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achieve the underlying purpose of the
rule.

Therefore, the NRC staff concludes
that pursuant to 10 CFR 50.12(a)(2)(ii)
special circumstances are present.

In addition, the Commission has
determined that, pursuant to 10 CFR
50.12(a), the exemption is authorized by
law, will not present an undue risk to
the public health and safety, and is
consistent with the common defense
and security.

4.0 Conclusion

Accordingly, the Commission hereby
grants the licensee an exemption from
the requirements of 10 CFR 50.71(e)(4)
for LGS Unit Nos. 1 and 2, in that
updates to the combined UFSAR for
LGS, Unit Nos. 1 and 2, may be
submitted within 6 months following
completion of each LGS Unit 1 refueling
outage, not to exceed 24 months from
the previous submittal.

Pursuant to 10 CFR 51.32, the
Commission has determined that the
granting of this exemption will not have
a significant effect on the quality of the
human environment (66 FR 40300).

This exemption is effective upon
issuance.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 12th day
of September, 2001.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Claudia M. Craig,

Acting Director, Division of Licensing Project
Management, Office of Nuclear Reactor
Regulation.

[FR Doc. 01-23211 Filed 9-17-01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7590-01-P

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[Docket No. 50-271]

Vermont Yankee Nuclear Power
Corporation; 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—
28 issued to Vermont Yankee Nuclear
Power Corporation (the licensee) for
operation of the Vermont Yankee
Nuclear Power Station located in
Windham County, Vermont.

The proposed amendment would
extend the allowed outage time (AOT)
for the high pressure coolant injection
(HPCI) and reactor core isolation cooling
systems from 7 days to 14 days.

Requirements were added to
immediately assure the availability of
alternate means of high pressure coolant
makeup. Also clarifying changes were
made to Technical Specification (TS)
3.5.E.2 and TS 3.5.G.2 by reformatting
the TSs to make nomenclature
consistent regarding HPCI and the
automatic depressurization system
(ADS) as being systems not subsystems.

Before issuance of the proposed
license amendment, the Commaission
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
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. The NRC staff
has reviewed the licensee’s analysis
against the standards of 10 CFR 50.92(c).
The NRC staff’s analysis is presented
below:

1. The proposed changes do not
involve a significant increase in the
probability or consequences of an
accident previously evaluated?

The high pressure coolant injection
(HPCI) and reactor core isolation cooling
(RCIC) systems do not serve any
function for preventing accidents, and
their unavailability would not affect the
probability of accidents previously
evaluated. The unavailability of either
HPCI or RCIC is not considered to be a
potential accident initiator. As such, the
inoperability of HPCI or RCIC will not
increase the probability of any accident
previously evaluated.

Therefore, the proposed change will
not increase the probability of any
accident previously evaluated.

Emergency core cooling cystems
(ECCS) are used to mitigate the
consequences of an accident. However,
RCIC is not an ECCS and is not credited
in any accident previously evaluated.
HPCI is capable of mitigating small loss-
of-coolant accidents, but this function
would be met by the available automatic
depressurization system (ADS) in
conjunction with the low pressure
coolant injection or core spray systems,
which are the basis for the current 7-day

allowed outage time (AOT). The
consequences of an event occurring
during the proposed 14-day AOT are the
same as the consequences of an event
occurring during the existing 7-day
AOT. Therefore, adequate core cooling
would still be provided and the
consequences of accidents previously
evaluated are not increased.

Therefore, the proposed change will
not increase the consequences of any
accident previously evaluated.

2. The proposed changes do not create
the possibility of a new or different kind
of accident from any accident
previously evaluated?

This proposed change to the technical
specifications will not physically alter
the plant. No new or different types of
equipment will be installed. Plant
operations will remain consistent with
current safety analysis assumptions
regarding availability of equipment.
Thus, no new failure mode not
previously analyzed will be introduced.

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

3. The proposed changes do not
involve a significant reduction in a
margin of safety?

The proposed change does not
involve a significant decrease in a
margin of safety because, as in the
existing AOT Technical Specifications,
the 14-day completion time for restoring
HPCI or RCIC is contingent upon the
operability of redundant equipment
(i.e., for HPCI, RCIC and ADS in
conjunction with low-pressure coolant
injection/spray subsystems are required
to be operable; and for RCIC, HPCI is
required to be operable).

Therefore, this change does not
involve a significant reduction in a
margin of safety.

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
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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 October 18, 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
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 Mr. David R.
Lewis, Shaw, Pittman, Potts, and
Trowbridge, 2300 N Street, NW.,
Washington, DC 20037-1128, 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 14, 2001, as
supplemented on August 21,2001,
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
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Electronic Reading Room on the Internet
at the NRC Web site, http://
www.nre.gov/NRC/ADAMS/index.html.
If you do not have access to ADAMS or
if there are problems in accessing the
documents located in ADAMS, contact
the NRC Public Document Room
Reference staff at 1-800-397—4209, 301—
415-4737 or by e-mail to pdr@nrc.gov.
Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 12th day
of September 2001.
For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Robert M. Pulsifer,

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

[FR Doc. 01-23210 Filed 9—17-01; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 7590-01-P

SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION

[Declaration of Disaster #3364]
State of New York

As a result of the President’s major
disaster declaration on September 11,
2001, I find that Bronx, Kings (Borough
of Brooklyn), New York (Borough of
Manhattan), Queens and Richmond
(Borough of Staten Island) Counties in
the State of New York constitute a
disaster area due to damages caused by
explosions and fires at the World Trade
Center which occurred on September
11, 2001. Applications for loans for
physical damage as a result of this
disaster may be filed until the close of
business on November 10, 2001 and for
economic injury until the close of
business on June 11, 2002 at the address
listed below or other locally announced
locations: U.S. Small Business
Administration, Disaster Area 1 Office,
360 Rainbow Blvd., South 3rd F1.,
Niagara Falls, NY 14303-1192.

In addition, applications for economic
injury loans from small businesses
located in the following contiguous
counties may be filed until the specified
date at the above location: Nassau and
Westchester in the State of New York;
Bergen, Hudson, Middlesex and Union
counties in the State of New Jersey.

The interest rates are:

Percent
For Physical Damage:
HOMEOWNERS WITH CRED-
IT AVAILABLE ELSEWHERE 6.750
HOMEOWNERS WITHOUT
CREDIT AVAILABLE ELSE-
WHERE ......ccooiiiiiiiiiin, 3.375
BUSINESSES WITH CREDIT
AVAILABLE ELSEWHERE ... 8.000

Percent

BUSINESSES AND  NON-
PROFIT ORGANIZATIONS
WITHOUT CREDIT AVAIL-
ABLE ELSEWHERE ..............

OTHERS (INCLUDING NON-
PROFIT ORGANIZATIONS)
WITH CREDIT AVAILABLE
ELSEWHERE

For Economic Injury:

BUSINESSES AND SMALL
AGRICULTURAL COOPERA-
TIVES WITHOUT CREDIT
AVAILABLE ELSEWHERE ...

4.000

7.125

4.000

The number assigned to this disaster
for physical damage is 336404. For
economic injury the number is 9M4900
for New York; and 9M5000 for New
Jersey.
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program Nos. 59002 and 59008)

Dated: September 13, 2001.
Herbert L. Mitchell,

Associate Administrator For Disaster
Assistance.

[FR Doc. 01-23298 Filed 9-17—-01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 8025-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF STATE
[Public Notice 3775]

Bureau of Consular Affairs, Passport
Services; Agency Information
Collection Activities

AGENCY: U.S. Department of State.
ACTION: 30-Day Notice of Information
Collection: Form DS-19, Passport
Amendment/Validation Application
(Formerly DSP—19) OMB #1405-0007.

SUMMARY: The Department of State has
submitted the following information
collection request to the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB) for
approval in accordance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995.
Comments should be submitted to OMB
within 30 days of the publication of this
notice.

The following summarizes the
information collection proposal
submitted to OMB:

Type of Request: Regular—
Reinstatement, with change, of a
previously approved collection for
which approval has expired.

Originating Office: Bureau of Consular
Affairs, CA/PPT/FO/FC.

Title of Information Collection:
Passport Amendment/Validation
Application.

Frequency: On Occasion.

Form Number: DS-19 (Formerly DSP—
19).

Respondents: Individuals or
Households.

Estimated Number of Respondents:
279,400.

Average Hours Per Response: /2 hr. (5
min).

Total Estimated Burden: 23,283.

Public comments are being solicited
to permit the agency to:

» Evaluate 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.

 Evaluate the accuracy of the
agency’s estimate of the burden of the
collection, including the validity of the
methodology and assumptions used.

* Enhance the quality, utility, and
clarity of the information to be
collected.

* Minimize the reporting burden on
those who are to respond, including
through the use of automated collection
techniques or other forms of technology.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Copies of the proposed information
collection and supporting documents
may be obtained from Margaret A.
Dickson, CA/PPT/FO/FC, Department of
State, 2401 E Street, NW., Room H904,
Washington, DC 20522, and at 202—-633—
2460.

Dated: August 9, 2001.
Georgia A. Rogers,

Deputy Assistant Secretary, Bureau of
Consular Affairs, U.S. Department of State.

[FR Doc. 01-23235 Filed 9-17-01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4710-06—P

DEPARTMENT OF STATE
[Public Notice: 3776]

Bureau of Consular Affairs, Passport
Services; Agency Information
Collection Activities

AGENCY: Department of State.
ACTION: 30-Day notice of information
collection; Form DS-60, affidavit
regarding change of name (Formerly
DSP-60) OMB #1400-0009.

SUMMARY: The Department of State has
submitted the following information
collection request to the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB) for
approval in accordance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995.
Comments should be submitted to OMB
within 30 days of the publication of this
notice.

The following summarizes the
information collection proposal
submitted to OMB:

Type of Request: Regular—
Reinstatement, with change, of a
previously approved collection for
which approval has expired.
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