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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

present evidence and cross-examine
witnesses.

If a hearing is requested, the
Commission will make a final
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, located at One
White Flint North, 11555 Rockville Pike
(first floor), Rockville, Maryland, 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 George L. Edgar,
Esq., Morgan, Lewis and Bockius, 1800
M Street, NW., Washington, DC 20036—
5869, 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 10 CFR
2.714(d).

For further details with respect to this
action, see the application for
amendments dated June 19, 2001, which
is available for public inspection at the
Commission’s Public Document Room,
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
Systems (ADAMS) Public Electronic
Reading Room on the Internet at the
NRC Web site, http://www.nrc.gov/NRC/
ADAMS/index.html. If you do not have
access to ADAMS or if there are
problems in accessing the documents
located in ADAMS, contact the NRC
Public Document Room Reference staff

at 1-800—397—4209, 301-415—4737 or
by e-mail to pdr@nrc.gov.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 14th day
of August, 2001.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
David H. Jaffe,

Senior Project Manager, Section I, Project
Directorate IV, Division of Licensing Project
Management, Office of Nuclear Reactor
Regulation.

[FR Doc. 01-20888 Filed 8—17-01; 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 7590-01-P

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

Notice of Withdrawal of Proposed
Voluntary Industry Initiative Program

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission has issued this notice to
inform stakeholders that the
Commission has approved the
withdrawal of the proposed (Voluntary)
Industry Initiative Program and related
guidelines.

The decision to develop guidelines for
use of industry initiatives in the
regulatory process is an outgrowth of
the Commission’s Direction Setting
Initiative (DSI) 13, “ ‘The Role of
Industry (DSI-13)’ and Use of Industry
Initiatives” (SECY-97-303), dated
December 31, 1997, and the associated
SRM issued on April 16, 1998. SECY—
99-063, “The Use by Industry of
Voluntary Initiatives in the Regulatory
Process,” forwarded to the Commission
on March 2, 1999, proposed the
development of NRC guidelines for
crediting industry initiatives in lieu of
taking regulatory action. On May 27,
1999, the Commission issued an SRM
approving the staff’s recommendations
in SECY-99-063, and agreed that the
current regulatory framework does not
preclude voluntary industry initiatives.
The Commission also agreed that
existing regulatory processes can be
used to support implementation of
voluntary industry initiatives as long as
such initiatives will not be used in lieu
of regulatory action where a question of
adequate protection exists. The SRM
directed the staff to move forward,
working with the industry and other
stakeholders, in developing the
guidelines for using voluntary industry
initiatives.

In response to the staff requirements
memorandum (SRM) issued on June 28,
2000 to SECY-00-0116, “Industry
Initiatives in the Regulatory Process,”
the staff revised the proposed guidelines
to read as directed. These revised
“Proposed Guidelines for Including
Industry Initiatives in the Regulatory
Process” were published in the Federal
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Register on August 31, 2000. The
Commission also directed that the staff
should provide the final version of the
guidelines to the Commission for review
in the event significant negative public
comments were received on the
proposed guidelines.

On July 5, 2001, the staff issued
SECY-01-0121, “Industry Initiatives in
the Regulatory Process” http://
www.nrc.gov/NRC/COMMISSION/
SECYS/2001-0121scy.pdf to inform the
Commission of the public comments
received in response to the publication
of the proposed guidelines in the
Federal Register and the Staff’s
resulting reevaluation of the need for
those guidelines. Nearly all the
comments that were received from
stakeholder in response to the
publication of the proposed guidelines
in the Federal Register were negative.
The general comments were to the effect
that the formal process described in the
proposed guideline should not be
implemented. The specific comments
provided suggestions for improving the
proposed guideline, assuming it was
implemented. To address the specific
comments, the staff revised the
guidelines to incorporate some of the
suggested improvements within the
previous structure and framework. The
staff also evaluated whether a different
approach would be more effective in
resolving stakeholder comments and
achieving NRC goals. After carefully
considering both industry and public
stakeholder comments, and taking into
account the processes described in
SECY-99-143, “Revisions to Generic
Communication Program,” the staff
recommended to the Commission that
the proposed guidelines and the formal
process described therein are not
needed and that the existing regulatory
process, with some minor revisions, is
sufficient.

On August 2, 2001, the Commission
issued an SRM http://www.nrc.gov/
NRC/COMMISSION/SRM/2001-
0121srm.html approving the staff’s plan
to withdraw the proposal for
implementation of a new industry
initiative program and the related
guidelines, and to notify stakeholders of
this action.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 10th day
of August, 2001.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Patrick M. Madden,

Acting Chief, Operational Experience and
Non-Power Reactors Branch, Division of
Regulatory Improvement Programs, Office of
Nuclear Reactor Regulation.

[FR Doc. 01-20889 Filed 8-17-01; 8:45 am)]

BILLING CODE 7590-01-P

PEACE CORPS

Proposed Information Collection
Requests

AGENCY: Peace Corps.

ACTION: Notice of public use form
review request to the Office of
Management and Budget (Renewal of
OMB Control Number 0420-0005).

SUMMARY: Pursuant to the paperwork
Reduction Act of 1981 (44 USC, Chapter
35), the Peace Corps has submitted to
the Office of Management and Budget a
request for approval of information
collection, OMB Control Number 0420-
0005, the Peace Corps Volunteer
Application. This is a renewal of an
active OMB Control Number. The
purpose of this notice is to allow for
public comments on whether the
proposed collection of information is
necessary for the proper performance of
the functions of the Peace Corps,
including whether the information will
have practical use; the accuracy of the
agency’s estimate of the burden of the
proposed collections information,
including the validity of the
methodology and assumptions used;
ways to enhance the quality, utility and
the clarity of the information to be
collected; and, ways to minimize the
burden of the collection of information
on those who are to respond, including
through the use of automated collection
techniques, when appropriate, and other
forms of information technology.

A copy of the proposed information
collection form may be obtained from
Ms. DeDe Dunevant, Office of
Communications, Peace Corps, 1111
20th Street, NW, Room 8407,
Washington, DC 20526. Ms. Dunevant
can be contacted by telephone at 202—
692—-2205 or 800—424-8580 ext 2205.
Comments on the form should also be
addressed to the attention of Ms.
Dunevant and should be received on or
before October 19, 2001.

Information Collection Abstract

Title: Peace Corps Volunteer
Application Form.

Need for and Use of This Information:
This form is completed voluntarily by
potential Peace Corps Volunteers in
order to identify prospective applicants
and process the applicants for Volunteer
service. This information, which is
gathered by paper copy and electronic
on-line version, is used to determine
qualifications and potential for
placement of applicants, in fulfillment
of the first goal of the Peace Corps as
required by Congressional legislation
and to enhance the Peace Corps
Volunteer process.

Respondents: Potential Peace Corps
Volunteers.

Respondent’s Obligation to Reply:
Voluntary.

Burden on the Public

a. Annual reporting burden: 240,000
hours.

b. Annual record keeping burden: 0
hours.

c. Estimated average burden per
response: 8 hours.

d. Frequency of response: One time.

e. Estimated number of likely
respondents: 30,000.

f. Estimated cost to respondents:
$102.72.

This notice is issued in Washington, DC on
August 10, 2001,
Doug Warnecke,

Acting, Chief Information Officer and
Associate Director for Management.

[FR Doc. 01-20915 Filed 8-17—01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6051-01-M

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION

[Release No. 34-44694; File No. S7-24-89]

Joint Industry Plan; Solicitation of
Comments and Order Approving
Request to Extend Temporary
Effectiveness of Reporting Plan for
Nasdag/National Market Securities
Traded on an Exchange on an Unlisted
or Listed Basis, Submitted by the
National Association of Securities
Dealers, Inc., the Pacific Exchange,
Inc., and the Boston, Chicago,
Philadelphia, and Cincinnati Stock
Exchanges

August 14, 2001.

1. Introduction

On August 14, 2001, the Cincinnati
Stock Exchange, Inc. (“CSE”’) on behalf
of itself and the National Association of
Securities Dealers, Inc. (“NASD”), the
Boston Stock Exchange, Inc. (“BSE”),
the Chicago Stock Exchange, Inc.
(“CHX”), Pacific Exchange, Inc.
(“PCX”), and the Philadelphia Stock
Exchange, Inc. (“Phlx”’) (hereinafter
referred to as the ‘“Participants™)?
submitted to the Securities and
Exchange Commission (“Commission”
or “SEC”) a proposal to extend the

1The CSE was elected as chair of the Operating
Committee for the Joint Self-Regulatory
Organization Plan Governing the Collection,
Consolidation and Dissemination of Quotation and
Transaction Information for Exchange-Listed
Nasdaq/National Market System Securities and for
Nasdaq/National Market System Securities Traded
on Exchanges on an Unlisted Trading Privileges
Basis (“Plan”’) by the Participants.
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