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ST. LUCIE ™IT 2, EXEPTIAY QECITST

i

‘i pave reviewed your i'ay 5, 1922 reauest for exerption from certain

parts of the Conw
reviev for St. Lucie Unit
tnile we are not

thet reuuest,

jssion's ‘rules and regulationc recarding antitrust
2 and find aood cause for :nranting nart ‘of
requiring the subnittzl of the Pequlatory

ol

ruide 9.2 irformation and the accorpanyinag Federal Tegister notice, we
do plan to .ake a finding of vhether there have heen any significant

cranges since t
ir furnishing any specific information that may bLe reaquired,

a notice that is heing

is enclosed.
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NUCLEAR BEQULATORY OnMpIssinm

IBOCKET MO,
FiORIDA POWER AND LIGHT COMBANY
(ST, LUCIE UNIT 2); EXEMPTION

Florida Power and Light Company (FPL) is holder of & fonsiruction Pemit
for St. Lucie Unit 2. Dperating License ?ﬁfﬁ?métﬁﬁﬁ far §t, Lusia 2, as
required by 10 CFR Section 50,30{d}, was submitiad fo the Femnicsion on
March 28, 1980. At that time, however, information identifiss in
Rzgu!atbry Guide 9.2 as being pertinent to & determination of whether

significant entitrust changes had occurrad subssouent o the previous

antitrust review at the construction permit siage couid not be srovided

because the construction permit {CP) antitrust revisw had not baen
completed, The CP antitrust review, in fact, continued sesriv the
entire period of construction and was only recently eompisted with

the fssuance on March 24, i982, of a Memorandum and Crdes by ths

presiding Atomic Safety and Lfceﬁ$%n§ Brard,

In view of the short time period betwsen completion of the ¢P antitrust
review and the anticipated October 1987 operating Ticenss (M) ‘szuance

date, FPL has requested, pursuant to 10 0FR secticn 50,172, an fromption

from so much of section 50.30 of the Comnission's regulatiosns as would

require: (1) further submittal of antitrust informaticn ia connaction



~— | L -

with the issuance of an opsrating license for St. fucie 2, and {2)

additional, fomnal contideration of such information by the fommissfon in
making the "siﬁasfieani'éﬁgagégﬁ determination. In the 3liernative,

FPL has requested an exemption from a formal "no significent changes”
determination in view that there is no statutory cequiremsnt for such

a determinaton;

v ¢

Under section 105(c)(2) of the Atomic Friergy Act of 1954, 47 U.S.C.
section 2135(c)(2), the NRC must forward to the Atiorney Genoral, for

his antitrust advice, a copy of an operating licensa appiicstion if

the Commission determines that such review is advisable on the ground
that significant changes in the licensse's activitiss or pronosed
activities have occurred subsequent to the previous revies $h connection

with the construction permit, Thus there 13 no statuloey o

N

that the Commission must make a negative finding that thers hav
no significant antitrust changes. Still, the statule indicaiss that
some review of the changes is in order. Part 2.101{e} of the Commission’s

rules codifies the notice requirements and procedurss for such a review.

The rule anticipates thét-tﬁé ﬁeﬁu?atﬁvy fyide 8,3 antitrust isforation
will be cubmitted concurrently with the hzalth, safety and se¥ivonmental
parts of the 0L appticatiaﬁ'aﬁd that the antitrust review will be
conducted concurreéntly with the other ravisws, 8 any event, the ruze

envisions a substantial time frame batwsen completion of the (P antitrust
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review and issusnce of the 0L applicatioh, Thus, fn
instance wherain the CP antitrust review was not completsd unidl tuwn
years after the OL application was submitted, s wniver of the

rules is in order.

Lucte CP antitrust procesding, sed has Eurrent {nformation %%éérééﬁg
the situation in Florida. Hireover, as & résult of the sxtended
antitrust proceeding at the construciion permit stage, additioss)
municipal utilities have become coholders of the comstruction perit
for St. Luciefand ave currently undergoing antitrust revisw, The

Staff is of the opinfon that the Requlatdry fuide 4,3 faformatinn woaid

add very little to its knowledge of the factus? situstinn, Therefars,
Staff is not requiring formal submittal of this sntitvase frforeiation
called for by Regnfatory Guide 9.3, The Staff will howsver, 5n the %ggéé
of its current informaticn, make a rev1ew &% to Whathed thers have %k@?
"significant changes® since completion of the cowstructiog

pemit antitrust proceedings. 1f the SEafF Finds thad sasitineal
information details are needed to complete 15 rovisw, it may reausst

the needed specific information from the applicant

Further. Staff has deternined that this exémgtiﬁﬁ ¢r@ﬁ part 2,101{8)
of the Commission's rules will not endaﬁgew Tife or property or the

common defense and security. Accordingly, the Comiissian has datersine

pursuant to 10 CFR section 50,12, that &n exemption is authoedred By Taw

and hereby grants the following exemption:

It wil! not be netess&ry for app?%aeﬂi e fawngg% the %ﬁﬁai?ﬁ%i
information responsive to ﬁega&atgry Guids 9,3 and receipt of
such information will, therefore, not be noticed in vhe Faderal

Register,
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