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For further details with respect to the
proposed action, see the licensee’s letter
dated July 1, 1998, as supplemented by
letter dated February 8, and May 28,
1999, which are available for public
inspection at the NRC’s Public
Document Room, the Gelman Building,
2120 L Street, NW., Washington, DC
20555.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 2nd day
of July, 1999.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Ledyard B. Marsh,

Chief Events Assessment, Generic
Communications and Non-Power Reactors
Branch, Division of Regulatory Improvement
Programs, Office of Nuclear Reactor
Regulation.

[FR Doc. 99-17747 Filed 7-12-99; 8:45 am]
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Washington Public Power Supply
System, Washington Public Power
Supply System, Nuclear Project No. 2;
Environmental Assessment and
Finding of No Significant Impact

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (the Commission) is
considering issuance of an amendment
to Facility Operating License No. NPF—
21, issued to the Washington Public
Power Supply System (the licensee), for
operation of the WPPSS Nuclear Project
No.2 (WNP-2), located in Benton
County, Washington.

Environmental Assessment

Identification of the Proposed Action

The proposed action would revise
Facility Operating License No. NPF-21
to reflect the change in the licensee’s
name from the Washington Public
Power Supply System to Energy
Northwest. In addition, the facility,
WPPSS Nuclear Project No. 2, will now
be referred to as WNP-2.

The proposed action is in accordance
with the licensee’s application for
amendment dated June 3, 1999.

The Need for the Proposed Action

The proposed action is required to
change the operating license to
accurately reflect the new name of the
licensee.

Environmental Impacts of the Proposed
Action

The Commission has completed its
evaluation of the proposed action and
concludes, that the name change is
administrative in nature and will not
affect the operation of WNP-2.

The proposed amendment will not
increase the probability or consequences
of accidents, no changes are being made
in the types of any effluents that may be
released off site, and there is no
significant increase in occupational or
public radiation exposure. Therefore,
there are no significant radiological
environmental impacts associated with
the proposed action.

With regard to potential non-
radiological impacts, the proposed
action does not involve any historic
sites. It does not affect non-radiological
plant effluents and has no other
environmental impact. Therefore, there
are no significant non-radiological
environmental impacts associated with
the proposed action.

Accordingly, the Commission
concludes that there are no significant
environmental impacts associated with
the proposed action.

Alternatives to the Proposed Action

As an alternative to the proposed
action, the staff considered denial of the
proposed action (i.e., the ““no-action”
alternative). Denial of the application
would result in no change in current
environmental impacts. The
environmental impacts of the proposed
action and the alternative action are
similar.

Alternative Use of Resources

This action does not involve the use
of any resources not previously
considered in the Final Environmental
Statement for the Washington Public
Power System Nuclear Project No.2
dated December 1981.

Agencies and Persons Consulted

In accordance with its stated policy,
on June 16, 1999, the staff consulted
with the Washington State official, Mr.
Crowley of the Department of Health,
State of Washington Energy Facility Site
Evaluation Council, regarding the
environmental impact of the proposed
action. The State official had no
comments.

Finding of No Significant Impact

On the basis of the environmental
assessment, the Commission concludes
that the proposed action will not have
a significant effect on the quality of the
human environment. Accordingly, the
Commission has determined not to
prepare an environmental impact
statement for the proposed action.

For further details with respect to the
proposed action, see the licensee’s letter
dated June 3, 1999, which is available
for public inspection at the
Commission’s Public Document Room,
The Gelman Building, 2120 L Street,

NW., Washington, DC, and at the local
public document room located at the
Richland Public Library, 955 Northgate
Street, Richland, Washington 99352.
Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 6th day
of July 1999.
For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Jack Cushing,
Project Manager, Section 2, Project
Directorate IV & Decommissioning, Division
of Licensing Project Management, Office of
Nuclear Reactor Regulation.
[FR Doc. 99-17746 Filed 7-12-99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7590-01-P

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

Workshop on Redefining the Role of
the Division of Licensing Project
Management in the Office of Nuclear
Reactor Regulation

AGENCY: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (NRC).
ACTION: Notice of meeting.

SUMMARY: The NRC is sponsoring a
workshop involving the Division of
Licensing Project Management in the
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation,
licensing officials representing the
nuclear industry, and other stakeholders
external to the NRC. The purpose of the
meeting is to provide a forum for
constructive dialogue on the agency’s
efforts to redefine the responsibilities of
the Division of Licensing Project
Management. This meeting is open to
the public and all interested parties may
attend.

Discussion

The Division of Licensing Project
Management (DLPM), in the Office of
Nuclear Reactor Regulation (NRR), is in
the process of redefining its
responsibilities. Previous audits and
reviews had indicated that the function
of project managers needed to be
reevaluated, clearly defined, and
communicated. In addition, the staff is
attempting to correlate the functions of
DLPM with the four strategic objectives
of maintaining safety, reducing
unnecessary regulatory burden,
increasing pubic confidence, and
increasing efficiency and effectiveness.
DLPM management has determined that
the project managers have responsibility
for the following three major program
areas: (1) Licensing authority, (2)
interactions, and (3) regulatory
improvements. Within each area are
several specific tasks and goals
regarding timeliness, effectiveness, and
quality. A summary of each program
area is given below. DLPM is sharing
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