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Mr. T. F. Plunkett

President - Nuclear Division
Florida Power and Light Company
P.O. Box 14000

Juno Beach, Florida 33408-0420

SUBJECT:  ST. LUCIE PLANT - ISSUANCE OF AMENDMENTS REGARDING THE
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION PLANS FOR UNITS 1 AND 2
(TAC NOS. M99386 AND M99397)

Dear Mr. Plunkett;

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) has

and to Facility Operating License No
Plant, Unit Nos. 1 and 2, respectively. These amendme
(Appendix B, Part Ii for Unit 1), “Environmental Protectioi
Technical Specifications in response to your applicati
supplemented by letter dated August 26,.1998. Th
units are now revised to implement the terms a

al Protection Plans for both
&' |ncidental Take Statement

Sincerely,

William C. Gleaves, Project Manager, Section 2
Project Directorate I

Division of Licensing Project Management
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Docket Nos. 50-335, 50-389

Enclosures: 1. Amendment No. to DPR-67
2. Amendment No.  to NPF-16 ' < O\
3. Safety Evaluation
N
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FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY

DOCKET NO. 50-335

ST. LUCIE PLANT UNIT NO. 1 -

AMENDMENT TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE

Amendment No.

1. The Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the Com

A. The application for amendment by F
dated December 1, 1997, as supple
complies with the standards and requ
amended (the Act) and the Commi
Chapter I,

this amendment is in accordance with 10 CFR Part 51 of the
gulations and all applicable requirements have been satisfied.
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2. Accordingly, Facility Operating License No. DPR-67 is amended by changes to the Technical
Specifications as indicated in the attachment to this license amendment, and by amending
paragraph 2.C.(2) to read as follows:

(2) Technical Specifications

The Technical Specifications contained in Appendices A and B, as revised through
Amendment No. , are hereby incorporated in the license. The licensee shall
operate the facility in accordance with the Technical Specifications.
3. This license amendment is effective as of its date of issuance and shall be implemented
within 30 days of receipt.

Attachment:
Changes to the Tech
Specifications

Date of Issuance;



FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY

ORLANDOQ UTILITIES COMMISSION OF

THE CITY OF ORLANDO, FLORIDA

AND

FLORIDA MUNICIPAL POWER AGENCY

DOCKET NO. 60-389

ST. LUCIE PLANT U]

AMENDMENT TO FACILITY

Amendment No.
License No. NPF-16

“as supplemented by letter dated August 26,
nd requirements of the Atomic Energy Act of

B.
C.
cted without endangering the health and safety of the public, and
activities will be conducted in compliance with the Commission’s
D. The issuance of this amendment will not be inimical to the common defense and
security or to the health and safety of the public; and
E. The issuance of this amendment is in accordance with 10 CFR Part 51 of the

Commission’s regulations and all applicable requirements have been satisfied.



2. Accordingly, Facility Operating License No. NPF-16 is amended by changes to the Technical
Specifications as indicated in the attachment to this license amendment, and by amending
paragraph 2.C.2 to read as follows:

2. Technical Specifications

The Technical Specifications contained in Appendices A and B, as revised through
Amendment No. , are hereby incorporated in the license. The licensee shall
operate the facility in accordance with the Technical Specifications.

3. This license amendment is effective as of its date of issuance
within 30 days of receipt.

d shall be implemented

Attachment:
Changes to the Te
Specifications

Date of Issuance:



ATTACHMENT TO LICENSE AMENDMENT NO.

TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. DPR-67

DOCKET NO. 50-335

Replace the following pages of the Appendix "B" Technical Specifications with the enclosed pages.
The revised pages are identified by amendment number and contain vertical lines indicating the area
of change.

Remove Page Insert Page
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ATTACHMENT TO LICENSE AMENDMENT NO.

TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. NPF-16

DOCKET NO. 50-389

Replace the following pages of the Appendix "B" Technical Specifications with the enclosed pages.
Therevised pages are identified by amendment number and contain vertical lines indicating the area

of change.

Remove Page Insert Page
Title page Title page

4-1
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SAFETY EVALUATION BY THE OFFICE OF NUCLEAR REACTOR REGULATION

RELATED TO AMENDMENT NO. TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. DPR-67

AND AMENDMENT NO. TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. NPF-16

FLORIDA POWER AND LIGHT COMPANY, ET AL.

ST. LUCIE PLANT, UNIT NOS. 1 AND 2

DOCKET NOS. 50-335 AND 50-38¢

1.0 INTRODUCTION

ies Act of 1973 was initiated as a
taken incidentally and

In 1995, a Section 7 consuitation under the Endanger:
result of a large increase in the frequency of small g

performed to consider the effects of the conti
plant on listed species of sea turtles. The li

& biological assessment (BA) to
wiewed by the staff and forwarded to

ITS included terms and
lethal takes of sea turtles
prudent, and nece '
Department of Enyi
sea turtle entrapment required :
clarification or i
to the licensee

ion (FDEP) on May 7, 1997, to discuss a study regarding
ondition of the ITS. Other areas of the ITS that needed

nvironmental Protection Plans (EPPs), located in Appendix B to Facility
-67 and NPF-16 to implement the terms and conditions of the ITS. Ina
letter dated August 4, 1997, FPL proposed revisions to the EPPs. In a letter dated October 8,
1997, the staff informed FPL that the NRC and NMFS disagreed with the proposed changes and
requested that FPL make changes to the EPP consistent with the BO and the ITS.

Proposed amendments to the EPP were submitted by FPL to NRC in a letter dated December 1,
1997; however, FPL had several further questions concerning the terms and conditions of the
ITS. The staff held another public meeting with the licensee and representatives from FDEP and
NMFS to discuss these issues. The meeting was held on January 20, 1998. Subsequent to the
meeting, NMFS amended its BO in a letter to the NRC dated May 8, 1998. The NRC forwarded
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the ITS amendments to FPL in a letter dated June 17, 1998, and requested that FPL amend the
application for the EPP revisions. FPL provided an amended application by letter dated

August 26, 1998. By letter dated October 8, 1998, the NRC forwarded FPL's revised proposed
amendment, which included an intake well monitoring program and the proposed plan for the
entrapment study, to NMFS for review and approval. In a letter to FPL dated, February, 22,
1999, NRC endorsed NMFS's approval of the proposed study of turtle entrapment. -

2.0 EVALUATION

The proposed changes to Sectlons 4 and 5 of the EPP to mcorporate the terms and condmons of
the ITS are - W

Unit 1 and Unit 2 EPPs identical. This change is ac

Sectlon 4.1, "Unusual or Important Envnronmental E

FPL proposed
ultation. The
introductory paragraph conveys that in May 1995, NRC initiated the formal consultation with
NMFS resulting in an updated Sea Turtle BA submitted by FPL on November 20, 1995. NMFS
reviewed this assessment and in return issued a BO dated February 7, 1997. This change is
acceptable.



Section 4.2.1, "Beach Nesting Surveys" -
Ei This section originally discussed the beach nesting surveys required for the early years of
operation. FPL has been conducting nesting studies as part of the St. Lucie reporting
requirements for the U.S. Fish and Wildiife Service (FWS) and the FDEP and is involved in
providing data for long-term nesting index surveys. FPL proposed relocating the requlrements
for nesting surveys to a new Sect|on 4222, ltem9 of fhi
EPRP

FPL proposed a new Section 4.2.1, titled, "Reinitiation of Endangered Species Act Sectlon 7
Consultatlon "to address th i a for reinitiating a Section 7 consultahon Th

This section
Iant intake

n total numbers of lethal takes as entrapment levels increase.
ne is a fixed level of lethal takes per calendar year, while the

total number of entrapments per calendar year. The allowable take
level will be th e two numbers. These take levels are consistent with the ITS and

therefore, are acceptable.

Sectlon 4 2 2 2 "Terms and C dmon f the Incidental Take Statement" -Thi
for: ' and 2 This sechon discusses the terms and conditions of the ITS. These
: s include ; i

generally reflect current practices at St. Lucie. Inif&sponse K

FPL took exception to items 6, 7, 9, and 10. In the , 1998, letter from NM FS to the NRC
NMFS amended the BO with regard to these issues. Each of the terms and conditions is
discussed below.
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Item 1 establishes the requirement and:basis-provisiens for FPL to mstall inspect,
malntaln : 3ir the five-inch barner net across the intake canal. @

retain the existing elght-lnch barrier net as back up to the new five-inch net. It also
describes its basis for being a backup to the five-inch net. FPL shall inspect, malntam
and repair the elght-lnch net on at Ieast a quarterly basis

contlnue the current capture and release progra
accordance with permits granted by FDEP.

well monitoring and the
detected in the intake well.

vior w:hlle the study is being performed. Based on the
EP agreed with FPL that such a study was not

meetings at the
feasible, howe
NRC issued

taining revisions to the ITS, including a discussion of a
ate the effect of various factors on turtle entrapment.
FPL is to report quarterly on progress and provide a final
year after initiation. FPL submltted a request for proposal for

Stranding and Salvage Network (STSSN) under FDEP authority and permits. This is to
assess any possible delayed lethal impacts of capture as well as to provide background
data and health of local turtles. Stranded turtles will not be counted against the
authorized level of lethal incidental takes for St. Lucie.

the ohgomg sea turtle nesting program and publlc service turtle walks.




[tem 10, IR

originally discussed the requirement to perform studig

mortality. These studies were documented in FPL |

discussed in the BA and resulting BO. Many

separate sections of the EPP. Because the y were completed and mitigation
ing this section is acceptable.

This section has been

plants as light screens the bea .The Australian pine is not a native plant species.
~ the reference, raliary " has been deleted and generalized to "suitable

from Unit 1 Licen
EPP al¢

Ur This section originally outlined the
requirements of the capture and release program for sea turtles removal from the intake canal.
The section has been deleted in its entirety because the capture and release program is now
covered by Section 4.2.2.2, Item 3-9. These changes are acceptable.

Section 4.3, "General Exceptions” - PP
This section has been changed to highlight that the environmental conditions of the EPP
Section 4 are contingent upon FPL obtaining the required FDEP permits to take, handle, or
experiment with sea turtles. These changes are acceptable.




Section 5.4.1.1, "Monthly Reports" - Fh i difi .
section has-been-added-te-includea requiresment that monthly reports on the sea turtle program
be provided to NMFS. This monthly reporting requirement is also identified in Section 4.2.2.2,
Item 10. The reporting requirements are consistent with the ITS and therefore are acceptable.

This

Section 5.4.1.2, "Annual Environmental Operating Report" - 5l
:yvha ypes of

was Section 5.4.1 for Unit 2 and has been modified and

deletion of the requirement referencing the initial an
operating license issuance date to December 31, 1
FPL also added a new section, (d), which requires a
be included in the annual environmental operating r
report should be furnished to NMFS and NRC. Thi
requirement to furnish NMFS an annual report
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Section 5.4.2, "Nonroutine Reports" - T
information to be included in the non
to Section 5.4.2 to clarify reporting re

IE editorial changes were made
ing providing reports to the NRC within
e in accordance
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4.0 STATE CONSULTATION

By Letter dated March 8, 1991, Mary E. Clark of the State of Florida, Department of Health and
Rehabilitative Services, informed Deborah A. Miller, Licensing Assistant, U.S. NRC, that the
State of Florida does not desire notification of issuance of license amendments. Thus, the State
official had no comments. :

5.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATION

These amendments relate to changes in record keeping or administrative procedures or
requirements. The Commission has previously issued a proposed finding that the amendment

- involves no significant hazards consideration, and there has been no public comment on such
finding (64 FR 6698, dated February 10, 1999). Accordingly, the amendments meet the eligibility
criteria for categorical exclusion set forth in 10 CFR 51.22(c)(10 ant to 10 CFR 51.22(b),
no environmental impact statement or environmental a d be prepared in
connection with the issuance of the amendments.

6.0 CONCLUSION

The Commission has concluded, based on the cons : iscussed above, that: (1) there is

operation in the proposed manner, (2) such a
Commission's regulations, and (3) the issu

Principal Contributors: C. Craig, R.

Dated:



