42806

Federal Register/Vol. 67, No. 122/ Tuesday, June 25, 2002/ Notices

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: June 19, 2002.
Gerard F. Fiala,

Office Administrator, Office of Policy and
Research.

[FR Doc. 02-16017 Filed 6—24—-02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4510-30-M

NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND
SPACE ADMINISTRATION

[Notice (02-076)]

NASA Advisory Council, Minority
Business Resource Advisory
Committee; Meeting

AGENCY: National Aeronautics and
Space Administration (NASA).

ACTION: Notice of meeting.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
Federal Advisory Committee Act, Public
Law 92-463, as amended, the National
Aeronautics and Space Administration
announce a forthcoming meeting of the
NASA Advisory Council (NAC),
Minority Business Resource Advisory
Committee.

DATES: Wednesday, July 31, 2002, 9 a.m.
to 4 p.m., and Thursday, August 1,
2002, 9 a.m. to 12 Noon.

ADDRESSES: NASA Headquarters, 300 E.
Street, SW., Room 9H40, Washington,
DC 20546.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
Ralph C. Thomas III, Code K, National
Aeronautics and Space Administration,
(202) 358—-2088.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
meeting will be open to the public up
to the seating capacity of the room. The
agenda for the meeting is as follows:

—Review of Previous Meeting

—Office of Small and Disadvantaged
Business Utilization Update of
Activities

—NAC Meeting Report

—Overview of Agency-wide initiatives

—Update of Small Business Program

—Public Comment

—Panel Discussion and Review

—Committee Panel Reports

—Status of Open Committee
Recommendations

—New Business

It is imperative that the meeting be
held on these dates to accommodate the
scheduling priorities of the key
participants. Visitors will be requested
to sign a visitor’s register.

Dated: June 19, 2002.
Sylvia K. Kraemer,

Advisory Committee Management Officer,
National Aeronautics and Space
Administration.

[FR Doc. 02—15902 Filed 6—24—-02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7510-01-P

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[Docket No. 50-247]

Entergy Nuclear Operations, Inc.,
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—
26 issued to Entergy Nuclear
Operations, Inc. for operation of the
Indian Point Nuclear Generating Unit
No. 2 located in Westchester County,
New York.

The proposed amendment would
revise Technical Specifications (TSs)
Section 4.13.A, “Inspection
Requirements,” to allow the use of the
optimum eddy current probe size when
performing steam generator tube
inspections. The proposed amendment
would also correct several grammatical
ITOTS.

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 Title 10
of the Code of Federal Regulations (10
CFR), Section 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:

1. Operation of the facility in accordance

with the proposed amendment would not
involve a significant increase in the

probability of occurrence or consequences of
an accident previously evaluated.

The integrity of the steam generator tube
portion of the reactor coolant pressure
boundary will continue to be monitored, as
before, therefore the probability of the failure
of the pressure boundary is not affected by
the proposed change. Likewise, the
probability of the extent of any pressure
boundary rupture will not be affected by the
proposed changes since the depth and scope
of the steam generator tube surveillances are
not reduced by the proposed changes. The
proposed changes facilitate the application of
more advanced diagnostic techniques. The
changes involve updating TS Section
4.13.A.3.1. to permit more flexibility in the
eddy current inspection probes used in the
steam generator tube inspections and to
reflect current technological advances in
inspection equipment, while still
maintaining the minimum 610-mil diameter
probe restriction. These changes do not affect
possible initiating events for previously
evaluated accidents or alter the configuration
or operation of the facility. The Limiting
Safety System Settings and Safety Limits
specified in the current Technical
[Slpecifications remain unchanged.
Therefore, the proposed changes would not
involve a significant increase in the
probability or in the consequences of an
accident previously evaluated.

2. 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 accident
previously evaluated.

The proposed change is to allow
improvements to the inspection techniques
and equipment used to perform the steam
generator tube inservice inspections. These
inspections are only performed while the
reactor is in the cold shutdown condition
and the steam generators are not capable of
affecting the operation of any system,
structure or component that maintains the
protection of a fission product barrier. The
proposed changes facilitate the application of
current diagnostic techniques. The safety
analysis of the facility remains complete and
accurate. There are no physical changes to
the facility and the plant conditions for
which the design basis accidents have been
evaluated are still valid. The operating
procedures and emergency procedures are
unaffected. Consequently no new failure
modes are introduced as a result of the
proposed change. Therefore, the proposed
change does not create a new accident
initiator or precursor, or create the possibility
of a new or different kind of accident from
any accident previously evaluated.

3. Operation of the facility in accordance
with the proposed amendment would not
involve a significant reduction in [a] margin
of safety.

The integrity of the steam generator portion
of the reactor coolant pressure boundary is
not affected by the proposed changes to
facilitate the application of current diagnostic
techniques. Since the elimination of
redundant and restrictive controls over the
techniques and equipment used to inspect
the steam generator tubes does not result in
changes to the operation of the facility or the
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physical design, the Updated Final Safety
Analysis Report design basis, accident
assumptions, or the Technical Specification
Bases are not affected. Therefore, the
integrity of the reactor coolant system
pressure boundary is not affected and
operation of the facility in accordance with
the proposed amendment 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
Regsiter 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 July 25, 2002, 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
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/reading-
rm/doc-collections/cfr/. 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

1The most recent version of Title 10 of the code
of Federal Regulations, published January 1, 2002,
inadvertently omitted the last sentence of 10 CFR
2.741(d) and subparagraphs (d)(1) and (2), regarding
petitions to intervene and contentions. Those
provisions are extant and still applicable to
petitions to intervene. Those provisions are as
follows: “In all other circumstances, such ruling
body or officer shall, in ruling on—

(1) A petition for leave to intervene or a request
for hearing, consider the following factors, among
other things:

(i) The nature of the petitioner’s right under the
Act to be made a party to the proceeding.

(ii) The nature and extent of the petitioner’s
property, financial, or other interest in the
proceeding.

(iii) The possible effect of any order that may be
entered in the proceeding on the petitioner’s
interest.

(2) The admissibility of a contention, refuse to
admit a contention if:

(i) The contention and supporting material fail to
satisfy the requirements of paragraph (b)(2) of this
section; or

(ii) The contention, if proven, would be of no
consequence in the proceeding because it would
not entitle petitioner to relief.”

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
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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 (PDR), located
at One White Flint North, 11555
Rockville Pike (first floor), Rockville,
Maryland, by the above date. Because of
the 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 petition for leave to
intervene and request for hearing 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 Mr. John Fulton, Assistant
General Counsel, Entergy Nuclear
Operations, Inc., 440 Hamilton Avenue,
White Plains, NY 10601, 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 June 13, 2002, which

is available for public inspection at the
Commission’s PDR, 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
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.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 19th day
of June 2002.
Patrick D. Milano,
Senior Project Manager, Section 1, Project
Directorate I, Division of Licensing Project
Management, Office of Nuclear Reactor
Regulation.
[FR Doc. 02—15987 Filed 6—24—02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7590-01-P

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[Docket Nos. 50-282 and 50-306]

Nuclear Management Company, LLC;
Notice of Consideration of Issuance of
Amendments to Facilitate Operating
Licenses and Opportunity for a
Hearing

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (NRC or the Commission)
is considering issuance of amendments
to Facility Operating License Nos. DPR—
42 and DPR-60, issued to the Nuclear
Management Company, LLC (the
licensee), for operation of the Prairie
Island Nuclear Generating Plant, Units 1
and 2, located in Goodhue County,
Minnesota.

The proposed amendments would be
a full conversion from the current
Technical Specifications (CTS) to a set
of Improved Technical Specifications
(ITS) based on NUREG-1431, “Standard
Technical Specifications (STS) for
Westinghouse Plants,” Revision 1, dated
April 1995. The STS have been
developed by the Commission’s staff
through working groups composed of
both NRC staff members and industry
representatives. The STS have been
endorsed by the NRC staff as part of an
industry-wide initiative to standardize
and improve the Technical
Specifications (TSs) for nuclear power
plants. As part of the proposed
amendments, the licensee has applied
the criteria contained in the

Commission’s “Final Policy Statement
on Technical Specification
Improvements for Nuclear Power
Reactors (Final Policy Statement),”
published in the Federal Register on
July 22, 1993 (58 FR 39132), to the CTS
and, using NUREG-1431 as a basis,
proposed ITS for Prairie Island, Units 1
and 2. The criteria in the Final Policy
Statement were subsequently added to
10 CFR 50.36, “Technical
Specifications,” in a rule change that
was published in the Federal Register
on July 19, 1995 (60 FR 36953). The rule
change became effective on August 18,
1995.

The licensee has categorized the
proposed changes to the CTS into five
general groupings. These groupings are
characterized as administrative changes,
more restrictive changes, less restrictive
changes, less restrictive relocated
details, and relocated specifications.

Administrative changes include those
changes that are editorial in nature or
involve the reorganization or
reformatting of CTS requirements
without affecting technical content or
operational restrictions.

More restrictive changes include
those changes that result in added
restrictions or reduced flexibility. The
licensee, in electing to implement the
specifications of the STS, proposed a
number of requirements more restrictive
than those in the CTS. The ITS
requirements in this category include
requirements that are either new, more
conservative than corresponding
requirements in the CTS, or have
additional restrictions that are not in the
CTS but are in the STS.

Less restrictive changes include
deletions and relaxations to portions of
the CTS in order to conform to the
guidance of NUREG—-1431, which would
result in reduced restrictions or added
flexibility. When requirements have
been shown to provide little or no safety
benefit, their relaxation or removal from
the TSs may be appropriate. In most
cases, relaxations previously granted to
individual plants on a plant-specific
basis were the result of (1) generic NRC
actions, (2) new staff positions that have
evolved from technological
advancements and operating
experience, or (3) resolution of the
Owner’s Groups’ comments on STS.

Less restrictive relocated details
include those changes to the CTS that
eliminate details and relocate the details
to licensee-controlled documents.
Typically, this involves details of
system designs, system descriptions
including design limits, descriptions of
system or plant operation, procedural
details for meeting TS requirements and
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