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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. M99396 AND M99397)

Dear Mr. Plunkett:

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) I 
and to Facility Operating License N 

Plant, Unit Nos. 1 and 2, respectively. These ame 
(Appendix B, Part II for Unit 1), "Environmental Pr 
Technical Specifications in response to your appli( 
supplemented by letter dated August 26,. 1998. TI 
units are now revised to implement the terms an% 
included in the Biological Opinion issued by the iN~ 
sea turtles under the Endangered Species Act.  

The supplements contained clarifying informatien 
hazards consideration determination.  

A copy of the Safety EValation is also enclosed.  
Commission's biweekly Federal Resiter notice.  

Since

uied the enclosed Amendment Nos.  
R-67 and NPFi-16 for.th 'e St. Lucie 
its consist oichanges to Appendix B 
n Plan (Non-Radiological)," of the 
Jated December 1, 1997, as 
ironmental Protection Plans for both 
ons of the Incidental Take Statement 
Marine Fisheries Service with regard to 

d not change the original no significant

The Notice of Issuance will be included in the

rely,

William C. Gleaves, Project Manager, Section 2 
Project Directorate II 
Division of Licensing Project Management 
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Docket Nos. 50-335, 50-389

Enclosures: 1. Amendment No.  
2. Amendment No.  
3. Safety Evaluation 
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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.  
License No. DPR-67 

1 . The Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the Commission) has fOUnd that: 

A. The application for amendment by Florida Power & Light Company (the licensee), 
dated December 1, 1997, as supplemented by letter dated August 26, 1998, 
complies with the standards and requireients of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as 
amended (the Act) and the Commission's rules and regulations set forth in 10 CFR 
Chapter I; 

B. The facility will operate in co-nformity with the application, the provisions of the Act, 
and the rules and regulations of the Commission; 

C. There is reasonable assurance (i) that the activities authorized by this amendment 
can be conducted without endangering the health and safety of the public, and (ii) 
that such activities will be conducted in compliance with the Commission's 
regulations; 

D. The issuance" ofis amendment will not be inimical to the common defense and 
security or to the health and safety of the public; and 

E. Th-"::::e issuance of this amendment is in accordance with 10 CFR Part 51 of the 
G-mm issi on's regulations 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.  

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION..  

Sheri R. Peterson, Chief, Section 2 
Project t._irectorate'll 
Division of Licensig Project Management 
Office of Nuclear Ractor Regulation 

Attachment: 
Changes to the Technical 
Specifications 

Date of Issuance:



FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY

ORLANDO UTILITIES COMMISSION OF 

THE CITY OF ORLANDO, FLORIDA 

AND 

FLORIDA MUNICIPAL POWER AGENCY 

DOCKET NO. 50-389 

ST. LUCIE PLANT UNIT NO. 2 

AMENDMENT TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE 

Amendment No.  
"License No. NPF-16 

1. The Nuclear Regulatory Commissio.n (the Ccmmi'ssion) has found that: 

A. The application for amendment by Florida Power & Light Company, et al. (the 
licensee), dated December 11 , .-' 19•997, as supplemented by letter dated August 26, 
1998, complies with the standards nd requirements of the Atomic Energy Act of 
1954 , s amended (theAct) and he Commission's rules and regulations set forth in 
10 CFR Chapter I; 

B. The facility will operate in conformity with the application, the provisions of the Act, 
and the rules and regulations of the Commission; 

C. There is reasonable assurance (i) that the activities authorized by this amendment 
can be conducted without endangering the health and safety of the public, and 
(ii) that such11 activities will be conducted in compliance with the Commission's 
regulations; 

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.
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2. Accordingly, Facility Operating License No. NPF-1 6 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; ad shall be implemented 
within 30 days of receipt.  

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION.

Sheri R. Peterson, Chief, Section 2 
Project f.Pirecto rate 11 
Divisionp of Licensing Project Management 
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation 

Attachment: 
Changes to the Technical 
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 Pacqe Insert Page

66 

7 7 

8 through 12



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.  
The revised pages are identified by amendment number and contain vertical lines indicating the area 
of change.

Remove Paqe

Title page

4-1 

4-2 

4-3 

4-4

5-1 

5-2 

5-1

Insert Page 

Title page

4-1 

4-2 

4-3 

4-4

4-5

5-1 

5-2 

5-3



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 50-389 

1.0 INTRODUCTION 

In 1995, a Section 7 consultation under the Endangered Species Act of 1973 was initiated as a 
result of a large increase in the frequency of small green turtles taken incidentally and 
occasionally killed by entrapment in the plant's cool.ing water intake canal. The consultation was 
performed to consider the effects of the continued operation of the cooling water system at the 
plant on listed species of sea turtles. The licensee submitted a biological assessment (BA) to 
the NRC in a letter dated November 20, 1995, which was reviewed by the staff and forwarded to 
the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) on February 7, 1996. NMFS issued its biological 
opinion (BO) to the NRC in a letter dated February 7, 1997. The BO concluded that continued 
operation of the plant may adversely affect, but is n..tlikely to jeopardize, the continued 
existence of listed sea ",rle species under NMFS jurisdiction. An incidental take statement 
(ITS) was included in tthli, to est abih lethal take levels for listed species of sea turtles. The 
ITS included terms and c-onditions neeary to monitor and minimize adverse impacts and the 
lethal takes of sea turtlesrz,--:NMFS considers these terms and conditions to be reasonable, 
prudent, and necessa..ary. The NRC staff held a public meeting with the licensee and the Florida 
Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP) on May 7, 1997, to discuss a study regarding 
sea turtle entrapment required by a condition of the ITS. Other areas of the ITS that needed 
clarification or revsion or both were identified by the licensee. The NRC staff forwarded the BO 
to the licensee id! a letter dated May 30, 1997, and requested FPL propose changes to the 
St. Lucie Units I1 ad 2 Environmental Protection Plans (EPPs), located in Appendix B to Facility 
Operating Licenses DPR-67 and NPF-16 to implement the terms and conditions of the ITS. In a 
letter dated August 4, 1997, FPL proposed revisions to the EPPs. In a letter dated October 6, 
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 

9907080218 990521 
PDR ADOCK 05000335 
P PDR



-2-

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 Sections 4 and 5 of the EPP to incorporate the terms and conditions of 
the ITS are g.ner..lly .. nsistent with the B- and " urrent plant practie. . aEah ef •h-an..s." 
discussed below. If there is not currently a similar requirement for Unit 1, a note Will be made to 
theft effect.

The Unit 1 EPP does not contain all of the environmer 
turtles that are contained in the Unit 2 EPP. FPL prop 
Unit 1 EPP to conform to Sections 4 and 5 in the Unit 

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

Section 4.1, "Unusual or Important Environmental Eve 
reporting requirements for unusual or important enviro

al conditions for the protection of sea 
ýed to m•odify Sections 4 and 5 in the 
EPP. This change wold make the 
.able.  

ýs FPL proposed changes to clarify the 
-nental events. For Unit 1, the 
IRC is deleted, For both Units, the 
)ecies protected by the Endangered 
to plant operation are included in the 
.In addition, this section states that the 

1 §50.72 for environmental protection

St � �S.S�S *, S S S �S %5 S 55

snetaee--,--,-i. A -dsiseussedi Ufinl iN9
IMES indieeted that the lethal limits in the ITS icue 
Ii~es net causal to plant operations. This provides aufr 
limit without the risk of speculation as to whether er nMt 

eatiE1957.

Section 4.2, "Terrestrial/Aquatic Issues" - There is a similar section designation but no similar 
requirement in the current Unit I EPP (See discussion in Section 4.24, below). FPL proposed 
adding an introductory paragraph providing background on the St. Lucie consultation. 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.
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Section 4.2.1, "Beach Nesting Surveys" - There is no similar requirement in the current Unit 1 
EPP.: 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 Wildlife Service (FWS) and the FDEP and is involved in 
providing data for long-term nesting index surveys. FPL proposed relocating the requirements 
for nesting surveys to a new Section 4.2.2.2, Item 9. The surveys required in this section of the 
EPP have been completed and the ongoing surv .eys are captured under other requirements.  
Therefore, the staff agrees with deletion of this section.  

FPL proposed a new Section 4.2.1, titled, "Reinitiation of Endangered Species Act Section 7 
Consultation," to address the criteria for reinitiating a Section 7 consultation. The criteria outlined 
in Section 4.2.1 for reinitiation of an Endangered Species Act Section 7 consultation are 
consistent with those outlined in the NMFS BO and, therefore, are acceptable.

Section 4.2.2, "Studies to Evaluate and/or Mitigate 
originally discussed the requirements to have a pri 
structure and to perform studies to evaluate the ef 
structure entrapment. These studies, titled, "Stud 
Entrapment," were completed in 1985 and the res 
dated April 18, 1985. Because these studies are c 
discussed in the BO and terms and conditions of tI 
requirements is acceptable.  

FPL proposed a new Section 4.2.2, "Incidental Tai 
incidental take statements and basis for the incidel

:_ntr 
de

- Deleted. This section 
s.from the plant intake 
ogram in mitigating intake

vided to the NRC in FPL letter 
mitigation measures are 

'ig the original Section 4.2.2

ýe Statement," to address the background of 
ntal take limits. This is a new reouirement foir

. These changes are acceptable.

Section 4.2.2.1, "Lel 
discusses the basis 
The numerical limits 
procedures and will 
need for a license ai 
takes, but provide fc 
Two lethal levels arE 
other is a percentag 
level will be the gree 
therefore, are accep

mendme 
r an inc 
, specifi

emdi Ldrt:, levels ror sea turties Dy species as speciriea in ne i ,.  
established by NMFS in the current ITS and included in plant 
r a case-by-case review and change in lethal take limits without a 
ent. Thl•hethal take levels are based on historical observed lethal 
reasen total numbers of lethal takes as entrapment levels increase.  
ed: one is a fixed level of lethal takes per calendar year, while the 
total number of entrapments per calendar year. The allowable take 
ie two numbers. These take levels are consistent with the ITS and

e.

Section 4.2.2.2, "Terms and Conditions of the Incidental Take Statement" - This is a new section 
for both Units I and 2. This section discusses the terms and conditions of the ITS. These terms 
and conditions include the monitoring of the level of take and measures to minimize the impact of 
entrapment and the possibility of takes. These measures are discussed in the BA and BO and 
generally reflect current practices at St. Lucie. In response to the NMFS BO, issued by .N...F, 
FPL took exception to items 6, 7, 9, and 10. In the May 8, 1998, letter from NMFS to the NRC, 
NMFS amended the BO with regard to these issues. Each of the terms and conditions is 
discussed below.

I
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Item 1 establishes the requirement and basis previsiens for FPL to install, inspect, 
maintain, and repair the five-inch barrier net across the intake canal. FPL shall inspde, 
maintain, and repair the five-inch net on at least a quarterly basis and promptly repair any 
.hole or damage to nets that are discovered outside of the regular maintenance program.  

Item 2 establishes the requirement and basis for FPL to inspect, maintain, and repair 
Fet-i• the existing eight-inch 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, maintain 
and repair the eight-inch net on at least a quarterly basis and promptly repair any hole or 
damage to nets that are discovered outside of the regular maintenance program.

Item 3 establishes the requirement and basis provisions for FPL or FPL's contractor to 
continue the current capture and release program for turtles in their intake canal in 
accordance with permits granted by FDEP.  

Item 4 establishes the method -eiteFie for capture netting in thi• n take cahal. It also 
specifically defines the minimum number of required hours, thebconditions to increase 
netting activities, and the criteria for deviating from these requirements.  

Item 5 directs capture efforts if a turtle is observed west of the eight-inch barrier net.  

Item 6 requires FPL to implement a monitoring program of the intake wells for sea turtles 
and specifies the FPL staff responsibep to conduct intale well monitoring and the 
provisions for notifying response personnel if a turtle is detected in the intake well.

Item 7

requested a s1 
would not inte 
meetings at th 
feasible, howe 
NRC issued a 
study to be pe 
After initiaton 
report a roxi 
the studXyin le 
determiMe th 
from NRC to•F

rto 
of 
ma 
tter

iait 1-t-L propose a pian Tor a sway o i me errect OT Various raciors on 
It also requires that the study be approved by NMFS. NMFS originally 

y using rempte videography or a similarly designed methodology that 
re with turtle behavior while the study is being performed. Based on the 
ýitae NMFS and FDEP agreed with FPL that such a study was not 
,,a different type of study would be acceptable. On June 17, 1998, 
ter to FIPL containing revisions to the ITS, including a discussion of a 
rmed toelucidate the effect of various factors on turtle entrapment.  
the study, FPL is to report quarterly on progress and provide a final 
tely one year after initiation. FPL submitted a request for proposal for 
r dated August 26, 1998. NMFS reviewed the request for proposal and 
t met the intent of the BO as indicated by letter dated February 22, 1999, 
. approving the study.

Item 8 dis'usscs the requiresment that FPL continue to participate in the Sea Turtle 
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. Lucies.  

Item 9.requires .f the eriginal BO stated that FPL continue to conduct, under FDEP 
permit, the ongoing sea turtle nesting program and public service turtle walks.

S.. 
. . . .:.:.:.:." .:.:.:.?
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Item 10, "~Routine Reports," requires copies of monthly reports covering various aspects 
of the sea turtle program be furnished to NM FS. It also requires that FPL furnish the 
annual environmental operating report which includes information related to the 
inspection and maintenance of barrier nets and the operation Taprogge condenser tube 
c ileaning system to NMFS. This section also requires biennial meetings between FPL, 
NRC, and NMFS to discuss endangered and threatened species information and 
developments at St. Lucie, beginning January 2000. the original BE) diseuosod routinc 
reperting Fcuiemns in the May 8, 1998, revisien to the BE), NMF8 elarified the 

ruIn rop.tig roqluiroments and identified biennial moeetings to begin in Janguary 2000 
between NRC-,NIMfFS, IFPL, and FDE)E Notwithstanding the requirements to ether 
govefrnment agencies, the time framne for reporting to the NRC is te be eonsistent wt 
19 GF 6.7. (EG1O N-4.1?7 

Items 1 through 10 listed above are consistent with the NM FS BQ dated, May 8, 1998, and ITS.  
Therefore, these changes are acceptable.  

Section 4.2.3, "Studies to Evaluate and/or Mitigate Intake Canal Mortality" There is no similar 
requirement, in the current Unit 1 EPP. This section is to be deleted for Unit 2. This section 
originally discussed the requirement to perform studies to evaluate and/or mitigate intake canal 
mortality. These studies were documented in FPL letter dated November 20, 1995, and were 
discussed in the BA and resulting BO. Many oft~hese mitigation measures are captured in 
separate sections of the EPP. Because these"P original studies were completed and mitigation 
measures are discussed in other sections ofthe EPP, deleting this section is acceptable.  

Section 4.2.4, "Light Screen to Minimize Turtle Disorientation" - This section has been 
renumbered to Section 4.2.3 and modified. The St. Lucie, Unit 1, EPP has a similar Section 4.2, 
Which will also be renumbered to Section 4.2,3, and modified as discussed. The State of Florida 
has an ongoing program to replace nonindigenous species of plants with native varieties of 
plants as light screens along the beaches. The Australian pine is not a native plant species.  
Therefore, the reference to "Australian pine" has been deleted and generalized to "suitable 
plants" for light screen along the beach dune. The requirement for the shielding perimeter lights 
from Unit 1 License Condition 2-F-(.(I) -fwill also transfer to Section 4.2.3 of the Unit 1 and Unit 2 
EPP. This shielding requirement is not currently in the Unit 2 License and is being moved to 
generate consistency between the Unit 1 and Unit 2 Licenses and EPPs. These changes are 
,consistent with Information Notice 97-043, dated July 1, 1997. These changes are acceptable.  

Section 4.2.5, "Capture and Release Program" - There is no similar requirement in the-current 
Unit 1 EPP. This section is to be deleted for Unit 2. 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" - There is no similar requirement in the current Unit I EPP.  
This section has been changed to highlight that the environmental conditions of the EPP 
Section 4 are contingent upon FPL obtaining the required FIDEP permits to take, handle, or 
experiment with sea turtles. These changes are acceptable.
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Section 5.0, "Administrative Procedures" - There is no* siilar requirement in the current Unit 1 
EPP. This section is new for Unit 1 and remains the same as the current EPP for Unit 2, This 
section provides requirements for the review and audit of the EPP (Section 521), records 
retention (Section 5.2), the process for changing the EPP (Section 5.3) and plant routine 
reporting (Section 5.4 and Section 5.4. 1). This change for Unit 1 makes the EPPs for both units 
to be consistent, therefore, these changes are acceptable.  

Section 5.4.1.1, "Monthly Reports" - This8 section is new for Unit 1 and is modified for Unit 2. This 
section has been added to includa requiresme t 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.  

Section 5.4.1.2, "Annual Environmental Operating Report" - This section is new for Unit 1. This 
was Section 5.4.1 for Unit 2 and has been modified andrenumbered. It outlines what types of 
information should be included in the annual environmental operatingreport. FPL proposed 
deletion of the requirement referencing the initial annual report covering theperiod of time from 
operating license issuance date to December 31, 1983. Th•e•e initial report hs been completed.  
FPL also added a new section, (d), which requires a summary of the monthly reports to NMFS 
be included in the annual environmental operating repori. The annual environmental operating 
report should be furnished to NMFS and NRC. This change is consistent with the ITS 
requirement to furnish NMFS an annual report. Therefore, these changes are acceptable.  

Section 5.4.2, "Nonroutine Reports" - This section is new for Unit 1. This section outlines the 
information to be included in the nonroutine event report. Several editorial changes were made 
to Section 5.4.2 to clarify reporting requirements, including providing reports to the NRC within 
30 days of submitting a report to another agency and that written reports shall be in accordance 
with 10 CFR 50.4. These changes are acceptable; .. w.v., the report should continue to b.  
submitted to the NRGW,4GT-!! S~E "ý40 AYS" ABOVE; F:PL NEEDS THIS FOR ADMIN 
PROCGESSING TIME; THAT WAAY I-FWAKES SENSE" TOe US) in the samfe timfe framfe that ~ 
submitted to other gvemm-nt gc•n•i-..  

3.0 STAFF CONCLUSION

The staff has reviewed the FPL proposed changes to the St. Lucie, Units 1 and 2, Operating 
License, Appendix B, "Environmental Protection Program (Non-Radiological) Technical 
Specifications." The licensee's proposed additions and modifications to the current EPPs are 
consistent with and meet the intent of the relevant review criteria and the requirements of the 
NMFS Incidental Take Statement and Biological Opinions that resulted from the Section 7 
consultation under the Endangered Species Act of 1973, Therefore, the proposed modifications 
to St. Lucie, Unit 1 and 2, Operating Licenses, Appendix B, is acceptable..  
The Commisn*sion has coneluded, based en the consideratiens discussed abeve, that: (1) there is 
reasonab'e assuran.e that the health and safety "f the publi" will net be endang.ed. by 
opelr-tion in the p.•p•isd mlanner, (2) such activities will be I ndu•t.d in compliane. with the 
Commnission's regulations, and (3) the issuance of the amendments will net be inimgical to the 
common dcfense and securcity or to the healthg and safety of the public.
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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 ameridments meet the eligibility 
criteria for categorical exclusion set forth in 10 CFR 51.22(c)(1Q%. Purtuant to 10 CFR 51.22(b), 
no environmental impact statement or environmental assessmeiit need be prepared in 
connection with the issuance of the amendments.  

6.0 CONCLUSION 

The Commission has concluded, based on the considerations discussed above, that: (1) there is 
reasonable assurance that the health and safety of the public w~il not be endangered by 
operation in the proposed manner, (2) such activities will be conducted in compliance with the 
Commission's regulations, and (3) the issuanbe of the amendIments will not be inimical to the 
common defense and security or to the health and safety of the public.  

Principal Contributors: C. Craig, R. Jolly 

Dated:


