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The goal for... is...

women-owned small
business sub-
contracts.

not less than 5 per-
cent of the value of
all subcontract
awards.

c. The following table lists the
specific goals for HUBZone small
businesses.

For FY... the percentage goal
is at least...

1999 .......................... 1 percent of the value
of all prime contract
awards

2000 .......................... 1.5 percent of the
value of all prime
contract awards

2001 .......................... 2 percent of the value
of all prime contract
awards

2002 .......................... 2.5 percent of the
value of all prime
contract awards

2003 and after ........... 3 percent of the value
of all prime contract
awards.

d. There is no specific statutory
requirement to establish goals for
awards made pursuant to section 8(a) of
the Small Business Act. However,
agencies must mutually establish with
SBA acceptable goals for awards to 8(a)
firms.

e. Agencies may count prime contract
awards to small businesses toward more
than one goal. Prime contract awards to
small businesses, women-owned small
businesses, small disadvantaged
businesses, 8(a) firms, and HUBZone
small businesses count toward the
government-wide small business goal.

7. Responsibilities.
a. Agency Responsibilities.
(1) Each department or agency must

negotiate annually in good faith with
the SBA to establish its specific goals for
small business, woman-owned small
business, small disadvantaged business,
HUBZone small business, and 8(a)
firms. These goals should provide the
maximum practicable opportunity for
all these types of small businesses to
participate in contracts let by the
agency. SBA’s annual guidance on
establishing small business goals,
entitled ‘‘Guidelines on Goals Under
Procurement Preference Programs,’’
covers the goal-setting process.

(2) At the end of the fiscal year,
agencies must submit a narrative report
to SBA analyzing its achievements and
any failures to achieve its small
business goals for the year. The report
must also include plans for improving
performance in the next year.

(3) Agencies must ensure that their
prime and subcontract data in the

Federal Procurement Data System is
accurate and complete in order to
measure their small business goal
accomplishments.

b. SBA Responsibilities.
(1) Prior to the beginning of each

fiscal year, the SBA will work with each
agency to establish mutually acceptable
goals for the different categories of small
business.

(2) SBA must ensure that the mutually
established cumulative goals for all
agencies meet or exceed the
government-wide small business goal of
23 percent.

(3) SBA must compile and analyze
agencies’ achievements against their
individual small business procurement
goals and report the results to the
President.

(4) SBA will use data in the Federal
Procurement Data System to determine:

(i) agencies’ success in reaching their
procurement goals for prime and
subcontracts;

(ii) the number and dollar value of
prime contracts awarded to small
business concerns, HUBZone small
business concerns, small disadvantaged
business concerns, and women-owned
small business concerns through:

• Noncompetitive negotiation,
• Competition restricted to small

disadvantaged business concerns,
• Competition restricted to small

business concerns and HUBZone small
business concerns, and

• Unrestricted competitions; and
(iii) the dollar value of subcontracts

awarded to small business concerns,
HUBZone small business concerns,
small disadvantaged business concerns,
and women-owned small business
concerns.

8. Information Contact. Direct any
questions regarding this Policy Letter to
Linda Williams (202–395–3302), or
Keith Coleman (202–395–7209).

9. Effective Date. The Policy Letter is
effective 30 days after issuance.

[FR Doc. 99–8123 Filed 4–1–99; 8:45 am]
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I

The Duke Energy Corporation (Duke/
the licensee) is the holder of Facility
Operating License Nos. DPR–38, DPR–
47, and DPR–55, that authorize
operation of the Oconee Nuclear

Station, Units 1, 2, and 3 (Oconee),
respectively. The licenses provide,
among other things, that the facilities
are subject to all rules, regulations, and
orders of the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (the Commission) now or
hereafter in effect.

The facilities consist of pressurized
water reactors located on Duke’s Oconee
site in Seneca, Oconee County, South
Carolina.

II
Title 10 of the Code of Federal

Regulations (10 CFR) part 50, appendix
G requires that pressure-temperature (P–
T) limits be established for reactor
pressure vessels (RPVs) during normal
operating and hydrostatic or leak rate
testing conditions. Specifically, 10 CFR
part 50, appendix G states that ‘‘[t]he
appropriate requirements on * * * the
pressure-temperature limits and
minimum permissible temperature must
be met for all conditions.’’ Pressurized
water reactor licensees have installed
cold overpressure mitigation systems/
low temperature overpressure
protection (LTOP) systems in order to
protect the reactor coolant pressure
boundaries (RCPBs) from being operated
outside of the boundaries established by
the P–T limit curves and to provide
pressure relief of the RCPBs during low
temperature overpressurization events.
The licensee is required by the Oconee
Units 1, 2, and 3 Technical
Specifications (TSs) to update and
submit the changes to its LTOP
setpoints whenever the licensee is
requesting approval for amendments to
the P–T limit curves in the Oconee
Units 1, 2, and 3 TSs.

In the submittal of October 15, 1998,
the licensee requested that the staff
exempt Oconee Units 1, 2, and 3 from
the application of specific requirements
of 10 CFR part 50, § 50.60 and appendix
G. Specifically, the licensee proposed to
use the American Society of Mechanical
Engineers (ASME) Code Case N–514 to
permit setting the pressure setpoint of
the facility’s LTOP such that the P–T
limits required by 10 CFR part 50,
appendix G could be exceeded by 10
percent during a low temperature
overpressure transient.

The licensee noted that the
underlying purpose of the subject
regulations is to establish limits to
protect the RPVs from brittle failure
during low temperature operation and
the LTOP provides a physical means of
protecting these limits.

The Reactor Coolant System P–T
operating window at low temperatures
is defined by the LTOP setpoint.
Implementation of an LTOP setpoint
without the additional margin of 10
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percent allowed by the ASME Code
Case N–514 would restrict the P–T
operating window and would
potentially result in undesired actuation
of the LTOP system. This constitutes an
unnecessary burden that can be
alleviated by the application of the Code
Case and reduce the potential for an
undesired lift of the LTOP valve.

The licensee stated that establishing
the LTOP pressure setpoints in
accordance with the provisions in Code
Case N–514 would provide an
acceptable level of safety against
overpressurization events of the Oconee
RPVs. The licensee stated that
establishing the LTOP setpoints in
accordance with N–514 provisions such
that the vessel pressure would not
exceed 110 percent of the P–T limit
allowables would still provide an
acceptable level of safety and mitigate
the potential for an inadvertent
actuation of the LTOP. The Code Case
dictates that when the LTOP system is
enabled, the peak pressure resulting
from an LTOP design-basis transient
will not exceed 110 percent of the
pressure limits established by the P–T
limit curves for the plant, as required by
10 CFR part 50, appendix G, and by
appendix G to the Code. The Code Case
also requires that the LTOP system be
enabled at a temperature of 200 °F or at
a temperature value equivalent to the
sum of the limiting adjusted reference
temperature (ART) + 50 °F, whichever is
greater. The staff has previously found
for several other nuclear power plants
that Code Case N–514 provides an
‘‘acceptable level of safety’’ based on the
amount of conservatism that has been
explicitly incorporated into the
methodologies for generating P–T limit
curves, as prescribed in 10 CFR part 50,
appendix G; appendix G to the Code;
and RG 1.99, Revision 2. The
conservatism includes: (1) a safety factor
of 2 on the pressure stresses; (2) a
margin factor applied to the calculation
of ART values in accordance with the
methodology of RG 1.99, Revision 2; (3)
an assumed flaw of one-fourth of the
vessel section thickness from the inside
wetted surface in the vessel beltline
region with a 6:1 aspect ratio; and (4) a
limiting material toughness based on
dynamic crack arrest data. The staff has
reviewed the proposed application of
this Code Case to Oconee Units 1, 2, and
3, and found it to be acceptable.

III
Pursuant to 10 CFR 50.12, the

Commission may, upon application by
any interested person or upon its own
initiative, grant exemptions from the
requirements of 10 CFR part 50, when
(1) the exemptions are authorized by

law, will not present an undue risk to
public health or safety, and are
consistent with the common defense
and security; and (2) when special
circumstances are present. As stated in
10 CFR 50.12(a)(2)(ii), special
circumstances exist when application of
the regulation would not serve or is not
necessary to achieve the underlying
purpose of the rule. The staff has
determined that an exemption would be
required to approve the use of Code
Case N–514. The staff has further
determined that special circumstances
are present, in that application of the
regulation under these circumstances is
not necessary to achieve the underlying
purpose of the rule and use of Code
Case N–514 would meet the underlying
intent of the regulation. Based upon a
consideration of the conservatism that is
explicitly incorporated into the
methodologies of 10 CFR part 50,
appendix G; appendix G of the Code;
and RG 1.99, Revision 2, the staff
concluded that permitting the LTOP
setpoints to be established at the level
specified in the Code Case (e.g., less
than or equal to 110 percent of the limit
defined by the P–T limit curves) would
provide an adequate margin of safety
against brittle failure of the RPVs. This
is also consistent with the
determination that the staff has reached
for other licensees under similar
conditions based on the same
considerations. Therefore, the staff
concludes that requesting the exemption
under the special circumstances of 10
CFR 50.12(a)(2)(ii) is appropriate and
that the methodology of Code Case N–
514 may be used to establish the LTOP
setpoints for the Oconee Units 1, 2, and
3 reactor coolant system.

IV

Accordingly, the Commission has
determined that, pursuant to 10 CFR
50.12(a), the exemption is authorized by
law, will not endanger life or property
or common defense and security, and is,
otherwise, in the public interest.
Therefore, the Commission hereby
grants Duke an exemption from the
requested specific requirements of 10
CFR part 50, § 50.60 and appendix G, for
Oconee Nuclear Station, Units 1, 2, and
3.

Pursuant to 10 CFR 51.32, the
Commission has determined that the
granting of this exemption will not
result in any significant effect on the
quality of the human environment (64
FR 14950, dated March 29, 1999).

This exemption is effective upon
issuance.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 29th day
of March 1999.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Samuel J. Collins,
Director, Office of Nuclear Reactor
Regulation.
[FR Doc. 99–8163 Filed 4–1–99; 8:45 am]
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The ACRS Subcommittee on Severe
Accident Management will hold a
meeting on April 30, 1999, Room T–
2B3, 11545 Rockville Pike, Rockville,
Maryland.

Portions of this meeting may be
closed to public attendance to discuss
Westinghouse proprietary information
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(c)(4).

The agenda for the subject meeting
shall be as follows:

Friday, April 30, 1999—8:30 a.m. Until
the Conclusion of Business

The Subcommittee will discuss the
Westinghouse Owners Group’s
proposed revisions to the Core Damage
Assessment guidelines and Post
Accident Sampling System
requirements for Westinghouse Electric
Company nuclear power plants. The
purpose of this meeting is to gather
information, analyze relevant issues and
facts, and to formulate proposed
positions and actions, as appropriate,
for deliberation by the full Committee.

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

During the initial portion of the
meeting, the Subcommittee, along with
any of its consultants who may be
present, may exchange preliminary
views regarding matters to be
considered during the balance of the
meeting.

The Subcommittee will then hear
presentations by and hold discussions
with representatives of the
Westinghouse Owners Group, the NRC
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