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Estimated Total Burden Cost: 0.
Type of Review: Extension.
Agency: Employment Standards

Administration.
Title: Report of Construction

Contractor’s Wage Rates.
OMB Number: 1215–0046.
Agency Number: WD–10.
Affected Public: Businesses or other

for-profit.
Total Respondents: 37,500.
Frequency: On occasion.
Total Responses: 75,000.
Average Time per Response: 20

minutes.
Estimated Total Burden Hours:

25,000.
Estimated Total Burden Cost: 0.
Type of Review: Extension.
Agency: Employment Standards

Administration.
Title: 29 CFR Part 285—The Family

and Medical Leave Act of 1993.
OMB Number: 1215–0181.
Agency Number: WH–380 and WH–

381.
Recordkeeping: 3 years.
Affected Public: Individuals or

households, Businesses or other For-
Profit, Not-for-profit institutions, Farms,
State, local or Tribal Government.

Total Respondents: 3.9 million.
Frequency: Recordkeeping; Reporting

On occasion.
Total Responses: 9.1425 million.
Average Time per Response: 10

minutes.
Estimated Total Burden Hours:

645,625.
Estimated Total Burden Cost: $0.
Type of Review: Extension.
Agency: Employment Standards

Administration.
Title: Notice of Recurrance of

Disability and Claim for Continuation of
Pay/Compensation.

OMB Number: 1215–0167.
Agency Number: CA–2a.
Affected Public: Individuals or

households.
Total Respondents: 550.
Frequency: Once per recurrance of

injury.
Total Responses: 550.
Average Time per Response: 30

minutes.
Estimated Total Burden Hours: 275.
Estimated Total Burden Cost: $176.
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: February 23, 1996.
Cecily A. Rayburn,
Chief, Division of Financial Management,
Office of Management, Administration and
Planning, Employment Standards
Administration.
[FR Doc. 96–4614 Filed 2–28–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4510–27–M

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

Documents Containing Reporting or
Recordkeeping Requirements: Office
of Management and Budget (OMB)
Review

AGENCY: U. S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (NRC).
ACTION: Notice of the OMB review of
information collection and solicitation
of public comment. The NRC hereby
informs potential respondents that an
agency may not conduct or sponsor, and
that a person is not required to respond
to, a collection of information unless it
displays a currently valid OMB control
number.

SUMMARY: The NRC has recently
submitted to OMB for review the
following proposal for the collection of
information under the provisions of the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 (44
U.S.C. Chapter 35).

1. Type of submission, new, revision,
or extension: Extension.

2. The title of the information
collection: 10 CFR Part 36, Licenses and
Radiation Safety Requirements for
Irradiators.

3. The form number if applicable: Not
applicable .

4. How often the collection is
required: There is a one-time submittal
of information to receive a license. Once
a specific license has been issued, there
is a 5-year resubmittal of the
information for renewal of the license.
In addition, recordkeeping must be
performed on an on-going basis, and
reports of accidents and other abnormal
events must be reported on an as-
necessary basis.

5. Who will be required or asked to
report: All irradiators licensed by NRC
or an Agreement State

6. An estimate of the number of
responses: 15 reports per year.

7. The estimated number of annual
respondents: 60 NRC licensees and 120
Agreement State licensees

8. An estimate of the total number of
hours needed annually to complete the
requirement or request: 84,030 hours
(1500 hours for reporting requirements
and 82,530 hours for recordkeeping
requirements)

9. An indication of whether Section
3507(d), Pub. L. 104–13 applies: Not
applicable.

10. Abstract: 10 CFR Part 36 contains
mandatory requirements for the
issuance of a license authorizing the use
of sealed sources containing radioactive
materials in irradiators used to irradiate
objects or materials for a variety of
purposes in research, industry, and
other fields. The subparts cover specific
requirements for obtaining a license or
license exemption; design and
performance criteria for irradiators; and
radiation safety requirements for
operating irradiators, including
requirements for operator training,
written operating and emergency
procedures, personnel monitoring,
radiation surveys, inspection, and
maintenance. 10 CFR Part 36 also
contains the recordkeeping and
reporting requirements that are
necessary to ensure that the irradiator is
being safely operated so that it poses no
danger to the health and safety of the
general public and the irradiator
employees.

A copy of the submittal may be
viewed free of charge at the NRC Public
Document Room, 2120 L Street, NW
(Lower Level), Washington, DC.
Members of the public who are in the
Washington, DC, area can access the
submittal via modem on the Public
Document Room Bulletin Board (NRC’s
Advance Copy Document Library) NRC
subsystem at FedWorld, 703–321–3339.
Members of the public who are located
outside of the Washington, DC, area can
dial FedWorld, 1–800–303–9672, or use
the FedWorld Internet address:
fedworld.gov (Telnet). The document
will be available on the bulletin board
for 30 days after the signature date of
this notice. If assistance is needed in
accessing the document, please contact
the FedWorld help desk at 703–487–
4608. Comments and questions should
be directed to the OMB reviewer by
April 1, 1996: Troy Hillier, Office of
Information and Regulatory Affairs
(3150–0158), NEOB–10202, Office of
Management and Budget, Washington,
DC 20503.

Comments can also be submitted by
telephone at (202) 395–3084.

The NRC Clearance Officer is Brenda
Jo. Shelton, (301) 415–7233.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 21st day
of February 1996.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Gerald F. Cranford,
Designated Senior Official for Information
Resources Management.
[FR Doc. 96–4681 Filed 2–28–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7590–01–P
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[Docket No. 50–440]

The Cleveland Electric Illuminating
Company, Et Al.; 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–
58, issued to The Cleveland Electric
Illuminating Company, et al. (the
licensee), for operation of the Perry
Nuclear Power Plant, Unit 1, located in
Lake County, Ohio.

The proposed amendment would
revise the Technical Specifications (TS)
to allow one main steam line’s leakage
rate to be as high as 35 standard cubic
feet per hour (scfh) as long as the total
leakage rate through all four main steam
lines does not exceed 100 scfh until the
end of Operating Cycle 6.

The need for a change to the main
steam line leakage rate limits became
apparent on February 11, 1996, during
surveillance testing of the main steam
lines. The ‘‘C’’ main steam line was
found to exceed the TS limit of 25 scfh
by 3.1 scfh. However, the total of all
four main steam lines was less than 100
scfh. Repair of the responsible valve to
reduce the leakage below 25 scfh would
provide no significant benefit to safety,
while involving an estimated 2 person-
REM of radiation exposure and an
estimated 2200 person-hours of work.
Plant startup from the current refueling
outage is scheduled for March 27, 1996.
Therefore, the license amendment is
needed prior to that date to avoid
delaying plant startup. The request was
submitted in a timely fashion since
discovery that the ‘‘C’’ main steam line
exceeded the leakage rate limits, and the
circumstances could not have been
avoided.

Pursuant to 10 CFR 50.91(a)(6) for
amendments to be granted under
exigent circumstances, the NRC staff
must determine 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, which is
presented below:

1. The proposed change does not involve
a significant increase in the probability or
consequences of an accident previously
evaluated. The proposed TS change requests
a relaxation of the leakage rate requirements
for one main steam line while preserving the
overall leakage rate limit for the main steam
line penetrations. The proposed leakage rate
limit is well below any steam line leakage
rate that is used as an accident assumption,
and the proposed change would not increase
the probability that a steam line rupture
would occur. Therefore, the probability of an
accident previously evaluated has not
changed. In addition, the proposed overall
leakage rate limit is the leakage rate limit
used in the accident analysis, and that limit
is not being changed by this proposal.
Therefore, the proposed change does not
increase the consequences of an accident
previously evaluated.

2. The proposed change would not create
the possibility of a new or different kind of
accident from any previously evaluated. The
proposed change increases the allowable
leakage rate for one main steam line, without
changing the combined leakage rate for the
four main steam lines. This request does not
change the method for operation of the plant.
Thus the requested change cannot create the
possibility of a new or different kind of
accident from any previously evaluated.

3. The proposed change will not involve a
significant reduction in the margin of safety.
The proposed change does not revise the
overall leakage rate permitted in the present
Specifications for leakage through the main
steam lines. An increase in the leakage rate
of any one main steam line is not considered
in any accident analysis. It is the combined
main steam line penetration leakage rate that
is assumed in the accident analysis. Thus,
since this assumed leakage rate is not being
revised, the proposed change does not
involve a significant reduction in the margin
of safety.

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 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 15 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 15-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
15-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. The Commission expects
that the need to take this action will
occur very infrequently.

Written comments may be submitted
by mail to the Rules Review and
Directives Branch, Division of Freedom
of Information and Publications
Services, Office of Administration, U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, DC 20555, and should cite
the publication date and page number of
this Federal Register notice. Written
comments may also be delivered to
Room 6D22, 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 April 1, 1996, 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 at the local public
document room located at the Perry
Public Library, 3753 Main Street, Perry,
Ohio. 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
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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 a 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 the amendment is issued before the
expiration of the 30-day hearing period,
the Commission will make a final
determination on the issue of no
significant hazards consideration. If a
hearing is requested, 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, Attention:
Docketing and Services Branch, or may
be delivered to the Commission’s Public
Document Room, the Gelman Building,
2120 L Street, NW., Washington, DC, by
the above date. Where petitions are filed
during the last 10 days of the notice
period, it is requested that the petitioner
promptly so inform the Commission by
a toll-free telephone call to Western
Union at 1–(800) 248–5100 (in Missouri
1–(800) 342–6700). The Western Union
operator should be given Datagram
Identification Number N1023 and the
following message addressed to Gail H.
Marcus: petitioner’s name and
telephone number, date petition was
mailed, plant name, and publication
date and page number of this Federal
Register notice. A copy of the petition
should also be sent to the Office of the
General Counsel, U.S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, Washington,
DC 20555, and to Jay E. Silberg, Shaw,
Pittman, Potts & Trowbridge, 2300 N
Street, NW., Washington, DC 20037,
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 February 17, 1996,
which is available for public inspection
at the Commission’s Public Document
Room, the Gelman Building, 2120 L
Street, NW., Washington, DC, and at the
local public document room, located at
the Perry Public Library, 3753 Main
Street, Perry, Ohio.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 23rd day
of February 1996.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Jon B. Hopkins,
Senior Project Manager, Project Directorate
III–3, Division of Reactor Projects–III/IV,
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation.
[FR Doc. 96–4684 Filed 2–28–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7590–01–P

[Docket No. 50–309]

Maine Yankee Atomic Power Company,
Maine Yankee Atomic Power Station;
Environmental Assessment and
Finding of No Significant Impact

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (the Commission) is
considering issuance of an amendment
to Facility Operating License No. DPR–
36, issued to Maine Yankee Atomic
Power Company (the licensee), for
operation of Maine Yankee Atomic
Power Station, located in Lincoln
County, Maine.

Environmental Assessment

Identification of the Proposed Action

The proposed amendment would
allow the use of fuel having an initial
composition of natural or slightly
enriched uranium dioxide as fuel
material, consistent with the limitation
of NUREG–1432, ‘‘Standard Technical
Specifications for Combustion
Engineering Plants.’’ Currently, Maine
Yankee Technical Specification (TS)
1.3.A, Reactor Core, specifies ‘‘The
maximum as-fabricated radially-
averaged enrichment of any axial
enrichment zone within a fuel assembly
shall be 3.95 weight percent U–235.’’
The proposed action is in accordance
with the licensee’s application for
amendment dated August 30, 1995, as
supplemented by letter dated January
15, 1996.

The Need for the Proposed Action

The proposed amendment is needed
so that the licensee may use fuel having
a higher enrichment than currently
allowed by its license. Higher
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