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HEPC NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION CENTER

"Ny life belongs to the whole community, and as long as I live, ft is ntyprivilege to doforit whatsoeverI can.
I want to be thoroughly used up when I die, for the harder I work, the mnore I live. J rejoice in life for its own
sake. Ife is no Obrief candle" to me. It is a sort of splendid torch which I have got hold offor the rnoment,
and I want to make it burn as brightly as possible before handing it on to future generations."

- George Bernard Shaw, 1907-

January.25, 2004

Ex cutive Director for Operations
l]WJuclear Regulatory Commission

Washfhigton, D.C. 20500

RE: -Request for Enforcement Action Under 10 C.F.R. 2.206
Docket N6.:50`335~ -

The National Environmental Protection Center ("NEPC") hereby submits Its petition under
Title 10 of the Code of Federal Regulations at Section 2.206 requesting that the U.S.
Nuclear.Regplatory Commission ("NRCN) take enforcement action against its licensee the
Florida& Ught Company ("FPL") as requested below and on the basis provided

A. Reauest for Enforcement Action

NEPC hereby requests that the NRC take immediate action to cause the cold shutdown of
the licensee's St. Lucie nuclear power station Unit-1 currently operating under NRC license
#DPR-67.

NEPC hereby requests that the Executive Director for Operations at the NRC request the
NRC Office of the Inspector General investigate circumstances of the events described below
as far as the role in which the NRC took part and the licensee's Interaction therein.

B. Basis for Reguest for Enforcement Action

As posted In Federal Register notice dated January 2, 2004 (Volume 69, Number 1), the
licensee-is required -under 10 C.F.R.-50,-Appendix-R, Section-III.G.2.d to provide for-a----
separation of cables and equipment and associated nonsafety circuits of redundant trains by
a horizontal distance of more than 20 feet with no intervening combustibles or fire hazards
as one means of providing adequate fire protection for redundant trains of safe-shutdown
equipment located inside noninerted containments.

Subsequent to a February 215, 1985 NRC authorized exemption from Appendix R allowing
the licensee to operate redundant trains In Unit-i containment with less than 20 feet of
horizontal separation, the NRC on March 5S", 1987 approved a revision to its earlier
exemption to allow minimal Intermittent combustibles between the redundant trains. The
staff approved the exemptions based, In part, on the redundant trains being separated by
more than 7 feet horizontally and .25 feet vertically; however, the licensee subsequently
determined that the issulmpftton of 25 feet vertical separation was incorrect.
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The NRC nonetheless authorized an exemption for the licensee from requirements stated
under Appendix R above on December 24t, 2003.

The licensee's request to amend its operating license for Unit-1 is In all purposes a
mmaterial" change to Its operating license which requires that the public be given an
opportunity to Intervene at a public hearing in opposition to the NRC granting such a
request. The NRC apparently failed to provide the public with an opportunity to Intervene at
a hearing in this matter as required by its own regulations under Title 10.

In addition, it is quite obvious from the licensee's own admissions about the discrepancy of
the separation space between critical trains on Unit-1 that the NRC was mislead by the
licensee in 1985. Why should the licensee be credible on this point now. Where is the NRC'S
safety evaluation? Did the NRC take any physical measurements? Did the NRC rely on the
licensee's model or did the NRC rely on an Independent model when the agency authorized
either exemption?

These are serious nuclear safety issues which must be resolved at a public hearing.
Moreover, the licensee apparently cannot be trusted in providing critical nuclear safety
Information-about operations of Its-nuclear-power-stations to-enable-the-NRC-to-act-in the---
interest of public of safety and health and that of the overall environment.

C. Conclusion

For all the foregoing reasons, NEPC herein requests that the NRC GRANT its petition and
issue an order to its licensee, Florida Power & Light Company to bring the St. Lucie nuclear
power station Unit-1 to an immediate cold shut-down. In addition, NEPC rqeuitzivs iit0*; Uie

Executive Director for Operations at the NRC request a formal investigation of the NRC staff
_;; .- Rh respet to any apparent misleading and/or false material Information

that the licensee apparently provide to the NRC and that the NRC acted on without due
concern for the public's health and safety and that of the environren v::!' '!' _ _ _

requests that the NRC provide the public an opportunity to Intervene at a public hearing to
challenge Its authorization of exemptions to Appendix R for the licensee's St. Lucie nuclear
power station Unit-1.

Respectfully submitted,

Thomas Sapor
--- Executive Director---- -
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