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

0 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, 

R. S. Kundalkar 
Vice President 
St. Lucie Plant 

RSK/EJW/KWF 

Attachments 

cc: Regional Administrator, Region II, USNRC 
Senior Resident Inspector, USNRC, St. Lucie Plant 
Mr. W. A. Passetti, Florida Department of Health and Rehabilitative Services 

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.  

R. S. Kundalkar 

STATE OF FLORIDA 

COUNTY OF .......  

Sworn to and subscribed before me 

this _r day of . 20 01 

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

Signatur.%Notary PWq-i• of Florida 
MY COMMISSION # CC648183 EXPIRES 

" P .• ON-" May 12, 2001 ",, " BONDED RU 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 7-4," to 7-2." 

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
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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 related 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 
5 and 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-111oX 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 > 3250 F" and "ECCS Subsytems 
Ta.e < 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 Tave > 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 "57-," 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 "1-22," to "-1-2-6."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 - THot 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 
THot 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 - Tave Greater Than or Equal to 3250 F" and 
"ECCS Subsytems - Tave Less Than 3250 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 Tare> 

3250 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.  

5. 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 T~ot 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 01119101

(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 associated 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 m aterials as may be 
produced by the operation of the facility.  

C. 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; 

(1) Maximum Power Level 

The licensee is authorized to operate the facility at steady state reactor 
core power levels not In excess of 2700 megawatt- (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 F art of, and is hereby 
incorporated in this license. [Amendment 48] 

(2) Technical Specifications 

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 1" 

The licensee shall implement and maintain in ect all provisions of the 
approved fire protection program as descrijb in the Updated Final 
Safety Analysis Report for the facility (The fir pro ection program and 
features were originally described in lice :;ubmittals L-83-514 
dated October 7, 1983, L-83-227 dated Aprill 1983. L-83-261 dated 
April 25, 1983, L-83-453 dated August 24, 1913, 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 approvod in by NRC letter 
dated July 17, 1984 and supplemented by NRC letters dated
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February 21, 1985, March 5, 1987, and October 4!l•k-bject to the 
foifwing provision: 

The licensee may make changes to the approved fire protecton 
program without prior approval of the Commis iion only if tIhe 
changes would not adversely affect the ability to achieve and 
maintain sWfe shutdown in the event of a fire. [Amendment 115] 

(4) DELETED PER AMENDMENT #88, DATED JANUAF.Y 13. 1988.  

(5) DELETED PER AMENDMENT #88, DATED JANUAF:Y 13. 1988.  

(6) SUSTAINEQ..QORE UNCOVER.Y ACTIONS 

Procedural guidance shall be in place to instruct op,.rators to implement 
actions which are designed to mitigate a small break loss of coolant 
accident prior to a calculated time of sustainsd core uncoverj.  
[Amendment No. 1511 

D. This licensee shall fully implement and maintain in effect ? provisons of the 
Commission-approved physical security, guard training ard qualiifcation, and 
safeguards contingency plans including amendments made pursuant to 
provisions of the Misceillaneous Amendmenits and SEarch Requirements 
revisions to 10 CFR 73.55 (51 FR 27817 and 27822) and the authority of 10 CFR 
50.90 and 10 CFR 50.54(p). The plans, which contain Streguards Information 
protected under 10 CFR 73.21, are entitled: "St. Lucie Plan Security Pbn with 
revisions submitted through Apil 11, 1988: "St. Lucle Plant Training and 
Qualification Plan, with revisions submittea through ALgust 8, 1985; and 
"$t Lucie Plant Safeguards Cantingency Plan,* with revisions through December 
8, 1986. Changes made in accordance with 10 CFR 73.55 ,hall be implemented 
in accordance with the schedule aet forth therein. lAmendm(nt 97] 

E. DELETED PER AMENDMENT #46, DATED NOVEMBER 3, 1981.  

F. The licensee shall implement the following requirements for the protection of the 
environment: 

(1) DELETED PER AMENDMENT #162, DATED JULY e. 1999.  

(2) DELETED PER AMENDMENT #50, DATED MAY 21 1982.

(3) DELETED PER AMENDMENT #39. DATED MARCH 10, 1981.



TABLE 3.3-4 (Continued) 

ENGINEERED SAFETY FEATURE ACTUATION SYSTEM INSTRIHt4NTATION

FUNCTIONAL 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) 

S7. AUXILIARY FEEDWATER (AFAS) 

a. Manual (Trip Buttons) 

b. Automatic Actuation Logic 

Sc. SG IA & 1B Level Low 

z B. AUXILIARY FEEDWATER ISOLATION 

a. Steam GeneratorAP-High 

b. Feedwater Header HighAP

TRIP VALUE 

22900 volts with a 
1 1 .5 second time delay 

z3831 volts with a 
18 t 2 second time delay 

;415 volts with a 
59 second time delay 

Not Applicable 

Not Applicable 

2 19.0% 

s275 psid 

s150.0 psid

ALLOWABLE 

:2900 volts with a 
I ± .5 second time delay 

23831 volts with a 
18 ± 2 second time delay 

2415 volts with a 
s9 second titme delay 

Not Applifcable 

Not Applicable 

2 18.0% 

89.2 to 281 psid 

56.0 to 157.5 psid
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INSTRUMENTATION 

3/4.3.3 MONITORING INSTRUMENTATION 

RADIATION MONITORING 

LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION 

3.3.3.1 The :radiation monitojLng instrumentation channels sbcwn in 
Table 3.3-6 shall be OPERA.Llith their alarm setpoints within 
the specified limits.  

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 limit within 4 hours or declare the chanuel 
inoperable.  

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

c. The provisions of Specifications 3.0.3 and 3.0.4 arit 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 , t.e in- UNT 34.3-3 n Amedmcnt Ir -) 

ST. LUCIE - UNIT 1 3/4 3-21 Amendment K'oA-G



TABLE 3.3-11 

ACCIDENT MONITORING INSTRUMENTATION

INSTRUMENT 

1. Pressurizer Water Level 

2. Auxiliary Feedwater Flow Rate 

3. RCS Subcooling Margin Monitor 

4. PORV Position Indicator 
Acoustic Flow Monitor 

5. PORV Block Valve Position 
Indicator 

6. Safety Valve Position 
Indicator 

7. Incore thermocouples 

8. Conlainment Sump Water Level 
(Narrow Range) 

9. Containment Sump Water Level 
(Wide Range) 

10. Reactor Vessel Level Monitoring 
System 

11. Containment Pressure

TOTAL NO.  
OF CHANNELS 

1/pump 

2 

1/valve 

1/valve 

I/valve 

4/core 
quadrant 

1.  

2

2

* The non-safety grade containment sump water level instrument may be substituted.  
Definition of OPERABLE: 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,, n, 4-.1-, -

MINIMUM 
CHANNELS 
OPERABLE 

1 

1/pump 

1 

1/valve 

1/valve 

1/valve 

2/core 
quadrant 

1* 

1*

ACTION 

1,6 

7 

1,6 

2

2 

3

1,6 

4,5 

4,5 

4,5 

1,6

-U> 

OCD 
0 M 

6•:: 

-4, c•G

I I 
I

I

I
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KgMS lU§SYSTIEMS • 

•I4PIflNflCONrIr'ION FOR OP!RATION 

3.5.2 Two independent ECCS subsystems shafl be OPERABLE will each subsystem 
comprised of: 

a. One OPERABLE high-pressure safety inec!ion (HPSI) p rmp, 

b. One OPERABLE low-pressure safety injection pump, andJ 

c. An Independent OPERABLE flow path capable of taking suction from the refueling water tank on a Safety Injection Actuation Slgni.I and automatically 
transferring suction to the containment sump on a Recirc aiation Actuation 
Signal.  

APPLICABIL .rY MODES 1, 2 and 3*.  

a. 1. With one ECCS subsystem Ihoperable ouly becausi its associated LPSI 
train is inoperable, restore the inoperable subaysteri to OPERABLE status within 7 days or be in at least HOT STANDS" within the next 6 hours and in HOT SHUTDOWN within ft folt0wirrg 6 hours.  

2. With one ECCS subsystem inoperable for reasons cfher than condition 
at., 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 following 6 hours.  

b. In the event the ECCS is actuated and injects water into t is Reactor Coolant System, a Special Report shall be prepared and submitteJ to the Commission 
pursuant to Specihcation 6.9.2 within 90 days descnbNg i he circumstances of the actuation and the total accumulated actuation cycles t) datte 

"With pressurizer pressure > 1750 psia.

ST. LCIE UNI ¶ W 5.3Amst dmni No. 26,449, 094-

L-2001-078

ST. LUCEt - uNriT 3/4 5-3
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E•M.ERGENCY, CORE COOLING SISTM eIacs SUBSYTEMMS ...Q" 

LIMTING CONDTION FOR OPERATION 

3.5.3 As a minimum, one ECCS subsystem comprised of the follotvng shall be 
OPERABLE.  

a. In MODES 3' and 4', one ECCS subsystem composed of one OPERABLE high 
pressure safety injection pump and one OPERABLE flcw path capable of 
taking suction from the refueling water storage tank on a safety Injection 
"actuation signal and automatically transfernng suction 1o the containment sump 
on a sump recirculation actuation signal.  

b. Prior to decreasing the reactor coolant system temperature below 270CF a 
naiimum of only one high pressure safety injection pui np shall be OPERABLE 
with its associated header stop valve open.  

c. Prior to decreasing the reactor coolant system temperature below 2368F all 
aigh pressure safety Injection pumps shall be disabled 3nd their associated 

header stop valves closed except as allowed by Specif cations 3.1.2.1 and 
3.1.2.3.  

AEPEIWAZUJ: MODES X and 4.  
MODES 5 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" md 4', immediately 
restore one ECCS subysterm to OPERABLE status or be in COLD 
SHUTDOWN within 20 hours.  

b. With RCS temperature below 270 C F and with more tha i the allowed high 
prosse safety injecton pump OPERABLE or injectior valves and header 
Isolation valves open, immtediately disable the high pressure safety injection 
pump(s) or close the header isolation valves, 

c. In the event the ECCS is actuated and injects water "n0l the Reactor Coolant 
System, a Special Report shall be prepared and submi led to the Commilssion 
pursuant to Specification 6.9.2 within 90 days describir g the circumstances of 
the actuation and the total accumulated actuation cycl€ic to date.  

SURVEILLANCE REOIUIREMENTh , 

4.5.3.1 The ECCS subsystem shall be demonstrated OPERABLE p or the applicable 
Surveillance Requirements of 4.5.2.  

4.5.3.2 The high pressure safety injection pumps shall be verified kooperabtle and the 
associated header stop valves closed prior to decreasing b.low the above specified 
Reactor Coolant System temperature and once per month w.,hen the Reactor 
Coolant System is at refueling temperatures.  

* With pressurizer pressure <1750 psia.  

V REACTOR COOLANT SYSTEM cold leg temperature above 250c F, 

ST. LU•IE - UNrI i4 5-7 Amendment No. N. 60, K-.
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6.2 ORGANIZATION (continued) 

uNI STAFF 

6.2.2 The unit organization shall be subject to the following: 

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

b. At least one licensed Reactor Operator shall be in the o)ntrol room when fuel is in the reactor. In addition, while the reactor is in MODE 1, 2, 3, or 4, at least one Ikensed Senior Reactor Operator shalg be in the co itrol room.  
c. A health physics technician' shall be on site when fuel it; in the reactor.  
d. Either a licensed SRO or licensed SRO limited to fuel hnidling who has no concurrent responsibilities during Oht operation shall be present during fuel handling and shall directly supervise all CORE ALTERAfIONS.  

# The health physics technician may be less than the minimumn requiremomt 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
Ag wenrment No. +6,2. 5,5, 
$6. .9. +4,641 .

6.0
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TABLE 6.2-1 

MINIMUM SHIFT CREW COMPOSITION 

TW UNITS WITH TWO SEPARATh CONTRLj ROOMS 

WITH UNIT 2 IN MODE S OR 6 OR DEFUELED 
POSITION NUMBER OF INDIVIDUALS REQUIRED TO FILL POSITION 

MODE I, 2.3or4 MODE S or 6 SS (SRO)1 t 

SRO 1 None 
Re 2 1 
A0 2 2b 

5TAh 1 None 

WITH UNIT 2 IN MODE 1, 2, 3. or 4
PUSITIIN NUMBER OF INDVID UALS REQUIRED TO FILL POSITION 

-,MODE 1, 2.3 or 4 MODE 5 or 6 
SS (SRO) 1a 18 

SRO I None 
Re 2 1 
AO 2 1 

STA 1C None .....I I
SS Shift Supervisor with a Senor Reactor Operor's License on Unit 1 
SRO - Individual with a Senior Reactor Operators LUcense on Unit 1 
STA - Shift Technical Advisor 
Re Individual with a Reactor Operator's License on Unit I 
AO Auxiliary Operator, 

Except for the Shift Supervisor, the Shift Crew Compostion may be one less 
than the minimum requirements of Table 6,2-1 for a period of time not to exceed 
2 hours in order to accommodate unexpected absece of on-duty shtft crew 
members provided immediate action is taken to restore the Shift Crew Composi
tion to within the minimum requirements of Tabse 6.2-1. This provision does 
not permit any shift crow position to be unmanned upon shift change due to an 
oncoming shift crewmen being late or absent.  

During any absence of the Shift Supervisor from the Control Room while the unit 
is in MODE 1. 2, 3 or 4, an individual (other 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 unit is in MODE 5 or 6. an individual with a valid SRO or RD license 
shall be designated to assume the Control Room command function.  

_J Individual may fil the same position ar Unit 2.  
DI One of the two required individuals may fill the same position on Unit 2.  
V If STA position is filled by an STA qualified Shift Supervisor or dedicated STA, then the 

individual may fill the same position on Unit 2.  
" A single. onsite STA position shall be manned in Mode 1. 2, 3, and 4 unless the Shift 

Supervisor meets the qualifications for the STA as required by Technical Speciation 8.3.1 or 
an individual on each unit with a Senior Reactor Operators license meets the qualificatons flr 
the STA as required by Technical Specification 6.3, 1.  

ST LUCIE - UNiT 1 6-4 Amndme-n o. =e ý Go. 173
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ALTERNATES 
6.5.1.3 All alternate members shall be appointed in writing by the FRG Chairman to serve on a 

temporary basis; however, no more than two alternates shall partieipate 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 conm 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 FRE responsibility and 
authority provisions of these Technical Specifications shall consist of the Chairman or 
his designated alternate and four members including alternates.  

RESPONSIBILITIES 

6.5.1.6 The Facility Review Group shall be le for: 

a. Review of (1) all new procedures bired by Specification 6. 3 and all procedure 
changes that require a written evaluation, (2) all progrms required by 
Specification 6.8 and changes thereto, and (3) any other proposed procedures or 
changes thereto as determined by the Plant General Manage r to affect nuclear 
safety.  

b. Review of all proposed tests and experiments that affect nuclear safety.  

c. Review of all proposed changes to Appendix A Technical Sp;cifications.  

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 an I recommendations 
to prevent recurrence to the President-Nuclear Division and t ) the Chairman of 
the Company Nuclear Review Board.  

f. Review of all REPORTABLE EVENTS.  

g. Review of unit operations to detect potential nuclear safety h;,zards.  

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

ST. LUCIE - UNIT 1 6-7 Amen.liment No. 60, 69, 03, 
407, 4 26,-4•§
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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 prevent recurrence and the forwarding of 
these reports to the President-Nuclear Division and to the Cc mpany Nuclear 
Review Board.  

1. Review of changes to the PROCESS CONTROL PROGRAIV 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 chc nnels of process 
variables placed in bypass since the last FRG meeting.  

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

AUTHORI 

6.5.1.7 The Facility Review Group shall: 

a. Recommend in writing to the Plant General Manager, approv 31 or disapproval of 
items considered under Specifications 6.5.1.6.a through d above.  

b. Render determinations in writing with regard to whether or nc t each item 

c. Provide written notification within 24 hours to the President-N uclear Division and 
the Company Nuclear Review Board of disagreement 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 Facility Review Group shall maintain written minutes of each F RG meeting that, at a 
minimum, document the results of all FRG activities performed uni er the responsibility 
and authority provisions of these Technical Specifications. Copies shall be provided to the Plant General Manager, President-Nuclear Division and the Clt airman of the 
Company Nuclear Review Board.  

ST. LUCIE - UNIT 1 6-8 Amendment No. 6,72, W, 
44W," 42, 446, 426, 4-4.7•46
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CONSULTANTS 

6.5.2.4 Consultants shaM be utilized as determined by the CNRB Chairmaii 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 fuel loading and at least once per 
6 months thereafter and as convened by the CNRB Chairman or his desigm ted 
alternate.  

QUORUM 

6.5.2.5 The quorum of the CNRB necessary for the performance of the Ch\RB 
review and audit functions of these Technical Specifications shall consist 
of the Chairman or his designated alternate and at least a majority of CNRB 
members including alternates. 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 reviewý 

a. The valuations for (1) changes to procedures, equiprr ent, or 
systems and (2) tests or experiments completed under the pr )visions i 59 l1j.,.F•Loer ~._thasuc hL actirksidno 

C.  

d. Proposed c anges to ec nical pecifications or this Operati ig 
License.  

e. Violations of codes, regulations, orders, Technical Specifications, 
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 ,sfety.

ST. LUCIE - UNIT 1 6-10 Amend rent No. 49,66, 69,4=
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0-.63 CHANGES TO PROGEDURES 

a. Each revision to the procedures of Specification 6.8.1 a. throLgh i, above shall be 
independently reviewed by an indivdual or groug the a. propnate 
disc-line(s), and revisions that require a writter valuitioo pursuant to 
10 CFR 50.59 shall be reviewed by the FRG. Prore revisions shalt be 
approved by the Plant General Manager or Individuals desiqr ated in writing by the 
Plan General Manager prior to implementation.  

6. Temporary changes to procedures of Specifiration 6.8 1a- though i. above may 
be made provided: 

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

2. The change is approved by two members of the plant rr anag ement staff, at 
least one of whom holds a Senior Reactor Operator s L tense on the unit affected.  

3- The change is documented and, if appropriate, incorposated in the next 
revision of the affected procedure pursuant to Spectfica ion 6.8.3.a 

6.8.4 The following programs shall be established, Implemened, maina ned, and shall be 
audited under the cognizance of the CNRB

a Erin~ryQQQ ~ r~sOutside Cortakvneq 

A program to reduce leakage from those portions of systems outside containment 
That could contain highly radioactive fluids during a serious tritnsient or accident to 
ag low as practical levels. The systems include the Shutdowi Cooling System, 
High Pressure Safety Injection System. Containment Spray S ystem, and RCS 
Sampling, The program shall include the following.  

(i) Preventive maintenance awd periocic vsual inspection e -quirements, and 

(ii) Integrated leak test requirements for each system at ref jeilng cycle intervals 
or less.  

b. .l.nt Radioiodine Monitorinrto 

A program which will ensure the capability to accurately deteimine the airborne 
iodine concentratlon In vital areas under accident conditions. This program shall 
include the followr"g 

0i) Training of personnel, 

(0) Procedures for monitoring, and 

(hi) Provisions for maintenance of wsmpling and analysis ocwpmmnt.  

ST. LUCIEt- j.VTa 6-14 Aman ie•am.N-3, FA2
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The provisions of T.S. 4.0.2 do not apply to lest frequencies n the Containment Leak Rte T'esting 
Program 

The provisions of T,S. 4.0.3 are appkcable to the Containment Leak Rate Tesfing Program.  

jflfte~vce Testino Prg~iý ' 

This ringram provides conitros for irservice testing of ASME Code C(ass 1, 2 and 3 cornP oanns 
(pumps and valves) The progama shell incu•de the folowing: 

a. Testing frequencies specified ti Sectooni X of the ASME Boiler ad Pressarg Vessel Code' 
and appi kable addenna as follows: 

ASME Boiler and Presure Vessel Code' 
and applicable Addenda tmiinology for Required Frequencies for perfonning 

laservice teating aeitivtylbs if vicea testling activities
Weekly At least once per 7 days 
Monthly At least once per 31 days 
Quar•rny or every 3 months At least once per 92 days 
Semiannually or every 6 monlhs At least once per 184 days 
Every 9 mofths At least o•re per 270 days 
Yearly or anruefly At leat once per 386 days 
&ennmaly or every 2 years At least once per 731 days 

b, The proviskos of Speclflcatlon 4.0.2 ara appticale to the above requiWed fhrquencies tot 
pedorming 'nservice resting acItvities 

c The provisions of Specification 4.0.3 are appl4abie to ins-rvce testing actvfties: e.d 

d. Nothig in the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code* shall be ionstrued to suor.sede tUn 
reiuwrments of any lechnical specifcation.  

* Where ASME Boiler a4 Pressure Vessel Code is referenced it also ruf'i to the appliable portions of 
AASMESANSI OM-Code, 'Oneratiori and Maintenance of Norlear Power Plwts.' with applicable addenda, to 

the extent It is refrenwed In the Cods.  

6-9.1 In additn to the applicable reporting requirements of Title 10, Code of Federal Regulations, tna 
following reports shall be submiltte to the NRC.  

ffA&JUP RFEPORT 

6.9 1 1 A sum.mary report of piant startup and power escalation testwg shali be submitted tolkowinq 
(1) receipt of an operating Icense, (2) amend.•.nt of "e I cense involvng e plinned increase i n power level, (3) iislalilation of fuel tFat has a different design or has been mao.ufactured by a 
different fuel supplier, and (4) modifications that way have signiff-ently altered the njciear, hermal 
or hydratrc psmotriano e of the plant.

ST. LUOE - UNIT 1
Amn*edmne No. 449,464--6- 1 k.
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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. a change 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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'ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

6.13 PROCESS CONTROL PROGRAM (PCP! 

Changes to the PCP: 

1. Shall be documented and records of reviews perform.d 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 maintaini the overall 
conformance of the solidified waste product :o existing re
quirements of Federal, State, or other appli,:able regula
tions.  

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

6.14 OFFSITE BOSE CALCULATTON MANUAL_(DO001 

Changes to th.tSE,-' 

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 level of 
radioactive effluent control required by 10 CFR 20.1302, 
40 CFR Part 190, 10 CFR 50.36a, and Appendix I to lO CFR Part 
50 and not adversely impact the accuracy or reliability of 
effluent, dose, or setpoint calculations.  

2. Shall become effective after review and acceptance by the Facility 
Review Group and the approval of the P1 ant General Jianager.  

"3. Shall be submitted to the Commission in the form cf a complete, 
legible copy of the entire 0CCCI 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 O0CH 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.

Amendzmnt No. rS9,-9, .8-6,-2 
4326
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EMERGENQy.. ORE gCOOLING MYTEMS ... ... -- r

314.5.2 ECCS SU§S;YSTEMS',L., ='-L__.12-j.  

LMItTING COIJ~mON FOR OPERATION ,, 

3.5.2 Two Independent Emergency Cote Cooling System (ECCS) s .bsystems shall be 
OPERABLE with each subsystem comprised of* 

a. One OPERABLE high pressure safety injection pump.  

b. One OPERABLE low pressure safety injection pump, an I 

c. An Independent OPERABLE flow path capable of taking sucton from the 
relueling water tank on a Safety Injection Actuation Sign ii and automatically 
transferring suction to the containment sump on a Recirc ulatfion Actuation 
Signal, and 

d. One OPERABLE charging pump.  

APPLICABILITY: MODES 1, 2. and 3.  

ACTIOQN 
a. 1. With one ECCS subsystem Inoperable only becaus:e its associated LPSf 

train is inoperable, restore the inoperable subsystern to OPERABLE status within 7 days or be in at least HOT STANDiSY within the next 6 hours and in HOT SHUTDOWN within the followi ig 6 hours.  

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

b. In the event the ECCS is actuated and injectr, waler Into the Reactor Coolant 
System, a Special Report shall be prepared and submittod to the Commission 
pursuant to Specification 6.9.2 within 90 days describing the circumstances of 
the actuation and the total accumulated actuation cycles to date. The current 
value of the usage factor for each affected safety Injectlo nozzle shall be 
provided in this Special Report whenever its value exceeds 0.70.  

* With pressurizer pressure greater than or equal to 1750 psia.

Am inomen No. -"6STý LUCIE.- UW.- 2 314 5-3
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E.MERGENCY CORE FROOLING SOM 

L JMTUG CONDT IN ,FOR OPERATION

As a minimum, one ECCS subsystem comprised of the Wolloaing shall be 
OPERABLE: 

a. One OPERABLE high-pressure saletw injection pump. aid 

b. An OPERABLE flow patti capable of taking suction from the refueling water 
tank on a Safety Injection Actuation Signal and automat cafly transferring 
suction to the containment sump on a Sump Recirculatkin Actuation Signal.

APIABIcaLtny: MODES 3T and 4".  
Footnote t shall remain applicable in MODES 5 and 8 when the 
Pressurizer manway cover is in place and the reactor vessel head is on.

&=ON~:

a. With no ECCS subsystam OPERABLE, restore at least )ne ECCS sutesystem 
to OPERABLE status within 1 hour or be in COLD SHU"DOWN within the next 
20 hours.  

b. In the event the ECCS is actuated and injects water inic the Readtor Coolant 
System. a Special Report shel be prepared and submitted to the Commission 
pursuant to Specfication 6.9.2 within 90 days describing the circumstances of 
the actuation and the total accumulated actuation cycles; to date. The current 
value of the usage factor for each affected safety injectl :n nozzle shall be 
provided in this Special Report whenever its value exce Wis 0.70.  

SUVELLANCE REQUIRMENTS

The ECCS subsystem shall be demonstrated OPERABLE pir the applicable 
Surveillance Requirmernts of 4.5.2.

S With pressurizer pressure less than 1750 psia.  
* One HPSI shall be rendered inoperable prior to entering MODE S.

ST. LUCIE - UNIT 2
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ACMINISTRAT1VE CONTRQLS .  

MEETING FREQUENCY 

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

QUORUM 

C.5.1.5 The quorum of the FRG necessary tor the performance of the FR(, responsibility and authority provisions of these Technical Specfications Shalt consist of the Chairman or his designated alternate and four members including alternates, 

RESPONSIBILITIES 

8.5.1.6 The Facility Review Group shall be ror: 

a. Review of (1) all new procedures by Specification 6 8 and all procedure 
changes that require a wrftten, -evaluatk^ (2) aD progr]ims required by Specification 6.8 and changes thereto, and (3) any other pro xsed procedures or changes thereto as determined by the Plant General Managno to affect nuclear 
safety.  

b. Review of alt proposed tests and experiments that affect nuc ear safety.  

c. Review of all proposed changes to Append A Technical Sp icifications, 

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

e. Investigation of all violations of the Technim Specifications, ncludfg the preparation and forwarding of reports covering evaluation an, I recommendations 
to prevent recurrence to the President-Nuclear Division and t1 the Chairman of 
the Company Nuclear Review Board.  

f. Review of alf REPORTABLE EVENTS.  

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

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

i. NoPtUsed.  

ST. LUCIE - UN• 2 6.8 Amen Iment N 3, -9, 4;r, , 
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ADM|INI STRATIV CON•TROLS 

RESPO-SIBILOMS (Continued) 

kI Review of every unplanned on-site release of radioactive rr aterial to the environs fncluding the preparation of reports covering evaluatm, re(ommendations and disosiflon of the corrective action to prevent recurrence and the foiwarding of these reports to the President.Nuclear Division and to the Com.pany Nuclear 
Review Board.  

1, Review of changes to the PROCESS CONTROL PROGRAM and the OFFSITE 
DOSE CALCULATION MANUAL and RADWASTE TREAT vAENT SYSTEMS.  

m, Review and documentation of judgment concerning prclon• ed opera*olon in bypass. channel tip, andcor 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 xedures and 
submittal of recommended changes to the Company Nuclei r Review Board.  

6.5.1,7 The Faility Review Group shall.  

a. Recommend in writing to the Plant General Manager appro-,al or disapproval of 
items considered under Speciftations 6.5,1 .6a. through 6. ind m. above.  

b. Render determinations in writing with regard to whether or r it m 

c. Provide written notification within 24 hours to the President-Nuclear Divmsion and the Company Nuclear Review Board of disagreement betwren the FRG and the Plan General Manager- however, the Plant General Manag %.r shall have responsility for resolution of such disagreements pursuant to Specification 6.1.1 
above, 

6.5.1.8 The Facility Review Group shall maintain written minutes ot each I :RG meeting that, at a minimum, document the results of alt FRG activities performed un, ter the responsibility and authority provisions of these technical specifications. Copies: hall be provided to 
the Plant General Manager, President-Nuclear Division and the C sairman of the Company Nuclear Review Board.  6.z2 COMPANY NUCLEAR REVIEW BOARD (CNRB) 

FUUNCTON 

6.5.2.1 The Company Nuclear Review Board shall function to provide indEpendent review and 
audt of designated activities in the areas of: 

a. nuclear power plant operations 
b. nuclear engineering 
c, chemistry and radlochemlasry 
ci, metallurgy 

ST. LJCIE - UJ 1, 2 6.9 A M.nIern.t No, -:3, 29, 4+, 5\ , 
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ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

REVIEW 

6.5.2.7 The CNRB shall review: 

a. The evaluations for (1) changes to prqocedures, equipment, or - systems and (2) tests or-experiments completed under the provision of 
co on0 thakj sugh 

an ~ ~ 9u~ ~ H ppr~\a.  
b. Proposed a e to o edures e uor stemswhic 

d. Propose c anges to pecfictios )r this Operating 
License.  

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

f. Significant operating abnormalities or deviat-ons from normal and 
expected performance of unit equipment that alfect nuclear safety.  

g. All REPORTABLE EVENTS.  

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

i. Reports and meetings minutes of the Facility Aeview 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 confbrmance of unit operation to provisions contained within the Technical Specifications and applicable licensý- conditions.  

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

c. The results of actions taken to correct deficiincies occurring in unit equipment, structures, systems, or method of operation that affect nuclear safety.

ST. LUCIE - UNIT 2 Amendment No.+3, W-6-11.
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ADMINISTRATIVE CONQTOLS 

PROCEDURES AND PROGRAMS (Continued) 

1, Fire Protection Program Implementation, 

g. PROCESS CONTROL PROGRAM implementation.  

h. OFFSITE DOSE CALCULATION MANUAL implementatior.  

L Oluality Control Program for effluent monitoring, using the Guidance in Regulatory 
Guide 1.21. Revision 1, June 1974.  

p. Quality Control Program for environmental monitoring usin([ the guidance in 
Regulatory Guide 4.1, Revision 1, Aprl 1975.  

6.8.2 Review and Acoroval of PEodreW: 

Each new procedure of Specficatlon 6.8.l a. through i. above shall be independently 
reviewed by an individual or group from the appropriate discipllne- s), and shall be 
reviewed by the FRG. New procedures shall be approved by the Plant Generai 
Manager or Indiv4tals designated in wrfting by the Plant General Manager prio to 
implementation. Each procedure of Specification $.81 shall be retviewed periodically as 
set forth In administrative procedures.  

6.8.3 Changes to Procedures: 

a, Each revin to the procedures of Spedclcation 6.8.1a. thraugh i. above shall be 
independently reviewed by an indvidual or qroup, ,the .ppropdate 
dsciplie(s), and revisions that require a writteia taln pursuant to 
10 CFR 50.59 shan be reviewed by the FRG. Procidure revisions shall be 
approved by te Plant General MarNger or fndividuals desý pnated in writing by the 
Plant General Manager prior to implementadIon.  

b. Temporary changes to procedures of Specification 6.8.14A I rirough i. above may 

be made provided: 

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

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

3. The change is documented and, if appropriate, incorp orated in the next 
revision of the affected procedure pursuant to Specifi ann 6.8.3.a.

ST. LUCIE - 2Nl6; 2 Am moeantr No. 66,OeG 9'76-14
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A OM I J S T B IV C N R ._ . C , i u I ... . __ - = ....... ..... . ... ..........  

Leakage rate acceptance criteria are: 

a. Conladnmeri ;eakage rate accoptarce crerion is c 1.0 L.. Durin g the firt unit startup 
following testing In accordance with this program, the leakage rate acceptance iteina are 
< 0.V60 L. or the Type B and C tests, < G. 5 L. or Type A tests, and < 0,12 L.oR 
seco•dary rontlinmeot bypass leakage paths.  

, Air lock testing acceplmnce c•iteria are: 

1) Overlt air lock leakage is f 0,05 L wt~n tested at i!pP.  

2) For each door sean, leakage rtle is < 0.01 L. when pressurized to > P., 

The provlsons al T.S. 40.2 fo not apl"y to test ftxeueo'tss in the Conitai~nmnt I..ek Rate Testiog 
Program.  

The provisions (or T.. 4.0.3 am appllcafls to the Contlnrnant Leek Rate etti". Progream.  

jnq•Lyi'c•. Teatnar Proeran 

This program provias corntrols for inservie leasing of ASME Code COass 1, 2 a•id 3 •oomponents 
(pumps mad vaives). The program shall include the following: 

a. Testing frequencies speciled in Section Xk o ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel C'o- de' 
and applicable addenda as fInlows 

ASME Bo~ter and Pressure Vessel Code* 
and apohkcable Addenida l•rminokogy for Required Freqmuaninav for perferming 
inseuvice tea.ing.actv!t~esfmaservice testing acif'ities 
Weekly At least once per 7 days 
Monthly At teastonce per 31 days 
O4aerty or every 3..onths At least once per 92 days 
Swmnannualiy or every 6 months At least once per 184 days 
Every 9 months At least once per 276 days 
Yearly or annual•y At least once per 366 days 
Bennially tv every 2 years AN least once per 731 days 

b. The provisions of Specification 4.0.2 are appl.cable to the above required frequencies for 
peIform Inr inservice testing activities.  

c. The provisions of Specification 4.0.3 are appl:cabee to insarvice testing actwlies; and 

d. Noting in the ASME Bodet and Presstre Vessel Code* shali be construed to sup'rsede the 
requirmernts of any technical speciocabon.  

Where ASME Balder and Pressure Vessel Code Is referenced it asi refers to the apdicable petions of 
ASME/ANSI O-M-Coda, 'Operalion and Maintenance of Nuclear Power Plaint," wt appuicatlo addenda. to 
the extenl it is refefenmed in the Code, 

ST. 
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Insert for Page 6-15c 

j. Technical Specifications (TS) Bases Control Proqram 

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. a change 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).


