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FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY

Mel) Seeryy

ockt S July 9, 1976

' Hﬁe&ﬁfgfow_ Docket Filg

AL
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulatio

Attention: Mr. Victor Stello, Directorxr

Division of Operating Reactors
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D. C. 20555

Dear Mr. Stello: )

. . Uiy Nucieag
Re: St. Lucie Unit 1 lﬁﬁgéﬁgummfdl
Docket No. 50-335 ! Socties ~N/

Proposed Amendment to -
Facility Operating License DPR-67

In accordance with 10 CFR 50.30, Florida Power and Light
Company submits herewith three (3) signed originals and

forty (40) copies of a request to amend Appendix A of Facility
Operating License DPR-67. -

This submittal proposes a revision to Technical Specification
4.1.3.1.3. The proposed change is as described below and as
shown on the accompanying Technical Specification page bearing
the date of this letter in the lower right hand corner.

Page 3/4 1-22

The CEA Block Circuit surveillance requirements are
revised.

The proposed amendment has been reviewed and the conclusion
reached that it does not involve a significant hazards con-
sideration; therefore, prenoticing pursuant to 10 CFR 2.105
should not be required. A written safety evaluation is attached.

Very truly yours,

\
Robert E. Uhrig 2 . s

Vice President
REU/MAS/cpc
Attachment

cc: Mr. Norman C. Moseley
Jack R. Newman, Esquire
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FULL: LENGTH CSA POSITION (Contmued)
LIMITING COMDITION FOR QDPERATION (Continued)

T. With more than one ‘uTT 1enguh %3 1nop°rab1e or n1<a11gned
Jfrem any other CZA in its group by 15 inches (1nd1cauad posi: i n}
T' or more, be 1n HO: S‘AWDBY wz»hzn 6 hours.

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS = - .+« .=

4,1.3.1.1 The posxu{oh of each full 1en th C.A shall be data"m1nea to
be within 7.5 inches (indiczted position) of all other CZAs in its aroup

at least onca per 12 hours excant during time intarvais when the Deviation
Circuit

CEA positions at least onca per 4 hcurs.

-~

J O

4.1.3.1.2 " Each full 1ercgh CZA not ‘uIT
to be OPERASLE by-movement oF at least 7

at least once per 31 days.

o

sertad sna11 ba c°t=nn1nad
cbas 1n any one diraction

s
 in

na/or Cz4 Block ercu1t are 1no~e*ab1e, ghcn varz Ty the individual

4.1.3.1.3 The CEA Block Circuit shall bé demonstrated OPERABLE

".,at least once per 31 days by a functional test which verifies

that the circuit prevents any CEA from being misaligned from

all othexr CEAs in its group by moxre than 7.5 inches (indicated"
position).

'.41.31.4 mhe CEA Block CerULt shall be &emons rated OPERABLE

at each refueling interval by a -functional test which verifies
that the circuit maintains the CEA group OVerlap and secuancxng )
.*eaulrements of Specxflcatlon 3.1.3. 6. . .

- "
® .

ST. }UCIE - UNIT 1 3/{ 1-22‘ Dol



SAFETY EVALUATION

introduction

This evaluation discusses a proéosed revision to the CEA Block
Circuit surveillance requirements of Technlcal Specification
4.1.3.1.3.

Discussion

1]

The current Specification requires a functional test at least
once per 31 days to verify that the CEA Block Circuit maintains
the CEA overlap and sequencing requirements of Specification
3.1.3.6. However, performance of CEA overlap and seguencing
tests at power on a 31 day basis would generate undesirable
axial flux changes and unnecessarily enhance xenon transients.
Power level would have to be reduced to less than 20% rated
power for the period of time necessary to borate and deborate
thereby reducing plant availability. Optimum operating
characteristics are attained by maintaining CEA groups withdrawn
as much as possible. Therefore, it is proposed that the
functional test required by Specification 4.1.3.1.3 be changed
to one which verifies that the circuit prevents any CEA from
being misaligned from all other CEAs in its group by more than
7.5 inches (indicated position). ‘

A new Specification 4.1.3.1.4 has been added to retain the
requirement for a functional test to verify CEA overlap and
sequencing requirements, however, it is proposed that the test
be performed at each refueling interval rather than once per
31 days. This would provide a separate surveillance of the
CEA Block Circuit beyond the monthly verification described in
Specification 4.1.3.1.3, but would do so without subjecting
the reactor to non-optimum core profiles.

Conclusion

Based on these considerations, (1) the proposed change does

not increase the probability or consequences of accidents or
malfunctions of equipment important to safety and does not
reduce the margin of safety as defined in the basis for any
technical specification, therefore, the change does not involve
a significant hazards consideration, . (2) there is reasonable
assurance that the health and:safety of the public will not be
endangered by operation in the proposed manner, and (3) such
activities will be conducted in compliance with the Commission's
regulations and the issuance of this amendment will not be
inimical to the common defense and security or-.-to the health
and safety of the public.



’ “‘ smw of.Florida

STATE OF FLORIDA )

; , 83,
COUNTY OF DADE )

Robert B. Uhrig, being £irst duly éwox’xi, dapogeg and gaysos

That ho io o Vice Prosidont of Florida Powor & Light Compony,
¢he Liconsce hexraing

That he has oxocuted the fozogoing documenty ¢hat the state-
ments made in this paid document are true and coxrrect to the
bost .of his knowlodge, information and belief, and that he is
authorizaed to cxccute the documant on behalg of said Licenoea.

%%

Robext B. Uhrig

Subgcribed and sworn i:o bafoxre mo

this 7 &{J

day of

Notagy Public, in and foz: )tho County of Dada,

NOTARY PUBLIC STATE OF FLORIDA AT LARGD
2AY COMMISSION EXPIRES NOV , 30 1979

Iy comnimmion oxpixogs _TONDD JHRU GLNERAL INS, UNDERWRITERS
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