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NUCLZAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
57 FR 4652
February 6, 1992
Organizational Tonflicts of Interest; Meeting
ACTION: Notice of public meeting.

SUMMARY: The Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) will hold a public meeting
to discuss its revised organizational Conflicts of Interest (COI) policy. A
question and answer period will follow opening remarks and a discussion of the
policy's provisions by NRC's contracting and legal staff.

DATES: The meeting will be held on March 26, 1992, from 9:30 a.m. to 3:30 p.m,.

ADDRESSES: The meeting will be held in the Versailles I Room at the Holiday
Inn Bethesda, 8120 Wisconsin Avenue, Bethesda, MD 20814.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Timothy F. Hagan, Acting Director, Division
of Contracts & Property Management, Office ot Administration, (301) 492-4347
or William H, Foster, Chief, Policy Branch, Division of Contracts & Froperty
Management, Office of Administration, (301) 492-7348.

TEXT: SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On August 15, 1991, the Commission approved a
revision to its COI policy. This revised policy will become a part of the NRC
Acquisition Regulation (48 CFR chap.er 20), when it is published in final
form.

One major change from the provisions NRC policy was the limitation 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. The
purpose of this change in COI policy is to enhance NRC's ability to obtain
knowledgeable, experienced scientists and engineers who are working daily in
the real-life environment of the nuclear incustry. The draft version of this
rule was published in the Federal Register for public comment on October Z,
1989 (54 FR 40420).

Under the revised policy, NRC's right to disapprove work for others is
limited to 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 technical assistance ard research
work, additional restrictions were recommended to (a) avoid the potential for
unfair competitive advantage that could result if NRC contractors were
permitted to market their services while working for NRC at a licensee site,
and (b) ensure NRC contractors do not have divided financial interests while
working at a licensee site. Therefore, the Commission also approved the
following provision:
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When the contractor performs work for the NRC under this contract at any
NRC licensee or applicant site, the contractor shall neither solicit nor
perform work at the site or work in the same technical area for that licensee
or applicant organization for a period commencing with the award of the task
order or beginning of work on the site (if not a task order contract) and
ending one year after completion of all work under the associated task order,
or last time at the site (if not a task order contract).

The NRC recognized that the above restriction may temporarily limit a
firm's business activity with a licensee, but believes the protection of NRC
from potential COI situations of this nature must be paramount. Further, the
staff believes that, on balance, the revised policy relaxes the previous COI
restrictions sufficiently to foster improved competition in the technical
marketplace.

Recently, however, two of NRC's major technical assistance and recearch
contractors have expressed the view that the above COI provision was overly
restrictive and would impede rather than enhance NRC's ability to increase
competition in the technical assistance rarketplace. Therefore, we invite all
contractors and other interested parties to attend this meeting to provide
their views on the practicality of complying with this COI provision or to
provide alternatives that will achieve an eguivalent level of COI protection.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 27th day of January, 1992.

For the MNuclear Regulatory Commission.

James M. Taylor,

Executive Director for Operations.

[FR Doc. 92-2916 Filed 2-5-92; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 75%0-01-M
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NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
57 FR 4652
February 6, 1992
Organizational Conflicts of Interest; Meeting

ACTION: Notice of public meeting.

SUMMARY : The Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) will hold a public meeting
to discuss its revised organizational Conflicts of Interest (COI) policy. A
question and answer period will follow opening remarks and a discussion of the
policy's provisions by NRC's contracting and legal staff.

DATES: The meeting will be held on March 26, 1992, from $:30 a.m. to 3:30 p.m.

ADDRESSES: The meeting will be held in the Versailles 1 Room at the Holiday
Inn Bethesda, 8120 Wisconsin Avenue, Bethesda, MD 20814.

FCR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Timothy F. Hagan, Acting Director, pPivision
of Contracts & Fropeity Management, Office of Administration, (301) 492-4347
or William H. Foster, Chief, Pclicy Branch, Division of lontracts & Property
Management, Office of Administration, (301) 492-7348.

TEXT: SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On August 15, 1991, the Commission approved a
revision to its COI policy. This revised policy will become a part of the NRC
Acquisition Regulation (48 CFR chapter 20), when it is published in final

form.

One major change from the provisions NRC policy was the limitation of CO1l
restrictions to the relatively narrow scope and shorter duration of individual
task orders rather than the entire scope and term of the basic contract. The .
purpose of this change in COI policy is to enhance NRC's ability to obtain |
knowledgeable, experienced scientists and engineers 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 2,

1989 (54 FR 40420).

Under the revised policy, NRC's right to disapprove work for others is :
limited to 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 technical assistance and research
work, additional restrictions were recommended to (a) avoid the potential for
unfair competitive advantage that could result if NRC contractors were
permitted to market their services while working for NRC at a licensee site, '
and (b) ensure NRC contractors do not have divided financial interests while |
working at a licensee site. Therefore, the Commission also approved the '
following provision:
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wWhen the contractor performs work for the NRC under this contract at any
NRC licensee or applicant site, the contractor shall ncither solicit nor
perform work at the site or work in the same technical area for that licensee
or applicant organization for a peried commencing with the award of the task
order or beginning of work on the site (if not a task order contract) and
ending one year after completion of all work under the associated task order,
or last time at the site (if not a task order contract).

The NRC recognized that the above restriction may temporarily limit a
firm's business activity with a licensee, but believes the protection of NRC
from potential COI situations of this nature must be paramount. Further, the
staff believes that, on balance, the revised policy relaxes the previous COI
restrictions sufficiently to foster improved competition in the technical
marketplace.

Recently, however, two of NRC's major technical assistance and research
contractors have expressed the view that the above COI provision was overly
restrictive and would impede rather than enhance NRC's ability to increase
competition in the technical assistance marketplace. Therefore, we invite all
contractors and other interested parties to attend this meeting to provide
their views on the practicality of complying with this COI provision or to
provide alternatives that will achieve an equivalent level of COI protection.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 27th day of January, 1992.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission,

James M. Taylor,

Executive Director for Operations.

[FR Doc. 92-2916 Filed 2-5-92; 8:45 am]
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*satisly Type B testing requirements of 10
CFR part 50, appendix |.

Environmente! Impacts of the Propased
Action

The proposed Exemption substi ules
an allemative testing and replacement
program for the Type B testing
requirements of 10 CFR pari 50,
appendix | The alternative testing
program will detect bellows assemblies
with significant flaws and result o
replacement of flawed assemilies
within one operating cycle. during which
period there is reasonable assurance
that the bellows assemblies wi'l not
suffer excessive degradation. T=us this
Fremption will not change the "y pes. or
allow an increase in the amounts. of
e Nuents that mayv be released . Ts1e
Yoor would 3t result in an increae in

sdividual or cumulative ocrupa ional
radiation exposure. Therefore. the
Lommission c,ondudel that there are no
significant radiological environmental
impacts associated with the proposed
Exerption.

With regard to potential
nonradiologics! impacts. the proposed
Exemption involves features locatad
entirely within restricted arcas as
defined by 10 CFR part 20 1t does not
sffect nonrsdiological plant efMuents
and has no other environmenta! impact.
Therelore, the Commission concludes
that there are no significant
ronradiological environmenta! impacts
associated with the proposed
Exemption

Alternative C'u of Resources

This action does not {nvolve the use of
any resources nol previously considered
in the Final Environmenta! Statement
{conatruction permi! and ¢perating
license) for Dresden Nuclear Power
Station, Units 1 and 2 dated November
1973, and for Quad Cities Nuclear Power
Station, Units 1 and Z dated September
1972

Alternotive to the Proposed Action

Since the Commission concluded that
there are no significant environmental
mnpacts associated with the proposed
Exemption, any alternatives with equal
or greater environmental impact need
not be evalusted The principal
slternative to the Exemption would be
fo require rigid compliance with the
requirements of appendix ] to 10 CFR
part 50. Such action would not enhance
the protection of the environment and
would result in unwarranted licensee
expenditures of engineering and
construction resources, as wel) as
sssociated capital costs.

-

Agencies and Persons Consulted

The Commission's stafl reviewed the
licensee's design and did not consnlt
other agencies or persons.

Finding of No Significant Impact

The Commission has determiried not
to prepare an envirorunental impact
statement for the proposed Exemption.

Based upon the foregoing
environmental essessment, the
Commission concludes that the
proposed action will not have a
significant effect on the quality of the
buman environment

For further details with respect to this
action, see the licensee s letter uf
November 12, 1981, This document is
available for public inspection at the
Commission’s Public Dacument Room
the Gelman Building, 2120 L Street, AW .,
Washington. DC. &1 the Mornis Public
Library, 604 Liberty Street Moris
lHinois 60450, and at the Dwon Public
Library, 221 Hennepin Avenue Dixon,
Minois 61021

Deted 8! Rockville Maryland. thie 30th day
of jacuary 1882

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Richard | Barrett,

Direcior, Prarect D ectorote [11-3 Division of
Regcior Projcts HTH'IVV

[FR Do 82-2015 Fiied 2-5-42 845 am|
BHLLIMG CODE 7580014

Organizational Conflicts of lnterest,
Meeting

AGENCY: Nuclear Regulatory
Commission.

Acnon: Notice of public meeting.

sUMMARY: The Nuclear Pegulatory
Commission (NRC) will hold a public
meeting to discuss its revised
organizational Conflicts of Interest
{COI) policy. A question and answer
perod will follow opening remarks and
& discussion of the policy's provisions
by NRC's contracting and lega! stafl

DATES: The meeting will be beld on
March 26, 1962, from 930 a.m. to 330
pam.

ADDRESSES: The meeting will be held in
the Versailles | Room at the Holiday Inn
Bethesda, 8120 Wisconsin Avenue,
Bethesda, MDD 20814,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Timothy F. Hagan, Acting Director,
Division of Contracts & Property
Management, Office of Admmnistration,
{307) 4924347 or William H Foster,
Chief, Policy Branch, Division of
Contracts & Property Management,
Office of Administration. {301) 492-7348

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION On
August 15,1991, the Commission
approved a revigion to its COI policy.
Thus revised policy will become @ part of
the NRC Acquisition Regulation {48 CFR
chapter 20), when it is published n final
form.

One major change from the provisions
NRC policy was the limitation 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 The
purpose of this change in COIl policy is
to enhance NRC's ability 1o obtain
knowledgeable experienced scientis's
and engineers who are working daly i
the teal-life environment of the nuclear
industry. The draft vers.on of this rule
was published in the Federal Register
for public comment on Ociober 2. 1389
(54 FE 40420)

Under the revised policy. NRC 9 nght
to disapprove work for others is imited
to those instances in which NRC already
has the contractor performing under a
specific task order. or plane to do s0
While the stafl helieves this revision
will increase competition for NRC
techrnical assistance anJ research work,
additional restrictions were
recommended to (a) avoid the potential
for unfawr competitive advantage that
could result f NRC contractors were
permitted to market their services while
working for NRC at a licensee site, and
{b) enture NRC contractors do not have
divided financial interests while
working at a licensee site. Therefore, the
Commission also approved the following
provision

When the contractor performs work for the
NRC under thus contract st any NRC beensee
or applicant site. the contractor shall neither
solicat por porform work st e site or work in
the same technics! ares for that hoensee or
spplicant orgasization for 8 period
commencing with the award of the task order
or beginning of work on the site [ not o task
order contract) and ending one year afler
compietian of al! work under the sasocisted
task order, or last time at the gite [if not a
tash arder contrect).

The NRC recognized that the above
restriction may temporarily lumit @ firm's
business sctivity with & licensee, but
believes the protection of NRC from
potential COI situations of this nature
mus! be paramount. Further, the staff
believes that. on balance, the revised
policy relaxes the previous COI
restrictions sufficiently to foster
improved competition in the technical
marketpiace.

Recently. however, two of NRC's
major technical assistance and research
contractors have expressed the view
that the above COI provision was overly
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testrictive ond would impede rather
thun enhance NRC's ability lo increass
competibon in the technical assistance
marketplace. Therefore, we invite all
cor racters and other interesied partes
to attend this meeting 1o provide ther
views on the practicality of complying
w.th this COI provision of to provide
uhternatives that will achieve an
equivalent level of COU protection
Dated 8! Rockvitie, Manland. this 27th day
of January, 1812
Fur the Nuclear Regulalury Commssion
James M Taylot
Eaes tive Diregtar for Opesations
|FR Doc. 82-2916 Filed 2-8-82. 845 am|
BILLING CODE T590-01-4

POSTAL RATE COMMISSION
Commission Visit

Janusry 31 1902
On February 6. 1992 Comnussiones

John W. Crutcher and Williem Ferguson.

Assistant Director. Techmcal Analysis
and Planning will visit the A-1 SORT s
facility in Miami. Florida 1t is also
possible. but not confirmed. that a visi!
will be made to an American Expross
Inc. facility in the same area on
February 7. 1992

A report of these visits will be on file
with the Commission Docket Room For
further infurmation contact William
Ferpuson at {202) T8S-6850
Charies L Clapp.
Secreian
{FR Doc 80-2806 Filed 2-5-92 8406 a~|
BiLMG CODE TGS W

RAILROAD RETIREMENT BOARD

Agency Forms Submitied for OMB
Review

AGENCY. K troad Retire
ACTION. 11 accordance with the
Paperwark Reduction ACt of 1980 (45
U'S C chapler 35} the Ra
Fetirement Board has submittod 1
following proposalis] fur the collechior
of infarmation to the Office of
Management and Budget for review and
approval

ment Board

Toug

Summary of Proposal(s)

{1] Callection title. Reguest for
Medicare Payment

(2) Form(s) submitted: G-7908. G~
7405, and HCFA-1500

{3) OMB Number: 3220-0131

(4) Expirotion date of current OMB
cleoronce Three years from date of
OMB approval.

(5] Type of request Extension of the
expiration date of a currently spproved

collection without any change in the
siuhstance or in the method of collection

1U) Frequency of response: On
orcasion

(7} Arspendents: Individuals or
households. Businesses or other for
profit

(&) Estimated ennual number of
recnondents: See justification (Item 13]

(8] Tote! annual responses: 1

(10} Average time per response: See
justiTcation (1tem 13)

(11) Total annuc! reporiing hours: 1

(12) Collection description: The
Ra irvad Retirement Board (RRB)
administers the Medicare program for
persons covered by the railroad
retirement system. The collection will
obtain the information needed by The
Trevelers Insurance Company, the
RRE's carrier, to pay claims for services
and supplies covered under Part B of the
progTam

Additional Information or Comments

Copies of the proposed forms and
supporting documents can be obtained
fiom Dennis Eagan. the agency
clearance officer (312-751-4603)
Comments regarding the information
collection should be addressed to
Ronald | Hodapp. Railroad Retirement
Bourd, 844 Rush Street, Chicago. linaois
60611 and the OMB reviewer, Laura
Oliven [202-395-73186). Office of
Management and Budgel, room 3002
New Executive Office Building
Washington, DC 20503
Dennus Eegan
Clecrcnce Officer
[FRD o 2904 Filed 2-5-82 845 am]
B 806014

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION

{Release No 34-3000% File No SR-Amer-
924,

Sell-Regulatory Organizations, Filing
and Order Granling Temporary
Azcelerated Approva! to Proposed
Rule Change by American Stock
Exchange, Inc. Relating to a Pliot
Program for Execution of Odd-Lot
Market Orders

January 30 1982

Pursuan! to section 19{b}(1) of the
Securnities Exchange Act of 18934 ["Act’).
15 U'SC 78s(b)(1). notice is hereby
given that on January 27. 1892, the

American Stock Exchange. Inc. (“Amex”

or “Exchange”) filed with the Securities
and Eachange Commission

(" Commission™} the proposed rule
change as described in lems 1. 11 and 11}
bielow. which Mtems have been prepared

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

1. Sell-Regulatory Organization’s
Statement of the Terms of Substance of
the Proposed Rule Change

The Exchange proposes to extend for
twelve months its existing prlet 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, 1962, of
amendments to Amex Rule 205?

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

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

In its filing with the Commission, the
sell-regulatory organization included
statements concerning the purpose of
and basis for the proposed rule changs
and discussed any comments il receve:
on the proposed rule change. The teat o
these statements may be examined &'
the places specified in ltem IV below
The self-regulatory organization has
prepared summanes. set forth in
scctions A, B. and C below. of the mos'
sipnificant aspects of such statements

A. Self-Regulatary Organization’s
Stotement of the Purpose of. and
Statutory Bosis for, the Proposed Ru's
Chunge
1 Purpose

The Commission has approved. on o
pilot busis. amendments to Exchange
Ru'e 20% to require the execution of ods
ot marke orders st the prevailing Amics
quete with no édd-lot dillerentiai. Thes
procedurcs were initially approved b
the Commission of & pilot basis? and
were subseguently extended four
times ¢

! The Exchange secks acoelevated approval of
pruposed rule change o order to allow the pilo
program. whick will ¢xpue on February 8. 1942 ¢
conitae withtul sntemruption

* See Securites Exchangs Act Release No 2
(Novembes 8 1951 56 PR 58400 (approving Fue
SE-Aunes -9 -301

* Gog Securities Eaxchange Act Release No 26447
(Jar uary 10 166, 54 FR 2248 (approving File No
SR-Amen-8b-21)

* See Securities Exchange Ac! Release Nos 260
[November 8 19871 5 FR 55409 (approving File N
GR-Amex 4130 20180 [May 8§ 1891} S8 FR 22400
{upproving File Mo SR-Amex @108 28758
{Janunry 10 1091) 5 FR 1856 (approving File No
SR-Ames-806-39) and D580 [Janvary 5 10 5553
1125 lappros'ng File No SE-Ames 8-1)



