
79907Federal Register / Vol. 65, No. 245 / Wednesday, December 20, 2000 / Notices

the collection of information unless it
displays a currently valid OMB control
number.

Title: Survey of Doctoral Recipients.
OMB Control Number: 3145–0020.
Summary of Collection: The Bureau of

the Census will conduct this study again
for NSF in 2001. The Bureau conducted
the 1999 survey. National Research
Council (NRC) conducted the survey
from 1973 through 1995, and the
National Opinion Research Center
(NORC) conducted the 1997 survey.
Questionnaires will be mailed in April
16, 2001 and nonrespondents to the
mail questionnaire will receive
computer assisted telephone
interviewing. The survey will be
collected in conformance with the
Privacy Act of 1974 and the individual’s
response to the survey is voluntary. The
first Federal Register notice for this
survey was 65 FR 55056, published
September 12, 2000, and no comments
were received.

Need and Use of the Information: The
purpose of this longitudinal study is to
provide national estimates of the
doctorate level science and engineering
workforce and changes in employment,
education and demographic
characteristics. The study is one of the
three components of the Scientists and
Engineers Statistical Data System
(SESTAT). NSF uses this information to
prepare Congressionally mandated
reports such as Science and Engineering
Indicators and Women, Minorities and
Persons with Disabilities in Science and
Engineering. A public release file of
collected data, edited to protect
respondent confidentiality, will be
made available to researchers on CD–
ROM and on the World Wide Web.

Description of Respondents:
Individuals.

Number of Respondents: 34,000.
Frequency of Responses: Biennial

reporting.
Total Burden Hours: 14,167.
Dated: December 14, 2000.

Suzanne H. Plimpton,
Reports Clearance Officer, National Science
Foundation.
[FR Doc. 00–32327 Filed 12–19–00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7555–01–M

NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION

Notice of Permit Applications Received
Under the Antarctic Conservation Act
of 1978 (P.L. 95–541)

AGENCY: National Science Foundation.
ACTION: Notice of permit applications
received under the Antarctic
Conservation Act of 1978, Pub. Law 95–
541.

SUMMARY: The National Science
Foundation (NSF) is required to publish
notice of permit applications received to
conduct activities regulated under the
Antarctic Conservation Act of 1978.
NSF has published regulations under
the Antarctic Conservation Act at Title
45 Part 670 of the Code of Federal
Regulations. This is the required notice
of permit applications received.
DATES: Interested parties are invited to
submit written data, comments, or
views with respect to this permit
application by January 18, 2001. Permit
applications may be inspected by
interested parties at the Permit Office,
address below.
ADDRESSES: Comments should be
addressed to Permit Office, Room 755,
Office of Polar Programs, National
Science Foundation, 4201 Wilson
Boulevard, Arlington, Virginia 22230.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Nadene G. Kennedy at the above
address or (703) 292–7405.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
National Science Foundation, as
directed by the Antarctic Conservation
Act of 1978 (Public Law 95–541), has
developed regulations that implement
the ‘‘Agreed Measures for the
Conservation of Antarctic Fauna and
Flora’’ for all United States citizens. The
Agreed Measures, developed by the
Antarctic Treaty Consultative Parties,
recommended establishment of a permit
system for various activities in
Antarctica and designation of certain
animals and certain geographic areas as
requiring special protection. The
regulations establish such a permit
system to designate Specially Protected
Areas and Sites of Special Scientific
Interest.

The applications received are as
follows:

Permit Application No. 2001–024
Applicant: Raymond V. Arnaudo,

Department of State, OES/OA, Room
5805, 2201 C Street, NW., Washington,
DC 20520–7818.

Activity for Which Permit is
Requested: Enter Antarctic Specially
Protected Areas. The applicant proposes
to conduct inspections of several
Antarctic Peninsula Antarctic Specially
Protected Areas, as provided for in
Article VII(1) of the Antarctic Treaty,
during the February 2001 cruise of the
LAURENCE M. GOULD. The applicant
proposes to inspect the following sites
on an opportunity basis: Litchfield
Island (ASPA 113); Biscoe Point, Anvers
Island (ASPA 139); Western Shore of
Admiralty Bay (ASPA 128); Shores of
Port Foster, Deception Island (ASPA
140); Potter Peninsula, King George

Island (ASPA 132); and, Ardley Island
(ASPA 150). Access to the sites will be
by zodiac.

Location: Litchfield Island (ASPA
113); Biscoe Point, Anvers Island (ASPA
139); Western Shore of Admiralty Bay
(ASPA 128); Shores of Port Foster,
Deception Island (ASPA 140); Potter
Peninsula, King George Island (ASPA
132); and, Ardley Island (ASPA 150).

Dates: February 4, 2001 to March 4,
2001.

Nadene G. Kennedy,
Permit Officer, Office of Polar Programs.
[FR Doc. 00–32326 Filed 12–19–00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7555–01–M

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[Docket Nos. 50–348 and 50–364]

Southern Nuclear Operating Company,
Inc.; Alabama Power Company;
Joseph M. Farley Nuclear Plant, Units
1 and 2; 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 Nos. NPF–
2 and NPF–8 issued to Southern
Nuclear Operating Company, Inc, (the
licensee) for operation of Farley Nuclear
Plant, Units 1 and 2, located in Houston
County, Alabama.

The proposed amendment would
revise Technical Specification 5.5.14,
‘‘Technical Specification (TS) Bases
Control Program,’’ to be consistent with
the changes to 10 CFR 50.59 as
published in the Federal Register
(Volume 64, Number 19 1) on October
4, 1999. This change incorporates
Nuclear Energy Institute Technical
Specification Task Force (TSTF)
Standard TS Change Traveler, TSTF–
364 Revision 0, ‘‘Revision to TS Bases
Control Program to Incorporate Changes
to 10 CFR 50.59.’’

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 Commission has made a
proposed determination 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
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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. Does the change involve a significant
increase in the probability or consequences
of an accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change deletes the reference
to unreviewed safety question as defined in
10 CFR 50.59. Deletion of the definition of
unreviewed safety question was approved by
the NRC with the revision of 10 CFR 50.59.
Consequently, the probability of an accident
previously evaluated is not significantly
increased. Changes to the TS Bases are still
evaluated in accordance with 10 CFR 50.59.
As a result, the consequences of any accident
previously evaluated are not significantly
affected. Therefore, this change does not
involve a significant increase in the
probability or consequences of an accident
previously evaluated.

2. Does the change create the possibility of
a new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously analyzed?

The proposed change does not involve a
physical alteration of the plant (no new or
different type of equipment will be installed)
or a change in the methods governing normal
plant operation. Therefore, this change does
not create the possibility of a new or different
kind of accident from any accident
previously evaluated.

3. Does the change involve a significant
reduction in a margin of safety?

The proposed change will not reduce a
margin of safety because it has no direct
effect on any safety analyses assumptions.
Changes to the TS Bases that result in
meeting the criteria in paragraph 10 CFR
50.59(c)(2) will still require NRC approval
pursuant to 10 CFR 50.59. This change is
administrative in nature based on the
revision to 10 CFR 50.59. Therefore the
proposed change does not involve a
significant reduction in a margin of safety.

Based on the previous information, the
proposed changes do not involve a
significant hazards consideration as defined
in 10 CFR 50.92.

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 30 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 30-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
30-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 and provide for opportunity
for a hearing after issuance. The
Commission expects that the need to
take this action will occur very
infrequently.

Written comments may be submitted
by mail to the Chief, Rules and
Directives Branch, Division of
Administrative Services, Office of
Administration, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Washington, DC 20555–
0001, and should cite the publication
date and page number of this Federal
Register notice. Written comments may
also be delivered to Room 6D59, Two
White Flint North, 11545 Rockville
Pike, Rockville, Maryland, from 7:30
a.m. to 4:15 p.m. Federal workdays.
Documents may be examined, and/or
copies for a fee, at the NRC’S Public
Document Room, located at One White
Flint North, 11555 Rockville Pike (first
floor), Rockville, Maryland.

The filing of requests for hearing and
petitions for leave to intervene is
discussed below.

By January 19, 2001, 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 coy of 10 CFR 2.714
which is available at the Commission’s
Public Document Room, located at One
White Flint North, 11555 Rockville Pike
(first floor), Rockville, Maryland, and
accessible electronically through the
ADAMS Public Electronic Reading
Room link at the NRC Web site (http:/
/www.nrc.gov). 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
requirement 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
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1 15 U.S.C. 78s(b)(1).
2 17 CFR 240.19b–4.
3 15 U.S.C. 78s(b)(3)(A).
4 17 CFR 240.19b–4(f)(5).

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 M. Stanford
Blanton, Esq., Balch and Bingham, Post
Office Box 306, 1710 Sixth Avenue
North, Birmingham, Alabama 35201,
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 of October 9, 2000 as
supplemented on December 4, 2000,
which are available for public
inspection at the Commission’s Public

Document Room, located at One White
Flint North, 11555 Rockville Pike (first
floor), Rockville, Maryland, and
accessible electronically through the
ADAMS Public Electronic Reading
Room link at the NRC Web site (http:/
/www.nrc.gov).

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 14th day
of December 2000.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission
L. Mark Padovan,
Project Manager, Project Directorate II–1,
Division of Licensing Project Management,
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation.
[FR Doc. 00–32426 Filed 12–19–00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7590–01–M

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[Docket Number 40–8989]

Issuance of Directors Decision Under
10 CFR 2.206

Notice is hereby given that by
petitions dated February 24, 2000, and
March 13, 2000, the Snake River
Alliance and Envirocare of Utah
respectively, requested that the NRC
assume responsibility for Formerly
Utilized Sites Remedial Action Program
(FUSRAP) radioactively contaminated
material and ensure its proper disposal
in an NRC licensed facility. As the basis
for these requests, the petitioners stated
that the NRC, under sections 81 and 84
of the Atomic Energy Act (AEA), was
given authority by Congress to regulate
all 11e.(2) material regardless of when it
was generated. The request was referred
to the Director of the Office of Nuclear
Material Safety and Safeguards.

The Director, Office of Nuclear
Material Safety and Safeguards, has
determined that the requests should be
denied for the reasons stated in the
‘‘Director’s Decision Under 10 CFR
2.206’’ (DD–00–06), the complete text of
which is available for public inspection
in the Commission’s Public Document
Room, located at One White Fint North,
11555 Rockville Pike (first floor),
Rockville, Maryland, and via the NRC
Web site (http://www.nrc.gov) on the
World Wide Web, under the ‘‘Public
Involvement’’ icon. The NRC will
continue to refrain from imposing
disposal requirements for the mill
tailings generated at FUSRAP sites,
because the material is outside of the
agency’s jurisdiction.

A copy of this Decision has been filed
with the Secretary of the Commission
for the Commission’s review in
accordance with 10 CFR 2.206(c) of the
Commission’s regulations. As provided
by that regulation, this Decision will

constitute the final action of the
Commission 25 days after the date of
issuance unless the Commission, on its
own motion, institutes review of the
Decision within that time.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 13th day
of December, 2000.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
William F. Kane,
Director, Office of Nuclear Material Safety
and Safeguards.
[FR Doc. 00–32427 Filed 12–19–00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7590–01–P

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION

[Release No. 34–43720; File No. SR–NASD–
00–67]

Self-Regulatory Organizations; Notice
of Filing and Immediate Effectiveness
of Proposed Rule Change by the
National Association of Securities
Dealers, Inc. Relating to Interval Delay
Parameters for the Nasdaq National
Market Execution System

December 13, 2000.
Pursuant to Section 19(b)(1) of the

Securities Exchange Act of 1934
(‘‘Act’’),1 and Rule 19b–4 thereunder,2
notice is hereby given that on November
6, 2000, the National Association of
Securities Dealers, Inc., through its
wholly-owned subsidiary The Nasdaq
Stock Market, Inc. (‘‘Nasdaq’’) filed with
the Securities and Exchange
Commission (‘‘SEC’’) or ‘‘Commission’’)
the proposed rule change as described
in Items I, II, and III below, which Items
have been prepared by Nasdaq. Nasdaq
filed the proposed rule change pursuant
to section 19(b)(3)(A) of the Act,3 and
Rule 19b–4(f)(5) thereunder.4 Pursuant
to Rule 19b–4(f)(5), Nasdaq has
designated this proposal as one effecting
a change in an existing order-entry or
trading system of a self-regulatory
organization that does not: (1)
Significantly affect the protection of
investors or the public interest, (2)
impose any significant burden on
competition, or (3) significantly have
the effect of limiting the access to or
availability of the system. As such, the
proposed rule change is immediately
effective upon the Commission’s receipt
of this filing. The Commission is
publishing this notice to solicit
comments on the proposed rule change
from interested persons.
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