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for public inspection at the
Commission’s Public Document Room,
The Gelman Building, 2120 L Street,
NW., Washington, DC. Publicly
available records will be accessible
electronically from the ADAMS Public
Library component on the NRC Web
site, http://www.nrc.gov (the Electronic
Reading Room).

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 23rd day
of February, 2000.
For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Anthony J. Mendiola,
Chief, Section 2, Project Directorate IlI,
Division of Licensing Project Management,
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation.
[FR Doc. 00-4757 Filed 2—28-00; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 7590-01-P

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[Docket Nos. 50-260 and 50—-296]

Tennessee Valley Authority, Browns
Ferry Nuclear Plant, Units 2 and 3;
Environmental Assessment and
Finding of No Significant Impact

Introduction

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (NRC) is considering
issuance of an exemption from 10 CFR
Part 50.54(0) and 10 CFR Part 50,
Appendix J, for Facility Operating
Licenses Nos. DPR-52 and DPR-68,
issued to the Tennessee Valley
Authority (TVA) for operation of the
Browns Ferry Nuclear Plant (BFN) Units
2 and 3, located in Limestone County,
Alabama.

Environmental Assessment

Identification of the Proposed Action

The proposed action would exempt
TVA from requirements to include main
steam isolation valve (MSIV) leakage in
(a) the overall integrated leakage rate
test measurement required by Section
III.A of Appendix J, Option B, and (b)
the sum of local leak rate test
measurements required by Section III.B
of Appendix J, Option B.

The proposed action is in accordance
with the licensee’s application dated
September 28, 1999, for exemption from
certain requirements of Title 10, Code of
Federal Regulations (10 CFR), Section
50.54(0) and 10 CFR Part 50, Appendix

J.
The Need for the Proposed Action

Section 50.54(0) of 10 CFR Part 50
requires that primary reactor
containments for water cooled power
reactors be subject to the requirements
of Appendix J to 10 CFR Part 50.
Appendix J specifies the leakage test

requirements, schedules, and
acceptance criteria for tests of the leak
tight integrity of the primary reactor
containment and systems and
components which penetrate the
containment. Option B, Section III.A
requires that the overall integrated leak
rate must not exceed the allowable
leakage (La) with margin, as specified in
the Technical Specifications (TS). The
overall integrated leak rate, as specified
in the 10 CFR Part 50, Appendix J
definitions, includes the contribution
from MSIV leakage. By letter dated
September 28, 1999, the licensee has
requested an exemption from Option B,
Section III.A, requirements to permit
exclusion of MSIV leakage from the
overall integrated leak rate test
measurement. Option B, Section III.B of
10 CFR Part 50, Appendix J requires that
the sum of the leakage rates of Type B
and Type C local leak rate tests be less
than the performance criterion (La) with
margin, as specified in the TS. The
licensee’s September 28, 1999 letter also
requests an exemption from this
requirement, to permit exclusion of the
MSIV contribution to the sum of the
Type B and Type C tests.

The above-cited requirements of
Appendix J require that MSIV leakage
measurements be grouped with the
leakage measurements of other
containment penetrations when
containment leakage tests are
performed. These requirements are
inconsistent with the design of the
Browns Ferry facilities and the
analytical models used to calculate the
radiological consequences of design
basis accidents. At Browns Ferry, and
similar facilities, the leakage from
primary containment penetrations,
under accident conditions, is collected
and treated by the secondary
containment system, or would bypass
the secondary containment. However,
the leakage from MSIVs is collected and
treated via an Alternative Leakage
Treatment (ALT) path having different
mitigation characteristics. In performing
accident analyses, it is appropriate to
group various leakage effluents
according to the treatment they receive
before being released to the
environment, i.e., bypass leakage is
grouped, leakage into secondary
containment is grouped, and ALT
leakage is grouped, with specific limits
for each group defined in the TS. The
proposed exemption would permit ALT
path leakage to be independently
grouped with its unique leakage limits.

Environmental Impacts of the Proposed
Action

The proposed action will not
significantly increase the probability or

consequences of accidents. The NRC
Staff has completed its evaluation of the
proposed action and finds that the
proposed exemption involves a slight
increase in the total amount of
radioactive effluent that may be released
off site in the event of a design basis
accident. However, the calculated doses
remain within the acceptance criteria of
10 CFR Part 100 and Standard Review
Plan Section 15 and there is no
significant increase in occupational or
public radiation exposure. The NRC
Staff thus concludes that granting the
proposed exemption would result in no
significant radiological environmental
impact.

The proposed action does not affect
non-radiological plant effluents or
historical sites, and has no other
environmental impact. Therefore there
are no significant non-radiological
impacts associated with the proposed
exemption.

Accordingly, the NRC concludes that
there are no significant environmental
impacts associated with the proposed
action.

Alternative to the Proposed Action

As an alternative to the proposed
action, the staff considered denial of the
proposed action (i.e., the “no action”
alternative). Denial of the exemption
would result in no change in current
environmental impacts. The
environmental impacts of the proposed
action and the alternative action are
similar.

Alternative Use of Resources

This action does not involve the use
of any resources not previously
considered in the Final Environmental
Statement dated September 1, 1972 for
BFN Units 2 and 3.

Agencies and Persons Consulted

In accordance with its stated policy,
on October 21, 1999, the NRC staff
consulted with the Alabama State
official, Mr. Kirk E. Whatley of the
Alabama Office of Radiation Control,
regarding the environmental impact of
the proposed action. Mr. Walter had no
comments.

Finding of No Significant Impact

On the basis of the environmental
assessment, the Commission concludes
that the proposed action will not have
a significant effect on the quality of the
human environment. Accordingly, the
Commission has determined not to
prepare an environmental impact
statement for the proposed action.

For further details with respect to this
action, see the licensee’s letter dated
September 28, 1999, which is available
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for public inspection at the
Commission’s Public Document Room,
the Gelman Building, 2120 L Street
NW., Washington, DC. Publicly
available records will be accessible
electronically from the ADAMS Public
Library component on the NRC Web
site, http://www.nrc.gov (the Electronic
Reading Room) and from the
Agencywide Documents Access and
Management System.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 22nd
day of February 2000.
For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
William O. Long,
Senior Project Manager, Section 2, Project
Directorate II, Division of Licensing Project
Management, Office of Nuclear Reactor
Regulation.

[FR Doc. 00-4758 Filed 2—28-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7590-01-P

OFFICE OF PERSONNEL
MANAGEMENT

Proposed Collection; Comment
Request for Reclearance of an Expiring
Information Collection: Reemployment
of Annuitants, 5 CFR 837.103

AGENCY: Office of Personnel
Management.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995
(Public Law 104-13, May 22, 1995), this
notice announces that the Office of
Personnel Management (OPM) intends
to submit to the Office of Management
and Budget a request for reclearance of
an information collection. Section
837.103 of Title 5, Code of Federal
Regulations, requires agencies to collect
information from retirees who become
employed in Government positions.
Agencies need to collect timely
information regarding the type and
amount of annuity being received so the
correct rate of pay can be determined.
Agencies provide this information to
OPM so a determination can be made
whether the reemployed retiree’s
annuity must be terminated.

Comments are particularly invited on:
Whether this collection of information
is necessary for the proper performance
of functions of the Office of Personnel
Management, and whether it will have
practical utility; whether our estimate of
the public burden of this collection of
information is accurate, and based on
valid assumptions and methodology;
and ways in which we can minimize the
burden of the collection of information
on those who are to respond, through
the use of appropriate technological

collection techniques or other forms of
information technology.

We estimate 3,000 reemployed
retirees are asked this information
annually. It takes each reemployed
retiree approximately 5 minute to
complete for an annual estimated
burden of 250 hours.

For copies of this proposal, contact
Mary Beth Smith-Toomey on (202) 606—
8358, or E-mail to mbtoomey@opm.gov.
DATES: Comments on this proposal
should be received on or before May 1,
2000.

ADDRESSES: Send or deliver comments
to Ronald W. Melton, Chief, Operations
Support Division, Retirement and
Insurance Service, U.S. Office of
Personnel Management, 1900 E Street,
NW, Room 3349, Washington, DC
20415-3540.

FOR INFORMATION REGARDING
ADMINISTRATIVE COORDINATION—CONTACT.:
Cyrus S. Benson, Sr. Management
Analyst, Budget & Administrative
Services Division, (202) 606—-0623.

U.S. Office of Personnel Management.
Janice R. Lachance,

Director.

[FR Doc. 00—-4687 Filed 2—28-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6325-01-P

OFFICE OF PERSONNEL
MANAGEMENT

[RI 92-22]

Submission for OMB Review:
Comment Request for Review of a
Revised Information Collection

AGENCY: Office of Personnel
Management.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 (Pub.
L. 104-13, May 22, 1995), this notice
announces that the Office of Personnel
Management (OPM) has submitted to
the Office of Management and Budget a
request for review of a revised
information collection. RI 92-22,
Annuity Supplement Earnings Report, is
used annually to obtain the amount of
personal earnings from annuity
supplement recipients to determine if
there should be a reduction in benefits
paid to the annuitant.

Approximately 180 RI 92-22 forms
are completed annually. Each form
requires approximately 15 minutes to
complete. The annual estimated burden
is 45 hours.

For copies of this proposal, contact
Mary Beth Smith-Toomey on (202) 606—
8358, or E-mail to mbtoomey@opm.gov.

DATES: Comments on this proposal
should be received on or before March
30, 2000.

ADDRESSES: Send or deliver comments

to—

Ronald W. Melton, Chief, Operations
Support Division, Retirement and
Insurance Service, U.S. Office of
Personnel Management, 1900 E Street,
NW, Room 3349, Washington, DC
20415

and

Joseph Lackey, OPM Desk Officer,
Office of Information & Regulatory
Affairs, Office of Management &
Budget, New Executive Office
Building, NW., Room 10235,
Washington, DC 20503

FOR INFORMATION REGARDING

ADMINISTRATIVE COORDINATION; CONTACT:

Donna G. Lease, Budget &

Administrative Services Division, (202)

606—0623.

Office of Personnel Management.

Janice R. Lachance,

Director.

[FR Doc. 00-4686 Filed 2—28—-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6325-01-P

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION

[File No. 1-8309]

Issuer Delisting; Notice of Application
To Withdraw From Listing and
Registration; (Price Communications
Corporation, Voting Common Stock,
$.01 Par Value, and Common Stock
Purchase Rights)

February 23, 2000.

Price Communications Corporation
(“Company”) has filed an application
with the Securities and Exchange
Commission (“Commission”), pursuant
to Section 12(d) of the Securities
Exchange Act of 1934 (“Act”)* and Rule
12d2-2(d) thereunder,? to withdraw the
securities specified above (“Securities”)
from listing and registration on the
American Stock Exchange LLC
(“Amex”).

In addition to being listed on the
Amex, the Securities recently became
listed on the New York Stock Exchange,
Inc. (“NYSE”), pursuant to a
Registration Statement on Form 8-A
filed with the Commission on February
8, 2000. Trading in the Company’s
Common Stock commenced on the
NYSE, and was simultaneously
suspended on the Amex, at the opening
of business on February 17, 2000.

115 U.S.C. 781(d).
217 CFR 240.12d2-2(d).
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