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The proposed action is in accordance
with the licensee’s application dated
June 8, 2001.
The Need for the Proposed Action
The proposed action is needed to
resolve an issue involving the auxiliary
lube oil pumps and associated conduits
which are used during the starting of a
reactor coolant makeup pump. The
licensee was granted an exemption on
March 22, 1983, which exempted the
makeup pump rooms from the
requirement to have an automatic fire
suppression system. The equipment
identified in the exemption as being
needed for safe shutdown included the
makeup pumps, the service water to
lube oil cooler isolation valves, and
associated cabling. The licensee
subsequently classified the auxiliary
lube oil pump (and associated conduits)
as required for safe shutdown. Because
the auxiliary lube oil pump was not
addressed in the previous exemption,
the licensee needed to either request a
specific exemption or provide specific
fire protection features for the auxiliary
lube oil pump.
Environmental Impacts of the Proposed
Action
The NRC has completed its evaluation
of the proposed action and concludes
that the proposed exemption does not
involve radioactive wastes, release of
radioactive material into the
atmosphere, solid radioactive waste, or
liquid effluents released to the
environment.
The proposed action will not
significantly increase the probability or
consequences of accidents, no changes
are being made in the types or amounts
of effluents that may be released off site,
and there is no significant increase in
occupational or public radiation
exposure. Therefore, there are no
significant radiological environmental
impacts associated with the proposed
action.
With regard to potential
nonradiological impacts, the proposed
action does not have a potential to affect
any historic sites. It does not affect
nonradiological plant effluents and has
no other environmental impact.
Therefore, there are no significant
nonradiological environmental impacts
associated with the proposed action.
Accordingly, the NRC concludes that
there are no significant environmental
impacts associated with the proposed
action.
Environmental Impacts of the
Alternatives to the Proposed Action
As an alternative to the proposed
action, the staff considered denial of the
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proposed action (i.e., the ‘‘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
The action does not involve the use of
any different resource than those
previously considered in the Final
Environmental Statement related to the
operation of ANO–1 (NUREG–0254)
dated February 1973, and the Final
Supplemental Environmental Impact
Statement regarding ANO–1 (NUREG–
1437, Supplement 3) dated April 2001.
Agencies and Persons Consulted
On August 26, 2002, the staff
consulted with the Arkansas State
official, Jared Thompson, of the
Arkansas Department of Health,
regarding the environmental impact of
the proposed action. The State official
had no comments.
Finding of No Significant Impact
On the basis of the environmental
assessment, the NRC concludes that the
proposed action will not have a
significant effect on the quality of the
human environment. Accordingly, the
NRC 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 letter
dated June 8, 2001. Documents may be
examined, and/or copied for a fee, at the
NRC’s Public Document Room (PDR),
located at One White Flint North, 11555
Rockville Pike (first floor), Rockville,
Maryland. Publicly available records
will be accessible electronically from
the Agencywide Documents Access and
Management System (ADAMS) Public
Electronic Reading Room on the Internet
at the NRC Web site, http://
www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/adams.html.
Persons who do not have access to
ADAMS or who encounter problems in
accessing the documents located in
ADAMS, should contact the NRC PDR
Reference staff by telephone at 1–800–
397–4209 or 301–415–4737, or by e-mail
to pdr@nrc.gov.
Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 6th day
of September 2002.
For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Robert A. Gramm,
Chief, Section 1, Project Directorate IV,
Division of Licensing Project Management,
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation.
[FR Doc. 02–23204 Filed 9–11–02; 8:45 am]
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RAILROAD RETIREMENT BOARD
Agency Forms Submitted for OMB
Review
SUMMARY: In accordance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 (44
U.S.C. Chapter 35), the Railroad
Retirement Board (RRB) has submitted
the following proposal(s) for the
collection of information to the Office of
Management and Budget for review and
approval.

Summary of Proposal(s)
(1) Collection title: Medical Reports.
(2) Form(s) submitted: G–3EMP, G–
250, G–250a, G–260, RL–11b, RL–11d.
(3) OMB Number: 3220–0038.
(4) Expiration date of current OMB
clearance: 10/31/2002.
(5) Type of request: Extension of a
currently approved collection.
(6) Respondents: Business or other
for-profit, non-profit institutions, State,
Local or Tribal government.
(7) Estimated annual number of
respondents: 29,950.
(8) Total annual responses: 29,950.
(9) Total annual reporting hours:
12,417.
(10) Collection description: The
Railroad Retirement Act provides
disability annuities for qualified
railroad employees whose physical or
mental condition renders them
incapable of working in their regular
occupation (occupational disability) or
any occupation (total disability). The
medical reports obtain information
needed for determining the nature and
severity of the impairment.
Additional Information or Comments:
Copies of the forms and supporting
documents can be obtained from Chuck
Mierzwa, the agency clearance officer
(312–751–3363).
Comments regarding the information
collection should be addressed to
Ronald J. Hodapp, Railroad Retirement
Board, 844 North Rush Street, Chicago,
Illinois, 60611–2092 and to the OMB
Desk Officer for the RRB, at the Office
of Management and Budget, Room
10230, New Executive Office Building,
Washington, DC 20503.
Chuck Mierzwa,
Clearance Officer.
[FR Doc. 02–23144 Filed 9–11–02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7905–01–M

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION
Submission for OMB Review;
Comment Request
Upon written request copies available
from: Securities and Exchange

E:\FR\FM\12SEN1.SGM

12SEN1

57858

Federal Register / Vol. 67, No. 177 / Thursday, September 12, 2002 / Notices

Commission, Office of Filings and
Information Services, Washington, DC
20549.
Reinstatement without change:
Form N–8b–4, SEC File No. 270–180, OMB
Control No. 3235–0247

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant
to the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995
(44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq.) (‘‘PRA’’), the
Securities and Exchange Commission
(‘‘Commission’’) has submitted to the
Office of Management and Budget
(‘‘OMB’’) a request for reinstatement
without change of the previously
approved collection of information
discussed below.
Form N–8b–4—Registration Statement
of Face-Amount Certificate Companies
Form N–8b–4 is the form used by
face-amount certificate companies to
comply with the filing and disclosure
requirements imposed by section 8(b) of
the Investment Company Act of 1940
[15 U.S.C. 80a–8(b)]. Form N–8b–4
requires disclosure about the
organization of a face-amount certificate
company, its business and policies, its
investment in securities, its certificates
issued, the personnel and affiliated
persons of the depositor, the
distribution and redemption of
securities, and financial statements. The
Commission uses the information
provided in the collection of
information to determine compliance
with section 8(b) of the Investment
Company Act of 1940.
Based on the Commission’s industry
statistics, the Commission estimates that
there would be approximately 1 annual
filing on Form N–8b–4. The
Commission estimates that each
registrant filing a Form N–8b–4 would
spend 171 hours in preparing and filing
the Form and that the total hour burden
for all Form N–8b–4 filings would be
171 hours. Estimates of the burden
hours are made solely for the purposes
of the PRA, and are not derived from a
comprehensive or even a representative
survey or study of the costs of SEC rules
and forms.
The information provided on Form
N–8b–4 is mandatory. The information
provided on Form N–8b–4 will not be
kept confidential. The Commission may
not conduct or sponsor, and a person is
not required to respond to, a collection
of information unless it displays a
currently valid OMB control number.
General comments regarding the
above information should be directed to
the following persons: (i) Desk Officer
for the Securities and Exchange
Commission, Office of Information and
Regulatory Affairs, Office of
Management and Budget, New
Executive Office Building, Washington,
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DC 20503; and (ii) Michael E. Bartell,
Associate Executive Director, Office of
Information Technology, Securities and
Exchange Commission, 450 Fifth Street,
NW., Washington, DC 20549. Comments
must be submitted to OMB within 30
days of this notice.
Dated: September 6, 2002.
Margaret H. McFarland,
Deputy Secretary.
[FR Doc. 02–23237 Filed 9–11–02; 8:45 am]
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SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION
Submission for OMB Review;
Comment Request
Upon written request, copies available
from: Securities and Exchange
Commission, Office of Filings and
Information Services, Washington, DC
20549.
Extension:
Rule 17f–2(d), SEC File No. 270–36, OMB
Control No. 3235–0028

Notice is hereby given that pursuant
to the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995
(44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq.), the Securities
and Exchange Commission
(‘‘Commission’’) has submitted to the
Office of Management and Budget a
request for approval of extension on the
following previously approved
information collection.
Rule 17f–2(d) under the Securities
Exchange Act of 1934 (‘‘Exchange Act’’)
was adopted on March 16, 1976, and
was last amended on November 18,
1982. Paragraph (d) of the rule (i)
requires that records produced pursuant
to the fingerprinting requirements of
Section 17(f)(2) of the Exchange Act be
maintained, (ii) permits the designating
examining authorities of broker-dealers
or members of exchanges, under certain
circumstances, to store and to maintain
records required to be kept by this rule,
and (iii) permits the required records to
be maintained on microfilm.
The general purposes for Rule 17f–2
are: (i) To identify security risk
personnel; (ii) to provide criminal
record information so that employers
can make fully informed employment
decisions; and (iii) to deter persons with
criminal records from seeking
employment or association with covered
entities.
Retention of fingerprint records, as
required under paragraph (d) of the
Rule, enables the Commission or other
examining authority to ascertain
whether all required persons are being
fingerprinted and whether proper
procedures regarding fingerprinting are
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being followed. Retention of these
records for the term of employment of
all personnel plus three years ensures
that law enforcement officials will have
easy access to fingerprint cards on a
timely basis. This in turn acts as an
effective deterrent to employee
misconduct.
Approximately 9,468 respondents are
subject to the recordkeeping
requirements of the rule. Each
respondent keeps approximately 32 new
records per year, which takes
approximately 2 minutes per record for
the respondent to maintain, for an
annual burden of 64 minutes per
respondent. All records subject to the
rule must be retained for the term of
employment plus 3 years. The
Commission estimates that the total
annual cost to submitting entities is
approximately $196,850. This figure
reflects estimated costs of labor and
storage of records.
Written comments regarding the
above information should be directed to
the following persons: (i) Desk Officer
for the Securities and Exchange
Commission, Office of Information and
Regulatory Affairs, Office of
Management and Budget, 725 17th St.,
NW., Washington, DC 20503; and (ii)
Michael E. Bartell, Associate Executive
Director, Office of Information
Technology, Securities and Exchange
Commission, 450 Fifth Street, NW.,
Washington, DC 20549. Comments must
be submitted to OMB within 30 days of
this notice.
Dated: September 6, 2002.
Margaret H. McFarland,
Deputy Secretary.
[FR Doc. 02–23238 Filed 9–11–02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 8010–01–P

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION
[Release No. 34–46463; File No. SR–CBOE–
2002–32]

Self-Regulatory Organizations; Order
Granting Approval of a Proposed Rule
Change and Amendment No. 1 Thereto
by the Chicago Board Options
Exchange, Inc. Relating to the Time
and Manner in Which the Allocation
Committee May Reallocate a Security
September 5, 2002.

On June 11, 2002, the Chicago Board
Options Exchange, Inc. (‘‘CBOE’’ or
‘‘Exchange’’) filed with the Securities
and Exchange Commission
(‘‘Commission’’), pursuant to section
19(b)(1) of the Securities Exchange Act
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