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All of these meetings will be closed to
the public. The proposals being
reviewed include information of a
proprietary or confidential nature,
including technical information;
financial data; such as salaries; and
personal information concerning
individuals associated with the
proposals. These matters are exempt
under 5 U.S.C. 552b(c), (4) and (6) of the
Government in the Sunshine Act. NSF
will continue to review the agenda and
merits of each meeting for overall
compliance of the Federal Advisory
Committee Act.

These closed proposal review
meetings will no longer be announced
on an individual basis in the Federal
Register. NSF intends to publish a
notice similar to this on a quarterly
basis. For an advance listing of the
closed proposal review meetings that
include the names of the proposal
review panel and the time, date, place,
and any information on changes,
corrections, or cancellations, please visit
the NSF web-site: www.nsf.gov/home/
pubinfo/advisory.htm. This information
may also be requested by telephoning
703/292–8182.

Susanne Bolton,
Committee Management Officer.
[FR Doc. 01–20267 Filed 8–10–01; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 7555–01–M

NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION
SAFETY BOARD

Public Hearing

The National Transportation Safety
Board will convene a public hearing
beginning at 9 a.m., (Eastern Daylight
Time) on Wednesday, August 22–23,
2001, at the NTSB Board Room and
Conference Center, 429 L’Enfant Plaza,
S.W., Washington, D.C. 20024,
concerning Emery Worldwide Airlines,
Inc., flight 17, McDonnell Douglas DC–
8–71F, accident in Rancho Cordova,
California, on February 16, 2000. For
more information, contact Frank
Hilldrup, NTSB Office of Aviation
Safety at (202) 314–6100.

Individuals requesting specific
accommodations should contact Ms.
Carolyn Dargan on 202–314–6305 by
Friday August 17, 2001.

Dated: August 8, 2001.

Vicky L. D’Onofrio,
Federal Register Liaison Officer.
[FR Doc. 01–20228 Filed 8–10–01; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 7533–01–M

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[Docket No. 50–423]

Dominion Nuclear Connecticut, Inc., et
al.; Millstone Nuclear Power Station,
Unit No. 3 Environmental Assessment
and Finding of No Significant Impact

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (NRC) is considering
issuance of an exemption from certain
requirements of Appendix G to Part 50
of Title 10 of the Code of Federal
Regulations (10 CFR part 50) for Facility
Operating License No. NPF–49, issued
to Dominion Nuclear Connecticut, Inc.
(the licensee), for operation of the
Millstone Nuclear Power Station, Unit
No. 3 (MP3), located in Waterford,
Connecticut. Therefore, as required by
10 CFR 50.21, the NRC is issuing this
environmental assessment and finding
of no significant impact.

Environmental Assessment

Identification of the Proposed Action

The proposed action would exempt
the licensee from certain requirements
of Appendix G to 10 CFR part 50 to
allow the application of the
methodology approved for determining
the pressure-temperature (P–T) limit
curves in the American Society of
Mechanical Engineers Boiler and
Pressure Vessel Code (ASME Code),
Section XI, Code Case N–640 entitled,
‘‘Alternate Reference Fracture
Toughness for Development of P–T
Curves for ASME Section XI, Division
I.’’

The proposed action is in accordance
with the licensee’s application for an
exemption dated April 23, 2001, as
supplemented by letter dated June 25,
2001.

The Need for the Proposed Action

The proposed action would modify
the currently approved methodology for
P–T limit calculations to incorporate the
methodology approved for use in Code
Case N–640. Code Case N–640 allows
the use of the KIC fracture toughness
curve instead of the KIA fracture
toughness curve, as required by
Appendix G to Section XI, for
determining P–T limits for reactor
pressure vessel (RPV) materials. The
exemption is needed because Code Case
N–640 uses this modification in the
approved methodology in Appendix G
of Section XI in determining P–T limits.
The proposed action also supports the
licensee’s application for a license
amendment, dated April 23, 2001, to
revise the Technical Specifications
(TSs) P–T limits.

The staff has determined that,
pursuant to 10 CFR 50.12(a)(2)(ii), the
underlying purpose of the regulation to
protect the integrity of the reactor
coolant pressure boundary will continue
to be served by the implementation of
the code case.

Environmental Impacts of the Proposed
Action

The NRC has completed its evaluation
of the proposed action and concludes
that the exemption and implementation
of the proposed alternative described
above would provide an adequate
margin of safety against brittle failure of
the RPV at MP3.

The proposed action will not
significantly 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 have a potential to affect
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 NRC 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

The action does not involve the use of
any different resources than those
previously considered in the Final
Environmental Statement for MP3,
dated December 1984.

Agencies and Persons Consulted

In accordance with its stated policy,
on June 20, 2001, the staff consulted
with the Connecticut State official,
Michael Firsick of the Department of
Environmental Protection, regarding the
environmental impact of the proposed
action. The State official had no
comments.
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