
82404 Federal Register / Vol. 65, No. 250 / Thursday, December 28, 2000 / Notices

delivery of essential services to low-
income persons? Does the system
effectively and efficiently use the
private bar to deliver essential services
to low income people?

Are the best organizational and human
resource management configurations
and approaches being used?

Areas of exploration include:
(1) For calendar year 2001, what is the

current configuration of programs (LSC
and non-LSC) that deliver services to
low income clients—i.e., what are the
components (size, areas of
responsibility, governance) of the
delivery system? What are the funding
sources and levels for each of these
components of the delivery system?

(2) Since October 1998, what other
configurations and/or approaches have
been seriously explored? Were any
adopted? Were any rejected? Are any
changes contemplated in the coming
year?

(3) Is there any identifiable
duplication in capacities or services in
the state? How many duplicative
systems—accounting systems, human
resources management systems, case
management systems, etc.—currently
exist? Does the service delivery system
now in use minimize or eliminate
duplications that existed prior to
October 1, 1998?

(4) Since October 1998, what
innovative service delivery systems/
mechanisms/initiatives have been
adopted in the state? Have any been
explored and then rejected?

Linking State Planning with the
Development of New Performance
Measurement Tools

Simultaneously with these self-
evaluations, LSC will proceed to
contract with a private research firm to
formally evaluate legal services delivery
systems in a selected number of states.
LSC plans to select several states that
we believe are at important stages of the
planning-implementation process for an
outside evaluation. If your state is
chosen, you will not have to do the self-
evaluation discussed in this program
letter. Moreover, LSC will provide
discretionary grants and/or technical
assistance to assist with and help defray
any in-kind program costs associated
with this project.

The purpose of these evaluations will
be to determine whether or not the
delivery model in use in the state has
effectively implemented the concepts
and principles of a comprehensive,
integrated and client-centered legal
services delivery system. LSC will study
the relationship between the structure of
the delivery system and desired

outcomes as articulated by the selected
states in prior planning documents. The
findings of these formal evaluations—
together with the material presented in
the self-evaluations—will assist LSC
and other interested stakeholders in
understanding how best to
conceptualize, design and deliver
comprehensive, integrated and client-
centered legal services. We will use this
information to begin to develop new
performance measurement tools.

Victor M. Fortuno,
General Counsel and Vice President for Legal
Affairs.
[FR Doc. 00–33143 Filed 12–27–00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7050–01–P

NATIONAL FOUNDATION ON THE
ARTS AND THE HUMANITIES

Meetings of the Humanities Panel

AGENCY: The National Endowment for
the Humanities.
ACTION: Notice of meetings.

SUMMARY: Pursuant to the provisions of
the Federal Advisory Committee Act
(Public Law 92–463, as amended),
notice is hereby given that the following
meetings of the Humanities Panel will
be held at the Old Post Office, 1100
Pennsylvania Avenue, NW.,
Washington, DC 20506.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Laura S. Nelson, Advisory Committee
Management Officer, National
Endowment for the Humanities,
Washington, DC 20506; telephone (202)
606–8322. Hearing-impaired individuals
are advised that information on this
matter may be obtained by contacting
the Endowment’s TDD terminal on (202)
606–8282.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
proposed meetings are for the purpose
of panel review, discussion, evaluation
and recommendation on applications
for financial assistance under the
National Foundation on the Arts and the
Humanities Act of 1965, as amended,
including discussion of information
given in confidence to the agency by the
grant applicants. Because the proposed
meetings will consider information that
is likely to disclose trade secrets and
commercial or financial information
obtained from a person and privileged
or confidential and/or information of a
personal nature the disclosure of which
would constitute a clearly unwarranted
invasion of personal privacy, pursuant
to authority granted me by the
Chairman’s Delegation of Authority to
Close Advisory Committee meetings,
dated July 19, 1993, I have determined

that these meetings will be closed to the
public pursuant to subsections (c)(4),
and (6) of section 552b of Title 5, United
States Code.

1. Date: January 5, 2001.
Time: 8:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.
Room: 315.
Program: This meeting will review

applications for Asia and Africa in
Collaborative Research, submitted to the
Division of Research Programs at the
September 1, 2000 deadline.

2. Date: January 8, 2001.
Time: 8:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.
Room: 315.
Program: This meeting will review

applications for American Studies II in
Collaborative Research, submitted to the
Division of Research Programs at the
September 1, 2000 deadline.

3. Date: January 9, 2001.
Time: 8:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.
Room: 415.
Program: This meeting will review

applications for a New Millennium,
submitted to the Division of Education
Prigrams at the October 1, 2000
deadline.

4. Date: January 9, 2001.
Time: 8:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.
Room: 315.
Program: This meeting will review

applications for European Studies in
Collaborative Research, submitted to the
Division of Research Programs at the
September 1, 2000 deadline.

5. Date: January 10, 2001.
Time: 8:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.
Room: 415.
Program: This meeting will review

applications for National Education
Projects, submitted to the Division of
Education at the October 15, 2000
deadline.

6. Date: January 11, 2001.
Time: 9:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.
Room: 315.
Program: This meeting will review

applications for Ancient and Medieval
Studies in Collaborative Research,
submitted to the Division of Research
Programs at the September 1, 2000
deadline.

7. Date: January 11, 2001.
Time: 8:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.
Room: 415.
Program: This meeting will review

applications for Schools for a New
Millennium, submitted to the Division
of Education Programs at the October 1,
2000 deadline.

8. Date: January 12, 2001.
Time: 8:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.
Room: 415.
Program: This meeting will review

applications for National Education
Projects, submitted to the Division of
Education Programs at the October 15,
2000 deadline.
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9. Date: January 12, 2001.
Time: 9:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.
Room: 315.
Program: This meeting will review

applications for Fellowship Programs at
Independent Research Institutions in
Collaborative Research, submitted to the
Division of Research Programs at the
September 1, 2000 deadline.

Laura S. Nelson,
Advisory Committee Management Officer.
[FR Doc. 00–33059 Filed 12–27–00 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7536–01–M

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[Docket No. 50–400]

Carolina Power & Light Company;
Notice of Issuance of Amendment to
Facility Operating License and Final
Determination of No Significant
Hazards Consideration

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (Commission) has issued
Amendment No. 103 to Facility
Operating License No. NPF–63 issued to
Carolina Power & Light Company
(CP&L, the licensee), which revised the
Technical Specifications (TS) for
operation of the Shearon Harris Nuclear
Power Plant, Unit 1 (HNP), located in
Wake and Chatham Counties, North
Carolina. The amendment is effective as
of the date of issuance.

The amendment modified the TS to
support a modification to HNP to
increase the spent fuel storage capacity
by adding rack modules to spent fuel
pools (SFPs) C and D and placing the
pools in service. Specifically, the
amendment consists of: (1) A revision to
TS 5.6 to identify pressurized water
reactor fuel burnup restrictions, boiling
water reactor fuel enrichment limits,
pool capacities, heat load limitations,
and nominal center-to-center distances
between fuel assemblies in the racks to
be installed in SFPs C and D; (2) an
alternative plan in accordance with the
requirements of 10 CFR 50.55a to
demonstrate an acceptable level of
quality and safety in completion of the
component cooling water (CCW) and
SFPs C and D cooling and cleanup
system piping; and (3) an unreviewed
safety question for additional heat load
on the CCW system.

The application for the amendment
complies with the standards and
requirements of the Atomic Energy Act
of 1954, as amended (the Act), and the
Commission’s rules and regulations.
The Commission has made appropriate
findings as required by the Act and the
Commission’s rules and regulations in

10 CFR Chapter I, which are set forth in
the license amendment. Notice of
Consideration of Issuance of
Amendment to Facility Operating
License and Opportunity for a Hearing
in connection with this action was
published in the Federal Register on
January 13, 1999 (64 FR 2237). A
request for a hearing was filed on
February 12, 1999, by the Board of
Commissioners of Orange County, North
Carolina (BCOC).

On July 12, 1999, the Atomic Safety
and Licensing Board (ASLB) ruled that
BCOC had standing and had submitted
two admissible contentions. The two
contentions related to (1) whether
General Design Criterion 62 allows the
use of administrative controls to prevent
criticality (TC–2); and (2) the adequacy
of the licensee’s proposed alternative
plan for the cooling system piping (TC–
3). On July 29, 1999, the ASLB granted
CP&L’s request to hold the hearing in
accordance with the hybrid hearing
procedures of 10 CFR Part 2, Subpart K.
On January 4, 2000, all parties filed
written summaries and on January 21,
2000, the ASLB heard oral arguments
related to the two admitted contentions.
On May 5, 2000, the ASLB issued a
decision in favor of CP&L, stating that
‘‘(1) there is no genuine and substantial
dispute of fact or law that can only be
resolved with sufficient accuracy by the
introduction of evidence in an
evidentiary hearing; and (2) contentions
TC–2 and TC–3 are disposed of as being
resolved in favor of CP&L.’’

On January 31, 2000, BCOC filed four
late-filed environmental contentions
that challenged the adequacy of the
staff’s December 21, 1999,
environmental assessment related to
CP&L’s amendment request. On March
3, 2000, the NRC and CP&L responded
to the late-filed contentions, and on
March 13, 2000, BCOC submitted its
reply to the responses. On August 7,
2000, the ASLB issued its Ruling on
Late-filed Environmental Contentions.
In its ruling, the ASLB admitted one
environmental contention (EC–6)
regarding the probability of occurrence
of BCOC’s postulated accident scenario.
On November 20, 2000, all parties filed
written summaries and on December 7,
2000, the ASLB heard oral arguments
related to EC–6.

Under its regulations, the Commission
may issue and make an amendment
immediately effective, notwithstanding
the pendency before it of a request for
a hearing from any person, in advance
of the holding or completion of any
required hearing, where it has
determined that no significant hazards
considerations are involved.

The Commission has applied the
standards of 10 CFR 50.92 and has made
a final determination that the
amendment involves no significant
hazards considerations. The basis for
this determination is contained in the
Safety Evaluation related to this action.
Accordingly, as described above, the
amendment has been issued and made
immediately effective and any hearing
will be held after issuance.

The Commission has prepared an
Environmental Assessment related to
the action and has determined not to
prepare an environmental impact
statement. Based upon the
environmental assessment, the
Commission has concluded that the
issuance of the amendment will not
have a significant effect on the quality
of the human environment (64 FR
71514).

For further details with respect to the
action see (1) the application for
amendment dated December 23, 1998,
as supplemented on March 15, April 5,
April 30, June 14, July 23, September 3,
October 15, and October 29, 1999, and
April 14, and July 19, 2000, (2)
Amendment No. 103 to License No.
NPF–63, (3) the Commission’s related
Safety Evaluation, and (4) the
Commission’s Environmental
Assessment. All of these items are
available for public inspection at the
Commission’s Public Document Room,
located at One White Flint North, 11555
Rockville Pike (first floor), Rockville,
Maryland, and accessible electronically
through the ADAMS Public Electronic
Reading Room link at the NRC Web site
(http://www.nrc.gov).

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 21st day
of December 2000.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Richard P. Correia,
Chief, Section 2, Project Directorate II,
Division of Licensing Project Management,
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation.
[FR Doc. 00–33152 Filed 12–27–00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7590–01–P

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[Docket No. 50–305]

Nuclear Management Company, LLC;
Notice of Withdrawal of Application for
Amendment to Facility Operating
License

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (the Commission) has
granted the request of Nuclear
Management Company, LLC (the
licensee) to withdraw the June 7, 1999,
as supplemented February 4, and
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