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UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

4IASHINGTON, D. C. 20555

SAFETY EVALUATION BY THE OFFICE OF NUCLEAR REACTOR REGULATION

RELATED TO AMENDMENT NO.

TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. NPF-16

FLORIDA POWER 8I LIGHT COMPANY ET AL.

ST. LUCIE PLANT UNIT NO. 2

DOCKET NO. 50-389

INTRODUCTION

The licensee submitted an application on April 19, 1983 to amend the
technical specifications to modify the surveillance requirements of the
pressurizer (Technical Specification 4.4.3.3.b) associated with the reactor
coolant system.

EVALUATION

The existing design for the control of pressurizer heater circuit breakers
automatically sheds the load from the emergency power buses on loss of
offsite power or on a loss of offsite power coincident with a safety
injection actuation signal. Heater banks Bl and B4 can be reconnected to the
emergency power sources manually from the control room only if the safety
injection. actuation signal is not present.

PI'esently, Technical Specification 4.4.3.3.b requires that the pressurizer
heaters be manually connected to the safety buses from inside the control
room after an engineered safety features actuation signal concurrent with a
loss of offsite power. This action requires that the engineered safety
feature actuation signal (ESFAS) be reset. The requirement to reset the ESFAS
is addressed in NUREG-0737, Section II.E.3.1 Emergency Power Supply for
Pressurizer Heaters prior to manually connecting the pressurizer heaters to
the safety buses. The licensee has proposed this revision to Technical
Specification 4.4.3.3.b to explicitly reflect the requirement that the safety
injection actuation signal be reset prior to manually connecting the pressurizer
heaters to the emergency power source.

The staff concludes that the proposed revision reflects the requirement of
NUREG-0737 Section II.E.3.1. Therefore, the proposed change to the Technical
Specifications is acceptable.
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ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATION

This amendment involves a change in the installation or use of a facility
component located within the restricted area as defined in 10 CFR Part 20.
The staff has determined that the amendment involves no significant increase
in the amounts, and no significant change fn the types, of any effluents
that may be re1eased offsite, and that there is no significant increase
in individual or cumulative occupational radiation exposure. The
Commission has previously published a proposed finding that the amendment
involves no significant hazards consideration and there has been no public
comnent on such finding. Accordingly, the amendment meets the eligibility
criteria for categorical exclusion set forth in 10 CFR 551.22(c)(9).
Pursuant to 10 CFR 551.22(b), no environmental impact statement or environmental
assessment need be prepared in connection with the issuance of the amendment.

CONCLUSION

We have concluded, based on the considerations discussed above, that (1) there
is reasonable assurance that the health and safety of the public will not be
endangered by operation in the proposed manner, and (2) such activities will
be conducted in compliance with the Conmission's regulations, and the issuance
of the amendment will not be inimical to the cewen defense and security or to
the health and safety of the public.

Date: October 17, 1985

Principal Contributor:
D. Sells
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