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Exemption, with such purchase price
determination to be made by the Bank
of America, the Plan’s Trustee.

For a more complete statement of the
facts and representations supporting the
Department’s decision to grant this
exemption refer to the notice of
proposed exemption published on
August 9, 1995 at 60 FR 40618.

For Further Information Contact:
Charles S. Edelstein of the Department,
telephone (202) 219-8881. (This is not
a toll-free number.)

General Information

The attention of interested persons is
directed to the following:

(1) The fact that a transaction is the
subject of an exemption under section
408(a) of the Act and/or section
4975(c)(2) of the Code does not relieve
a fiduciary or other party in interest or
disqualified person from certain other
provisions to which the exemptions
does not apply and the general fiduciary
responsibility provisions of section 404
of the Act, which among other things
require a fiduciary to discharge his
duties respecting the plan solely in the
interest of the participants and
beneficiaries of the plan and in a
prudent fashion in accordance with
section 404(a)(1)(B) of the Act; nor does
it affect the requirement of section
401(a) of the Code that the plan must
operate for the exclusive benefit of the
employees of the employer maintaining
the plan and their beneficiaries;

(2) These exemptions are
supplemental to and not in derogation
of, any other provisions of the Act and/
or the Code, including statutory or
administrative exemptions and
transactional rules. Furthermore, the
fact that a transaction is subject to an
administrative or statutory exemption is
not dispositive of whether the
transaction is in fact a prohibited
transaction; and

(3) The availability of these
exemptions is subject to the express
condition that the material facts and
representations contained in each
application accurately describes all
material terms of the transaction which
is the subject of the exemption.

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 12th day
of October 1995.
lvan Strafeld,

Director of Exemption Determinations
Pension and Welfare Benefits Administration,
U.S. Department of Labor.

[FR Doc. 95-25716 Filed 10-16-95; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4510-29-M

NATIONAL FOUNDATION ON THE
ARTS AND THE HUMANITIES

Federal Council on the Arts and the
Humanities Arts and Artifacts
indemnity Panel Advisory Committee;
Notice of Meeting

Pursuant to the provisions of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act (P.L.
92-463 as amended) notice is hereby
given that a meeting of the Arts and
Artifacts Indemnity Panel of the Federal
Council on the Arts and the Humanities
will be held at 1100 Pennsylvania
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 20506,
in Room M-14, from 9:00 a.m. to 5:30
p.m., on Monday, November 6, 1995.

The purpose of the meeting is to
review applications for Certificates of
Indemnity submitted to the Federal
Council on the Arts and the Humanities
for exhibitions beginning after January
1, 1996.

Because the proposed meeting will
consider financial and commercial data
and because it is important to keep
values of objects, methods of
transportation and security measures
confidential, pursuant to the authority
granted me by the Chairman’s
Delegation of Authority to Close
Advisory Committee Meetings, dated
July 19, 1993, | have determined that the
meeting would fall within exemptions
(4) and (9) of 5 U.S.C. 552(b) and that
it is essential to close the meeting to
protect the free exchange of views and
to avoid interference with the
operations of the Committee.

It is suggested that those desiring
more specific information contact the
Advisory Committee Management
Officer, Sharon I. Block, 1100
Pennsylvania Avenue NW., Washington,
D.C. 20506, or call 202/606—-8322.
Sharon I. Block,

Advisory Committee Management Officer.
[FR Doc. 95-25620 Filed 10-16-95; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7536-01-M

NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION

Advisory Committee for Biological
Sciences (BIO); Notice of Meeting

In accordance with the Federal
Advisory Committee Act (Pub. L., 92—
463, as amended), the National Science
Foundation announces the following
meeting:

Name: Advisory Committee for Biological
Sciences (BIO) (1110).

Date and time: November 2, 1995; 8:45
a.m.—5:00 p.m.; November 3, 1995; 8:45 a.m.—
12:00 noon.

Place: National Science Foundation, 4201
Wilson Blvd., Arlington, VA 22230, Room
1235.

Type of meeting: Open.

Contact person: Dr. Mary E. Clutter,
Assistant Director, Biological Sciences, Room
605, National Science Foundation, 4201
Wilson Blvd., Arlington, VA 22230 Tel No.:
(703) 306-1400.

Minutes: May be obtained from the contact
person listed above.

Purpose of meeting: The Advisory
Committee for BIO provides advice,
recommendations, and oversight concerning
major program emphases, directions, and
goals for the research-related activities of the
divisions that make up BIO.

Agenda: Short-term and longer term
planning for BIO.

Dated: October 11, 1995.
M. Rebecca Winkler,
Committee Management Officer.
[FR Doc. 95-25618 Filed 10-16-95; 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 7555-01-M

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[Docket No. 50-336]

Northeast Nuclear Energy Company;
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. DPR—
65, issued to the Northeast Nuclear
Energy Company (NNECO/the licensee),
for operation of the Millstone Nuclear
Power Station, Unit No. 2, located in
New London County, Connecticut.

The proposed amendment would
revise the Technical Specifications (TS)
3.8.1.1, “A.C SOURCES,” by adding a
footnote that, for Cycle 13 operation
only, to extend the allowed outage time
(AQOT) of the offsite power source
obtained from Millstone Unit 1 from 3
days to 7 days.

This proposed amendment is needed
to avert an unnecessary Unit 2
shutdown should offsite power obtained
from Unit 1 become unavailable for
more than 72 hours when maintenance
is performed on the Unit 1 Reserve
Station Service Transformer (RSST) and
cross-tie 14H bus during the upcoming
Unit 1 outage.

The Unit 1 outage is currently
scheduled to begin October 27, 1995,
and work on the relevant electrical
cross-tie equipment is scheduled to start
on or about November 5, 1995. The
licensee will take every effort to restore
the Unit 1 electrical cross-tie equipment
as soon as maintenance is completed.
Since the completion time for this
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maintenance activity cannot be assured,
the licensee is requesting a license
amendment change to extend the AOT
beyond the present 72 hours. Exigent
action is justified in order to avoid an
unnecessary delay in reactor startup.

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.

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 (SHC) consideration, which is
presented below:

* * * NNECO concludes that these
changes do not involve a significant hazards
consideration since the proposed changes
satisfy the criteria in 10CFR50.92(c). That is,
the proposed changes do not:

1. Involve a significant increase in the
probability or consequences of an accident
previously analyzed.

The offsite circuits emergency power
system includes equipment required to
support the safe shutdown and post-accident
operations of Millstone Unit No. 2. The
preferred off-site power supply is from the
345-kV switchyard, through the reserve
station service transformer. The alternate
source of off-site power is the 4160V tie to
Millstone Unit 1 via bus 14H. These offsite
circuits are not accident initiators. Therefore,
this change does not involve an increase in
the probability of any accident previously
evaluated.

Although the offsite circuits provide power
to components that help mitigate the
consequences of accidents previously
evaluated, the extension in the AOT does not
affect any of the assumptions used in the
deterministic evaluations of these accidents.
Thus, this change will not increase the
consequences of any accident previously
analyzed.

A PRA [probabilistic risk analysis) analysis
was performed to determine the impact on
safety. That analysis examined the increase
in core damage frequency (CDF) and the core
damage probability and concluded that the
impact is negligible. Further, the extended
AOT, by itself, does not necessarily increase
risk. The increase in the risk depends on the
total time during which an offsite circuit

(specifically, the Millstone Unit No. 2
electrical cross-tie from Millstone Unit No. 1)
is unavailable and the other equipment that
is concurrently out of service. The total risk
increase due to the offsite circuit being out-
of-service will not be significant since that
risk increase is monitored and kept at
acceptable levels in accordance with the risk
monitor program.

Based on the above, the proposal to extend
the AOT for one offsite circuits [sic] does not
involve a significant increase in the
probability or consequences of an accident
previously analyzed.

2. Create the possibility of a new or
different kind of accident from any
previously analyzed.

The proposed change to extend the AOT
for one offsite circuit does not alter the
physical design, configuration, or method of
operation of the plant. Therefore, the
proposal does not create the possibility of a
new or different kind of accident from any
previously analyzed.

3. Involve a significant reduction in the
margin of safety.

The proposed change to extend the AOT
for one offsite circuit inoperable does not
affect the Limiting Conditions for Operations
or their bases. As a result, the deterministic
analyses performed to establish the margin of
safety are unaffected. Thus, the change does
not involve a significant reduction in the
margin of safety.

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 November 16, 1995, 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 Learning
Resources Center, Three Rivers
Community-Technical College, 574 New
London Turnpike, Norwich, CT 06360.
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 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
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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
1-4, Division of Reactor Projects—I/Il, Office
of Nuclear Reactor Regulation.

[FR Doc. 95-25659 Filed 10-16-95; 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 7590-01-P

[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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