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Introduction

By letter dated April 20, 1983, the licensee requested a change to the St. Lucie
Plant, Unit 2 Technical Specifications, Section 3/4.3.1, Reactor Protective
Instrumentatfon, Table 4.3-1 Reactor Protective Instrumentatfon Surveillance
Requirements, to delete the surveillance requirement to obtain, evaluate and
compare detector plateau curves to manufacturer's data for the Wide Range
Logarithmic Neutron Flux tfonftor.

Evaluation

The surveillance requirement to obtain, evaluate and compare detector plateau
curves to manufacturer's data as part of the calibration procedure is applicable
only to proportional counter flux monitors. The Wide Range Logarithmic Neutron
Flux Honftor is a fission chamber detector and not a proportional counter.
A plateau curve cannot be accomplished on a fission chamber detector and fs
not required as part of the calibration procedure for a fission chamber detector
and, therefore, the requirement to obtain, evaluate and compare detector plateau
curves to manufacturer's data is not applicable to fission chamber detectors.
The proposed amendment is, therefore, acceptable.

Environmental .Consideration

We have determined that the amendment does not authorize a change in effluent
types or total amounts nor an increase in power level and will not result in any
siqnificant environmental fmpact. Having made this determination, we have further
concluded that the amendment involves an action which is insignificant from the
standpoint of environmental impact and, pursuant to 10 CFR Section 51.5(d)(4),
that an environmental impact statement or negative declaration and environmental
impact appraisal need not be prepared in connection with the issuance of this
amendment.
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Conclusion

Based upon our evaluation of the proposed change to the St. Lucie Plant, Unft 2
Technical Specifications, we have concluded, that: (1) because the amendment
does not involve a significant increase fn the probability or consequences of
accidents previously considered and does not involve a significant decrease in
a safety margin, the amendment does not involve a significant hazards consider-
ation; (2) there is reasonable assurance that the health and safety of the
public will not be endangered by operation fn the proposed manner, and (3)
such activities will be conducted in compliance with the Commission's regulations
and the issuance of this amendment will not be inimical to the common defense
and security or to the health and safety of the public. We, therefore, conclude
that the proposed change is acceptable.
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