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paperwork and respondent burden, the
National Science Foundation (NSF) is
inviting the general public and other
Federal agencies to comment on this
proposed continuing information
collection. This is the second notice for
public comment, the first was published
in the Federal Register at 62 FR 18818–
18819, April 17, 1997 and no comments
were received. NSF is forwarding the
proposed renewal submission to OMB
for clearance simultaneously with the
publication of this second notice.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Gail A. McHenry, NSF Reports
Clearance Officer, on (703) 306–1125
x2010 or send e-mail to
gmchenry@nsf.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

1. Abstract. The current National
Science Foundation Applicant Survey
has been in use for 3 years. Data were
collected from applicant pools to
examine the racial/sexual/disability
composition and to determine the
source of information about NSF
vacancies. Use of the information:
Analysis of the applicant pools is
necessary to determine if NSF’s targeted
recruitment efforts are reaching groups
that are underrepresented in the
Agency’s workforce and/or to defend
the Foundation’s practices in
discrimination cases.

2. Expected Respondents. NSF
anticipates that about 5,000 applicants
for NSF positions will complete the
survey in the course of one year.

3. Burden on the Public. The
Foundation estimates a total annual
reporting and recordkeeping burden of 3
minutes. It is anticipated that this will
result in a total of 250 hours annually.
The calculation is: 3 minutes × 5,000 =
15,000 minutes/60 = 250 hours.

Comments Requested

Date: The Office of Management and
Budget (OMB) should receive written
comments on or before August 14, 1997.

Address: Submit comments to Office
of Information and Regulatory Affairs of
OMB, Attention: Desk Officer for
National Science Foundation, 725 17th
Street, N.W., Room 10235, Washington,
D.C. 20503, Please include OMB Control
No. 3145–0096 in any correspondence.

Special Areas for Review: NSF
especially requests comments on:

(a) Whether the proposed collection of
information is necessary for the proper
performance of the functions of the
Agency, including whether the
information shall have practical utility;

(b) The accuracy of the Agency’s
estimate of the burden of the proposed
collection of information;

(c) Ways to enhance the quality,
utility, and clarity of the information to
be collected; and

(d) Ways to minimize the burden of
the collection of information on those
who are to respond, including through
the use of appropriate automated,
electronic, mechanical, or other
technological collection techniques, e.g.,
permitting electronic submission of
responses.

Dated: July 9, 1997.
Gail A. McHenry,
NSF Reports Clearance Officer.
[FR Doc. 97–18532 Filed 7–14–97; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7555–01–M

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[Docket Nos. 50–369 and 50–370]

Duke Power Company; Notice of
Consideration of Issuance of
Amendments to Facility Operating
Licenses and Opportunity for a
Hearing

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (the Commission) is
considering issuance of amendments to
Facility Operating License Nos. NPF–9
and NPF–17 issued to the Duke Power
Company (DPC or the licensee) for
operation of the McGuire Nuclear
Station, Units 1 and 2, located in
Mecklenburg County, North Carolina.

The proposed amendments, requested
by the licensee in a letter dated May 27,
1997, would represent a full conversion
from the current Technical
Specifications (TSs) to a set of TSs
based on NUREG–1431, Revision 1,
‘‘Standard Technical Specifications—
Westinghouse Plants,’’ dated April
1995. NUREG–1431 has been developed
through working groups composed of
both NRC staff members and industry
representatives and has been endorsed
by the staff as part of an industry-wide
initiative to standardize and improve
TSs. As part of this submittal, 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 current McGuire TSs, and, using
NUREG–1431 as a basis, developed a
proposed set of improved TSs for
McGuire. The criteria in the Final Policy
Statement were subsequently added to
10 CFR 50.36, ‘‘Technical
Specifications,’’ in a rule change, which
was published in the Federal Register

on July 19, 1995 (60 FR 36953) and
became effective on August 18, 1995.

The licensee has categorized the
proposed changes to the existing TSs
into five general groupings. These
groupings are characterized as
administrative changes, relocated
changes, more restrictive changes, less
restrictive changes, and removed detail
changes.

Administrative changes are those that
involve restructuring, renumbering,
rewording, interpretation, and complex
rearranging of requirements and other
changes not affecting technical content
or substantially revising an operational
requirement. The reformatting,
renumbering, and rewording process
reflects the attributes of NUREG–1431
and do not involve technical changes to
the existing TSs. The proposed changes
include: (a) Providing the appropriate
numbers, etc., for NUREG–1431
bracketed information (information
which must be supplied on a plant-
specific basis, and which may change
from plant to plant), (b) identifying
plant-specific wording for system
names, etc., and (c) changing NUREG–
1431 section wording to conform to
existing licensee practices. Such
changes are administrative in nature
and do not impact initiators of analyzed
events or assumed mitigation of
accident or transient events.

More restrictive changes are those
involving more stringent requirements
for operation of the facility or eliminate
existing flexibility. These more stringent
requirements do not result in operation
that will alter assumptions relative to
mitigation of an accident or transient
event. The more restrictive requirements
will not alter the operation of process
variables, structures, systems and
components described in the safety
analyses. For each requirement in the
current McGuire TSs that is more
restrictive than the corresponding
requirement in NUREG–1431, which the
licensee proposes to retain in the
improved Technical Specifications
(ITSs), the licensee has provided an
explanation of why they have
concluded that retaining the more
restrictive requirement is desirable to
ensure safe operation of the facilities
because of specific design features of the
plant.

Less restrictive changes are those
where current requirements are relaxed
or eliminated, or new flexibility is
provided. The more significant ‘‘less
restrictive’’ requirements are justified on
a case-by-case basis. When requirements
have been shown to provide little or no
safety benefit, their removal from the
TSs may be appropriate. In most cases,
relaxations previously granted to
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individual plants on a plant-specific
basis were the result of (a) generic NRC
actions, (b) new NRC staff positions that
have evolved from technological
advancements and operating
experience, or (c) resolution of the
Owners Groups’ comments on the ITSs.
Generic relaxations contained in
NUREG–1431 were reviewed by the staff
and found to be acceptable because they
are consistent with current licensing
practices and NRC regulations. The
licensee’s design will be reviewed to
determine if the specific design basis
and licensing basis are consistent with
the technical basis for the model
requirements in NUREG–1431 and,
thus, provides a basis for these revised
TSs or if relaxation of the requirements
in the current TSs is warranted based on
the justification provided by the
licensee.

Removed detail changes move details
from the current TSs to a licensee-
controlled document. The details being
removed from the current TSs are not
considered to be initiators of any
analyzed events and are not considered
to mitigate accidents or transients.
Therefore, the relocations do not
involve a significant increase in the
probability or consequences of an
accident previously evaluated. Moving
some details to a licensee-controlled
document will not involve a significant
change in design or operation of the
plant and no hardware is being added
to the plant as part of the proposed
changes to the current TSs. The changes
will not alter assumptions made in the
safety analysis and licensing basis.
Therefore, the changes will not create
the possibility of a new or different kind
of accident from any accident
previously evaluated. The changes do
not reduce the margin of safety since
they have no impact on any safety
analysis assumptions. In addition, the
details to be moved from the current
TSs to a licensee-controlled document
are the same as the existing TSs.

Relocated changes are those involving
relocation of requirements and
surveillances for structures, systems,
components, or variables that do not
meet the criteria for inclusion in the
TSs. Relocated changes are those
current TS requirements which do not
satisfy or fall within any of the four
criteria specified in the Commission’s
policy statement and may be relocated
to appropriate licensee-controlled
documents.

The licensee’s application of the
screening criteria is described in that
portion of its May 27, 1997, application
titled ‘‘Application of Selection Criteria
to the McGuire Units 1 and 2 Technical
Specifications’’ in Volume 1 of the

submittal. The affected structures,
systems, components, or variables are
not assumed to be initiators of analyzed
events and are not assumed to mitigate
accident or transient events. The
requirements and surveillances for these
affected structures, systems,
components, or variables will be
relocated from the TSs to
administratively controlled documents
such as the Updated Final Safety
Analysis Report (UFSAR), the TS Bases,
the Selected Licensee Commitments
manual, or plant procedures and
licensee-controlled programs. Changes
made to these documents will be made
pursuant to 10 CFR 50.59 or other
appropriate control mechanisms. In
addition, the affected structures,
systems, components, or variables are
addressed in existing surveillance
procedures which are also subject to 10
CFR 50.59. These proposed changes will
not impose or eliminate any
requirements.

Before issuance of the proposed
license amendments, the Commission
will have made findings required by the
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended
(the Act) and the Commission’s
regulations.

By August 14, 1997, 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 J. Murrey
Atkins Library, University of North
Carolina at Charlotte, 9201 University
City Boulevard, North Carolina. 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
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present evidence and cross-examine
witnesses.

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, the Gelman
Building, 2120 L Street, NW.,
Washington, DC, 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.
Albert Carr, Duke Power Company, 422
South Church Street, Charlotte, North
Carolina 28242.

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).

If a request for a hearing is received,
the Commission’s staff may issue the
amendment after it completes its
technical review and prior to the
completion of any required hearing if it
publishes a further notice for public
comment of its proposed finding of no
significant hazards consideration in
accordance with 10 CFR 50.91 and
50.92.

For further details with respect to this
action, see the application for
amendments dated May 27, 1997, 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 J.
Murrey Atkins Library, University of
North Carolina at Charlotte, 9201
University City Boulevard, North
Carolina.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 8th day
of July 1997.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.

Herbert N. Berkow,
Director, Project Directorate II–2, Division of
Reactor Projects—I/II, Office of Nuclear
Reactor Regulation.
[FR Doc. 97–18512 Filed 7–14–97; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 7590–01–P

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

Draft Regulatory Guides, Standard
Review Plans and NUREG Document in
Support of Risk-Informed Regulation
for Power Reactors

AGENCY: Nuclear Regulatory
Commission.
ACTION: Notice of public workshop
meeting.

SUMMARY: On June 25, 1997, the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission published a
Federal Register Notice (FR 34321 Vol.
62, Number 122), ‘‘Use of PRA in Plant
Specific Reactor Regulatory Activities:
Proposed Regulatory Guides, Standard
Review Plan Sections, and Supporting
NUREG.’’ This Federal Register Notice
announced the availability of four draft
regulatory guides, three draft Standard
Review Plan Sections, and a draft
NUREG document for public comment.
These issuances follow the publication
of the Commission’s August 16, 1995
(60 FR 42622) Policy Statement on the
Use of PRA Methods in Nuclear
Regulatory Activities. The NRC
developed these draft guidance
documents for power reactor licensees
to describe acceptable methods for using
probabilistic risk assessment (PRA)
information and insights in support of
plant-specific applications to change the
current licensing basis (CLB). The use of
such PRA information and guidance is
voluntary. A public workshop on the
staff developed guidance will be held in
Rockville, MD., August 11 through
August 13, 1997, at the Doubletree
Hotel.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
following documents are available for
inspection and copying for a fee at the
NRC Public Document Room, 2120 L
Street N.W. (Lower Level), Washington
D.C. 20555–0001. A free single copy of
each document, to the extent of supply,
may be requested by writing to
Distribution Services, Printing and Mail
Services Branch, Office of
Administration, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Washington, DC 20555–
0001: Draft Regulatory Guide DG–
1061—General Guidance, Draft
Regulatory Guide DG–1062—IST, Draft
Regulatory Guide DG–1064—Graded
QA, Draft Regulatory Guide DG–1065—
Technical Specifications, Draft Standard
Review Plan—General Guidance, Draft
Standard Review Plan—IST, Draft
Standard Review Plan—Technical
Specifications, and Draft NUREG–1602,
Use of PRA in Risk-Informed
Applications.

Electronic copies of the draft
document are also accessible on the

NRC’s Interactive Rulemaking Website
through the NRC home page (http://
www.nrc.gov). This site provides the
same access as the FedWorld bulletin
board, including the facility to upload
comments as files (any format), if your
web browser supports the function. For
more information on the NRC bulletin
boards call Mr. Arthur Davis, Systems
Integration and Development Branch,
NRC, Washington, D.C. 20555–0001,
telephone (301) 415–5780; e-mail
axd3@nrc.gov. For further information
about the Interactive Rulemaking
Website, contact Ms. Carol Gallagher,
(301) 415-5905; e-mail cag@nrc.gov.

The NRC subsystems on FedWorld
can be accessed directly by dialing the
toll free number: 1–800–303–9672.
Communication software parameters
should be set as follows: parity to none,
data bits to 8, and stop bits to 1 (N,8,1).
Using ANSI or VT–100 terminal
emulation, the NRC NUREGs and Reg
Guides for Comment subsystem can
then be accessed by selecting the ‘‘Rule
Menu’’ option from the ‘‘NRC Main
Menu.’’ For further information about
options available for NRC at FedWorld,
consult the ‘‘Help/Information Center’’
from the ‘‘NRC Main Menu.’’ Users will
find the FedWorld online ‘‘User’s
Guides’’ particularly helpful. Many NRC
subsystems and databases also have a
‘‘Help/Information Center’’ option that
is tailored to the particular subsystem.

The NRC subsystem on FedWorld can
also be accessed by a direct dial phone
number for the main FedWorld BBS,
703–321–3339, or by using Telnet via
Internet, fedworld.gov. If using 703–
321–3339 to contact FedWorld, the NRC
subsystem will be accessed from the
main FedWorld menu by selecting the
‘‘Regulatory, Government
Administration and State Systems,’’
then selecting ‘‘Regulatory, information
Mall.’’ At that point, a menu will be
displayed that has an option ‘‘U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission’’ that
will take you to the NRC Online main
menu. The NRC Online area also can be
accessed directly by typing ‘‘/go nrc’’ at
a FedWorld command line. If you access
NRC from FedWorld’s main menu, you
will return to FedWorld by selecting the
‘‘Return to FedWorld’’ option from the
NRC Online Main Menu. However, if
you access NRC at FedWorld by using
NRC’s toll-free number, you will have
full access to all NRC systems but you
will not have access to the main
FedWorld system.

If you contact FedWorld using Telnet,
you will see the NRC area and menus,
including the Rules menu. Although
you will be able to download
documents and leave messages, you will
not be able to write comments or upload
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