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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
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, 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
George L. Edgar, Esq., Morgan, Lewis
and Bockius, 1800 M Street, N.W.,
Washington, DC, 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 August 2, 1996
(TXX–96434), originally noticed in the
Federal Register (62FR50011). The
application has been supplemented by
letters dated October 2, 1998 (TXX–
98215), and November 13, 1998 (TXX–
98241 and TXX–98244), which are
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
University of Texas at Arlington Library,
Government Publications/Maps, 702
College, P.O. Box 19497, Arlington, TX
76019.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 20th day
of November 1998.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Timothy J. Polich,
Project Manager, Project Directorate IV–1,
Division of Reactor Projects III/IV, Office of
Nuclear Reactor Regulation.
[FR Doc. 98–31642 Filed 11–25–98; 8:45 am]
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[Docket Nos. 50–250 and 50–251]

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (the Commission or NRC)
is considering issuance of an exemption
from certain requirements of its
regulations to Florida Power and Light
Company (the licensee), holder of
Facility Operating Licenses Nos. DPR–
31 and DPR–41 for operation of Turkey
Point Units 3 and 4, respectively.

Environmental Assessment

Identification of Proposed Action

The proposed action is in accordance
with the licensee’s application dated
July 31, 1997, as supplemented by
submittals dated July 2, and October 27,
1998, for exemption from certain
requirements of Appendix R, ‘‘Fire
Protection Program for Nuclear Power
Facilities Operating Prior to January 1,
1979,’’ for Turkey Point Units 3 and 4.
Specifically, the licensee requested an
exemption from the requirements of
Appendix R, Subsection III.G.2.a, for
raceway fire barriers in the Open
Turbine Building.

The Need for the Proposed Action

The Thermo-Lag fire barriers installed
at Turkey Point Units 3 and 4 have a
rating that does not meet the
requirements specified in Subsection
III.G.2.a. The proposed exemption is
needed because compliance with the
regulation would result in significant
additional costs.

Environmental Impacts of the Proposed
Action

The Commission has completed its
evaluation of the proposed action and
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concludes that the underlying purpose
of the regulation, to provide reasonable
assurance that at least one means of
achieving and maintaining safe
shutdown conditions will remain
available during and after any
postulated fire in the plant, will be met.
Accordingly, the proposed action will
not result in an increase in the
probability or consequences of accidents
previously analyzed or result in a
change in occupational or public dose.
Therefore, there are no significant
radiological impacts associated with the
proposed action.

In addition, the proposed action will
not result in a change in nonradiological
plant effluents and will have no other
nonradiological environmental impact.

Accordingly, the Commission
concludes that there are no significant
environmental impacts associated with
this action.

Alternative to the Proposed Action

As an alternative to the proposed
action, the staff considered denial of the
proposed action (no-action alternative).
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
Statements related to operation of
Turkey Point Units 3 and 4, dated July
1972.

Agencies and Persons Consulted

In accordance with its stated policy,
on November 4, 1998, the NRC staff
consulted with the Florida State official,
Mr. William Passetti of the Bureau of
Radiation Control, regarding the
environmental impact of the proposed
action. The State official had no
comments.

Finding of No Significant Impact

Based upon the 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 the
proposed action, see the licensee’s
request dated July 31, 1997, as
supplemented by submittals dated July
2, and October 27, 1998, which are
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
Florida International University,
University Park, Miami, Florida.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 20th day
of November 1998.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Frederick J. Hebdon,
Director, Project Directorate II–3, Division of
Reactor Projects—I/II, Office of Nuclear
Reactor Regulation.
[FR Doc. 98–31641 Filed 11–25–98; 8:45 am]
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NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

Privacy Act of 1974, As Amended;
Establishment of Two New Systems of
Records

AGENCY: Nuclear Regulatory
Commission.
ACTION: Systems of records; two new
systems of records proposed.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
Privacy Act of 1974, as amended
(Privacy Act), the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (NRC) is issuing public
notice of its intent to establish two new
systems of records (systems) entitled
NRC–43, ‘‘Employee Health Center
Records—NRC,’’ and NRC–44,
‘‘Employee Fitness Center Records—
NRC.’’.
EFFECTIVE DATE: Each system of records
will become effective without further
notice on January 6, 1999, unless
comments received on or before that
date cause a contrary decision. If
changes are made based on NRC’s
review of comments received, a new
final notice will be published.
ADDRESSES: Send comments to the
Secretary of the Commission, U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, DC 20555–0001, Attention:
Rulemakings and Adjudications staff.
Hand deliver comments to 11555
Rockville Pike, Rockville, Maryland,
between 7:30 a.m. and 4:15 p.m. Federal
workdays. Copies of comments received
may be examined at the NRC Public
Document Room at 2120 L Street, NW.,
Lower Level, Washington, DC.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Jona
L. Souder, Freedom of Information Act/
Privacy Act Section, Information
Services Branch, Information
Management Division, Office of the
Chief Information Officer, U.S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, Washington,
DC 20555–0001, telephone: 301–415–
7170 (jls3@nrc.gov).
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: NRC is
establishing a new system of records

entitled NRC–43, ‘‘Employee Health
Center Records—NRC,’’ to facilitate
management of and document
individuals’ use of services provided by
NRC’s Employee Health Center and any
other health care facilities operating
under a contract or agreement with
NRC. The Employee Health Center was
previously run by the Public Health
Service (PHS) and covered by a PHS
system notice. Information in the new
NRC system is maintained to (1) provide
date necessary to ensure proper
evaluation, diagnosis, treatment, and
referral to maintain continuity of care;
(2) provide an accurate medical history
of health care and medical treatment
received by the individual; (3) plan for
further care of the individual; (4)
provide a means of communication
among health care members who
contribute to the individual’s care; and
(5) provide a means for evaluating the
quality of health care provided.

NRC is also establishing a new system
of records entitled NRC–44, ‘‘Employee
Fitness Center Records—NRC.’’
Information in the system is maintained
to facilitate management of the Fitness
Center, document individuals’
voluntary use of services provided, and
monitor the health and physical fitness
of individual members.

Reports on the two new systems of
records are being sent to the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB), the
Committee on Governmental Affairs of
the U.S. Senate, and the Committee on
Government Reform and Oversight of
the U.S. House of Representatives as
required by the Privacy Act and OMB
Circular No. A–130, Appendix I,
‘‘Federal Agency Responsibilities for
Maintaining Records About
Individuals.’’

Accordingly, NRC proposes to add the
following new systems of records, NRC–
43, ‘‘Employee Health Center Records—
NRC,’’ and NRC–44, ‘‘Employee Fitness
Center Records—NRC,’’ to read as
follows:

NRC–43

SYSTEM NAME:

Employee Health Center Records—
NRC.

SYSTEM LOCATION:

Primary system—NRC Employee
Health Center, One White Flint North,
11555 Rockville Pike, Rockville,
Maryland.

Duplicate systems—Duplicate systems
may exist, in whole or in part, at the
NRC’s regional and other offices listed
in Addendum I, Parts 1 and 2, and/or at
any other health care facilities operating
under a contract or agreement with NRC
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