05 Florida Power & Light Company, 6501 South Ocean Drive, Jensen Beach, FL 34957

April 17, 2001
FPL L-2001-078
10 CFR 50.90

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
ATTN: Document Control Desk
Washington, D. C. 20555

RE: St Lucie Units 1 and 2
Docket Nos. 50-335 and 50-389
Proposed License Amendments
Minor Changes/Corrections

Pursuant to 10 CFR 50.90, Florida Power and Light Company (FPL) requests to amend
Facility Operating Licenses DPR-67 for St. Lucie Unit 1 and NPF-16 for St. Lucie Unit 2 by
incorporating the attached Technical Specifications (TS) revisions. The proposed
amendments are required to correct various minor errors or incorporate 10 CFR 50.59 Rule
conforming amendments within the existing Technical Specifications.

Attachment 1 is an evaluation of the proposed changes. Attachment 2 is the "Determination
of No Significant Hazards Consideration." Attachments 3 and 4 contain copies of the
affected Technical Specifications pages marked up to show the proposed changes.

The St. Lucie Facility Review Group and the FPL Company Nuclear Review Board have
reviewed the proposed amendments. In accordance with 10 CFR 50.91 (b) (1), copies of the
proposed amendments are being forwarded to the State Designee for the State of Florida.

There is no particular requested need date for this licensing action request. Please Issue the
amendment to be effective on the date of issuance and to be implemented within 60 days of
receipt by FPL. Please contact us if there are any questions about this submittal.

Very truly yours,

i S Vel

R. S. Kundalkar
Vice President
St. Lucie Plant

RSK/EJW/KWF
Attachments
cc:  Regional Administrator, Region I, USNRC

Senior Resident Inspector, USNRC, St. Lucie Plant
Mr. W. A. Passetti, Florida Department of Health and Rehabilitative Services

v
an FPL Group company
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STATE OF FLORIDA )
) ss.
COUNTY OF ST. LUCIE )
R. S. Kundalkar being first duly sworn, deposes and says:

That he is Vice President, St. Lucie Plant, for the Nuclear Division of Florida Power and
Light Company, the Licensee herein;

That he has executed the foregoing document; that the statements made in this document

are true and correct to the best of his knowledge, information and belief, and that he is
authorized to execute the document on behalf of said Licensee.

o SN nda i

”_7R. S. Kundalkar

STATE OF FLORIDA

COUNTYOF b Luerr

Sworn to and subscribed before me
this_[1__ day of A‘f((}t ,2000

by R. S. Kundalkar, who is personally known to me.

auo(w b I/UJW-M
Slgnaturec,oi'Notary Publig-wimta of Florida

¢ MY COMMISSION # CC646183 EXPIRES
May 12, 2001
BONDED THRU TROY FAIN INSURANCE, INC.

Name of Notary Public (Print, Type, or Stamp)
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EVALUATION OF PROPOSED TS CHANGES

Introduction

Florida Power and Light Company (FPL) requests to amend Facility Operating Licenses
DPR-67 for St. Lucie Unit 1 and NPF-16 for St. Lucie Unit 2 by incorporating the attached
Technical Specifications (TS) revisions. The proposed amendments are required to correct
various minor errors or incorporate 10 CFR 50.59 Rule conforming amendments within the
existing Technical Specifications.

Background/Discussion/Justification for Change

The background and justification for the changes are discussed below. TS page mark ups
for the proposed changes are in Attachments 3 and 4.

A. Unit 1 Technical Specification Corrections

1. License Condition 2.C(3) has two typographical errors in that on page 3 FPL letter L-
83-227 should be dated April “12,” 1983, not April “22,” 1983, and that on page 4 an
NRC letter is incorrectly identified as October 4, “1998” instead of “1988.”

Therefore, License Condition 2.C(3) will be revised such that “L-83-227 dated April 22,
1983,” will be changed to “L-83-227 dated April 12, 1983,” and the NRC letter identified
as “October 4, 1998,” will be changed to “October 4, 1988.”

2. TS page 3/4 3-15, Table 3.3-4, “Engineered Safety Feature Actuation System
Instrumentation Trip Values,” has an error in the Amendment No. listing on the bottom
of the page. TS amendment 72, not 74, changed this TS table.

Therefore TS Table 3.3-4 will be revised to change the third amendment number listed
on the bottom of the page that reads “74,” to “72.”

3. The Limiting Condition for Operation (LCO) for TS 3.3.3.1, TS Page 3/4 3-21, Radiation
Monitoring, states that “The radiation monitoring instrumentation channels shown in
Table 3.3-6 shall be OPERABLE* with their alarm setpoints within the specified limits.
*The emergency power source may be inoperable in Modes 5 and 6.” Therefore, in
order for a radiation monitor, capable of being powered from an emergency power
source, to be considered OPERABLE in Modes 1 though 4 the LCO implies that the
radiation monitor must have an operable EDG. With the exception of the containment
area radiation monitors, the radiation detectors listed in TS Table 3.3-6 are essentially
single train quality related systems, in that redundant capability is not provided by



St. Lucie Units 1 and 2 L-2001-078
Docket Nos. 50-335 and 50-389 Attachment 1
Proposed License Amendments Page 3 of 7
Minor Changes/Corrections

design. The containment area radiation monitors are part of a safety related,
redundant system used for initiating the containment isolation signal (CIS).

However, the asterisked statement within the LCO for TS 3.3.3.1 is no longer
applicable and should have been removed by a previous license amendment. The
asterisked statement in the LCO was added to TS 3.3.3.1 as part of TS amendment 40
that added TS 3.0.5 to the St. Lucie Unit 1 TS. TS amendment 40 also changed the
definition of OPERABILITY such that normal and emergency electrical power was
required to consider a component OPERABLE.

In 1985, St. Lucie Unit 1 TS amendment 69 was implemented. Among other changes,
this TS revised the definition section of the St. Lucie Unit 1 TS to be consistent with the
TS being developed for Unit 2 as part of its initial licensing efforts. TS amendment 69
dropped the distinction between normal and emergency power requirements by
redefining OPERABILITY such that only electrical power was required to consider a
component OPERABLE.

In 1989, TS amendment 103 was approved that pertained to EDG operability
requirements. TS 3.0.5 was deleted and the EDG operability and support system
requirements were clarified and moved within TS 3.8.1.1. As discussed in the TS
BASES for section 3/4.8, Electrical Power Systems, when one EDG is inoperable, there
is an additional action requirement to verify that all required systems, subsystems,
trains, components, and devices are operable that depend on the remaining operable
EDG to be operable. The NUREG-1432 basis for this opposite train verification is to
provide assurance that a loss of offsite power, during the period that a EDG is
inoperable, does not result in a complete loss of critical systems. Safety related
radiation monitors that provide critical functions have redundancy and are subject to the
LCOs for TS 3.8.1.1. However, there is no need to declare non-critical single train
quality retated radiation monitors supported by the inoperable EDG inoperable.

The St. Lucie Unit 1 submittal for TS amendment 103 should have deleted the asterisk
and associated statement “*The emergency power source may be inoperable in Modes
5and 6." Redundant safety related radiation monitor operability is assured during the
opposite train verification should an EDG become inoperable. Although many of the
quality related single train radiation monitors are capable of being powered from an
emergency power source, they do not provide critical functions requiring an operable
emergency power backup. The LCO for St. Lucie Unit 2 TS 3.3.3.1 does not have the
asterisked statement but is otherwise identical to the Unit 1 TS, so this change also
brings consistency between the units.

Therefore, FPL proposes to delete the asterisked statement in the LCO for TS 3.3.3.1.
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4. TS page 3/4 3-42, Table 3.3-11, “Accident Monitoring Instrumentation,” incorrectly lists
three channels of pressurizer water level instrumentation under the Total No. of
Channels column. NUREG-1432, “Standard Technical Specifications for CE Plants,”
only requires two pressurizer level channels. Pressurizer level channels LI-1110X and
LI-1110Y are environmentally qualified and credited to satisfy Regulatory Guide 1.97
instrumentation requirements. The third channel, LI-1103, is not environmentally
qualified, is not powered by Class 1E power, and is not credited to satisfy Regulatory
Guide 1.97 requirements. This change is consistent with the BASES for TS 3/4.3.3.8
that requires that instrumentation is available during and after an accident to assess
plant conditions.

Therefore, TS Table 3.3-11 will be revised on page 3/4 3-42 to read “2” instead of “3”
Total No. of Channels of Pressurizer Water Level Instrumentation.

5. The TS headings for TS 3.5.2 and 3.5.3 need to be corrected. NUREG-1432 labels TS
3.5.2 as “ECCS - Operating” and TS 3.5.3 as “ECCS - Shutdown.” The St. Lucie TS
label these sections as "ECCS Subsytems — Tave 2 325°F" and “ECCS Subsytems -
Tave < 325°F.” The current TS are incorrect in that Mode 3 requirements for ECCS
subsystems exist in TS 3.5.3, but Mode 3 is defined as Twe = 325°F. The correct
breakpoint for TS 3.5.2 or TS 3.5.3 is not temperature related, but depends on whether
or not pressurizer pressure is greater than or less than 1750 psia. The existing TS
pressurizer pressure breakpoints are clearly established by the Mode 3 asterisk and
remain unchanged.

Therefore, the heading for TS 3.5.2 (page 3/4 5-3) shall be changed to “ECCS
Subsystems — Operating” and the heading for TS 3.5.3 (page 3/4 5-7) shall be changed
to “ECCS Subsystems — Shutdown.”

6. TS amendment 115 deleted 6.2.2.e from the Unit Staff Organization from the Technical
Specification administrative requirements section. This requirement for the Fire
Brigade was relocated out of the TS. However, the TS 6.2.2 sub bullets were
incorrectly updated when the amendment was implemented.

Therefore TS 6.2.2, page 6-2 will add “e.  Deleted.”

7. TS page 6-4 has an error in the Amendment No. listing on the bottom of the page. TS
amendment 51 not 57, changed this TS page.

Therefore, TS page 6-4 will be revised to change the second amendment number listed
on the bottom of the page that reads “5Z,” to “54.”TS.
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8. TS page 6-14 has an error in the Amendment No. listing on the bottom of the page. TS
amendment 126, not 125, changed this TS page.

Therefore, TS page 6-14 will be revised to change the second amendment number
listed on the bottom of the page that reads “425,” to “426."TS.

9. TS page 6-15c is being revised by FPL submittal L-2001-13, dated January 17, 2001.
However, the NRC reviewer proposed different wording based on a future revision to
TSTF-364, “Revisions to TS Bases Control Program to Incorporate Changes to 10 CFR
50.59."

Therefore per TSTF-364, as subsequently revised by WOG-ED-24, “involve” will be
changed to “require” for the new 6.8.4.j proposed under FPL submittal L-2001-13.

10.TS page 6-23 has a typographical error in that “ODCM” is spelled as “OCDM.”

Therefore, the “Changes to the OCDM” on page 6-23 of TS 6.14 shall be changed to
read “Changes to the ODCM.”

B. Unit 2 Technical Specification Corrections

1. TS amendment 109 changed TS Table 3.3-10, “Accident Monitoring Instrumentation,”
to change the reactor coolant outlet temperature - Ty instrument from “Narrow” to
“Wide” range instrumentation. The reason the change was acceptable was that the
wide range instrumentation is credited for meeting Regulatory Guide 1.97
instrumentation and is environmentally qualified, whereas the narrow range
instrumentation is not. However, TS Table 4.3-7, “Accident Monitoring Instrumentation

Surveillance Requirements,” was not changed to reflect the correct instrument for
reactor coolant outlet temperature - Thot.

Therefore, on page 3/4 3-43, TS Table 4.3-7 for the reactor coolant outlet temperature -
Tha shall be changed from “(Narrow Range)” to “(Wide Range).”

2. The TS headings for TS 3.5.2 and 3.5.3 need to be corrected. NUREG-1432 labels TS
3.5.2 as “ECCS - Operating” and TS 3.5.3 as “ECCS — Shutdown.” The St. Lucie TS
label these sections as “ECCS Subsytems — T, Greater Than or Equal to 325°F” and
“ECCS Subsytems — T,y Less Than 325°F.” The current TS are incorrect in that Mode
3 requirements for ECCS subsystems exist in TS 3.5.3, but Mode 3 is defined as Taye >
325°F. The correct breakpoint for TS 3.5.2 or TS 3.5.3 is not temperature related, but
depends on whether or not pressurizer pressure is greater than or less than 1750 psia.
The existing TS pressurizer pressure breakpoints are clearly established by the Mode 3
asterisk and remain unchanged.
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Therefore, the heading for TS 3.5.2 (page 3/4 5-3) shall be changed to “ECCS
Subsystems — Operating” and the heading for TS 3.5.3 (page 3/4 5-7) shall be changed
to “ECCS Subsystems — Shutdown.”

3. TS page 6-15c is being revised by FPL submittal L-2001-13, dated January 17, 2001.
However, the NRC reviewer proposed different wording based on a future revision to
TSTF-364, “Revisions to TS Bases Control Program to Incorporate Changes to 10 CFR
50.59."

Therefore per TSTF-364, as subsequently revised by WOG-ED-24, “involve” will be
changed to “require” for the new 6.8.4.j proposed under FPL submittal L-2001-13.

C. Units 1 and 2 TS Conforming Changes to Implement Changed 10 CFR 50.59 Rule.

Recently a rule change became effective for 10 CFR 50.59. As a result, several terms
used in the St. Lucie Unit 1 and 2 TS are obsolete (e.g., safety evaluation, unreviewed
safety question, etc.) and need to be revised to reflect the new rule. These changes are
required for the administrative TS governing the Facility Review Group (FRG), the
Company Nuclear Review Board (CNRB), and procedure changes for both St. Lucie Units
1 and 2. The proposed wording is similar to that proposed in TSTF-364, Revision 0,
“Revisions to TS Bases Control Program to Incorporate Changes to 10 CFR 50.59."

1. Unit 1 page 6-7 substitute “50.59” for “safety” in 6.5.1.6.a.

2. Unit 1 page 6-8 substitute “requires NRC approval pursuant to 10 CFR 50.59” for
“constitutes an unreviewed safety question” in 6.5.1.7.b.

3. Unit 1 page 6-10 delete “safety” and substitute “require NRC approval pursuant to 10
CFR 50.59” for “constitute an unreviewed safety question” in 6.5.2.7.a, substitute
“require NRC approval pursuant to 10 CFR 50.59" for “involve an unreviewed safety
question as defined in Section 50.59, 10 CFR” in 6.5.2.7.b, and substitute “require NRC
approval pursuant to 10 CFR 50.59” for “involve an unreviewed safety question as

defined in Section 50.59, 10 CFR” in 6.5.2.7..c.
4. Unit 1 page 6-14 delete “safety” in 6.8.3.a.
3. Unit 2 page 6-8 substitute “50.59" for “safety” in 6.5.1.6.a.

6. Unit 2 page 6-9 substitute “requires NRC approval pursuant to 10 CFR 50.59” for
“constitutes an unreviewed safety question” in 6.5.1.7.b.
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7. Unit 2 page 6-11 delete “safety” and substitute “require NRC approval pursuant to 10
CFR 50.59” for “constitute an unreviewed safety question” in 6.5.2.7.a, substitute
‘require NRC approval pursuant to 10 CFR 50.59" for “involve an unreviewed safety
question as defined in Section 50.59, 10 CFR” in 6.5.2.7.b, and substitute “require NRC
approval pursuant to 10 CFR 50.59” for “involve an unreviewed safety question as
defined in Section 50.59, 10 CFR" in 6.5.2.7..c.

8. Unit 2 page 6-14 delete “safety” from 6.8.3.a.

Conclusion

As discussed above, these proposed changes to the TS are needed to correct errors that
are either administrative in nature, should have been included in previously approved
licensing actions, or are required to support the new 10 CFR 50.59 rule change.
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DETERMINATION OF NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION

Description of amendment request. The proposed license amendments (PLAs) to Facility
Operating Licenses DPR-67 for St. Lucie Unit 1 and NPF-16 for St. Lucie Unit 2 are
necessary to either correct existing minor errors within the Technical Specifications or
implement conforming amendments to support the revised 10 CFR 50.59 rule.

Pursuant to 10 CFR 50.92, a determination may be made that a proposed license
amendment involves no significant hazards consideration if operation of the facility in
accordance with the proposed amendment would not: (1) involve a significant increase in the
probability or consequences of an accident previously evaluated; (2) create the possibility of
a new or different kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated; or (3) involve a
significant reduction in a margin of safety. Each standard is discussed as follows.

(1) Operation of the facility in accordance with the proposed amendment would not
involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an accident
previously evaluated.

These proposed license amendments require no plant hardware or operational
modifications. The proposed changes either correct various administrative errors (e.g.,
typographical errors, amendment tracking number errors), incorporate changes that have
been justified by previously approved license amendments and should have been made
as part of those submittals, correct logic errors, or are necessary to implement the 10
CFR 50.59 rule change. Therefore, operation of the facility in accordance with the
proposed amendments would not involve a significant increase in the probability or
consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

(2) Operation of the facility in accordance with the proposed amendment would not
create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any accident
previously evaluated.

No modifications to either plant hardware or operational procedures are required to
support these proposed license amendments; hence, no new failure modes are created.
The proposed changes either correct various administrative errors (e.g., typographical
errors, amendment tracking number errors), incorporate changes that have been justified
by previously approved license amendments and should have been made as part of
those submittals, correct logic errors, or are necessary to implement the 10 CFR 50.59
rule change. Therefore, operation of the facility in accordance with the proposed
amendments would not create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from
any accident previously evaluated.
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(3) Operation of the facility in accordance with the proposed amendment would not
involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety.

The majority of TS corrections proposed by these license amendments are
administrative in nature in that they either correct typographical errors (e.g., ODCM
verses OCDM), are justified by previous license amendments (e.g., surveillance
requirements for Ty wide versus narrow range instrumentation), or correct logic errors
(e.g., ECCS subsystem TS headings based on operating mode, with Mode 3
breakpoints based on pressurizer pressure and not temperature). The overly
restrictive emergency power requirements for non critical single train quality related
radiation monitors are being removed, while critical radiation monitor emergency power
requirements are unaffected by the change. Therefore, operation of the facility in
accordance with the proposed amendment would not involve a significant reduction in a
margin of safety.

Based on the above discussion and the supporting evaluation of Technical Specification

changes, FPL has determined that the proposed license amendments involve no significant
hazards consideration.

Environmental Consideration

The proposed license amendments change requirements with respect to installation or use
of a facility component located within the restricted area as defined in 10 CFR Part 20.
The proposed amendments involve no significant increase in the amounts and no
significant change in the types of any effluents that may be released offsite, and no
significant increase in individual or cumulative occupational radiation exposure. FPL has
concluded that the proposed amendments involve no significant hazards consideration and
meet the criteria for categorical exclusion set forth in 10 CFR 51.22(c)(9) and that,
pursuant to 10 CFR 51.22(b), an environmental impact statement or environmental
assessment need not be prepared in connection with issuance of the amendments.
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ST. LUCIE UNIT 1 MARKED UP TECHNICAL SPECIFICATION PAGES

Facility Operating License Page 3
Facility Operating License Page 4
Page 3/4 3-15
Page 3/4 3-21
Page 3/4 3-42
Page 3/4 5-3
Page 3/4 5-7
Page 6-2
Page 6-4
Page 6-7
Page 6-8
Page 6-10
Page 6-14
Page 6-15c

Page 6-23
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Updated per Amendment 170 dated 01/19/01

4) Pursuant to the Act, and 10 CFR Parts 30, 40, and 70, to receive,
possess and use in amounts as required any byprod ict source or special
nuclear material without restriction to chemical o- physical form, for
sample analysis or instrument calibration or assoclited with radioactive
apparatus or components;

(5) Pursuant to the Act and 10 CFR Parts 30 and 70, to possess, but not
separate, such byproduct and special nuclear materials as may be
produced by the operation of the facility.

This license shall be deemed to contain and is subject to the conditions specified
in the following Commission regulations in 10 CFR Chapter I: Part 20, Sections
30.34 of Part 30, Section 40.41 of Part 40, Section 50.54 and 50.59 of Part 50,
and Section 70.32 of Part 70; and is subject to all applicable provisions of the Act
and to the rules, regulations, and orders of the Commissior now or hereafter in
effect; and is subject to the additional conditions specified or incorporated below;

4} Maximum Power Level

The licensee is authorized to operate the facility at steady state reactor
core power levels not in excess of 2700 megawatts (thermal), provided
that the construction items, preoperational tests, statup tests, and other
items identified in Enclosure 1 to this license have been completed as
specified in Enclosure 1. Enclosure 1 is an integral [ art of, and is hereby
incorporated in this license. [Amendment 48]

(2)  Technical Specification

The Technical Specifications contained in Appendices A and B, as revised
through Amendment No. 170 are hereby incorporated in the license. The |
licensee shall operate the facility in accordance with the Technical
Specifications. [Amendment 170} ’

(3)  Fire Protection

The licensee shall implement and maintain in
approved fire protection program as describ
Safety Analysis Report for the facility (The fir
features were originally described in lice submittals  L-83-514
dated October 7, 1983, L-83-227 dated April 1983, L-83-261 dated
April 25, 1983, L-83-453 dated August 24, 1943, L-83-488 dated
September 16, 1983, L-83-588 dated December 14, 1983, L-84-346
dated November 28, 1984, L-84-390 dated Deceriber 31, 1984, and
L-85-71 dated February 21, 1985) and as approved in by NRC letter
dated July 17, 1984 and supplemented by NRC letter s dated

ect all provisions of the
in the Updated Final
pro ection program and
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U or Amendment 170 d | 01/19/01

Snaz 5
February 21, 1985, March 5, 1987. and Qclober 4.Wb}ect to the
{ollowing provision:

The licensee may make changes fo the approved fire protection
prograrr without prior approval of the Commission only if those
changas would not adversely affect the ability to achieve and
mainkain safe shuldown in the event of a fire. [fimendment 115]

{4y  DELETED PER AMENDMENT #88, DATED JANUAFY 13, 1988,
{5 DELETED PER AMENDMENT #88, DATED JANUAF'Y 13, 1988.
(5) AN RY ACTIONS

Procedurai guidance shall be in place to instruct operators to implement
actions which are designed to mitigats a small break ioss of coolant
accdent prior to a calculated time of sustained core uncovery.
(Amendment No. 151}

This licenses shall fully implement and maintain in elfect 3l provisions of the
Commission-approved physical securty, guard training ard quaiification, and
safeguards contingency pians including amendments made pursuant to
provisions of the Miscellaneous Amendmenis and Search Requirements
revisions to 10 CFR 73.55 {51 FR 27817 and 27822} and the authority of 10 CFR
50.80 and 10 CFR 80.54{p}. The plans, which conlain Saeguards information
protected under 10 CFR 73.21, are entitled: "St. Lucie Plan' Security Plan,” with
revisions  submitted through April 11, 1988; "St Lucie Piant Training and
Qualification Plan®, with revisions submitied through Algust 8, 1885; and
"5t Lucie Plant Safeguards Contingency Plan,” with revisions through Decsmber
8, 1886. Changes made in accordance with 10 CFR 73.55 chall be implemented
in accordance with the schedule set forth therein. {Amendmont 87]

DELETED PER AMENOMENT #45, DATED NOVEMBER 3, 1981

The licensee shall implement the following reguirements for the protection of the
environment:

(3}
{2}
{3}

DELETED PER AMENDMENT #162, DATED JULY 2, 1999.
DELETED PER AMENDMENT #50, DATED MAY 21 1982,
DELETED PER AMENDMENT #39, DATED MARCH 10, 1981,
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FUNCTIQNAL UNIT
6. LOSS OF POWER
a. 4.16 kv Emergency Bus Undervoltage
(Loss of Voltage)

b. 4.16 kv Emergency Bus Undervoltage
{Degraded Voltage)

c. 480 volts Emergency Bus Undervoltage
(Degraded Voltage)
7. AUXILIARY FEEOWATER (AFAS)
2. Manual (Trip Buttons)
b. Automatic Actuation Logic
c. SGIA & iB Level Low

8. AUXILIARY FEEOWATER ISOLATION

a. Steam Generator AP-High
b. Feedwater Header High AP
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INSTRUMENTATION

3/4.3.3  MONITORING INSTRUMENTATION
RADTATION MONITORING

LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION

3.3.3.1 The.radiation monitorjng 1nstrumentat1on channels shcwn in
Table 3.3-6 shall be OPERABLE*With their alarm setpoints within i

the specified limits. 1:, e asles
APPLICABILITY: As shown in Table 3.3-6.
ACTION:

a. With a radiation monitoring channel alarm setpoint exceeding
the value shown in Table 3.3-6, adjust the setpoint to
within the Timit within 4 hours or declare the channel
inoperable.

b. With one or more radiation monitoring channels inopurable,
take the ACTION shown in Table 3.3-6.

c. The provisions of Specifications 3.0.3 and 3.0.4 ar: not
applicable.

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

4.3.3.1 Each radiation monitoring instrumentation channel shill be
demonstrated OPERABLE by the performance of the CHANNEL CHECK, CHANNEL
CALIBRATION and CHANNEL FUNCTIONAL TEST operations during the modes

and at the frequencies shown in Table 4.3-3. .
4 . ) .

T T

daae

ST. LUCIE - UNIT 1 ' 3/4 3-21 Amendnent Ko48
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10.

11,

INSTRUMENT

Pressurizer Waler Level

Auxiliary Feedwater Flow Rate
RCS Subcooling Margin Monitor

PORV Position Indicator
Acoustic Flow Monitor

PORYV Block Valve Position
Indicator

Safety Valve Posilion
Indicator

Incore thermocoupies

Conlainment Sump Water Level
{Narrow Range)

Contalnment Sump Water Level
(Wide Range)

Reaclor Vessel Level Monitoring
System

Containment Pressure

e

The non-safety grade containment sump water level instrument may be substituted.

TABLE 3.3-11

ACCIDENT MONITORI UMENTATION
MINIMUM
TOTAL NO, CHANNELS
OF CHANNELS OPERABLE ACTION
1/pump 1/pump _ 7
2 1 1.6
1/valve 1/valve 2
1/valve 1/valve 2
1/valve 1/valve 3
4/core 2/core 1,6
quadrant quadrant
1 1° 4,5
2 1 4,5
2.. 1.. 4' 5
2 1 1,6

Definition of QPERABLE: A channel is composed of eight (8) sensors in a probe, of which
four (4) sensors must be OPERABLE.

ST.LUCIE - UNIT 1

3/4 3-42

Amendment No. 3%, 79, 3,365~
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382 Two independent ECCS subsystams shall be OPERABLE withs oach subsystem
cemprised of:

a.  One OPERABLE high-prossury safety injection {HPSH) pimp,
b, One OPERABLE low-pressure safety injection pump, ani

¢ Anincependent OPERABLE fiow path capabie of taking suction from the
refueling water 1ank on a Safety Injection Actuation Signe | and automatically
transferting suction o the containment sump on a Recirc Jlation Agtuation
Signal,

APPLICABILITY: MODES1,2and 3",
ACTION:

& 1. Withone ECCS subsystem inoparable only becaus. its associatad LPSI
train is inaperabie, restore the inoperabie subsysteri to OPERABLE
status within 7 days or be in at least HOT STANDE'” within the next
6 hours and in HOT SHUTDOWN within the fcifowir g 6 hours.

2. With one ECCS subsystem incparable for reasons ciher than ¢condition
a.1., restore the inoperable subsystem to OPERABI E status within
72 hours or be in at least HOT STANDBY within the next 6 hours and in
HOT SHUTDOWN within the fotiowing 8 hours,

b.  Inthe event the ECCS is actuated and injects watar into { 16 Reactor Coaolant
System, a Special Report shail be prepared and submitted 1o the Commission
pursuant to Specilication 8.9.2 within 90 days describing the circumstances of
the actuation and the lotal accumulatad actuation cycles ts date.

With pressurizer pressure » 1750 psia.

ST LUCHE - UNTT 1 3483 Amer dment No. 28, 439, 36d
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383 As a minimum, one ECCS subsystem comprised of the follo ing shail be
OPERABLE:

& 1n MODES & and 4°, cne ECCS subsystem composed of one OPERABLE high
pressure safety injection pump and one OPERABLE ficw path capable of
taking suction from the refueling water storage tank on a safety injection
actuation signal and automatically transferring suction 10 the containment sump
on 2 sump recirculation actuation signal,

b. Prior to decreasing the reactor coolan system temperaiure beiow 270°F a
maximum of only one high pressure safety injection puing shall be OPERABLE
with its asscciated header stop valve opan.

c.  Prior to decreasing the reactor coolant system temperature below 236°F ali
high pressure safety injection pumps shall be disablad and their assaciated

header stop vaives closed except as aflowed by Specif cations 3.1.2.1 and
3.1.2.3

APPLICABIITY:  MODES 3° and 4.

MODES 8 and 6 when the Pressurizer manway cover is in place and
the reactor vessel head is on.

a.  With no ECCS subsystems OPERABLE in MODES 3° ind 4', immediately

restore one ECCS subsystern to OPERABLE status of be in COLD
SHUTDOWN within 20 hours.

b.  With RCS temperature below 270°F and with mora tha 1 the allowed high
pressure salaty injacticn pump OPERABLE or injectior valves and header
Isclation vaives open, immediately disable the high pressura. safety injection
pump(s) or cloge the header isolation vaives.

€. Inthe event the ECCS is actuated and injects water int> the Reactor Coolant
System, a Spacial Report shall be prepared and submited to the Commission
pursuant to Specification €.9.2 within SO days describir g the circumstancss of
the actuation and the total accumulated actuation cycles to date.

4631 The ECCS subsystem shall be damonstrated OPERABLE rer the applicable
Surveillance Requirements of 4.5.2.

4.53.2 The high presaure safety injection pumps shall be verified iapserable and the
associated header stop valves closed prior to decreasing bualow the above specified
Reactor Coolant System temperature and once per month wshen the Reactor
Coolant System is at refusling temperatures.

* With pressurizer pressure <1750 psia.
#  REACTOR COOLANT SYSTEM cold leg temperature above 250°F ,

ST, LUCIE - UNIT 1 34 8.7 Amendmant No. 25, 60, &+,
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80 o ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS
&2 ___ ORGANIZATION (continued)

UNIT STAFF

6.2.2 The unit organization shall be subject to the following:

Each on duty shift shall be composed of at least the mirimum shift crew
composition shown in Table 6.2-1.

At least one licensed Reactor Operator shall be in the control room when fuel is
in the reactor. In addition, while the reactor is in MODE 1, 2, 3, or 4, at least
one kcensed Senior Reactor Operator shalt be in the co 1trof room.

A health physics technician’ shall be on site when fual it: in the reactor.
Either a licensed SRO or licensed SRO limited to fuel hzindling who has no

concurrent responsibilities during this operation shall be present during fuel
handling and shall directly supervise all CORE ALTERATIONS.

# The health physics technician may be less than the minimum requiremint for a period of time
not to exceed 2 hours, in order to accommodate unexpected absence, >rovided immediate
action is taken to fill the required positions.

ST.LUCIE - UNIT 1

8-2 Arendment No. +8, 85, 55,
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TABLE 6.2:1
i} SHIFT CREW COMPOSITION
1 EP
WITH UNIT 2 IN MODE 5 OR 8 OR DEFUELED
POSITION NUMBER OF INCIVIDUALS REQUIRED 10O FILL POSITION
MODE1, 2, 30r4 MODE Sor 6
8S {SROD) 1® '
8RO 1 None
RO 2 1
AOD 2 zb
STA* 1 None |
WITHUNIT2INMODE 4,2, 3, 0r 4
POSITION NUMBER OF INDIVIDUALS REQUIRED TO FILL POSITION
MODE 1,2, 30rd § MODESor 6
S8 {SRO} 1* the
SRO 1 None
RO 2 1
AD 2 1
STA” 1° None |
8S - Shift Supervisor with a Senior Reactor Operator's License on Linit 4
SRO - individual with a Senior Reactor Operator's License on Unit 1
STA - Shilt Technical Advisor
RO . individual with a Reactor Operator's License on Unit 1
ACQ - Auxiliary Operator

Except for the Shift Supervisar, the Shift Crew Composition may be one less
than the minimum requirements of Tabie 6.2-1 for a period of time not to exceed
2 hours in order 10 accommodate unexpected absence of on-duty shift crew
members provided immediate action is taken to restore the Shift Craw Composi-
tion to within the minimum requicements of Tabie 6.2-1. This provision dogs

net permit any shifl crow position ta be unmanned upon shift change due o an
oncoming shift crewman being lete or atisent.

fing any abserice of the Shil Supervisor from the Conirol Room while the unit
15 n MODE 1, 2, 3014, an individual (0ther than the Shift Technical Advisor}
with a valid SRO license shall be designated to assume the Control Room command
function. During any absence of the Shift Supervisor from the Control Room
while the unitis in MODE 5 or 8, an individual with a vaiid SRO or RO license
shall be designated o assume the Control Room command funclion,

2t individuat may fill the same position on Unit 2.

Y/ One of the wo required individuals may fill the same position on Unit 2.

¢ if STA position is filled by an STA qualified Shift Supervisor or dedicated STA, then the
individual may fit the same position on Un#t 2.

A single, onsite STA position shall be marned in Mode 1, 2, 3, and 4 untess the Shift

Supervisor meets the qualifications for the STA as required by Technical Specification 8.3.1 or

an individual on each unit with a Senior Reactor Operator’s license meets tha qualfications for

the STA as required by Technical Specification 6.3.1.
ST LUCIE - UNIT ¢ 64 Amencment No. 31@2 6,173
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0 _ ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS
ALTERNATES
6.5.1.3 All atternate members shall be appointed in writing by the FRG Chairman {o serve on a

temporary basis; however, no more than two alternates shall participate as voting
members in FRG activities at any one time.

MEETING FREQUENCY

6.5.1.4 The FRG shall meet at least once per calendar month and as com ened by the FRG
Chairman or his designated alternate.

QUORUM

6.5.1.5 The quorum of the FRG necessary for the performance of the FRC responsibility and
authority provisions of these Technica! Specifications shall consist of the Chairman or
his designated alternate and four members including alternates.

RESPONSIBILITIES
6.5.1.6 The Facllity Review Group shall be regpapsible for:

a.  Review of (1) all new procedures iBquired by Specification 6.3 and all procedure
changes that require a written ¢afSly evaluation, (2) all progr:ims required by
Spacification 6.8 and changes thereto, and (3) any other projiosed procedures or
changes thereto as determined by the Plant General Manage v to affact nuclear
safety.

b.  Review of all proposed tests and experiments that affect nuclear safety.
c.  Review of all proposed changes to Appendix A Technical Specifications.

d.  Review of all proposed changes or modifications to unit syste ms or equipment
that affect nuclear safety.

e.  Investigation of all violations of the Technical Specifications, including the
preparation and forwarding of reports covering evaluation and recommendations
to prevent recurrence to the President-Nuclear Division and t 3 the Chairman of
the Company Nuclear Review Board.

f. Review of all REPORTABLE EVENTS.

g.  Review of unit operations to detect potential nuclear safety hazards.

h.  Performance of special reviews, investigations or analyses aid reports thereon as
requested by the Plant General Manager or the Company Nuclear Review Board.

ST.LUCIE - UNIT 1 6-7 Amen.iment No. 69, 68, 93,
107, 116,456
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€9 ___ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS
i. Not Used.
j. Not Used.

k.  Review of every unplanned on-site release of radioactive ma erial to the environs
including the preparation of reports covering evaluation, recommendations and
disposition of the corrective action to pravent recurrence and the forwarding of
these reports to the President-Nuclear Division and to the Cc mpany Nuclear
Review Board.

I Review of changes to the PROCESS CONTROL PROGRAVN and the OFFSITE
DOSE CALCULATION MANUAL and RADWASTE TREATM=NT SYSTEMS.

m.  Review and documentation of judgment concerning prolonged operation in
bypass, channel trip, and/or repair of defective protection che nnels of process
variables placed in bypass since the last FRG meeting.

n.  Review of the Fire Protection Program and implementing prosedures and
submittal of recommended changes to the Company Nuclear Review Board.

AUTHORITY
6.5.1.7 The Facility Review Group shall: |

a.  Recommend in writing to the Plant General Manager, approval or disapproval of
items considered under Spacifications 6.5.1.6.a through d abave.

b.  Render determinations in writing with regard to whether or nct each item
congid der Spe 0

oD, (Musfes NA appovel purtamnt 4o 10 CFR So.57

¢.  Provide written notification within 24 hours to the President-Nuclear Division and
the Company Nuclear Review Board of disagreemant betwee n the FRG and the
Plant General Manager; however, the Plant General Manage- shall have

responsibility for resolution of such disagreements pursuant t> Specification 6.1.1
above.

RECORDS

6.5.1.8 The Facilily Review Group shall maintain written minutes of each F RG meeting that, ata
minimum, document the results of all FRG activities performed uncer the responsibility
and authority provisions of these Technical Specifications. Copies shall be provided to ‘
the Plant General Manager, President-Nuclear Division and the Gt airman of the |
Company Nuclear Review Board. i

ST. LUCIE - UNIT 4 6-8 Amendment No. 68, 72,
167, 42, 116, 126, 447
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CONSULTANTS

6.5.2.4 Consultants shal be utilized as determined by the CNRB Chairman to
provide expert advice to the CNRB.

MEETING FREQUENCY

6.5.2.5 The CNRB shall meet at least once per calendar quarter during the
initial year of unit operation following fue! loading and at least once per

6 months thereafter and as convened by the CNRB Chairman or his design: ted
alternate.

QUORUM

6.5.2.5 The quorum of the CNRB necessary for the performance of the CARB
review and audit functions of these Technical Specifications shail consist

of the Chairman or his designated alternate and at least a majority of CNRB
members including altemates. No more than a minority of the quorum shall
have line responsibility for operation of the facility.

REVIEW
6.5.2.7 The CNRB shall reviaw:

a. The@valuations for (1} changes to procedures, equipm ent, or
systems and (2) tests or experiments completed under the provisions
9 - - Aot .

b.  Propgsed ciianges to procedures, equipment, gr systems whi
BR-URFeViIoWwad sbguastion ag va:m:am:'- OFR.
LUIrL KRG appraval Purpunnt o 16 CFR 50,59

Ty

C. Proposead tests or expefiments wiichrawvs PR VIeY Teplh
questionasd re-in-Soction-50.50-10-GRR- ceguire. NRC appreual
oy te 16 CRR, S8, 59

d.  Proposed changes to Technical Specifications or this Operatiig
License.

e.  Violations of codes, regulations, orders, Technical Specificatinns,
license requirements, or of internal procedures or instructions
having nuclear safety significance.

f. Significant operating abnormalities or deviations from normal and
expected performance of unit equipment that affect nuclear safety.

ST. LUCIE - UNIT 1 6-10 Amend nant No. 18, 66, 60, 102..
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£.0..  ADMINISTRATIVE CONTRQLS.
883 CHANGES TO PROCEDURES

& Esch ravision to the procedures of Specification 6 8.1a. thraugh i, above shall be
ingependently reviewad by an individual or gro%o ar propriate

disciptine(s}, and revisions that require a writte valuition pursuand o

10 CFR 50.59 shall be reviewed by the FRG, Procoure revisions shalt be
approved by the Plant General Manager or individuals desigr ated in writing by the
Plant General Manager prior to implementation,

b, Temporary changes 1o procedures of Specification 8 8 1a. th ough i above may
be made provided:

1. Theintent of the original procedure is not aitered.

2. The change is approved by two members of the plant v anagemert staff, at
least ana of whom holds a Senior Reactor Operator's Lcense on the unit
affectad.

3. The change is documented and, i€ appropriate, incorpotated in the naxt
ravision of the affected procedure pursusnt to Specifica ion 6.8.3.a,

6.84  The toliowing programs shall be establishad, implemented, mainta ned, and shafi be
audited under the cognizance of the CNRB:

a.  Primary Coolant Sources Quiside Containment
A program to reduce leakage from those portions of systems outside sontainment
that could contain highly radioactive fluids during a serious trimsient or accidont to
as low as practical levals. The systems include the Shitdew: Cooling System,
High Praessura Safety injection System. Containment Spray System, and RCS
Sampling. The program shall include the following:
i} Preventive maintenance and periodic visual ingpection requiramants, and

(#  Integrated eak tast requiraments for each system at ref wiing cycle intervals
or less.

b InPlant Radisiodine Monito fing

A program which will ensure tha capability to accurately deteimine the aichome
lodine concentration In vital areas under accigent conditions. This program shail
include the following:

{}  Yeaining of personael,
{ily Procedures for monitoring, and

{li}  Provisions for maintenance of sampling and analysis vruipment.

BY LUCIZ - UNIT ¢ 8.14 Amenimert No. ,
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The provisions of T.S. 4.0.2 do nol apply fo test frequendies :n lhe Contsinmant Leak Rate Testing
Program.

The provisions of 1,5, 4.0.3 ara applicable 1o the Containment Leak Rate Testing Pragram.
i inservice Testing Program

This trogram provides contrals for inservice testing of ASME Code Ciass {, 2 and 3 components
{oumps and vaives). The prageam shall inciude the following:

a. Testing frequencies specified in Section Xi of the ASME Boiter and Pressurs Vesse! Coda®
and applicabis addenda as foliows:

ASME Boiler and Pressure Vesss! Code”
and applicable Addenda terminology for Required Frequencies for perfarming

inservice testing activities inservice testing activities

Weeldy Al least once per 7 days
Monthly Al least once per 3t days
Quartarty or every 3 months At laast once per 92 days
Semiannually or every 6 months Al least once per 184 days
Every 9 months Al least onna per 276 days
Yearty or annuatly Al least once per 368 days
Biennially or svery 2 yeurs At least oncs per 731 days

b.  The provisions of Specification 4.0.2 are applicable to the above requited requandies for
performing inservice tosting activitios.

€ The provisions of Specificatios 4.0.3 ars applicabie b Nservies tegting activities: and

d.  Nothing in the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessal Coge® shall be sunstrued to supersars the
requirsments cf any lechnical spectication,

-«

Where ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code is referenced it alsu refars to the spplicable portions of
ASME/ANSE OM-Coda, ‘Operatiort and Maintenance of Nuclear Power Piants.” with applicable addenda, to
the exiant it ik seforenced (4 the Coda,

88 REPORTING R

3.

ROUYINE REPORTS

891 In addition & the applicable reporting reruirements of Title 19, Cade of Federal Reguiations, the
foltowing reports shall be submifted to the NRC.

STARTUP REPORY

69.1.1 A summary report of piant startup and power escalation tesbng shati ba submitted {olawing
(1) recaipt of an oparating hcense, (2} amendment of the licanse invalving 8 pianned increase in
power level, 13) instaliation of fusl hat has a diferent design of has been manufaciured by a
difierent fuel supplier, and (4) modifications that may have significantly altered the nuciear. thermal
of bydracfc performance of the plant.

ST. LUCIE - LRIT [ N1.%5 Amadidimen No. i45, 46%
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Insert for Page 6-15¢

j.

Technical Specifications (TS) Bases Control Program

This program provides a means for processing changes to the Bases of these
Technical Specifications.

1. Changes to the Bases of the TS shall be made under appropriate
administrative controls and reviews.

2. Licensees may make changes to Bases without prior NRC approval provided
the changes do not require either of the following:

a. achange in the TS incorporated in the license; or

b. a change to the updated UFSAR or Bases that requires NRC
approval pursuant to 10 CFR 50.59

3. The Bases Control Program shall contain provisions to ensure that the Bases
are maintained consistent with the UFSAR.

4. Proposed changes that meet the criteria of Specification 6.8.4.j.2.a or
6.8.4.j.2.b, above, shall be reviewed and approved by the NRC prior to
implementation. Changes to the Bases implemented without prior NRC
approval shall be provided to the NRC on a frequency consistent with
10 CFR 50.71(e).
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507

6.13 PROCESS PROG

Changes to the PCP:
1.

Changes to th
1.

Shall be documented and records of reviews performed shall be

retained as required by Specification 6.10.2q. This documentation
shall contain: :

a)  Sufficient information to support the change together with
: the appropriate analyses or evaluations justifying the
change(s) and

b) A determination that the change will maintain the overall
conformance of the solidified waste product o existing re-

q?iremnts of Federal, State, or other appli:able regula-
tions.

Shall become effective after review and acceptance by the Facility
Review Group and the approval of the Plant General Manager.

Shall be documented and records of reviews performed shall be

retained as required by Specification 6.10.2q. This documentation
shall contain:

a) Sufficient information to support the change together with
the appropriate analyses or evaluations justifying the
c'hmge(s) and

b) A deterwmination that the change will maintain the level of
radioactive effluent control required by 10 CFR 20.1302, |
40 CFR Part 190, 10 CFR 50.36a, and Appendix I to 10 CFR Part
50 and not adversely impact the accuracy or reliability of
effiuent, dose, or setpoint calculations.

Shall become effective after review and acceptance by the Facility
Review Group and the approval of the Plant General Manager.

Shall be submitted to the Commission in the form ¢f a complete,
legible copy of the entire ODCM as a part of or concurrent with the
Annual Radioactive Effluent Release Report for the period of the
report in which any change to the ODCM was made. Each change shall
be identified by markings in the margin of the affected pages,
clearly indicating the area of the page that was changed, and shall
indicate the date (e.g., month/year) the change wis implemented.

ST. LUCIE - UNIT 1 6-23 Amendment No. ?gsa—ss**‘
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TABLE 4.3-7

ACCIDENT MONITORING INSTRUMENTATION SURVE1LLANCE REQUIREMENTS

CHANNEL CHANNEL

INSTRUMENT _CHECK_ CALIBRATION
1. Containment Pressure H o 'R
2. Reactor Coolant Outlet Temperature - Thot 4% erowIRange) M "R
3. Reactor Coolant Inlet Temperature -TCold (Wide Range) M R
4. Reactor Coolant Pressure - Wide Range M R
5. Pressurfzer Water Level M R
6. Steam Generator Pressure M R
7. Steam Generator Water leve] - Narrow Range M R
8. Steam Generator Water Level - Wide Range M R
9. Refueling Water Storage Tank Water Level M R
10. Auxiliary Feedwater Flow Rate (Each pump) M R
11. Reactor Coolant System Subcooling Margin Monitor M R
12,  PORV Po_sition/FIow Indicator M R
13. PORV Block Valve Position Indicator M R
14. Safety Valve Position/FlLow Indicator M R
15. Containment Sump Water Leve) (Nairow Range) M R
16. Containment Water Level (Wide Range) M n
17.  Incore Thermocouples M R
M R

18.  Reactor Vessel Leve) Monitoring System

£ Ot “oN Juduwpuawy

0l Jo Z ebed

¥ juswyoepy
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382 Two independent Emergency Core Cocling Systam (ECCS) s Jbsystems shall be
OPERABLE with each subsystem comprised ¢f:

a.

b.

c.

d.

One OPERABLE high pressure safely injection pump,
One OPERABLE iow pressure safety injection pump, an?d
An independent OPERABLE flow path capable of taking suction from the

relueiing water tank on a Satety Injection Actuation Sign il and automatically
transferring suction to the containment sump on a Recir ulation Actuation

Signal, and
One OPERABLE charging pump.

APPLICABILITY: MODES 1, 2, and 3°.

1. With one ECCS subsystem inoparabie only bacause its associated LPS!
train is inoperable, restore the inoperable subsysten ta OPERABLE
status within 7 days or be in at least HOT STANDEY within the next
6 hours and in HOT SHUTDOWN within the followi 1g 6 hours.

2. With one ECCS subsystem inoperable for reasons sther than condition
a.1,, restore the incperable subsystem to OPERABLE status within
72 hours or be in at least HOT STANDBY within the next 8 hours and in
HOT SHUTDOWN within the following 6 hours.

in the evenl the ECCS is acluated and injects water Into the Reactor Coolant
System, a Special Report shall be prepared and submitted 1o the Commission
pursuant to Specification 6.9.2 within 50 days descdbing the drcumstances of
the actuation and the total accumulated actuation cycles to date. The current
vaiue of the usags factor for each affected safety injectio 1 nozzle shall be
provided in this Special Report whanever its value exceeds 0.70.

* With pressurizer pressute gGreater than or aqual to 1750 psia.

ST LUCIE - UNIT 2 34 53 Am incmem No. 396
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353 As & minimum, one ECCS subsystern comprised of the folloving shali be
OPERABLE:

a. One OPERABLE high-pressure safety injection purmp, ad

“b.- An OPERABLE flow path capable of taking suction from the refusling watsr
tank on a Safety Injection Actuation Signal and automat cally transferring
suction to the containment sump on a Sump Recirculation Actuation Signal.

APPLICABILITY: MODES 3° and 4*.
Footnote # shalt remain applicable in MODES S antl 8 when the
Prassurizer manway cover i in place and the raactsr vessal head is on.

ACTION:

a. With no ECCS subsystarm OPERABLE, restore al least dne ECCS subsystem

to OPERABLE status within 1 hour or be in COLD SHU DOWN within the next
20 hours.

B, In the avent the ECCS is actuated and injacts watar intc the Reactor Coolant
System, a Special Report shali be prepared and submitied to the Commission
pursuant to Specification 6.9.2 within 90 days describing the circumstances of
tha actuation and the tots! accumulated actuation cycles to date. The currant
value of the usage factor for each aHected safaty injecti an nozzle shall be
provided in this Special Report whenever its value exce2ds 0,70,

453 The ECCS subsystem shall be demonstrated OPERABLE per the applicable
Surveillance Requiraments of 4.5.2, -

With pressurizer pressure iess than 1750 psia,
# One HPSI shall be rendered inoperabie prior 1o entering MODE 5.

$T. LUGIE - UNIT 2 U457 Amendmaent No. +6783
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M I NGY

£§5.1.4 The FRG shail meet at least once per calendar month and as con tened by the FRG
Chairman or his dasignated alternate.

CQUORUM

85.1.5 The quorum of the FRG necessary for the performance of the FRG responsibility and
authority pravisions of these Technical Specifications shall consist of the Chairman or
his designated alternate and four members inchyding allernates,

RES 1B1L)

B5.1.6 The Facility Review Group shall be resppasid

2.  Review of (1) all new procedures TeRtTSd by Specification 6 8 and all procedure
changes that require a written-seééfy-evaluation, (2) all prograims required by
Specification 6.8 and changes thereto, and (3) any other pro yosed procedures or
changes thereto as determined by the Plant General Manag i to afect nuclear
salety.

b.  Review of ali proposed tests and experiments that affec! nuc ear safety,

¢ Review of all proposed changes to Appendix A Technica! Spacifications,

d.  Heview of all proposed changes or modifications 1o unit systems or equipment
that affect nuclear safety.

e lavestigation of all violations of the Technica Specifications, ncluging the
preparation and forwarding of reports covering evaluation anJ recommendaticns
to prevent recurrence to the Fresident-Nuclear Division and t3 the Chairman of
the Company Nuclear Review Board.

f Review of ali REPORTABLE EVENTS.

Review of unit operations to detect potential nuclear safety hazards.

h.  Performance of special reviews, investigations or analyses and reports therson as
requested by the Plant General Manager or the Company Nuciear Review Board.

i Not Used.

b NotUsed

ST LUCIE. UNiT 2 68 Amen iment Ne. 43, 28, 4F, 65,
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ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS
BESPONJIBILITIES (Continued)

k. Raview of every unplanned on-site ralease of radioactive material 1o the environs
inchuding the preparation of reports covering evaluation, rec ommendations and
disposition of the corrective action o prevent recurrence and the forwarding of
these reports to the Presicent-Nuclear Division and to the Company Nuciear
Review Board.

L Review of changes to the PROCESS CONTROL PROGRAM and the OFFSITE
DOSE CALCULATION MANUAL and RADWASTE TREAT MENT SYSTEMS.

m.  Review and documentation of judgment concerning profong ed operation in
bypass, channel trip, and/or repair of defective protection channels of process
variables placed in bypass since the last FRG meeting.

n.  Review of the Fire Protection Program and implementing pr scetiures and
submittal of recommended changes o the Campany Nucle:ir Review Board.

AUTHORITY
6517 The Facility Review Group shall:

a.  Recommend in writing o the Plant General Manager approval or disapproval of
Hems considered under Specifications 6.5,1.8a. through d. £:nd m. above.

Render dete

rminations in writing with regard to whether or r gL
“ geification 6.51 e

* s

»: . O "R LIRS

16 LFR SO%9

¢ Provide writter notification within 24 hours to the President-lduciear Division and
the Company Nuclear Review Board of disagreement betwe en the FRG and the
Plant General Manager; however, the Plant General Manag sr shall have
responsitiity for resolution of such disagreements pursuant to Specification 6.1.1
above.

MO, Feiirer HAC npproval pucs ok L)

BECOROS

8518 The Facility Review Group shall maintain wrtten minutes ot each I'BG meeting tha!, at a
minimum, document the rasults of all FRG activities performed under the responsibility
and authority provisions of thesa technicaf specifications. Copies :ihal! be provided to
the Plant General Manager, President-Nuclear Division anc tha Criairman of the

Company Nuclear Review Board.
€.5.2 COMPANY NUCLEAR REVIEW BOARD (CNAB)
EUNCTION

5.8.2.1 The Company Nuclear Review Board shali function to provide inde pendert review and
audi of designated activities in the areas of:

a  nuclear power piant operations
b.  nuclear engineering
€. chemistry and radiochemissry
. metallurgy
ST LUCIE - iJssT 2 69 Ameadment No. 42, 89, 47, 53,
56,45 FF
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ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

REVIEW

6.5.2.7 The CNRB shall review:

The@evaluatiuns for (1) changes to pProcedures, equipmént, or

a.
- systems and (2) tests or-experiments completed under the provision of
cion 509310 CFR, to verify .thak such actiops i
Ah-unrevrewed safety question. Myuire RRC apbraizal $ ¥ v
OCFR S8.59 1 PUsven
b. _Proposed changes to procedures. eg pment. or systems whic
='"*"“*"E*"!"'?ﬂlhﬂ&t:!nn-wnnﬂnxrnynlfnl;L -
Pafswant %0 0 CER 50,59

C. Proposagd tests g gerinefls phicEAinveve—=a Y

feestron—asderien et 03338-6FR. require. NRC appraval
Pectuand o 10 CFR $R,59 N RE appran

d.. Proposed ¢ anges to Té 3 pecifications or this Operating
License.

e.  Violations of codes, regulations, orders, Teciinical Specifications,
license requirements, or of internal proceduri's or instructians
having nuclear safety significance.

f. Significant operatingc abnormaiities or deviat-ons from normal and
expected performance of unit equipment that aifect nuclear safety.

g- A1l REPORTABLE EVENTS.

h. A1l recognized indications of an unanticipatec deficiency in some
aspect of design or operation of structures, systems, or components
that could affect nuclear safety.

i Repo}ts and meetings minutes of the Facility Feview Group.

AUDITS
6.5.2.8 Audits of unit activities shall be performed under the cognizance of
the CNRB. These audits shall encompass:

a. The conformance of unit operation to provisions contained within the
Technical Specifications and applicable licensz conditions.

b. The performance, training and qualifications of the entire unit
stafrf.

€. The results of actions taken to correct defici:ncies occurring in

unit equipment, structures, systems, or method of operation that
affect nuclear safety.

ST. LUCIE - UNIT 2 6-11. Am:ndment No. i3, $6-
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AQM!ﬂlSTﬁAﬂgg CONTROLS
PRQCEDURES AND PROGRAMS (Continued)
f. Fire Protection Program implemantation.
g PROCESS CONTROL PROGRAM implementation.
h.  QFFSITE DOSE CALCULATION MANUAL implementatior

6.8.2

Quality Contrel Program for effluent monitaring, using the cuidance in Regulatory
Guide 1.21, Revision 1, June 1974

Qualty Contro! Program for environmental monitoring using the guidance in
Reguiatory Guide 4.1, Revision 1, April 1975.

Each new procedure ¢f Specification 6.8.1a. through i. above shzli be indepandently
reviewed by an individual or group from the appropriate discipline’s), and shalf be
reviewed by the FRG. New procedures shall be approved by the Plant Generai
Manager or individuals designated in writing by the Plant General Manager pricr o
implementation. Each procedure of Specification 6,8.1 shail be riviewed periodically as
set forth in administrative procedures.

683 Changes 10 Procedures:

a.

ST LJCIE- LN 2

Each revision to the procedures of Specification 6.8.1a. through i. above shall be
independently reviewed by an individual or group the sppropriate
discipiine(s), and revisions that require a writte al sation pursuant to

10 CFR 50.59 shall be reviawed by the FRG. Procedure revisions shall be
approved by the Flant General Manager or individuals desimated in writing by the
Plant General Manager prior to implementation.

Temperary changes to procedures of Specification 6.8.1.a through i. above may
be mads provided:

1. The intent of the original procedure is not altered.

2. The change is approved by two members of the plant management staf, at
least one of whom hoids a Senior Reactor Operator's License on the unit
affected.

3. The change is documented and, it appropriate, incorg orated in the next
ravision of the affected procedure pursuant to Specifiration 6.8.3.a.

-
B

RY Arnndmenl No. 85 88 57
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% {Conlinued)

Leakage rale acseptance criteria are:

a. Conlainment ieakage rate acceptarce crilerion is < £.0 1, During the fiest unit startup
foliowing testing in accardance with this program, the iegkage rats acceptance criterns are
<0.60 L, for the Type B and Ctests, < .75, for Typa A tests, and < 0.12L, for
secoadary confeinment bypass leakage paths,

D. Agr lcck testing accapiance critena are;

1} Overail air lock ieakage is < 0.05 L, when tested at > P,
2) Far each door seat, leakage rate is < 0.01 L, when pressurized to »>P,.

The provisions of 1.S. 4.0.2 de not apsly to test Fequencies in the Containment Lark Rate Yestirg
Program.

The provisions for T.8. 4.0.3 ara appiicaive 1o the Containmant Leak Rate Testing Program.
b ingsrvice Testing Program

Thig progeam providas controls for inservise wsting of ASME Code Ciass 1, 2and 3 onmuonents
{pumps and vaives). Tha program shal: include the folowing:

a.  Testing frequencies specifiad in Section X: of ASME Botler and Prassurs Vessel Coda®
and aoplicable addanda 9s follows:

ASME Boier and Pressure Vessel Code”

and appheabie Addends lerminology for Required Freguancies for performing
ingervice testing activities insarvice Jesting activities

Weekly ‘ At least ance per 7 days

Monthly Al leastonce par 31 days

Quarterly or every 3 reonths A4 least once per 92 days.
Senvannualiy or avery & monthe At laast ance per 184 days

Every 9 months At least onee per 276 days

Yeacly or annuaily At least onca par 366 days
Bmnnially or every 2 years At least ance per T3t days

b. The provisions of Specification 4.0.2 are applicable 1 the atiove required frequencias for
performing inservice teshing activities.

©. The pravisions of Specification 4.0.3 are appheadle 1o insarvice testing actvities; and

d. Nothing in the ASME Boist and Pressure Vassel Codi® shall be construed 1o suparsede the
requirements of any technical spacification.

T Where ASME Boder and Pressure Vessel Code Is refererced it also rafars to the applicable portions of
AGMEIANS! OM-Coda, "Operation and Maintanance of Nuclear Powar Planis,” with appiicable addenda. lo
the extent il is referenced in the Code.

8T LUCHE - UNIT 2 Betiy Amencment No, 86, o=
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Insert for Page 6-15¢c

j-

Technical Specifications (TS) Bases Control Program

This program provides a means for processing changes to the Bases of these
Technical Specifications

1.

Changes to the Bases of the TS shall be made under appropriate
administrative controls and reviews.

Licensees may make changes to Bases without prior NRC approval provided
the changes do not require either of the following:

a. achange in the TS incorporated in the license; or

b. a change to the updated UFSAR or Bases that requires NRC
approval pursuant to 10 CFR 50.59

The Bases Control Program shall contain provisions to ensure that the Bases
are maintained consistent with the UFSAR.

Proposed changes that meet the criteria of Specification 6.8.4.j.2.a or
6.8.4.j.2.b, above, shall be reviewed and approved by the NRC prior to
implementation. Changes to the Bases implemented without prior NRC

approval shall be provided to the NRC on a frequency consistent with
10 CFR 50.71(e).



