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approximately 46,000 square meters
(500,000 square feet) of existing space.
In the Bay View area, NASA proposes
approximately 251,000 square meters
(2.7 million square feet) of new office,
research and development, laboratory,
educational, and student/faculty
housing development. In the Eastside/
Airfield area, NASA proposes (1) The
creation of approximately 62,000 square
meters (670,000 square feet) of new light
industrial, research and development,
office and educational facility
development, and (2) renovation of the
historic hangars. The total build out
under Alternative 4 would be
approximately 940,000 square meters
(10.1 million square feet).

Alternative 5: The Preferred
Alternative. Under Alternative 5, NASA
would allow some new construction in
each of the four development areas, but
would concentrate most of this
construction in the NRP area. In this
alternative, NASA proposes: (1) The
addition of approximately 192,000
square meters (2 million square feet) of
new educational, office, research and
development, museum, conference
center, housing and retail space in the
NRP Area, (2) the demolition of
approximately 52,000 square meters
(560,000 square feet) of non-historic
structures, and (3) the renovation of
approximately 56,000 square meters
(600,000 square feet) of existing space.
In the Bay View area, NASA proposes
the addition of approximately 93,000
square meters (1 million square feet) of
new development, primarily for
housing. In the Eastside/Airfield area,
NASA proposes the construction of
approximately 1,115 square meters
(12,000 square feet) of new space in a
new control tower. Finally, in the Ames
Campus area, NASA proposes to
demolish approximately 37,000 square
meters (400,000 square feet) of existing
buildings to make way for 46,000 square
meters (500,000 square feet) of high
density office and research and
development space. Total build out
under Alternative 5 would be
approximately 780,000 square meters
(8.4 million square feet).

NASA has selected Alternative Five
as the Preferred Alternative. The
Preferred Alternative has been
identified as the option that best meets
NASA’s purpose and need.

The DEIS also includes the General
Conformity Determination for Carbon
Monoxide as an appendix since
implementing alternatives 2 through 5
would generate more than 100 tons per
year of carbon monoxide, a pollutant
regulated in the San Francisco Bay Area
under the California State
Implementation Plan. Ozone and its

precursors (reactive organic gases and
nitrogen oxides) are also regulated, but
none of the alternatives would generate
more than de minimus amounts of these
pollutants. Although more than 100 tons
per year of carbon monoxide would be
generated by the preferred alternative,
no violation of National Ambient Air
Quality Standards is expected.

Pursuant to section 7 of the
Endangered Species Act, NASA has
initiated consultation with the United
States Fish and Wildlife Service, and
has prepared a Biological Assessment to
describe the effects of the proposed
action on the federally listed species at
the site. No adverse effect is expected
from implementation of any of the
alternatives. The Biological Assessment
is an appendix to the DEIS.

Since proposed removal of non-
historic structures, construction of new
buildings, and rehabilitation of historic
structures in Alternatives 1 through 5
have the potential to disturb the
integrity of the Shenandoah Plaza
Historic District and contributing
elements in the NRP if not designed
carefully to ensure the compatibility of
the changes with historic architecture,
NASA, pursuant to the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA), has prepared
a Historic Resources Protection Plan
(HRPP) for the Shenandoah Plaza
Historic District. NASA has also
prepared a Programmatic Agreement
(PA) with the Advisory Council on
Historic Preservation and the California
State Historic Preservation Officer to
adopt and implement the HRPP. No
adverse effect is expected from
implementation of Alternative 5, the
preferred alternative. The HRPP and PA
are an appendix of the DEIS.

Jeffrey E. Sutton,
Associate Administrator for Management
Systems.
[FR Doc. 01–29283 Filed 11–20–01; 8:45 am]
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The ACRS Subcommittee on Planning
and Procedures will hold a meeting on
December 4, 2001, Room T–2B1, 11545
Rockville Pike, Rockville, Maryland.

The entire meeting will be open to
public attendance, with the exception of
a portion that may be closed pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 552b(c) (2) and (6) to discuss
organizational and personnel matters

that relate solely to internal personnel
rules and practices of ACRS, and
information the release of which would
constitute a clearly unwarranted
invasion of personal privacy.

The agenda for the subject meeting
shall be as follows:

Tuesday, December 4, 2001—9 a.m.–
12 Noon.

The Subcommittee will discuss
proposed ACRS activities and related
matters. The purpose of this meeting is
to gather information, analyze relevant
issues and facts, and formulate
proposed positions and actions, as
appropriate, for deliberation by the full
Committee.

Oral statements may be presented by
members of the public with the
concurrence of the Subcommittee
Chairman; written statements will be
accepted and made available to the
Committee. Electronic recordings will
be permitted only during those portions
of the meeting that are open to the
public, and questions may be asked only
by members of the Subcommittee, its
consultants, and staff. Persons desiring
to make oral statements should notify
the cognizant ACRS staff person named
below five days prior to the meeting, if
possible, so that appropriate
arrangements can be made.

Further information regarding topics
to be discussed, the scheduling of
sessions open to the public, whether the
meeting has been canceled or
rescheduled, the Chairman’s ruling on
requests for the opportunity to present
oral statements, and the time allotted
therefor can be obtained by contacting
the cognizant ACRS staff person, Sam
Duraiswamy (telephone: 301/415–7364)
between 7:30 a.m. and 4:15 p.m. (EST).
Persons planning to attend this meeting
are urged to contact the above named
individual one or two working days
prior to the meeting to be advised of any
changes in schedule, etc., that may have
occurred.

Dated: November 14, 2001.
Sher Bahadur,
Associate Director for Technical Support,
ACRS/ACNW.
[FR Doc. 01–29130 Filed 11–20–01; 8:45 am]
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The ACRS Subcommittee on
Reliability and Probabilistic Risk
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Assessment will hold a meeting on
December 4, 2001, Room T–2B3, 11545
Rockville Pike, Rockville, Maryland.

The entire meeting will be open to
public attendance.

The agenda for the subject meeting
shall be as follows:

Tuesday, December 4, 2001—1 p.m.
until the conclusion of business.

The Subcommittee will review
proposed revisions to the special
treatment requirements of 10 CFR part
50 (Option 2), including proposed 10
CFR 50.69, industry guidance in NEI
00–04, and proposed 10 CFR part 50,
Appendix T. The purpose of this
meeting is to gather information,
analyze relevant issues and facts, and
formulate proposed positions and
actions, as appropriate, for deliberation
by the full Committee.

Oral statements may be presented by
members of the public with the
concurrence of the Subcommittee
Chairman; written statements will be
accepted and made available to the
Committee. Electronic recordings will
be permitted only during those portions
of the meeting that are open to the
public, and questions may be asked only
by members of the Subcommittee, its
consultants, and staff. Persons desiring
to make oral statements should notify
the cognizant ACRS staff engineer
named below five days prior to the
meeting, if possible, so that appropriate
arrangements can be made.

During the initial portion of the
meeting, the Subcommittee, along with
any of its consultants who may be
present, may exchange preliminary
views regarding matters to be
considered during the balance of the
meeting.

The Subcommittee will then hear
presentations by and hold discussions
with representatives of the NRC staff,
and other interested persons regarding
these matters.

Further information regarding topics
to be discussed, whether the meeting
has been canceled or rescheduled, and
the Chairman’s ruling on requests for
the opportunity to present oral
statements and the time allotted therefor
can be obtained by contacting the
cognizant ACRS staff engineer, Mr.
Michael T. Markley (telephone 301/
415–6885) between 7:30 a.m. and 4:15
p.m. (EST). Persons planning to attend
this meeting are urged to contact the
above named individual one or two
working days prior to the meeting to be
advised of any potential changes to the
agenda, etc., that may have occurred.

Dated: November 14, 2001.
Sher Bahadur,
Associate Director for Technical Support,
ACRS/ACNW.
[FR Doc. 01–29131 Filed 11–20–01; 8:45 am]
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AGENCY: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission.
ACTION: Request for public comment.

SUMMARY: Nearly 2 years have elapsed
since the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (NRC) implemented its
revised Reactor Oversight Process
(ROP). The NRC is currently soliciting
comments from members of the public,
licensees, and interest groups related to
the implementation of the ROP. This is
a followup to the FRN issued in January
2001, which requested feedback on the
first year of implementation.
DATES: The comment period expires on
December 28, 2001. The NRC will
consider comments received after this
date if it is practical to do so, but is only
able to ensure consideration of
comments received on or before this
date.
ADDRESSES: Comments may be e-mailed
to nrcrep@nrc.gov or sent to Michael T.
Lesar, Chief, Rules and Directives
Branch, Office of Administration (Mail
Stop T6–D59), U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Washington, DC 20555–
0001. Comments may also be hand-
delivered to Mr. Lesar at 11554
Rockville Pike, Rockville, Maryland,
between 7:30 a.m. and 4:15 p.m. on
Federal workdays.

Documents created or received at the
NRC after November 1, 1999, are
available electronically through the
NRC’s Public Electronic Reading Room
on the Internet at http://www.nrc.gov/
reading-rm.html. From this site, the
public can access the NRC’s
Agencywide Documents Access and
Management System (ADAMS), which
provides text and image files of the
NRC’s public documents. For more
information, contact the NRC’s Public
Document Room (PDR) Reference staff
at 301–415–4737 or 800–397–4209, or
by e-mail at pdr@nrc.gov.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
Michael J. Maley, Office of Nuclear
Reactor Regulation (Mail Stop OWFN
7A15), U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Washington DC 20555–
0001. Mr. Maley can also be reached by

telephone at 301–415–2919 or by e-mail
at mjm3@nrc.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Program Overview
The mission of the NRC is to regulate

the civilian uses of nuclear materials in
the United States to protect the health
and safety of the public and the
environment, and to promote the
common defense and security by
preventing the proliferation of nuclear
material. This mission is accomplished
through the following activities:

• License nuclear facilities and the
possession, use, and disposal of nuclear
materials.

• Develop and implement
requirements governing licensed
activities.

• Inspect and enforce of licensee
activities to ensure compliance with
these requirements and the law.

While the NRC’s responsibility is to
monitor and regulate licensees’
performance, the primary responsibility
for safe operation and handling of
nuclear materials rests with each
licensee.

As the nuclear industry in the United
States has matured for more than 25
years, the NRC and its licensees have
learned much about how to safely
operate nuclear facilities and handle
nuclear materials. In April 2000, the
NRC began to implement more effective
and efficient inspection, assessment,
and enforcement approaches, which
apply insights from these years of
regulatory oversight and nuclear facility
operation. The NRC has also
incorporated risk-informed principles
and techniques into its oversight
activities. A risk-informed approach to
oversight enables the NRC to more
appropriately apply its resources to
oversight of operational areas that
contribute most to safe operation at
nuclear facilities.

After conducting a 6-month pilot
program in 1999, assessing the results,
and incorporating the lessons learned,
the NRC began implementing the
revised Reactor Oversight Process (ROP)
at all 103 nuclear facilities (except D.C.
Cook) on April 2, 2000. Inherent in the
ROP are the following key NRC
performance goals:

(1) Maintain safety by establishing
and implementing a regulatory oversight
process that ensures that plants are
operated safely.

(2) Enhance public confidence by
increasing the predictability,
consistency, and objectivity of the
oversight process; providing timely and
understandable information; and
providing opportunities for meaningful
involvement by the public.
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