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Expiration Date of Approval: Not
applicable.

1. Abstract: This document has been
prepared to support the clearance of
data collection instruments to be used
in the evaluation of the Computer
Science, Engineering & Mathematics
Scholarship (CSEMS) Program. CSEMS
supports scholarships for talented, but
financially disadvantaged students
enabling them to achieve an associate,
baccalaureate, or graduate level degree
in computer science, computer
technology, engineering, engineering
technology, or mathematics. The study
design focuses on describing campus
based models for how the CSEMS
program can be optimized, using a
sample of institutions that received
CSEMS scholarship money for the 2
year period, 2000–2002. The evaluation
will examine specific aspects of the
program such as recruitment and
selection of the scholarship students,
student retention and graduation,
support services and enrichment
programs, academic improvements as a
direct result of CSEMS; development of
internships, industry partnerships and
placement programs into the high
technology field. The evaluation will
identify campus-based barriers that
prevent implementing the goals of the
CSEMS program. The data will be
gathered through a questionnaire and
on-site personal interviews with the
Principal Investigator; in person
interviews with relevant faculty and
staff; and focus groups with the
scholarship recipients.

2. Expected Respondents: The
expected respondents are the Principal
Investigators, CSEMS scholarship
recipients, as well as faculty and staff
associated directly with the CSEMS
program at sampled academic
institutions with CSEMS funding for the
2000–2002 academic years.

3. Burden on the Public: The total
elements for this collection are 1620
burden hours for a maximum of 870
participants annually, assuming an 80–
100% response rate. The average annual
reporting burden is under 2 hours per
respondent. The burden on the public is
negligible; the study is limited to project
participants that have received funding
from the CSEMS program.

Dated: November 6, 2001.

Suzanne H. Plimpton,
NSF Reports Clearance Officer.
[FR Doc. 01–28261 Filed 11–9–01; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 7555–01–M

NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION

DOE/NSF Nuclear Science Advisory
Committee; Notice of Meeting

In accordance with the Federal
Advisory Committee Act (Pub. L. 92–
463, as amended), the National Science
Foundation announces the following
meeting.

Name: DOE/NSF Nuclear Science
Advisory Committee (1176).

Date and Time: Thursday, Nov. 29,
2001; 8 a.m.–6 p.m. and Friday, Nov.
2001; 8 a.m.–6 p.m.

Place: Holiday Inn Capitol, 550 C
Street SW., Washington, DC 20024.

Type of Meeting: Open.
Contact Person: Dr. Bradley D.

Keister, Program Director for Nuclear
Physics, National Science Foundation,
4201 Wilson Blvd., Arlington, VA
22230. Telephone: (703) 292–7380.

Purpose of Meeting: To provide
advice and recommendations
concerning the scientific programs of
the NSF and DOE in the area of basic
nuclear physics research.

Agenda:
November 29, 2001

Introduction (J. Symons)
Report from DOE
Report from NSF
Congressional Perspective (D.

Goldston)
OSTP Perspective (J. Marburger)
Presentation of Low Energy Sub-

Committee Report (B. Filippone)
Discussion of Low Energy Review

Report
Public Comment
NNSA Perspective on RIA (M

Kreisler)
Discussion

November 30, 2001
Discussion of NSAC response to Low

Energy Sub-Committee
Continued Discussion of Long Range

Plan Transmittal
Dated: November 7, 2001.

Susanne Bolton,
Committee Management Officer.
[FR Doc. 01–28357 Filed 11–9–01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7555–01–M

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[Docket No. 50–255]

Nuclear Management Company, LLC;
Notice of Consideration of Issuance of
Amendment to Facility Operating
License, Proposed No Significant
Hazards Consideration Determination,
and Opportunity for a Hearing

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (the Commission) is

considering issuance of an amendment
to Facility Operating License No. DPR–
20 issued to Nuclear Management
Company, LLC (the licensee), for
operation of the Palisades Plant located
in Van Buren County, Michigan.

The proposed amendment would add
a condition to the Operating License to
extend certain Technical Specification
surveillance requirement (SR) intervals,
one time. The SR intervals would be
extended up to 65 days, but no later
than April 30, 2003, to permit them to
be performed during the next refueling
outage, which has been rescheduled
because the plant is currently in a
forced extended outage. The affected
SRs are those which cannot reasonably
be performed during the current forced
outage. These are SR 3.3.3.3 (Item 3.a of
Table 3.3.3–1) regarding the channel
calibration of the safety injection and
refueling water tank low level; SR
3.3.4.3 (Item 1 of Table 3.3.4–1)
regarding the channel functional test of
the safety injection signal function; SR
3.3.4.3 (Item 3 of Table 3.3.4–1)
regarding the channel functional test of
the recirculation actuation signal
function; SR 3.3.5.1 regarding the
channel functional test of the diesel
generator undervoltage start logic; SR
3.5.2.8 (high pressure safety injection to
hot leg motor-operated (MO) valves
MO–3082 and MO–3083) regarding the
throttle valve position stop in the
correct position; SR 3.7.8.2 (non-critical
service water header isolation valve CV–
1359 only) regarding the automatic
valve actuating to the correct position
upon an actual or simulated actuation
signal; SR 3.8.1.7 regarding the
emergency alternating current (AC)
power performing, as required, upon an
actual or simulated loss of offsite power
signal; SR 3.8.1.9 regarding the
emergency AC power performing, as
required, upon an actual or simulated
restoration of offsite power; SR 3.8.1.10
regarding load sequencing for each
automatic load sequencer; and SR
3.8.1.11 regarding the emergency AC
power performing, as required, upon an
actual or simulated loss of offsite power
signal in conjunction with an actual or
simulated safety injection signal.

Before issuance of the proposed
license amendment, the Commission
will have made findings required by the
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended
(the Act) and the Commission’s
regulations.

The Commission has made a
proposed determination that the
amendment request involves no
significant hazards consideration. Under
the Commission’s regulations in 10 CFR
50.92, this means that operation of the
facility in accordance with the proposed
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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. 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:

Nuclear Management Company, LLC has
evaluated whether or not a significant
hazards consideration is involved with the
proposed amendment using the three
standards set forth in 10 CFR 50.92,
‘‘Issuance of Amendment.’’ The following
evaluation supports the finding that
operation of the facility in accordance with
the proposed change would not:

1. Involve a significant increase in the
probability or consequences of an accident
previously evaluated.

The proposed License Condition does not
affect or create any accident initiators or
precursors. As such, the proposed license
condition does not increase the probability of
an accident. The proposed license condition
does not involve operation of the required
structures, systems or components (SSCs) in
a manner or configuration different from
those previously recognized or evaluated.

The proposed surveillance requirement
(SR) extension requests do not reduce the
required operable SSCs of any of the affected
Limiting Condition for Operation sections,
does not increase the allowed outage time of
any required operable SSCs, and does not
reduce the requirement to know that the
deferred SRs could be met at all times.
Deferral of testing does not, by itself, increase
the potential that the testing would not be
met.

Therefore, operation of the facility in
accordance with the proposed License
Condition would not involve a significant
increase in the probability or consequences
of an accident previously evaluated.

2. Create the possibility of a new or
different kind of accident from any
previously evaluated.

The proposed License Condition does not
involve a physical alteration of any SSC or
a change in the way any SSC is operated. The
proposed license condition does not involve
operation of any required SSCs in a manner
or configuration different from those
previously recognized or evaluated. No new
failure mechanisms will be introduced by the
SR deferrals being requested.

Thus, this change does not create the
possibility of a new or different kind of
accident from any accident previously
evaluated.

3. Involve a significant reduction in a
margin of safety.

The proposed License Condition does not,
by itself, introduce a failure mechanism. Past
performance of the SRs in question has
demonstrated reliability in passing the
deferred SRs. The required operable SSCs
have not been reduced. The proposed license
condition does not involve any physical

changes to the plant or manner in which the
plant is operated.

Therefore, the proposed License Condition
would not involve a significant reduction in
a margin of safety.

The NRC staff has reviewed the
licensee’s analysis and, based on this
review, it appears that the three
standards of 10 CFR 50.92(c) are
satisfied. Therefore, the NRC staff
proposes to determine that the
amendment request involves no
significant hazards consideration.

The Commission is seeking public
comments on this proposed
determination. Any comments received
within 30 days after the date of
publication of this notice will be
considered in making any final
determination.

Normally, the Commission will not
issue the amendment until the
expiration of the 30-day notice period.
However, should circumstances change
during the notice period such that
failure to act in a timely way would
result, for example, in derating or
shutdown of the facility, the
Commission may issue the license
amendment before the expiration of the
30-day notice period, provided that its
final determination is that the
amendment involves no significant
hazards consideration. The final
determination will consider all public
and State comments received. Should
the Commission take this action, it will
publish in the Federal Register a notice
of issuance and provide for opportunity
for a hearing after issuance. The
Commission expects that the need to
take this action will occur very
infrequently.

Written comments may be submitted
by mail to the Chief, Rules and
Directives Branch, Division of
Administrative Services, Office of
Administration, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Washington, DC 20555–
0001, and should cite the publication
date and page number of this Federal
Register notice. Written comments may
also be delivered to Room 6D59, Two
White Flint North, 11545 Rockville
Pike, Rockville, Maryland, from 7:30
a.m. to 4:15 p.m. Federal workdays.
Documents may be examined, and/or
copied for a fee, at the NRC’s Public
Document Room, located at One White
Flint North, 11555 Rockville Pike (first
floor), Rockville, Maryland.

The filing of requests for hearing and
petitions for leave to intervene is
discussed below.

By December 13, 2001, the licensee
may file a request for a hearing with
respect to issuance of the amendment to
the subject facility operating license and
any person whose interest may be

affected by this proceeding and who
wishes to participate as a party in the
proceeding must file a written request
for a hearing and a petition for leave to
intervene. Requests for a hearing and a
petition for leave to intervene shall be
filed in accordance with the
Commission’s ‘‘Rules of Practice for
Domestic Licensing Proceedings’’ in 10
CFR Part 2. Interested persons should
consult a current copy of 10 CFR 2.714,
which is available at the Commission’s
Public Document Room, located at One
White Flint North, 11555 Rockville Pike
(first floor), Rockville, Maryland, or
electronically on the Internet at the NRC
Web site http://www.nrc.gov/NRC/CFR/
index.html. If there are problems in
accessing the document, contact the
Public Document Room Reference staff
at 1–800–397–4209, 301–415–4737, or
by e-mail to pdr@nrc.gov. If a request for
a hearing or petition for leave to
intervene is filed by the above date, the
Commission or an Atomic Safety and
Licensing Board, designated by the
Commission or by the Chairman of the
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board
Panel, will rule on the request and/or
petition; and the Secretary or the
designated Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board will issue a notice of hearing or
an appropriate order.

As required by 10 CFR 2.714, a
petition for leave to intervene shall set
forth with particularity the interest of
the petitioner in the proceeding, and
how that interest may be affected by the
results of the proceeding. The petition
should specifically explain the reasons
why intervention should be permitted
with particular reference to the
following factors: (1) The nature of the
petitioner’s right under the Act to be
made party to the proceeding; (2) the
nature and extent of the petitioner’s
property, financial, or other interest in
the proceeding; and (3) the possible
effect of any order which may be
entered in the proceeding on the
petitioner’s interest. The petition should
also identify the specific aspect(s) of the
subject matter of the proceeding as to
which petitioner wishes to intervene.
Any person who has filed a petition for
leave to intervene or who has been
admitted as a party may amend the
petition without requesting leave of the
Board up to 15 days prior to the first
prehearing conference scheduled in the
proceeding, but such an amended
petition must satisfy the specificity
requirements described above.

Not later than 15 days prior to the first
prehearing conference scheduled in the
proceeding, a petitioner shall file a
supplement to the petition to intervene
which must include a list of the
contentions which are sought to be
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litigated in the matter. Each contention
must consist of a specific statement of
the issue of law or fact to be raised or
controverted. In addition, the petitioner
shall provide a brief explanation of the
bases of the contention and a concise
statement of the alleged facts or expert
opinion which support the contention
and on which the petitioner intends to
rely in proving the contention at the
hearing. The petitioner must also
provide references to those specific
sources and documents of which the
petitioner is aware and on which the
petitioner intends to rely to establish
those facts or expert opinion. Petitioner
must provide sufficient information to
show that a genuine dispute exists with
the applicant on a material issue of law
or fact. Contentions shall be limited to
matters within the scope of the
amendment under consideration. The
contention must be one which, if
proven, would entitle the petitioner to
relief. A petitioner who fails to file such
a supplement which satisfies these
requirements with respect to at least one
contention will not be permitted to
participate as a party.

Those permitted to intervene become
parties to the proceeding, subject to any
limitations in the order granting leave to
intervene, and have the opportunity to
participate fully in the conduct of the
hearing, including the opportunity to
present evidence and cross-examine
witnesses.

If a hearing is requested, the
Commission will make a final
determination on the issue of no
significant hazards consideration. The
final determination will serve to decide
when the hearing is held.

If the final determination is that the
amendment request involves no
significant hazards consideration, the
Commission may issue the amendment
and make it immediately effective,
notwithstanding the request for a
hearing. Any hearing held would take
place after issuance of the amendment.

If the final determination is that the
amendment request involves a
significant hazards consideration, any
hearing held would take place before
the issuance of any amendment.

A request for a hearing or a petition
for leave to intervene must be filed with
the Secretary of the Commission, U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, DC 20555–0001, Attention:
Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff, or
may be delivered to the Commission’s
Public Document Room, located at One
White Flint North, 11555 Rockville Pike
(first floor), Rockville, Maryland, by the
above date. A copy of the petition
should also be sent to the Office of the
General Counsel, U.S. Nuclear

Regulatory Commission, Washington,
DC 20555–0001, and to Arunas T.
Udrys, Esquire, Consumers Energy
Company, 212 West Michigan Avenue,
Jackson, Michigan 49201.

Nontimely filings of petitions for
leave to intervene, amended petitions,
supplemental petitions and/or requests
for hearing will not be entertained
absent a determination by the
Commission, the presiding officer or the
presiding Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board that the petition and/or request
should be granted based upon a
balancing of the factors specified in 10
CFR 2.714(a)(1)(i)–(v) and 2.714(d).

Further details with respect to this
action, see the application for
amendment dated October 26, 2001,
which is available for public inspection
at the Commission’s Public Document
Room, located at One White Flint North,
11555 Rockville Pike (first floor),
Rockville, Maryland. Publicly available
records will be accessible from the
Agencywide Documents Access and
Management Systems (ADAMS) Public
Electronic Reading Room on the Internet
at the NRC Web site, http://
www.nrc.gov/NRC/ADAMS/index.html.
Persons who do not have access to
ADAMS or who encounter problems in
accessing the documents located in
ADAMS, should contact the NRC Public
Document Room Reference staff by
telephone at 1–800–397–4209, 301–
415–4737 or by e-mail to pdr@nrc.gov.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 6th day
of November 2001.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Darl S. Hood,
Project Manager, Section 1, Project
Directorate III, Division of Licensing Project
Management, Office of Nuclear Reactor
Regulation.
[FR Doc. 01–28397 Filed 11–9–01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7590–01–P

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION

Proposed Collection; Comment
Request

Upon Written Request, Copies Available
From: Securities and Exchange
Commission, Office of Filings and
Information Services, Washington, DC
20549.

Extension:
Form CB; OMB Control No. 3235–0518;

SEC File No. 270–457.

Notice is hereby given that pursuant
to the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995
(44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq.) the Securities
and Exchange Commission
(‘‘Commission’’) is soliciting comments
on the collection of information

summarized below. The Commission
plans to submit this existing collection
of information to the Office of
Management and Budget for extension
and approval.

Form CB is a tender offer statement
filed in connection with a tender offer
for a foreign private issuer. This form is
used to report an issuer tender offer
conducted in compliance with
Exchange Act Rule 13e–4(h)(8) and a
third-party tender offer conducted in
compliance with Exchange Act Rule
14d–1(c). It also is used by a subject
company pursuant to Exchange Act
Rule 14e–2(d). Approximately 200
issuers file Form CB annually and it
takes approximately .5 hours per
response for a total of 100 annual
burden hours.

Written comments are invited on: (a)
Whether the proposed collection of
information is necessary for the proper
performance of the functions of the
agency, including whether the
information will have practical utility;
(b) the accuracy of the agency’s estimate
of the burden of the collection
information; (c) ways to enhance the
quality, utility, and clarity of the
information collected; and (d) ways to
minimize the burden of the collection of
information on respondents, including
through the use of automated collection
techniques or other forms of information
technology. Consideration will be given
to comments and suggestions submitted
in writing within 60 days of this
publication.

Please direct your written comments
to Michael E. Bartell, Associate
Executive Director, Office of
Information Technology, Securities and
Exchange Commission, 450 5th Street,
NW Washington, DC 20549.

Dated: October 31, 2001.
Margaret H. McFarland,
Deputy Secretary.
[FR Doc. 01–28351 Filed 11–9–01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 8010–01–M

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION

[Release No. IC–25255; 812–12494]

Lindner Investments and Lindner
Asset Management, Inc.; Notice of
Application

November 6, 2001.
AGENCY: Securities and Exchange
Commission (‘‘Commission’’).
ACTION: Notice of application under
section 6(c) of the Investment Company
Act of 1940 (the ‘‘Act’’) for an
exemption from section 15(a) of the Act
and rule 18f–2 under the Act.
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