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Cite/reference Total Frequency Total Average time per response Burden
respondents responses
TOAIS 1oviiiiieiiiiiereeeeries | e | e 2,262,566 | 1.20376 hOUrS ......cceevuverrieninene 2,723,586

*Discrepancies due to rounding.

Total Burden Cost (capital/startup): 0.

Total Burden Cost (operating/
maintaining): $194,256.

Total Annualized Capital/Startup
Costs:

Total Operating and Maintenance
Costs: $171,574.

Comments submitted in response to
this notice will be summarized and/or
included in the request for Office of
Management and Budget approval of the
information collection request; they will
also become a matter of public record.

Dated: September 13, 2000.
Brenda C. Teaster,
Acting Chief, Records Management Division.
[FR Doc. 00-24009 Filed 9-18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4510-43-M

NATIONAL ARCHIVES AND RECORDS
ADMINISTRATION

Advisory Committee on Preservation;
Meeting

AGENCY: National Archives and Records
Administration.

ACTION: Notice of meeting.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
Federal Advisory Committee Act (5
U.S.C. App. 2) and implementing
regulation 41 CFR 101.6, the National
Archives and Records Administration
(NARA) announces a meeting of the
Advisory Committee on Preservation.
NARA uses the Committee’s
recommendations on NARA’s
implementation of strategies for
preserving the permanently valuable
records of the Federal Government.
DATES: October 26, 2000, from 9 a.m. to
4 p.m.
ADDRESSES: National Archives and
Records Administration, 8601 Adelphi
Road, lecture rooms B & C, College Park,
MD 20740-6001.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Alan Calmes, Secretary, 301-713-7403.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
agenda for this meeting of sound
recording experts to advise and provide
guidance for the preservation and
storage of the permanently valuable
audio recordings of the Federal
Government is:

1. Overview of the variety of audio
formats in archival holdings.

2. Current archival preservation
reformatting techniques.

3. Technical discussion of new
preservation format alternatives.
4. Recommendations.
This meeting will be open to the
public, but seating may be limited.
Dated: September 13, 2000.
Mary Ann Hadyka,
Committee Management Officer.
[FR Doc. 00-23958 Filed 9—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7515-01-U

NATIONAL FOUNDATION ON THE
ARTS AND THE HUMANITIES

National Endowment for the Arts;
Combined Arts Advisory Panel

Pursuant to section 10(a)(2) of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub.
L. 92-463), as amended, notice is hereby
given that a meeting of the Combined
Arts Advisory Panel, Design section
(Access, Education and Heritage/
Preservation categories), to the National
Council on the Arts will be held from
October 56, 2000 in Room 716 at the
Nancy Hanks Center, 1100 Pennsylvania
Avenue, NW., Washington, DC, 20506.
A portion of this meeting, from 11 a.m.
to 12 p.m. on October 6th, will be open
to the public for policy discussion and
guidelines review.

The remaining portions of this
meeting, from 9 a.m. to 6 p.m. on
October 5th, and from 9-11 a.m. and
12-2:45 p.m. on October 6th, 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 information given
in confidence to the agency by grant
applicants. In accordance with the
determination of the Chairman of May
12, 2000, these sessions will be closed
to the public pursuant to (c)(4)(6) and
(9)(B) of section 552b of Title 5, United
States Code.

Any person may observe meetings, or
portions thereof, of advisory panels that
are open to the public, and, if time
allows, may be permitted to participate
in the panel’s discussions at the
discretion of the panel chairman and
with the approval of the full-time
Federal employee in attendance.

If you need special accommodations
due to a disability, please contact the
Office of AccessAbility, National

Endowment for the Arts, 1100
Pennsylvania Avenue, NW.,
Washington, DC 20506, 202/682—-5532,
TDY-TDD 202/682-5496, at least seven
(7) days prior to the meeting.

Further information with reference to
this meeting can be obtained from Ms.
Kathy Plowitz-Worden, Office of
Guidelines & Panel Operations, National
Endowment for the Arts, Washington,
DC, 20506, or call 202/682—-5691.

Dated: September 11, 2000.
Kathy Plowitz-Worden,

Panel Coordinator, Panel Operations,
National Endowment for the Arts.

[FR Doc. 00—24017 Filed 9-18-00; 8:45 am|]
BILLING CODE 7537-01-M

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[Docket No. 50-461]

AmerGen Energy 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. NPF—
62 issued to AmerGen Energy Company,
LLC (the licensee) for operation of the
Clinton Power Station (CPS) located in
DeWitt County, Illinois.

The proposed amendment along with
associated exemption requests would
revise the Technical Specification
reactor vessel pressure/temperature
limits for CPS.

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
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
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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:

Does the change involve a significant
increase in the probability of occurrence or
consequences of an accident previously
evaluated?

The proposed changes to the CPS reactor
coolant system (RCS) pressure/temperature
(P/T) limits do not modify the boundary,
operating pressure, materials or seismic
loading of the reactor coolant system. The
proposed changes do adjust the P/T limits for
radiation effects to ensure that the RPV
fracture toughness is consistent with analysis
assumptions and NRC regulations. Thus, the
proposed changes do not involve a
significant increase in the probability of
occurrence of an accident previously
evaluated.

The proposed changes do not adversely
affect the integrity of the reactor coolant
pressure boundary such that its function in
the control of radiological consequences is
affected. Therefore, the proposed changes do
not involve a significant increase in the
consequences of an accident previously
evaluated.

Does the change create the possibility of a
new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed changes to the reactor
pressure vessel pressure-temperature limits
do not affect the assumed accident
performance of any structure, system or
component previously evaluated. The
proposed changes do not introduce any new
modes of system operation or failure
mechanisms. Therefore, the proposed
changes do not create the possibility of a new
or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated.

Does the change involve a significant
reduction in a margin of safety?

The methodology for determining the RPV/
RCS P/T limits ensures that the limits
provide a margin of safety to the conditions
at which brittle fracture may occur. The
methodology is based on requirements set
forth in Appendix G and Appendix H of 10
CFR 50, with reference to the requirements
and guidance of ASME Section XI, and on
guidance provided in Regulatory Guide 1.99,
Revision 2. The P/T limits currently specified
in the CPS Technical specification are based
on this methodology, as previously approved
via Amendments 51 and 109 to the CPS
Operating License. The revised P/T limits are
also based on this methodology except as
modified by application of the noted Code
Cases (in addition to the change in the
fluence value and beltline material assumed
for analysis).

Although the Code Cases constitute
relaxation from the current requirements of
10 CFR 50 Appendix G, the alternatives
allowed by the Code are based on industry
experience gained since the inception of the
10 CFR 50 Appendix G requirements for
which some of the requirements have now
been determined to be excessively

conservative. The more appropriate
assumptions and provisions allowed by the
Code Cases maintain a margin of safety that
is consistent with the intent of 10 CFR 50
Appendix G, i.e., with regard to the margin
originally contemplated by 10 CFR 50
Appendix G for determination of RPV/RCS P/
T limits. On this basis, the proposed changes
do 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 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.
Copies of written comments received
may be examined at the NRC Public
Document Room, the Gelman Building,
2120 L Street, NW., Washington, DC.

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

By October 19, 2000, 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, the Gelman
Building, 2120 L Street, NW.,
Washington, DC, and accessible
electronically through the ADAMS
Public Electronic Reading Room link at
the NRC Web site (http://www.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
litigated in the matter. Each contention
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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, the Gelman
Building, 2120 L Street, NW.,
Washington, DC, 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

Kevin P. Gallen, Morgan, Lewis &
Bockius LLP, 1800 M Street, NW.,
Washington, DC 20036-5869, 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 August 25, 2000,
which is available for public inspection
at the Commission’s Public Document
Room, the Gelman Building, 2120 L
Street, NW., Washington, DC, 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 12th day
of September 2000.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Jon B. Hopkins,

Senior Project Manager, Section 2, Project
Directorate III, Division of Licensing Project
Management, Office of Nuclear Reactor
Regulation.

[FR Doc. 00-24057 Filed 9—-18-00; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 7590-01-M

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

Duke Energy Corporation; Notice of
Consideration of Issuance of
Amendments to Facility Operating
Licenses, Proposed No Significant
Hazards Consideration Determination,
and Opportunity for a Hearing

[Docket Nos. 50-269, 50-270, and 50-287]

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (the Commission) is
considering issuance of amendments to
Facility Operating License Nos. DPR-38,
DPR—-47, and DPR-55, issued to the
Duke Energy Corporation (the licensee),
for operation of the Oconee Nuclear
Station, Units 1, 2, and 3, respectively,
located in Seneca, South Carolina.

The proposed amendment would
revise Technical Specification (TS)
Surveillance Requirement (SR) 3.8.1.9.a
as it relates to the annual test of the
Keowee Hydro Units (KHUs) by adding
a Note stating: ““The upper limits on
frequency and voltage are not required
to be met until the NRC issues an
amendment that removes this Note
(license amendment request to be
submitted no later than April 5, 2001).”

The present annual SR requires
verification on an actual or simulated
emergency actuation signal that each
KHU automatically starts and achieves
an output frequency = 57 Hertz (Hz) and
<63 Hz and an output voltage = 13.5
kilo-volts (kV) and < 14.49 kV in <23
seconds. Currently, when a KHU is
started, it reaches rated frequency and
voltage within the required 23 seconds.
However, due to the physical
characteristics of the KHU, its speed
continues to increase, causing the
frequency to exceed the limits specified
in SR 3.8.1.9.a for a short period of time.
Following this brief overshoot, the
frequency returns to within the limits
specified in SR 3.8.1.9.a. This is
consistent with the way the KHUs have
been operated since initial licensing and
complies with the licensee’s
interpretation of the SR.

As aresult of recent discussions with
the NRC, it became clear that
interpretation differences existed
between the staff and the licensee
concerning this SR. The staff interpreted
the SR to imply that the limits on
frequency and voltage constitute upper
and lower limits for operation of the
KHUs. In a telephone conference call on
September 5, 2000, the staff informed
the licensee of this interpretation, and
that Oconee Nuclear Station, Units 1, 2
and 3, were not in compliance with TS
3.8.1 because the frequency briefly
exceeded the upper limit specified in
the SR in response to an actual or
simulated emergency actuation signal.
The licensee stated that this would
require declaring the KHUs inoperable,
entry into TS 3.0.3, and shutdown of the
three units. Therefore, the licensee
requested that a Notice of Enforcement
Discretion (NOED) be granted pursuant
to the NRC'’s policy regarding exercise of
discretion for an operating facility, set
out in Section VII.c, of the “General
Statement of Policy and Procedures for
NRC Enforcement Actions”
(Enforcement Policy), NUREG-1600,
and be effective until such time as the
staff approves an amendment modifying
the SR, which was submitted on
September 7, 2000. The staff granted the
NOED on September 5, 2000, and, as a
result, is processing this amendment
under exigent circumstances in
accordance with the NRC’s policy
regarding exercising of enforcement
discretion.

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



		Superintendent of Documents
	2024-06-08T09:15:08-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




