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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 Phillip
F. McKee: 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 Lillian M. Cuoco, Esq.,
Senior Nuclear Counsel, Northeast
Utilities Service Company, P.O. Box
270, Hartford, CT 06141–0270, 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 October 6, 1995,
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 Learning Resources Center, Three
Rivers Community-Technical College,
574 New London Turnpike, Norwich,
CT 06360.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 12th day
of October 1995.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Guy S. Vissing,
Senior Project Manager, Project Directorate
I–4, Division of Reactor Projects—I/II, Office
of Nuclear Reactor Regulation.
[FR Doc. 95–25659 Filed 10–16–95; 8:45 am]
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[Docket Nos. 50–390 and 50–391]

Watts Bar Nuclear Plant, Units 1 and 2;
Environmental Assessment and
Finding of No Significant Impact

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (the Commission) is
considering granting an exemption from
certain requirements of its regulations to
Watts Bar Nuclear Plant, Units 1 and 2,
located in Spring City, Tennessee.
Operating licenses have not been issued
for Watts Bar; Units 1 and 2 are
currently under Construction Permits
CPPR–91 and CPPR–92, respectively.

Environmental Assessment

Identification of Proposed Action

By letter dated July 19, 1995, as
supplemented by letters of July 26 and
September 6, 1995, Tennessee Valley
Authority (TVA) requested an
exemption from the ingestion pathway
portion of the requirement in 10 CFR
Part 50, Appendix E, Section IV.F.2(a),
which states that a full-participation
exercise shall be conducted within 2
years before the issuance of the initial
operating license for full power
(authorizing operation above 5 percent
of rated power) of the first reactor and
shall include participation by each State
and local government within the plume
exposure pathway emergency planning
zone (EPZ) and each State within the
ingestion exposure pathway EPZ.
Specifically, TVA requested relief from
the requirement to include participation
of each State within the ingestion
exposure pathway EPZ during the Watts
Bar exercise scheduled for November
1995, because in 1992 and 1993 the
State of Tennessee participated in full-
participation exercises which included
the ingestion pathway EPZs at Sequoyah
and Watts Bar, respectively. The State of
Tennessee supported TVA’s request for
an exemption because it would
encounter financial hardship if it has to
participate.

The Need for the Proposed Action

The NRC may grant exemptions from
the requirements of 10 CFR Part 50
which, pursuant to 10 CFR 50.12(a), are
(1) authorized by law, will not present
an undue risk to the public health and
safety, and are consistent with the
common defense and security, and (2)
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present special circumstances. Section
50.12(a)(2) of 10 CFR Part 50 describes
the special circumstances for an
exemption. Special circumstances are
present when the application of the
regulation in the particular
circumstances would not serve the
underlying purpose of the rule or is not
necessary to achieve the underlying
purpose of the rule [10 CFR
50.12(a)(2)(ii)]. The underlying purpose
of Appendix E, Section IV.F.2(a) is to
demonstrate the integrated capabilities
of appropriate local and State
authorities and licensee personnel to
adequately assess and respond to an
accident at a commercial nuclear power
plant within 2 years before the issuance
of the initial operating license for full
power (authorizing operation above 5
percent of rated power) of the first
reactor on a site. Special circumstances
are also present when compliance
would result in undue hardship or other
costs that are significantly in excess of
those contemplated when the regulation
was adopted [10 CFR 50.12(a)(2)(iii)].
Additionally, special circumstances are
present when the exemption would
provide only temporary relief from the
applicable regulation and the licensee or
applicant has made good faith efforts to
comply with the regulation [10 CFR
50.12(a)(2)(v)].

Environmental Impacts of the Proposed
Action

The applicant’s request for exemption
involves aspects of the upcoming full-
participation emergency exercise, but
does not involve any design or
construction activity. The proposed
action will not increase the probability
or consequences of accidents, makes no
changes in the types of any effluents
that may be released offsite, and does
not increase the allowable individual or
cumulative occupational radiation
exposure. Accordingly, the Commission
concludes that there are no significant
radiological environmental impacts
associated with the proposed action.

With regard to potential
nonradiological impacts, the proposed
action does not involve any activity that
results in release of any nonradiological
plant effluents and has no other
environmental impact. Accordingly, the
Commission concludes that there are no
significant nonradiological
environmental impacts associated with
the proposed action.

Alternative to the Proposed Action
Since the Commission has concluded

there is no measurable environmental
impact associated with the proposed
action, any alternatives with equal or
greater environmental impact need not

be evaluated. As an alternative to the
proposed action, the Commission
considered denial of the proposed
action. Denial of the application 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 and Supplement 1 related to
operation of the Watts Bar Nuclear
Plant, dated December 1978 and April
1995, respectively.

Agencies and Persons Consulted
In accordance with its stated policy,

the NRC staff consulted with the
Tennessee State official regarding the
environmental impact of the proposed
action. The State official had no
comments.

Finding of No Significant Impact
Based upon the foregoing

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 request for exemption
dated July 26, 1995, which is available
for public inspection at the
Commission’s Public Document Room,
2120 L Street NW., Washington, DC, and
at the local public document room
located at the Chattanooga-Hamilton
County Library, 1101 Broad Street,
Chattanooga, Tennessee.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 2nd day
of October 1995.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Peter S. Tam,
Senior Project Manager, Project Directorate
II–3, Division of Reactor Projects—I/II, Office
of Nuclear Reactor Regulation.
[FR Doc. 95–25657 Filed 10–16–95; 8:45 am]
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Advisory Committee on Reactor
Safeguards Subcommittee Meeting on
Planning and Procedures Notice of
Meeting

The ACRS Subcommittee on Planning
and Procedures will hold a meeting on
November 1, 1995, Room T–2B1, 11545
Rockville Pike, Rockville, Maryland.

The entire meeting will be open to
public attendance, with the exception of

a portion that may be closed pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 552b(c) (2) and (6) to discuss
organizational and personnel matters
that relate solely to internal personnel
rules and practices of ACRS, and
matters the release of which would
constitute a clearly unwarranted
invasion of personal privacy.

The agenda for the subject meeting
shall be as follows: Wednesday,
November 1, 1995—12:00 noon until
1:30 p.m.

The Subcommittee will discuss
proposed ACRS activities and related
matters. The purpose of this meeting is
to gather information, analyze relevant
issues and facts, and to formulate
proposed positions and actions, as
appropriate, for deliberation by the full
Committee.

Oral statements may be presented by
members of the public with the
concurrence of the Subcommittee
Chairman; written statements will be
accepted and made available to the
Committee. Electronic recordings will
be permitted only during those portions
of the meeting that are open to the
public, and questions may be asked only
by members of the Subcommittee, its
consultants, and staff. Persons desiring
to make oral statements should notify
the cognizant ACRS staff person named
below five days prior to the meeting, if
possible, so that appropriate
arrangements can be made.

Further information regarding topics
to be discussed, the scheduling of
sessions open to the public, whether the
meeting has been cancelled or
rescheduled, the Chairman’s ruling on
requests for the opportunity to present
oral statements, and the time allotted
therefor can be obtained by contacting
the cognizant ACRS staff person, Dr.
John T. Larkins (telephone: 301/415–
7360) between 7:30 a.m. and 4:15 p.m.
(EDT). Persons planning to attend this
meeting are urged to contact the above
named individual one or two working
days prior to the meeting to be advised
of any changes in schedule, etc., that
may have occurred.

Dated: October 11, 1995.
Sam Duraiswamy,
Chief, Nuclear Reactors Branch.
[FR Doc. 95–25655 Filed 10–16–95; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7590–01–M
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