding but I just cannot agree that allowing McGuire to operate at
virtually 50% of power with a main component of the ECCS system inoperable
involves "no significant hazards®. If I remember correctly, the entire
ECCS modeling for this one includes the modeling of the contribution from
the UHI. We have said a number of things about the value and importance
of UHI injectfon on these plants and now we're going to simply say its
fnsignificant to close off the UHI for operation of up to 50% of power?

I can't see how we can possibly call that insignificant. Its not much
that I can see that you and I can deal with. T think you should bring
this up with Darrell and 1f the technical staff, at 1ts highest Tevel,
believes that operating at almost full power with the UHI buttoned off

is insignificant, then that's up to you people. I jJust don't see how I
can call it insignificant and I want that decided by the technical staff
at its highest level,
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. Joe Scinto
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