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UL 1278 Movable and Wall- or Ceiling-
Hung Electric Room Heaters 

UL 1310 Class 2 Power Units 
UL 1411 Transformers and Motor 

Transformers for Use In Audio-, Radio-
, and Television-Type Appliances 

UL 1431 Personal Hygiene and Health Care 
Appliances 

UL 1492 Audio-Video Products and 
Accessories 

UL 1594 Sewing and Cutting Machines 
UL 1647 Motor-Operated Massage and 

Exercise Machines 
UL 1993 Self-Ballasted Lamps and Lamp 

Adapters 
UL 2601–1 Medical Electrical Equipment, 

Part 1: General Requirements for Safety 
UL 60335–1 Safety of Household and 

Similar Electrical Appliances, Part 1; 
General Requirements 

UL 60335–8 Household and Similar 
Electrical Appliances, Part 2: Particular 
Requirements for Shavers, Hair Clippers, 
and Similar Appliances 

UL 60335–2–34 Household and Similar 
Electrical Appliances, Part 2; Particular 
Requirements for Motor-Compressors 

UL 60730–1A Automatic Electrical Controls 
for Household and Similar Use; Part 1: 
General Requirements 

UL 60730–2–7 Automatic Electrical 
Controls for Household and Similar Use; 
Part 2: Particular Requirements for 
Timers and Time Switches 

UL 60730–2–10A Automatic Electrical 
Controls for Household and Similar Use; 
Part 2: Particular Requirements for Motor 
Starting Relays 

UL 60730–2–11A Automatic Electrical 
Controls for Household and Similar Use; 
Part 2: Particular Requirements for 
Energy Regulators 

UL 60730–2–12A Automatic Electrical 
Controls for Household and Similar Use; 
Part 2: Particular Requirements for 
Electrically Operated Door Locks 

UL 60730–2–13A Automatic Electrical 
Controls for Household and Similar Use; 
Part 2: Particular Requirements for 
Humidity Sensing Controls 

UL 60730–2–14 Automatic Electrical 
Controls for Household and Similar Use; 
Part 2: Particular Requirements for 
Electric Actuators 

UL 60730–2–16A Automatic Electrical 
Controls for Household and Similar Use; 
Part 2: Particular Requirements for 
Automatic Electrical Water Level 
Controls 

UL 61010A–2–010 Electrical Equipment for 
Laboratory Use; Part 2: Particular 
Requirements for Laboratory Equipment 
for the Heating of Materials 

UL 61010A–2–020 Electrical Equipment for 
Laboratory Use; Part 2: Particular 
Requirements for Laboratory Centrifuges 

UL 61010A–2–041 Electrical Equipment for 
Laboratory Use; Part 2: Particular 
Requirements for Autoclaves Using 
Steam for the Treatment of Medical 
Materials and for Laboratory Processes 

UL 61010A–2–051 Electrical Equipment for 
Laboratory Use; Part 2: Particular 
Requirements for Laboratory Equipment 
for Mixing and Stirring 

UL 61010A–2–061 Electrical Equipment for 

Laboratory Use; Part 2: Laboratory 
Atomic Spectrometers with Thermal 
Atomization and Ionization

OSHA’s recognition of TUVPSG, or 
any NRTL, for a particular test standard 
is limited to equipment or materials 
(i.e., products) for which OSHA 
standards require third party testing and 
certification before use in the 
workplace. Consequently, any NRTL’s 
scope of recognition excludes any 
product(s) that fall within the scope of 
a test standard, but for which OSHA 
standards do not require NRTL testing 
and certification. 

Many of the UL test standards listed 
above also are approved as American 
National Standards by the American 
National Standards Institute (ANSI). 
However, for convenience, we use the 
designation of the standards developing 
organization (e.g., UL 1026) for the 
standard, as opposed to the ANSI 
designation (e.g., ANSI/UL 1026). Under 
our procedures, any NRTL recognized 
for an ANSI-approved test standard may 
use either the latest proprietary version 
of the test standard or the latest ANSI 
version of that standard. (Contact ANSI 
or the ANSI Web site (http://
www.ansi.org) and click ‘‘NSSN’’ to find 
out whether or not a test standard is 
currently ANSI-approved.) 

Preliminary Finding 
TUVPSG has submitted an acceptable 

request for expansion of its recognition. 
As previously mentioned, in connection 
with the request, OSHA has performed 
an on-site review (evaluation) of 
TUVPSG’s testing capability relative to 
the standards listed above. The NRTL 
has resolved any discrepancies noted by 
the assessor following the review, and 
the assessor factored such resolution 
into the memo on the recommendation 
(see Exhibit 8). 

Following a review of the application 
file, the assessor’s memo, and other 
pertinent information, the NRTL 
Program staff has concluded that OSHA 
can grant to TUVPSG the expansion of 
recognition to include the test standards 
listed above. The staff therefore 
recommended to the Assistant Secretary 
that the application be preliminarily 
approved, subject to the above 
condition. 

Based upon the recommendations of 
the staff, the Assistant Secretary has 
made a preliminary finding that TUV 
Product Services GmbH can meet the 
requirements as prescribed by 29 CFR 
1910.7 for the expansion of recognition, 
subject to the above condition. This 
preliminary finding, however, does not 
constitute an interim or temporary 
approval of the applications for 
TUVPSG. 

OSHA welcomes public comments, in 
sufficient detail, as to whether TUVPSG 
has met the requirements of 29 CFR 
1910.7 for expansion of its recognition 
as a Nationally Recognized Testing 
Laboratory. Your comments should 
consist of pertinent written documents 
and exhibits. To consider a comment, 
OSHA must receive it at the address 
provided above (see ADDRESSES), no 
later than the last date for comments 
(see DATES above). Should you need 
more time to comment, OSHA must 
receive your written request for 
extension at the address provided above 
no later than the last date for comments. 
You must include your reason(s) for any 
request for extension. OSHA will limit 
any extension to 30 days, unless the 
requester justifies a longer period. We 
may deny a request for extension if it is 
frivolous or otherwise unwarranted. 
You may obtain or review copies of 
TUVPSG’s request, the assessor’s memo, 
and all submitted comments, as 
received, by contacting the Docket 
Office, Room N2625, Occupational 
Safety and Health Administration, U.S. 
Department of Labor, at the above 
address. Docket No. NRTL1–2001 
contains all materials in the record 
concerning TUVPSG’s application. 

The NRTL Program staff will review 
all timely comments and, after 
resolution of issues raised by these 
comments, will recommend whether to 
grant TUVPSG’s expansion request. The 
Assistant Secretary will make the final 
decision on granting the expansion, and 
in making this decision, may undertake 
other proceedings that are prescribed in 
Appendix A to 29 CFR 1910.7. OSHA 
will publish a public notice of this final 
decision in the Federal Register.

Signed in Washington, DC this 15th day of 
January, 2003. 
John L. Henshaw, 
Assistant Secretary.
[FR Doc. 03–1602 Filed 1–23–03; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4510–26–P

NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

[Docket No. 50–261] 

Carolina Power & Light Co.; 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–
23, issued to Carolina Power & Light 
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1 The most recent version of Title 10 of the Code 
of Federal Regulations, published January 1, 2002, 
inadvertently omitted the last sentence of 10 CFR 
2.714(d) and subparagraphs (d)(1) and (2), regarding 
petitions to intervene and contentions. For the 
complete, corrected text of 10 CFR 2.714(d), please 
see 67 FR 20884 (April 20, 2002).

Company (the licensee), for operation of 
the H. B. Robinson Steam Electric Plant, 
Unit No. 2 (HBRSEP2), located in 
Darlington County, South Carolina. 

The proposed amendment would 
revise the applicable Technical 
specifications (TS) requirements for rod 
position monitoring during the current 
operating cycle (Cycle 22) to allow the 
use of an alternate method of 
determining rod position. This will be 
effective until repair of the indication 
system can be completed during the 
next shutdown of sufficient duration. 

The reason for the exigency is due to 
the unanticipated failure of the 
HBRSEP2 analog rod position indicator 
for Control Rod H–10 in Shutdown 
Bank B that was declared inoperable on 
December 22, 2002. Additionally, there 
is a concern regarding excessive system 
wear and potential increase for a 
malfunction or failure. 

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. 

Pursuant to 10 CFR 50.91(a)(6) for 
amendments to be granted under 
exigent circumstances, the NRC staff 
must determine 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 
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: 

An evaluation of the proposed change 
has been performed in accordance with 
10 CFR 50.91(a)(1) regarding no 
significant hazards considerations, 
using the standards in 10 CFR 50.92(c). 
A discussion of these standards as they 
relate to this amendment request 
follows:

1. The Proposed Change Does Not Involve 
a Significant Increase in the Probability or 
Consequences of an Accident Previously 
Evaluated. 

The proposed change provides an 
alternative method for verifying the position 
of one control rod in a shutdown bank of 
rods. The proposed change meets the intent 
of the current TS by ensuring verification of 
the position of this rod once every eight 
hours. The proposed change only provides an 

alternative method of monitoring rod 
position and does not change the 
assumptions or results of any previously 
evaluated accident. 

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

2. The Proposed Change Does Not Create 
the Possibility of a New or Different Kind of 
Accident From Any Previously Evaluated. 

As described above, the proposed change 
only provides an alternative method of 
determining the position of one control rod 
in a shutdown bank of rods. No new accident 
initiators are introduced by the proposed 
alternative method of performing rod 
position verification. The proposed change 
does not affect the reactor protection system 
or the reactor control system. Hence, no new 
failure modes are created that would cause a 
new or different kind of accident from any 
accident previously evaluated. 

Therefore, operation of the facility in 
accordance with the proposed amendment 
would not create the possibility of a new or 
different kind of accident from any 
previously evaluated. 

3. The Proposed Change Does Not Involve 
a Significant Reduction in the Margin of 
Safety.

The Bases of TS 3.1.7 states that the 
operability of the rod position indicators is 
required to determine control rod positions 
and thereby ensure compliance with the 
control rod alignment and insertion limits. 
The proposed change does not alter the 
requirement to determine rod position, but 
provides an alternative method for 
determining the position of the affected rod. 
As a result, the initial conditions of the 
accident analyses are preserved, and the 
consequences of previously analyzed 
accidents are unaffected. 

Therefore, operation of the facility in 
accordance with the proposed amendment 
would not involve a significant reduction in 
the 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 14 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 14-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 
14-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. 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 (PDR), located at One 
White Flint North, Public File Area O1 
F21, 11555 Rockville Pike, Rockville, 
Maryland. 

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

By February 24, 2003, 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 2.714,1 
which is available at the Commission’s 
PDR, located at One White Flint North, 
Public File Area O1 F21, 11555 
Rockville Pike, Rockville, Maryland, 
and available electronically on the 
Internet at the NRC Web site http://
www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/doc-
collections/cfr/. 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 
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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 a 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 
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 the amendment is issued before the 
expiration of the 30-day hearing period, 
the Commission will make a final 
determination on the issue of no 
significant hazards consideration. If a 
hearing is requested, 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 
PDR, located at One White Flint North, 
Public File Area O1 F21,11555 
Rockville Pike, Rockville, Maryland, by 
the above date. Because of continuing 
disruptions in delivery of mail to United 
States Government offices, it is 
requested that petitions for leave to 
intervene and requests for hearing be 
transmitted to the Secretary of the 
Commission either by means of 
facsimile transmission to 301–415–1101 
or by e-mail to hearingdocket@nrc.gov. 
A copy of the request for hearing and 
petition for leave to intervene should 
also be sent to the Office of the General 
Counsel, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, Washington, DC 20555–
0001, and because of continuing 
disruptions in delivery of mail to United 
States Government offices, it is 
requested that copies be transmitted 
either by means of facsimile 
transmission to 301–415–3725 or by e-
mail to OGCMailCenter@nrc.gov. A 
copy of the request for hearing and 
petition for leave to intervene should 
also be sent to William D. Johnson, Vice 
President and Corporate Secretary, 
Carolina Power & Light Company, Post 
Office Box 1551, Raleigh, North 

Carolina 27602, attorney for the 
licensee. 

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). 

For further details with respect to this 
action, see the application for 
amendment dated January 16, 2003, 
which is available for public inspection 
at the Commission’s PDR, located at 
One White Flint North, Public File Area 
O1 F21, 11555 Rockville Pike, 
Rockville, Maryland. Publicly available 
records will be accessible electronically 
from the Agencywide Documents 
Access and Management System’s 
(ADAMS) Public Electronic Reading 
Room on the Internet at the NRC web 
site http://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/
adams.html. Persons who do not have 
access to ADAMS or who encounter 
problems in accessing the documents 
located in ADAMS, should contact the 
NRC PDR Reference staff by telephone 
at 1–800–397–4209, 301–415–4737, or 
by e-mail to pdr@nrc.gov.

Dated at Rockville, MD, this 17th day of 
January 2003.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
Chandu P. Patel, 
Project Manager, Section 2, Project 
Directorate II, Division of Licensing Project 
Management, Office of Nuclear Reactor 
Regulation.
[FR Doc. 03–1636 Filed 1–23–03; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7590–01–P

NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

[Docket No. 50–346] 

FirstEnergy Nuclear Operating Co; 
Notice of Withdrawal of Application for 
Amendment to Facility Operating 
License 

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission (the Commission) has 
granted the request of FirstEnergy 
Nuclear Operating Company (the 
licensee) to withdraw its March 30, 
2001, application for proposed 
amendment to Facility Operating 
License No. NPF–3 for the Davis-Besse 
Nuclear Power Station, Unit No. 1, 
located in Ottawa County, Ohio. 

The proposed amendment would 
have revised the Technical 
Specifications regarding surveillance 
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