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TS 3.1.2.1 (Boration Systems Flow
Paths-Shutdown) and TS 3.1.2.3
(Charging Pump-Shutdown) to clarify
the conditions for which a High
Pressure Safety Injection pump may be
used.

Basis for proposed no significant
hazards consideration determination:
As required by 10 CFR 50.91(a), the
licensee has provided its analysis of the
issue of no significant hazards
consideration, which is presented
below:

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; or (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.

The pressure-temperature (P/T) limit
curves in the Technical Specifications are
conservatively generated in accordance with
the fracture toughness requirements of 10
CFR 50 Appendix G as supplemented by the
ASME Code Section XI, Appendix G
recommendations. The RTnpr values are
based on Regulatory Guide 1.99, Revision 2,
shift prediction and attenuation formula.
Analyses of reactor vessel material
irradiation surveillance specimens are used
to verify the validity of the fluence
predictions and the P/T limit curves. Use of
these curves in conjunction with the
surveillance specimen program ensures that
the reactor coolant pressure boundary will
behave in a non-brittle manner and that the
possibility of rapidly propagating fracture is
minimized. Based on the use of plant specific
material data, analysis has demonstrated that
the current P/T limit curves will remain
conservative for up to 23.6 EFPY.

In conjunction with extending the
applicability of the existing P/T limit curves,
the low temperature overpressure protection
(LTOP) analysis for 15 EFPY is also
extended. The LTOP analysis confirms that
the current setpoints for the power-operated
relief valves (PORVs) will provide the
appropriate overpressure protection at low
Reactor Coolant System (RCS) temperatures.
Because the P/T limit curves have not
changed, the existing LTOP values have not
changed, which include the PORYV setpoints,
heatup and cooldown rates, and disabling of
non-essential components.

The proposed amendment does not change
the configuration or operation of the plant,
and assurance is provided that reactor vessel
integrity will be maintained. Therefore,
operation of the facility in accordance with
the proposed amendment will 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.

By applying plant specific data in the
determination of critical vessel material
limits, the applicability of the existing
pressure temperature limits and LTOP
requirements can be extended. There is no
change in the configuration or operation of
the facility as a result of the proposed
amendment. The amendment does not
involve the addition of new equipment or the
modification of existing equipment, nor does
it alter the design of St. Lucie plant systems.
Therefore, 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.

(3) Operation of the facility in accordance
with the proposed amendment would not
involve a significant reduction in a margin of
safety.

Analysis has demonstrated that the fracture
toughness requirements of 10 CFR 50
Appendix G are satisfied and that
conservative operating restrictions are
maintained for the purpose of low
temperature overpressure protection. The P/
T limit curves will provide assurance that the
RCS pressure boundary will behave in a
ductile manner and that the probability of a
rapidly propagating fracture is minimized.
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 discussion presented above
and on the supporting Evaluation of
Proposed TS Changes, FPL has concluded
that this proposed license amendment
involves no significant hazards
consideration.

The NRC staff has reviewed the
licensee’s analysis and, based on this
review, it appears that the three
standards of 50.92(c) are satisfied.
Therefore, the NRC staff proposes to
determine that the amendment request
involves no significant hazards
consideration.
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Description of amendment request:
The proposed amendments will

improve consistency between the
Technical Specifications and the
improved Combustion Engineering
Standard Technical Specifications
(NUREG-1432, dated September 1992)
by incorporating changes in text and
resolving other inconsistencies
identified by the NRC and plant
operations staff.

Basis for proposed no significant
hazards consideration determination:
As required by 10 CFR 50.91(a), the
licensee has provided its analysis of the
issue of no significant hazards
consideration, which is presented
below:

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; or (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.

The proposed amendments consist of
administrative changes to the Technical
Specifications (TS) for St. Lucie Units 1 and
2. The amendments will implement changes
in text to improve consistency within the TS
for each unit, the improved Combustion
Engineering Standard Technical
Specifications (NUREG-1432, dated
September 1992), and the regulations. The
proposed amendments do not involve
changes to the configuration or method of
operation of plant equipment that is used to
mitigate the consequences of an accident, nor
do the changes otherwise affect the initial
conditions or conservatism assumed in any
of the plant accident analyses. 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.

The proposed administrative revisions will
not change the physical plant or the modes
of plant operation defined in the Facility
License for each unit. The changes do not
involve the addition or modification of
equipment nor do they alter the design or
operation of plant systems. 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.

(3) Operation of the facility in accordance
with the proposed amendment would not



