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the Antarctic Conservation Act at Title
45 Part 670 of the Code of Federal
Regulations. This is the required notice
of permit applications received.
DATES: Interested parties are invited to
submit written data, comments, or
views with respect to this permit
application by October 17, 2000. Permit
applications may be inspected by
interested parties at the Permit Office,
address below.
ADDRESSES: Comments should be
addressed to Permit Office, Room 755,
Office of Polar Programs, National
Science Foundation, 4201 Wilson
Boulevard, Arlington, Virginia 22230.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Nadene G. Kennedy at the above
address or (703) 292–7405.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
National Science Foundation, as
directed by the Antarctic Conservation
Act of 1978 (Pub. L. 95–541), has
developed regulations that implemented
the ‘‘Agreed Measures for the
Conservation of Antarctic Fauna and
Flora’’ for all United States citizens. The
Agreed Measures, developed by the
Antarctic Treaty Consultative Parties,
recommended establishment of a permit
system for various activities in
Antarctica and designation of certain
animals and certain geographic areas a
requiring special protection. The
regulations establish such a permit
system to designee Specially Protected
Areas and Sites of Special Scientific
Interest.

The applications received are as
follows:
1. Applicant Maria Stenzel, 5846

Sherier Place, NW., Washington, DC
20016. Permit Application No. 2001–
022

Activity for Which Permit Is Requested

Enter Antarctic Specially Protected
Areas. The applicant is a photographer
on assignment for National Geographic
Magazine who plans to photograph
Antarctic fauna and flora. The applicant
has been in contact with a number of
researchers and has made arrangements
to cover their specific areas of study. In
order to accomplish this the applicant
will need to enter the Antarctic
Specially Protected Areas where the
scientists are conducting their research.
No approach to the Specially Protected
Areas will be made without the
presence of the scientist or a member of
his/her field party.

Location

ASPA 113—Litchfield Island, Arthur
Harbor, Palmer Archipelago

ASPA 121—Cape Royds, Ross Island
ASPA 124—Cape Crozier, Ross Island

ASPA 128—Western Shore of Admiralty
Bay, King George Island

ASPA 139—Biscoe Point, Anvers Island,
Palmer Archipelago

ASPA 149—Cape Shireff, Livingston
Island, South Shetlands

Dates

October 15, 2000 to February 1, 2001.

Nadene G. Kennedy,
Permit Officer, Office of Polar Programs.
[FR Doc. 00–23684 Filed 9–13–00; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 7555–01–M

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[Docket Nos. 50–461, 50–219, and 50–289]

Amergen Energy Company, LLC,
Clinton Power Station, Unit 1, Oyster
Creek Nuclear Generating Station,
Three Mile Island Nuclear Station, Unit
1; Correction to Notice of
Consideration of Approval of
Application Regarding Proposed
Corporate Restructuring and
Opportunity for a Hearing

On August 31, 2000, the Federal
Register published a notice of
consideration of issuance of an order
under 10 CFR 50.80 approving the
indirect transfer of Facility Operating
Licenses Nos. NPF–62 for Clinton Power
Station, Unit 1; DPR–16 for the Oyster
Creek Nuclear Generating Station; and
DPR–50 for the Three Mile Island
Nuclear Station, Unit 1, held by
AmerGen Energy Company, LLC
(AmerGen or the licensee), as the owner
and licensed operator. On pages 53036,
column 1; 53035, column 1; and 53037,
column 1, the following sentence is
corrected to read: ‘‘By September 20,
2000, any person whose interest may be
affected by the Commission’s action on
the application may request a hearing
and, if not the applicant, may petition
for leave to intervene in a hearing
proceeding on the Commission’s
action.’’

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 8th day
of September 2000.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.

Donna M. Skay,
Project Manager, Section 2, Project
Directorate III, Division of Licensing Project
Management, Office of Nuclear Reactor
Regulation.
[FR Doc. 00–23607 Filed 9–13–00; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 7590–01–P

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[Docket No. 50–271]

Amergen Vermont, LLC and Vermont
Yankee Nuclear Power Station;
Correction to Notice of Consideration
of Approval of Proposed Direct and
Indirect License Transfers and
Opportunity for a Hearing

On August 31, 2000, the Federal
Register published a notice of
consideration of issuance of an order
under 10 CFR 50.80 approving the
indirect transfer of Facility Operating
License No. DPR–28 for Vermont
Yankee Nuclear Power Station (Vermont
Yankee) currently held by Vermont
Yankee Nuclear Power Corporation, as
the owner and licensed operator.

On page 53038, column 2, the
following sentence is corrected to read:
‘‘By September 20, 2000, any person
whose interest may be affected by the
Commission’s action on the application
may request a hearing and, if not the
applicant, may petition for leave to
intervene in a hearing proceeding on the
Commission’s action.’’

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 8th day
of September 2000.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Donna M. Skay,
Project Manager, Section Project Directorate
III, Division of Licensing Project Management,
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation.
[FR Doc. 00–23608 Filed 9–13–00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7590–01–P

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[Docket Nos. STN 50–456, STN 50–457, STN
50–454, STN 50–455, 50–10, 50–237, 50–249,
50–373, 50–374, 50–254, 50–265, 50–295,
50–304]

Commonwealth Edison Company, et
al.; Correction to Notice of
Consideration of Approval of
Application Regarding Proposed
Corporate Restructuring and
Opportunity for a Hearing

On August 31, 2000, the Federal
Register published a notice of
consideration of issuance of an order
under 10 CFR 50.80 approving the
indirect transfer of Facility Operating
Licenses Nos. NPF–72 and NPF–77 for
Braidwood Station, Units 1 and 2; NPF–
37 and NPF–66 for Byron Station, Units
1 and 2; DPR–2, DPR–19 and DPR–25
for Dresden Nuclear Power Station,
Units 1, 2 and 3; DPR–29 and DPR–30
for Quad Cities Nuclear Power Station,
Units 1 and 2; and DPR–39 and DPR–
48 for Zion Nuclear Power Station,

VerDate 11<MAY>2000 20:58 Sep 13, 2000 Jkt 190000 PO 00000 Frm 00147 Fmt 4703 Sfmt 4703 E:\FR\FM\14SEN1.SGM pfrm03 PsN: 14SEN1



55646 Federal Register / Vol. 65, No. 179 / Thursday, September 14, 2000 / Notices

Units 1 and 2, currently held by
Commonwealth Edison Company
(ComEd), as the owner and licensed
operator. On pages 53043, column 1;
53044, column 1; 53039, column 2;
53040, column 2; 53041, column 2; and
53042, column 1, the following sentence
is corrected to read: ‘‘By September 20,
2000, any person whose interest may be
affected by the Commission’s action on
the application may request a hearing
and, if not the applicant, may petition
for leave to intervene in a hearing
proceeding on the Commission’s
action.’’

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 8th day
of September 2000.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.

Donna M. Skay,
Project Manager, Section 2, Project
Directorate III, Division of Licensing Project
Management, Office of Nuclear Reactor
Regulation.
[FR Doc. 00–23609 Filed 9–13–00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7590–01–P

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[Docket Nos. 50–352, 50–353, 50–171, 50–
277, 50–278, 50–272, 50–311]

Peco Energy Company, Limerick
Generating Station, Units 1 and 2;
Peach Bottom Atomic Power Station,
Unit Nos. 1, 2, and 3; Salem Nuclear
Generating Station, Unit Nos. 1 and 2;
Correction to Notice of Consideration
of Approval of Application Regarding
Proposed Corporate Restructuring and
Opportunity for a Hearing

On August 31, 2000, the Federal
Register published a notice of
consideration of issuance of an order
under 10 CFR 50.80 approving the
indirect transfer of Facility Operating
Licenses Nos. NPF–39 and NPF–85 for
Limerick Generating Station, Units 1
and 2; DPR–12, DPR–44, and DPR–56
for Peach Bottom Atomic Power Station,
Unit Nos. 1, 2, and 3; and DPR–70 and
DPR–75 for Salem Nuclear Generating
Station, Unit Nos. 1 and 2. On pages
53046, column 1; 53045, column 1; and
53047, column 1, the following sentence
is corrected to read: ‘‘By September 20,
2000, any person whose interest may be
affected by the Commission’s action on
the application may request a hearing
and, if not the applicant, may petition
for leave to intervene in a hearing
proceeding on the Commission’s
action.’’

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 8th day
of September 2000.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.

Donna M. Skay,
Project Manager, Section 2, Project
Directorate III, Division of Licensing Project
Management, Office of Nuclear Reactor
Regulation.
[FR Doc. 00–23606 Filed 9–13–00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7590–01–P

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[Docket No. 50–352]

PECO Energy Company (Limerick
Generating Station, Unit 1); Exemption

I

The PECO Energy Company (PECO,
the licensee) is the holder of Facility
Operating License No. NPF–39 which
authorizes operation of the Limerick
Generating Station, Unit 1 (Limerick
Unit 1). The license provides, among
other things, that the facility is subject
to all rules, regulations, and orders of
the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (NRC, the Commission)
now or hereafter in effect.

The facility consists of a boiling water
reactor located in Montgomery and
Chester Counties in Pennsylvania.

II

Title 10 of the Code of Federal
Regulations (10 CFR) Part 50, Appendix
G, requires that pressure-temperature
(P–T) limits be established for reactor
pressure vessels (RPVs) for normal
operating and hydrostatic or leak rate
testing conditions. Specifically, 10 CFR
Part 50, Appendix G states, ‘‘The
appropriate requirements on both the
pressure-temperature limits and the
minimum permissible temperature must
be met for all conditions.’’ Appendix G
of 10 CFR Part 50 specifies that the P–
T limits identified as ‘‘ASME Appendix
G limits’’ in Table 1 require that the
limits must be at least as conservative as
the limits obtained by following the
methods of analysis and the margins of
safety of Appendix G of Section XI of
the ASME Code.

To address provisions of a proposed
license amendment to the technical
specification P–T limits for the Limerick
facility, the licensee requested in its
submittal of May 15, 2000, as
supplemented by May 19 and August
10, 2000, that the staff exempt Limerick
Unit 1 from application of specific
requirements of 10 CFR Part 50, Section
50.60(a) and Appendix G, and substitute
use of ASME Code Cases N–588 and N–
640. Code Case N–588 permits the
postulation of a circumferentially-
oriented flaw (in lieu of an axially-

oriented flaw) for the evaluation of the
circumferential welds in RPV P–T limit
curves. Since the pressure stresses on a
circumferentially-oriented flaw are
lower than the pressure stresses on an
axially-oriented flaw by a factor of 2,
using Code Case N–588 for establishing
the P–T limits would be less
conservative than the methodology
currently endorsed by 10 CFR Part 50,
Appendix G, and, therefore, an
exemption to apply the Code Case
would be required by 10 CFR 50.60.
Code Case N–640 permits the use of an
alternate reference fracture toughness
(KIc fracture toughness curve instead of
KIa fracture toughness curve) for reactor
vessel materials in determining the P–T
limits. Since the KIc fracture toughness
curve shown in ASME Section XI,
Appendix A, Figure A–2200–1 (the KIc

fracture toughness curve, KIc curve)
provides greater allowable fracture
toughness than the corresponding KIa

fracture toughness curve of ASME
Section XI, Appendix G, Figure G–
2210–1 (the KIa fracture toughness
curve, KIa curve), using Code Case N–
640 for establishing the P–T limits
would be less conservative than the
methodology currently endorsed by 10
CFR Part 50, Appendix G, and,
therefore, an exemption to apply the
Code Case would also be required by 10
CFR 50.60.

Code Case N–588
The licensee has proposed an

exemption to allow the use of ASME
Code Case N–588 in conjunction with
ASME Section XI, 10 CFR 50.60(a) and
10 CFR Part 50, Appendix G, to
determine the P–T limits.

The proposed license amendment to
revise the P–T limits for Limerick Unit
1 relies, in part, on the requested
exemption. These proposed P–T limits
have been developed using the
postulation of a circumferentially-
oriented reference flaw as the limiting
flaw in an RPV circumferential weld in
lieu of an axially-oriented flaw required
by the 1989 Edition of ASME Section
XI, Appendix G.

Postulating the Appendix G [axially-
oriented flaw] reference flaw in a
circumferential weld is physically
unrealistic and overly conservative,
because the length of the flaw would
extend well beyond the girth of the
circumferential weld and into the
adjoining base metal material. Industry
experience with the repair of weld
indications found during preservice
inspection and data taken from
destructive examination of actual vessel
welds confirm that any remaining flaws
are small, laminar in nature, and do not
transverse the weld bead orientation.
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