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UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555

SAFETY EVALUATION BY THE OFFICE OF NUCLEAR REACTOR REGULATION

RELATED TO AMENDMENT NOS. AND

TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. DPR-67 AND NO. NPF-16

FLORIDA POMER AND LIGHT COMPANY ET AL.

ST. LUCIE PLANT UNIT NOS. 1 AND 2

DOCKET NOS. 50-335 AND 50-389

1. 0 INTRODUCTION

By letter dated July 26, 1989, Florida Power and Light Company (FPL, the
licensee) proposed to amend Facility Operating Licenses DPR-67 and NPF-16 for
St. Lucie Units 1 and 2, respectively. These amendments would revise
Technical Specifications Section 3.7 for both units to clarify testing
requirements for the main feedwater line isolation valves and the main steam
line isolation valves. The NRC staff proposed minor clarifying changes to the
revised Technical Specification pages. These changes were discussed with and
agreed to by the licensee's staff.

2. 0 EVALUATION

2.1 Main Steam Line Isolation Valves - Units 1 and 2

The operability of the main steam isolation valves (MSIVs) ensures that no more
than one steam generator will blow down in the event of a steam line rupture.
This restriction is required to minimize the positive reactivity effects of
the reactor coolant system cooldown associated with blowdown, and to limit
the pressure rise within containment in the event the steam line rupture
occurs within containment.

Present Specification 3. 7. 1. 5 could be interpreted to require surveillance
testing prior to entering and/or changing modes. The proposed changes will
clarify requirements for the plant to achieve the required modes to conduct
testing necessary to meet the limiting condition for operation. The
corresponding action statements will also be clarified to indicate that the
MSIVs perform their required safety function when closed.

The licensee proposed to modify Specification 3.7. 1.5 for Units 1 and 2 as
follows:
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In the action statement applicable to mode 1 for Unit 1, replace
. be in HOT SHUTDOWN within the next 12 hours" with ". . . be in HOT

STANDBY within the next 6 hours." This change renders the action
statement more conservative in that it is preferable to be in mode 3
within 6 hours than in mode 4 within 12 hours. Also, this change makes
this action statement the same as for Unit 2. In the action statement
applicable in mode 1 for Unit 2, delete "and in COLD SHUTDOWN within the
following 24 hours." This deletion eliminates a confusing statement,
because once in HOT STANDBY the action statement for Modes 2, 3 and 4 is
operative, and that already requires going down to COLD SHUTDOWN within
the following 24 hours. For these reasons, the staff finds the proposed
changes acceptable.

b. In the action statement applicable to modes 2 and 3 for Unit 1, replace
"With one main ste'am line isolation valve... ." with "With one or both
main steam line isolation valve(s). . ." Also, add "The provisions
of Specification 3.0.4 are not applicable." The first change clarifies
the action statement to indicate that when both MSIVs are maintained
closed they perform their required safety function. The statement
regarding the inapplicability of Specification 3. 0. 4 is conservative in
nature because it requires that during heatup all MSIVs be maintained
closed until surveillance testing is complete. Also, it renders the
Unit 1 specification the same as that of Unit 2. For these reasons, the
staff finds these proposed changes acceptable.

In the action statement applicable to modes 2, 3, and 4 for Unit 2, replace
"With one main steam line isolation valve inoperable..." with "With one
or both main steam line isolation valve(s) inoperable..." Also, move
"The provisions of Specification 3.0.4 are not applicable" to the end of
the paragraph. The first change clarifies the action statement to
indicate that when both MSIVs are maintained closed they perform their
required safety function. Moving the statement regarding the
inapplicability of Specification 3.0.4 to the end of the paragraph
clarifies the intent of this action statement and eliminates otherwise
confusing requirements. For these reasons,"the staff finds these
proposed changes acceptable.

2.2 Main Feedwater Isolation Valves MFIVs - Unit 2

The MFIVs are required to be operable to ensure that feedwater is terminated to
the affected steam generator following a steam line break and that auxiliary
feedwater is delivered to the intact steam generator following a feedwater line
break.

The
the

licensee proposed changes to Specification 3.7.1.6 for Unit 2, similar to
changes proposed for MSIVs, to clarify similar operational action statements.

In the action statement applicable to mode 1, delete ". . . and in COLD

SHUTDOWN within the following 24 hours." This deletion eliminates a
confusing statement, because once in HOT STANDBY the action statement for
modes 2, 3 and 4 is applicable, and that already requires going down to
COLD SHUTDOWN within the following 24 hours. For this reason, the staff
finds the proposed change acceptable.
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b. In the action statement applicable to modes 2, 3 and 4, replace "With one
main feedwater line isolation valve inoperable..." with "With one or
both main steam line isolation valve(s) inoperable..." Also, move "The
provisions of Specification 3.0.4 are not applicable" to the end of the
paragraph. The first change clarifies the action statement to indicate
that when both MFIVs are maintained closed they perform their required
safety function. Moving the statement regarding the inapplicability of
Specification 3.0.4 to the end of paragraph clarifies the intent of this
action statement and eliminates otherwise confusing requirements. For
these reasons, the staff finds the proposed changes acceptable.

3. 0 STATE CONSULTATION

Based upon the written notice of the proposed amendments, the Florida State
official had no comments.

4. 0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONS IOERATION

These amendments change a requirement with respect to installation or use of a
facility component located within the restricted area as defined in 10 CFR
Part 20. The NRC staff has determined that the amendments involve no significant
increase in the amounts, and no significant change in the types, of any effluents
that may be released offsite, and that there is no significant increase in
individual or cumulative occupational radiation exposure. The Commission has
previously issued a proposed finding that the amendments involve no significant
hazards consideration and there has been no public comment on such finding
(54 FR 35102). Accordingly, these amendments meet the eligibility criteria
for categorical exclusion set forth in 10 CFR 51.22(c)(9). Pursuant to 10 CFR
51.22(b) no environmental impact statement or environmental assessment need be
prepared in connection with the issuance of these amendments.

5. 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 will
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 issuance
of the amendments will not be inimical to the common defense and security or to
the health and safety of the public.

Principal Contributor: J. A. Norris

Date: December 5, 1991
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