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Mr. Edward A. Straker

Sector Vice President

Space, Energy and Environment

Science Applications International Corporation
1710 Goodridge Drive

P.0. Box 1303

MclLean, Virginia 22102

Dear Mr. Straker:

I am responding to your October 1, 1991 letter in which you express concerns
regarding certain provisions of the Nuclear Regulatory Commission’s (NRC)
policy on Organizatinnal Conflict of Interest (COI).

As you know, we published the proposed Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Acquisition Regulation (NRCAR) for comment in the Federal Register on
October 2, 1989. Consistent with then current NRC COI policy, the NRCAR
placed very strict limitations on the activities of firms performing work for
NRC. Science Applications International Corporation (SAIC) challenged the
proposed application of the swork for others" provision to the entire broad
scope and duration of task-ordering contracts. In recognition of these
concerns, we reconsidered our policy and relaxed this restriction to the
relatively narrow scope and shorter duration of individual task orders rather
than the entiie scope and term of the basic contract. In the Yimited case of
task type contracts involving NRC work at a licensee or applicant site, the
*work for others® restriction under the revised policy includes all other
commercial work at that site and work in the same technical area for that
licensee for the period of the task order and one year thereafter. Comparable
restrictions apply when work is performed at a licensee or applicant site
under other types of contracts. Enclosed are responses to specific questions
that you raised regarding this provision.

On October 23, 1991, our staffs met to discuss SAIC’s position with respect to
provisions of NRC's COI policy. After careful consideration of concerns
expressed by you and others, we believe the best interest of all parties will
be served by proceeding with a public meeting. The purpose of the meeting is
for all technical assistance contractors to provide their views on the
practicality of complying with the €Ol provisions of NRC's proposed rule or to
provide alternatives that will achieve an equivalent level of COI pretection.
Enclosed 1s a Federal Register Notice announcing the location, date, and time
of the meeting. Additional information regarding the meeting will be provided
to you under separate cover.
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Mr. Edward A. Straker -2~

Our relationship with SAIC over the past years has been both positive and
productive. Accordingly, we encourage SAIC to continue to respond to NRC
solicitations for technical services.

Sincerely,

Original Signed By:
James M. Taylor

James M. Taylor
Executive Director
for Operations

Enclosures:
As stated

DISTRIBUTION:
JMTaylor
JHSniezek
HLThompson
JLBlaha
TEMurley, NRR
RMBernero, NMSS
ELJordan, AEOD
JFScinto, 0GC
PGNorry
ELHalman
TFHagan

WFoster

EDO r/f (EDO # 7067)
ADM r/f

DCPM r/f

PB r/f

WP/G:/DEDS/Straker.3

792 N8N z/\%m 292 2/,4/92

&f&i og;a/ £
ildee PGNorty  HLThompson JMTRylor
¥



ENCLOSURE 1

CLARIFICATION OF
WORK FOR OTHERS PROVISIONS OF REVISED COI POLICY

Paragraph (€)(2)

The prohibition contained in paragraph (c)(2) of the "work for others® section
applies to the term and scope of the entire contract, except for task order
contracls where the restrictions apply to the task order as appropriate.

Paragraph (C)(3)

The prohibition in paragraph (c)(3) was added to the prior COI language to
prevent situations where a contractor may take advantage of its presence on a
Ticensee's site to market the firm's services to the licensee. This provision
also recognizes that a contractor’s financial ties to a utility at a giver
site could introduce the potential for technical bias. NRC recognized that
this may temporarily 1imit a firm's business activity with a licensee.
However, on balance, the protection of NRC from potential COI situations of
this nature was considered paramount.

Additional Clarifying Information

In the case of task order type contracts, NRC's revised COI policy limits the
application of CO! restrictions to the relatively narrow scope and shorter
duration of individual task orders rather than the entire scope and term of
the basic contract. This means, for example, that when the scope of a task is
limited to providing technical support in the review of a site-specific
licensing action, the contractor is free to perform any other work for any
licensee that does not relate to the Ticense review at that particular site.
The exception is in the case of task orders involving contractor work at a
Ticensee site where the restriction encompasses all work at that site for that
Ticensee and work on the same technical area for that licensee for one year
thereafter. Thus, in most cases, this change significantly reduces both the
scope of activities and the time frame under which COI restrictions apply to
firms performing technical services for NRC.
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sstsly Type B lestirg requiremenia of 10
CFR pant 0. appendin |

Environmentol Impacis of the Proposed
Acton

The proposad Exemption subsiitutes
an aliemnative testing and replacement
program for tha Type B testing
requemens of 10 CFR part 5.
sppendix | The aliernative testing
pro will detect bellows asseniies
with signuficant flaws and result in
replacement of flawed assemblies
within one operating cycle. dunng which

riod there 19 reasonable assurance
that the bellows assemblies will not
sulfer excessive degradation Thus, this
Exemption will not change the types. or
allow an increase in the amounts. of
eMuents that may be released offsite.
Nor would it result in an increase in
irdividual or cumulative occupational
radiation exposire Therefore, the
Commission concludes that thete are no
significant radiological environmental
umpacts associated with the proposed
Faemplion

With regard to potential
norvadiological impacts. the pr posed
Fxemption involves features located
entirely within restricled areas as
defined by 10 CFR part 20 It does not
aflect nonradiclogica’ piant efflsents
and bas vo other environmenisl impact
Therelrre, the Commission cons ludes
that there are no mignificant
nonrsdiclogical environmental impacts
associated with the proposed
Eaemption

Alternolive Use of Nesources

This sction does not involve the use of
any resources not previously considered
i the Fina! Environmental Statement
(construction permut and operating
Iscense) for Dresden Noclear Power
Siation Uruts 1and 2 Aated November
1973, and for Quad Ciuce Nuclear Power
Sraton Units 1 and 2 deted September
197
Alternative to the Proposed Action

Since the Commission concluded that
there are no significant environmental
impacts sssociated with the proposed
Exermplion, any sltematives with equal
o1 greater environmental impact need
pot be evalusted. The principal
alternative 1o the Exemption would be
1o require g compliance with the
requirements of spnendix j 10 10 CFR
part 80 Surs ect would not enhance
the prolec snvirorument and
would resi? i 5 ow rranted licensee
expenditures of ergincering and
conytruction meources &9 well as
BINUC I L n et b

le y':'

Agencies ond Persons Consulied

The Commission’s stafl reviewed the
licensee's design and did not consult
other agencies o persons

Fioding of No Significant Impect

The Commission has determined not
to prepare an environmental impact
statement for the proposed Exemplion

Based upon the foregoing
envirnnmental assessment,

Comrassion concludes that the
propesed action will not have 8
zignificant effect on the quality of the
human environment

For furiber details with respect lo this
action. see the licensee's letter of
November 12, 1991. Thus document is
available for public inspection s the
Commission's Public Document Room,
the Gelman Building. 2120 L Street, NW.,
Washington. DC, at the Morris Public
Library, 604 Liberty Streel. Morris,
inois 60450, and at the Dixon Public
Library, 221 Hennepin Avenve. Dixon,
Hllinois 61021,

Dated st Rockville, Maryland. this 0th day
of January 1962

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Richard | Barrett
Direcior. Project Directorote 11i-2 Division of
Reoctor Projects HIZIV/V
{FR Doc. 92-2905 Filed 2-5-92 845 am)
BOLRG COOE THI0-0 M

Organizational Conflicts of Interest;
Meeting

acency: Nuclear Regulatory
Commission

acnon: Notice of public meeung

suMMARY: The Nuclear RTduory
Commission (NRC) will hold & public
meeting 1o discuss Its revised
organizational Conflicts of Interest
{CON policy. A question and answer
period will follow opening remarks and
s discussion of the policy's provisions
by NRC's contracling and legal stafl.

pates: The meeting will be beld on
March 26, 1992, trom 9 30 a.m. 10 330
pm.

ASOAESSER: The meeting will be beld in
the Versailles | Room at the Holiday Inn
Bethesda, #120 Wisconsin Avenue,
Bethesda, MD 20814,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT.
Timothy F. Hagan. Acting Director,
Division of Contracts & Property
Management, Office of Administration.
(301) 4924347 of Wiiliam H Foater,
Chiel, Policy Branch. Division of
Contracts & Property Manasgement
Office of Admiz siration {300 ) 492-734A.

SUPPLEMENTARY BFORMATION On
August 15, 1991, the Commission
approved & revision to its COI policy.
This revised policy will become » part of
the NRC Acquisition Regulation (48 CFR
chapter 20}, when it is published in final
form.

One major change from the provisions
NRC poiicy was the limitation of COI
restrctions to the relatively namow
scope and shorter duration of individual
task orders ratber than the enlire scope
and term of the basic contract. The
purpose of this change in CO! policy is
1o enhance NRC's ability to oblain
knowledgeable, experienced scientists
and engneers who are working daily in
the real-life environment of the nuclear
industry The draft version of this rule
was published in the Federa! Register
for public comment on October 2 1589
|54 FR 40420}

Under the revised policy, NRC's right
10 disapprove work for others is limited
(0 those instances in which NRC already
has the contractor performing under a
specific task order, or plans to do so.
While the staff believes this revision
will increase competition for NRC
technica! assistance and research work,
addiional restnctions were
recommended to (a) avoid the potential
for unfar compettive sdvantage that
could result if NRC contractors were
permitted 10 market their services while
working for NRC st @ beensee site, and
(b) ensure NRC contractors do not have
divided financial interests while
working at # Licensee mte. Therefore, the
Commission also approved the following
provision

When the contracton performs work for e
NRC under thus conirsct st any NRC Licenses
or spphcant site, the conetior shall peitber
.ol-mwpcrlommuh-uum-
the seme lechrucal ares for that boensee o
applicant organization for &
commencing with the sward of e task order
or beganning of work ot the mie [ ot @ task
arder contract) and ending one yeas sher
complevon of all work undes e sasocisted
task order, or las! tme o1 the site (if pot @
tash order contrect).

The NRC recognized tha! the above
restriction may lemporanly limit a frm's
business activity with & licensee, but
believes the protection of NRC bom
potential COI situations of this natuwre
must be paramount Furtber, the stafl
believes that, on balance, the revised
policy relaxes the previous col
restnctions sufficiently to foster
improved compeUtion in e
marketplace.

Recently, however, two of NRC's
major technical sesistance and resesrch
contractors have expressed the view
ihat the sbove COI provision was overly

- -- =



Federal Register / Vol 7. No. 25 | Thursday. February G, 1982 / Notices 463

s

i 2

restnctive and would impede rather
then enhance NRC g abulity fo increase
competition in the techrical assistance
marketplace Therelore we invite ali
coniraciors and other interesied parties
1o atiend this meeting to provide their
views on the practicality of complying
with this COl provision of 1o provide
alternatives that will achieve an
equivalent level of COl protection

Dated st Rockville, Maryland. this 27th day
of January 1982

For the Nuclear Regulatony Commussion
James M Taylor, _
Executive Director for Optrolions.
{VR Doc #2-2016 Filed 2.5-82 845 am)
BRLIMG COOE TINO4t 4

}

POSTAL RATE COMMISSION
Commission Visit

Japuery 311982

On February 6. 1992 Commissioner
john W Crutcher and William Ferguson,
Assistant Director. Technical Analysis
and Planning. will visit the A-1 SORT's
facility in Miami. Florida 1t is also
possible. but not confurmed. that & visit
will be made to an Amencan Express.
Inc. facility in the same area on
February 7, 1982

A report of these visits will be on file
with the Commussion Docket Room. For
further information contact William
Ferguson at {202] 789-68%0
Charies L Clapp.
Secrelony
VR Doc 9:-2800 Filed 3-5-62 045 am|
LG COOL 1T 10FW-
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RAILROAD RETIREMENT BOARD

Agency Forms Submitied for OMB
Review

Asewcy Railroad Retuement Board
acnox In sccordance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980 (44

U S C chapter 35). the Railroad
Retirement Board has submitied the
following proposalis) for the collection
of information 1o the Office of
Management and Budge! for review and

spproval

Summary of Proposal(s)

(1) Coliection title Reques! for
Medicare Payment ;

(2) Formis) submitied G-740B. G-
7405, and HCFA-1500

{3) OMB Number 3220-0131

(4) Expirotion dote of currenl oMB
cleorence Three years from date of
OMB approva!

(8) Ty pe of request Extension of the
expiration dute of o currently epproved

collection without ary change in the
subsiance or in the method of collection

(6) Frequency of response: On
occasion.

(7) Respondents Individuals or
households. Businesses or other for.
profit.

(8) Estimated annuol number of
respondents See justification (ltem 13)

(9) Tote! annual responses 1.

{10) Avercge Lime per response. See
justification (ltem 13

(11) Total annua! reporting hours: 3.

(12) Collection description: The
Railroad Retirement Board (RRB)
edminsters the Medicare program for
persons covered by the railrond
retirement system. The collection will
obtain the information needed by The
Travelers Insurence Company, the
RRE's carrier, to pay claima for services
end supplies covered under Part B of the

program
Additonal Information or Comments

Copies of the propesed forms and
supporting documents cen be obtained
from Dennis Eagan, the agency
clearance officer (312-751-4683)
Comments regarding the information
collection should be eddressed 1o
Ronald ] Hodspp. Railroad Retirement
Board 844 Rush Street Chicago. Dlinois
60611 and the OMB reviewer Laurs
Oliven (202-395-7316). Office of
Management and Budget room 3002
New Executive Office Building.
Washington. DC 20503
Densus Eagas.

Clearunce Off icer
{FR Doc $2-2004 Fled 2-5-92 845 am]
BN COM 7908018

e

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION

[Releass Ho $4-30305 File No. SR-Ames-
$2-4)

Setl-Regulatory Organizations; Filing
snd Order Granting Temporary
Accelerated Approval fo Proposed
Rule Change by American Stock
Exchange, inc. Relating 10 & Pliot
Program for Execution of Odd-Lot
Markei Orders

January 30, 1982

Pursuan! to section 19(b)(1) of the
Securities Exchange Act of 1934 ("Act”).
15 US.C 78s(b)(1). notice is bereby
given that on January 27, 1992 the
Amrerican Stock &rhmﬂe. Inc. ["Amex”
or “Exchange”) filed with the Securities
snd Exchange Commission
{“Commission”) the proposed rule
change as described in lteme L Ll and lil
below, which ltems bave been prepared

by the se!l-regulatory organization. The
Commission is publishing this notice to
solicit comments on the proposed rule
change from interested persons.

I Sell-Regulatory Organization’s
Sistement of the Terms of Substance of
the Proposed Rule Change

The Exchange proposes to extend for
twelve months its existing pilot progra=
under Amex Rule 205 requinng
execution of odd-lot market orders a!
the prevailing Amex quote with no
differential charged ' The Exchange
received approval. on & pilot basis
expiring on February 8. 1992 of
amendments to Amex Rule 205*

‘The text of the proposed rule change
is available at the Office of the
Secretary. Amex. and o! the
Commission.

11 Self-Regulatory Orgenization's
Sizlement of the Nz:u of, and
Statutory Basis for, the Proposed Rule
Change

In its filing with the Commission. the
sclf-regulatory organuzation included
statements concerning the purpose of
snd basis for the proposed rule change
and discussed any comments it received
on the proposed rule change. The text ¢/
these siatements may be examined al
the places specified in liem IV below
The self regulatory organization has
prepared summanies. sel forth in
sections A. B and C below. of the mos!
significant aspects of such statements

A Self-Regulotory Orgonizotion's
Stotement of the Purpose of. and
Statutory Bosis for. the Proposed Rule
Charge

1 Purpose

The Commission hes approved. oo »
pilut basis. amendments to Exche
Rule 208 to require the execution of odd
lol market orders af the prevailing Amex
quote with no odd lot differential. These
procedures were initially epproved by
the Commission on & pilot basis.* and
were subsequently extended four
umes ¢

 The Exchange secks sccelersied approval of te
proposed rule chenge w order s sliow the piiot
program. which wil eapire on Frbruary 8 1962 e
cont bue withou! iniemupbion

* Ser Secunties Eachange Act Release No 200
[November & 1991 ) 36 FR 58400 [approving File b
S8 Amver 41 -20)

* Sew Secunties Eachange Act Release Ko 2840
Denusry 10 1988] 34 PR 2248 [approving Fue Ne
SE-Ames-88-23)

* Sep Securites Eachange Act Release Nes 298
November 8 1991] 36 FR 58408 [approving File he
SR Armen 91-30) 29188 [May § 1997} 36 PR 22408
(approving Pile No SR-Amex-41-00) 157%
flanvary 30 1991) 56 FR 1858 (approving File No
SB-Ames G0-39) and D390 (Janvary & 1990) 88 FE
1123 (approving File No 50 Amer 8001}
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Letter to Mr. Edward A. Straker from James M. Taylor dated FEB 2 1 1932 .
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FEB 21 1%

Mr. Edward A. Straker

Sector Yice President

Space, Ene and Environment

Science Applications International Corporation
1710 Goodridge Drive

P.0. Box 1303

Mclean, Virginia 22102

Dear Mr. Straker:

I am responding to your October 1, 1991 letter in which you express concerns
regarding certain provisions of the Nuclear Regulatory Commission’s (NRC)
policy on Organizational Conflict of Interest (COI).

As you know, we published the proposed Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Acquisition Regulation (NRCAR) for comment in the on

October 2, 1989. Consistent with then current NRC COI policy, the NRCAR
placed very strict limitations on the activities of firms performing work for
NRC. Science Applications International Corporation (SAIC) challenged the
Jroposed application of the "work for others" provision to the entire broad
scope and duration of task-ordering contracts. In recognition of these
concerns, we reconsidered our policy and relaxed this restriction to the
relatively narrow scope and .iorter duration of individual task orders rather
than the entire scope and term of the basic contract. In the limited case of
task type contracts involving NRC work at » licensee or applicant site, the
*work for others" restriction under the rey'sed policy includes all other
commercial work at that site and work in the same technicai area for that
licensee for the period of the task order and one year thereafter. Comparable
restrictions apply when work is performed at a licensee or applicant site
under other types of contracts. Enclosed are responses to specific questions
that you raised regarding this provision.

On October 23, 1991, our staffs met to discuss SAIC's position with respect to
provisions of NRC's COl policy. After careful consideration of concerns
expressed by you and others, we believe the best interest of all parties will
be served by proceeding with a public meeting. The purpose of the meeting is
for all technical assistance contractors to provide their views on the
practicality of complying with the COI provisions of NRC's proposed rule or to
provide alternatives that will achieve an equivalent level of COI protection.
Enclosed is a Federal Register Notice announcing the location, date, and time
of the meeting. Additional information regarding the meeting will be provided
to you under separate cover.

5, UNITED STATES { l'*
N ol s NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
R—F ¢ WASHINGTON, D. . ‘0555




Mr. Edward A. Straker

Our relationship with SAIC over the past years has been both positive and
productive. Accordingly, we encourage SAIC to centinue to respond to NRC
solicitations for technical services.

Enclosures:
As stated
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Sincerely,

Origina! Signed By
James M. Taylor

James M. Taylor
Executive Director
for Operations
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ENCLOSURE 1

CLARIFICATION OF
WORK FOR OTHERS PROVISIONS OF REVISED COI POLICY

Paragraph (C)(2)

The prohibition contained in paragraph (c)(2) of the "work for others* section
applies to the term and scope of the entire contract, except for task order
contracts where the restrictions apply to the task order as appropriate.

Paragragh C)(3)

The prohibition in paragraph (c)(3) was added to the prior COI language to
prevent situstions where a contractor may take advantage of its presence un a
licensee’s site to market the firm's services to the licensee. This provision
also recognizes that a contractor’s financial ties to a utility at a given
site could introduce the potential for technical bias. NRC recognized that
this may temporarily limit a firm's business activity with a licensee.
However, on balance, the protection of NkC from potential COI situations of
this nature was considered paramount.

In the case of task order type contracts, NRC's revised COI poiicy limits the
application of COI restrictions to the relatively narrow scope and shorter
duration of individual task orders rather than the entire scope and term of
the basic contract. This means, for example, that when the scope of a task is
limited to providing technical support in the review of a site-specific
Ticensing action, the contractor is free to perform any other work for any
licensee that does not relate to the license review at that particular site.
The exception is in the case of task orders involving contractor work at a
licensee site where the restriction encompasses all work at that site for that
Ticensee and work on the same technical area for that licensee for cne year
thereafter. Thus, in most cases, this change significantly reduces both the
scope of activities and the time frame under which COI restrictions apply to
firms performing technical services for NRC.
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satisfy Type B lesting requiremen's of 10
CFR part 50, appendix |.

Environmental Impacts of the Proposed
Action

The proposed Exemption subsiitutes
an alternative testing and replacement
program for the Type B testing
requirements of 10 CFR part 50,
appendix | The alternative lesting
program will detect bellows assemlies
with signaficant flaws and result in
replacement of flawed assemblies
within one operaing cycle. during which
period there is reasonable assurance
thet the bellows sssemblies will not
suffer excessive degradation. Thus, this
Exemption will not change the types. or
allow an increase in the amounts of
eMuents that may be released offsite.
Nor would it result in an increase in
individual or cumulative occupetional
radiation exposure. Therefore, the
Commission concludes that there are no
significant radiological en vironmental
impacts associated with the proposed
Faemption.

With regard to potential
nonradiologicsl impacts. the pr yposed
Exemption involves feztures located
entirely within restricted areas a8
defined by 10 CFR part 20. 1t does nol
affect nonvadiclogica! plant efflsents
and has oo other environmental impact
Therefore, the Commission concludes
that there are no significan!
nonradiological environmental impacia
associated with the proposed
Exemption

Alternative Use of Resources

This action does not invaive the use of
any resources nol previously considered
in the Final Environmental Sialemen
{construction permit end operating
lcense) for Dresden Nuclear Power
§:stion. Units 1 and 2 dated Nover. o1
193, and for Quad Ciucs Nucleur Power
Station. Units 1 and 2, dated September
1972
Alternctive to the Propesed Action

Since the Commission concluded that
there gre no significant environmental
impacts sssocialed with the proposed
ExempLon, any siternalives with equal
or greater envizonmental impac! need
pot be evaluated. The principal
alternative to the Exemplion would be
to require ngid compliance with the
reguirements of appendia ] 1010 CIR
part 50 Such action would not enhance
the protection of the environment and
would result in unwirranted hernsee
expenditures of ergneeting and
construction serourors on well as

U R R

Agencies end Persons Consulled

The Commission’s stafl reviewed the
licensee's design and did not consult
other agencies of persons.

Finding of No Significant Impact

The Commission has determined not
lo prepare an envirorunental unpact
statement for the proposed Exemption

Based upon the foregoing
environmenta! assessment, the
Commission concludes that the
proposed action will not have a
significant effect on the quality of the
hurnan environment

For furtber details with respect 1o this
action, see the licensee's letter of
November 12, 1991. This document is
svailable for public inspection sl ihe
Commission's Public Document Room,
the Gelman Building. 2120 L Street, NW.,
Vashington, DC. at the Morris Public
Library, 604 Liberty Street. Mormis.
Ilinois 60450, and at the Dixon Public
Library, 221 Hennepin Avenue. Dixon,
Hinois 61021,

Dated at Rockville. Maryland. this 30th day
of janvary 1992

For the Nuclear Regulatory Comrmission.
Richard | Barreti,

Direcior. Project Directorate Hl-2 Divusion of
Reoctor Prosects 1117TV/V.

{FR Doc. 92-2915 Filed 2-5-02 845 am]
BLLNG COOE T5I0-0 40

Organizationai Conflicts ot interest
Meetling

acexcy: Nuclear Regulatory
Commission

acnon: Notice of public meelng

sumuMARY: The Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (NRC) will hold & public
meeting to discuss its revised
organizatiopal Conflicts of Interest
(CO!) palicy. A question and answer
period will follow opening remarks and
8 discussion of the policy's provisions
by NRC's contrecting and lega! stafl,

paTES: The meeting will be held on
March 26, 1992, from 930 a.m 10 330
p-m.

ADORLSSES: The meeting will be held in
the Versailles | Room st the Holidey Inn
Bethesda, 8120 Wisconsin Avenue,
Bethesda. MD 20814,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Timothy F. Hagan, Acting Director,
Division of Contracts 8 Property
Management. Office of Administration,
(307 ) 4924347 or William H Foa'er
Chiefl, Policy Branch, Division of
Contracts 8 Property Management,
Viifice of Admis siration (300} 432-7348

SUPPLEMENTARY IRFORMATION On
August 15, 1991, the Commission

ap ved a revision to its COI policy.
This + -ised policy will become a part of
the NRC Acquisition Regulatior (48 CFR
chapter 20). when it is published in final
form.

One major change from the provisions
NRC policy was the limitation of COl
restrictions to the relatively narrow
scope and shorter duration of individua!
task orders rather than the eolire scope
and term of the basic contract The
purpose of this change in COIl policy is
1o enhance NRC's ability 1o obtain
knowledgeable. experienced scientists
and eng neers who are working daily in
the real life environment of the nuclear
industry The draft version of this rule
was published in the Federal Register
for public comment on October %, 1989
(54 FR 40420).

Under the revised policy. NRC's right
to disapprove work for others is limited
10 those instances in which NRC already
has the contractor performing under &
specific 1ask order, or plans to do so.
While the staff believes this revision
will increase competition for NRC
technical assistance and research wor’ .
additonal restnictions were
recommended to (a) avoid the potential
for unfair competitive advantage that
cou'd result if NRC contraclors were
permitied to market their services while
working for NRC st 8 beensee site, and
(b) ensure NRC contractors do not bave
d,vided financial interests while
working 8t @ Licensee site. Therefore, the
Commission also spproved the following
provision:

When the contrecior performe work for ibe
WNRC under Uus conlreci st any NRC Loensee
or spphecant site, the contracior shall pether
solic! por perform work at the wite or work o
the same technica) ares for thet bornsee o
applicant organization for ¢ period
commencing with the v ard of 2; sk order
orbepnmrudwmu&e-u(d-mnnl
order contract) and ending ooe year after
completion of all wark under the pssocisted
14k order, or las! me ot e aite (i pot @
task urdes cantract).

The NRC recognized that the above
restriction may temporanly limit & firm's
business activity wilk @ hicensee, but
believes the protection of NRC from
potential COl situations of this nature
must be paramount Furiber, the stall
believes that, on balance. the revised
policy relaxes the previous COl
restnctions sufficiently to foster
umproved competition in the technical
markeiplace.

Recently. however. two of NRC's
maijor technical assisiance snd research
contractors have expressed the view
that the above COI provision was overly

]
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restrictive and would impede rather
than enhance NRC's ability 1o increase
competition in the technical aL-*<tance
marketplace. Therefore. we invite all
coniractors er 4 cthet interested parties
1o atiend this meeting to provide their
views on the practicelity of complying
with this COIl provision or 1o provide
eiternatives that will schieve an
equivalent level of COI protection.
Dated of Rockville, Manyland. this 27th day
of Janusry 1982
For the Nuclear Regulstory Commussion
James M. Yaylor,
Executive Director for Operctions
(FR Doc 92-2016 Filed 2-5-42 845 am)
BLLING COOE TS0-01 4
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POSTAL RATE COMMISSION

Commission Yisit

Januery 31 1982

On February 6 1082, Commissioner
john W. Crutcher and Wilhiam Ferguson,
Ascistant Director, Technicel Analysis
and Planning. will visit the A-1 SORT's
facility in Miami. Florida 1t 1s elso
possible. but not confirmed. that a visit
will be made to an Amencan Express,
Inc. facility in the same area on
February 7, 1992

A report of these visits will be on file
with the Commission Docke! Room, For
further information contact William
Ferguson a! (207} 7896850
Charies L Clapp.
Secretary
[FR Doc 92-2606 Filed 2-5-82 ¢ 4% am]
BULG COOE T2 10FWA

RAILROAD RETIREMENT BOARD

Agency Forms Submitted for OMB
Review

AGENCY: Railroad Retirement Board
ACTION: Ir sccordsnce with the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980 (44
U.S.C chapler 35). the Railroad
Retirement Board has submitied the
following propesalls) for the collection
of information 1o the Office of
Management and Budge! for review and
spproval

Summary of Proposal(s)

{1) Coliectior: title: Fegues! for
Medicsre Payment -

(2} Form{s] submitted C~740B. G-
7405. and HCFA-1500

{3) OME Number 3220-0121

(4) Expirotion date of curren! OMB
clearance: Three years from dete of
OMB approval

(5) Ty pe of mrguest Extension of the
expiration dute of o currently approved

collection without ary change in the
substance or in the method of collection.

{6) Frequency of response: On
occasion.

(7} Respondents: Individuals or
households, Businesses or other for-
profit.

(8) Estimated annua! number of
respondents: See justification (ltem 13)

{9) Tote! annual responses: 1.

(10) Avercge time per response: See
justification (ltem 13}

{11) Tota!l annual reporting hours: 1

{12) Collection description: The
Railroad Retirement Board (RREB)
sdministers the Medicare program for
persons covered by the railroad
retirement system. The coliection will
obtain the information needed by The
Travelers Insurance Company. the
RRE's carrier, 1o pay claims for services
and supplies covered under Part B of the
program.

Additional Information or Comments

Copies of the proposed forms and
supporting documents can be obtained
from Dennis Eagan. the agency
clearance officer (312-751-46393)
Comments regarding the information
collection should be addressed to
Ronald |. Hodepp. Railrosd Retirement
Board. 844 Rush Street Chicago. Dhinois
60611 and the OMB reviewer. Laura
Cliven [202-395-7316), Office of
Management and Budget. room 3002,
New Executive Office Bullding.
Washington. DC 20503
Denrus Eagan,

Clecrence Officer
{FR Doc 92-2904 Filed 2-5-82 845 am)
BILUNG COOE THN-01-4
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SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION

[Release No. 34-3030%5, File No SR-Amex-
#2-4}

Seif-Regulatory Organizations; Filing
ond Order Granting Temporary
Accelerated Approval 1o Proposed
Fule Change by American Stock
Exchange, Inc. Relating 1o a Pliot
Program for Execution of Odo-Lot
Market Orders

Januery 30, 1982

Pursuant 1o section 18{b)(1} of the
Securities Eachange Act of 1834 (“Act”)
15 US.C 78s[b){1). notice is hereby
given thal on January 27, 1992 the
American Stock Exchange. Inc. ["Amex’
or “Exchange”) filed with the Securities
snd Exchange Commission
{"Commission”) the proposed rule
change as described in tems | I and 1
below, which liems have been prepered

by the sell-regulatory organization. The
Commission is publishing this notice to
solicit comments on the proposed rule
change from interested persons.

1 Self-Regulatory Organization's
Statement of the Terme of Substance uof
the Proposed Rule Change

The Exchange proposes to extend for
twelve months its existing pilot progra™
under Amex Rule 205 requiring
execution of odd-lot market orders at
the prevailing Amex quote with no
differential charged.! The Exchange
received approval, on a pilot basis
expiring on February 8, 1992, of
amendments 1o Amex Rule 205.*

The text of the proposed rule change
is available at the Office of the
Secretary, Amex. and et the
Commission.

11 Self-Regulatory Organization's
Statement of the of, and
Ststutory Basis for, the Proposed Rule
Change

In its filing with the Commission. the
sclf-regulatory organization included
s'atements conceming the purpose of
and basis for the propused rule change
and discussed any comments it received
on the proposed rule change The text ¢
these statements may be exaimined at
the places specified in liem IV below
The sell-regulatory orgstrization has
prepared summaries. se! forth in
sections A, B and C below, of the mos!
significant aspects of such statements

A. Seif Reg slotory Orgonizotion's
Statement of the Purpose of. and
Stotvtory Bosis for. the Rule
Cherge

1 Purpose

The Commission has approved. on @
pilut basis, amendments to Exchange
Rule 205 10 require the execution of odd
ot market orders ot the prevailing Amex
quate with no odd lot differential. Thess
procedures were initially approved by
the Commission on & pilet basis.® and
were subsequently extended four
Umes 4

F The Exchange serks sccelersted spproval of the
proposed rute change in order 1o allow the pilot
progrem which will expire on February 8 1982 4o
cont Due withou! interryplion

¥ Gee Securilies Eaxchange Act Relrsse No 299
[Nosember 8 1951) 3 P 58408 {approving File Mo
SR -Ames 41-30)

* Sue Secunties Exchange Act Release No 26445
{Jeruary 10 1985%] %4 FR 2248 [approving Fue No
5K At s 88-2)

* fer Securiies Eschanges Ac Release Now 2085
November 8 1997 S FR 554X (spproving File he
SF-Armes 40-30] 2786 [Muy B 1997, 38 FR 22488
lapproving Fiie Ne S8 Amex-$1-09) 26758
lanuery 10 1991 5 FR 1656 (approving File No
SF-Smes 403 end 27590 (lanvary 8. 1950) 88 ¥
N2 {epproving File No SR -Amea-88-37)
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