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III. The competitive conditions within
the workers’ industry (i.e., conditions
within the industry are adverse).
TA-W-58,483; Reed and Barton

Corporation, Silversmiths Div.,
Taunton, MA, December 7, 2004.

TA-W-58,520; Calley and Currier
Company, Bristol, NH, January 23,
2006.

TA-W-58,598; Springs Global US, Inc.,
Fort Mill Executive Off., Close Dev.
Center, Fort Mill, SC, January 6,
2005.

TA-W-58,439; Hart and Cooley—
Milcor, Including Spherion, Inc.,
Lima, OH, “workers engaged in the
production of registers (grilles)”
November 20, 2004.

TA-W-58,442; Weyerhaeuser Company,
Large Log Mill, Aberdeen, WA,
November 21, 2004.

TA-W-58,492; Ormet Aluminum Mill
Products, Hannibal Rolling Mill,
Hannibal, OH, December 9, 2004.

TA-W-58,495; Hoover Company (The),
Floorcare Div., Main Plant, North
Canton, OH, August 28, 2005.

TA-W-58,495A; Hoover Company
(The), Floorcare Div., Plant #2,
Canton, OH, August 28, 2005.

TA-W-58,495B; Hoover Company (The),
Floorcare Div., Distribution Center,
Canton, OH, August 28, 2005.

TA-W-58,511; Kessler Industries, Inc.,
El Paso, TX, December 14, 2004.

TA-W-58,523; Jasco Knitting Corp., Div.
of Jasco Fabrics Inc., Linden, NJ,
December 6, 2004.

TA-W-58,527; Techpack America
Cosmetic Packaging, LP, Div. of
Alcan, Morristown, TN, December
20, 2004.

TA-W-58,528; Tyco Electronics—
GADAN, Electromechanical
Business Unit, Franklin, KY,
December 23, 2005.

TA-W-58,593; Pliana, Inc., Charlotte,
NC, January 6, 2005.

TA-W-58,613; Olon Industries, Atlanta,
GA, January 3, 2005.

TA-W-58,667; Kimberly-Clark, Neenah
South Plant, Neenah, WI, January
18, 2005.

TA-W-58,669; Franklin Electric
Company, Siloam Springs, AR,
January 18, 2005.

TA-W-58,647; American National
Rubber, Louisa Division, Louisa,
KY, January 13, 2005.

TA-W-58,524; Hi-Tech Plastics,
Chesapeake Div., Cambridge, MD,
July 23, 2005.

TA-W-58,590; Groveton Paper Board,
Inc., Groveton, NH, January 5, 2005.

Negative Determinations For
Alternative Trade Adjustment
Assistance

In order for the Division of Trade
Adjustment Assistance to issue a

certification of eligibility to apply for
Alternative Trade Adjustment
Assistance (ATAA) for older workers,
the group eligibility requirements of
Section 246(a)(3)(A)(ii) of the Trade Act
must be met.

In the following cases, it has been
determined that the requirements of
section 246(a)(3)(ii) have not been met
for the reasons specified.

Since the workers are denied
eligibility to apply for TAA, the workers
cannot be certified eligible for ATAA.

TA-W-58,518; Wyeth Pharmaceuticals,
Wyeth Research Div., Chazy, NY.

TA-W-58,591; Western Textile Products
Co., Piedmont, SC.

TA-W-58,584; Vaughan Furniture Co.,
Inc., E.C. Dodson Plant, Galax, VA.

TA-W-58,453; Leggett and Platt Cedar
City, Div. of Leggett and Platt, Inc.,
Cedar City, UT.

TA-W-58,540; Cytech Hardwoods, Inc.,
Amsterdam, NY.

TA-W=-58,557; Dannex Printing
Corporation, Wood-Ridge, NJ.

TA-W-58,592; Stratcor, Inc., Subsidiary
of Strategic Minerals Corporation,
Niagara Falls, NY.

TA-W-58,429; Agilent Technologies,
Inc., Global Infrastructure Org.,
Colorado Springs, CO.

TA-W-58,555; Penske Logistics, General
Motors, Oklahoma City, OK.

TA-W-58,607; Kellwood Company,
Morgantown Distribution Ctr.,
Morgantown, KY.

TA-W-58,620; Bankers Trust Services,
Deutsche Bank Services Tennessee,
Inc, New York, NY.

TA-W-58,529; Collins and Aikman,
Oklahoma City, OK.

TA-W-58,439; Hart and Cooley-Milcor,
including Spherion, Inc., Lima, OH
“Workers engaged in the production
of access doors”

The Department has determined that
criterion (1) of section 246 has not been
met. Workers at the firm are 50 years of
age or older.

TA-W=-58,616; Linn Benton Community
College, At Hewlett-Packard
Company, Corvallis, OR.

The Department has determined that
criterion (2) of section 246 has not been
met. Workers at the firm possess skills
that are easily transferable.

TA-W-58,568; ARC Automotive, Inc.,
Div. of the Sequa Corp., Camden,
AR.

TA-W-58,537; Leach Company, Inc.,
Federal Signal, Refuse Division,
Appleton, WI.

The Department has determined that
criterion (3) of Section 246 has not been
met. Competition conditions within the
workers’ industry are not adverse.

None.

I hereby certify that the aforementioned
determinations were issued during the month
of January 2006. Copies of these
determinations are available for inspection in
Room C-5311, U.S. Department of Labor, 200
Constitution Avenue, NW., Washington, DC
20210 during normal business hours or will
be mailed to persons who write to the above
address.

Dated: January 31, 2006.
Erica R. Cantor,

Director, Division of Trade Adjustment
Assistance.

[FR Doc. E6-1919 Filed 2—9-06; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4510-30-P

NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION

Proposal Review Panel for Materials
Research; Notice of Meeting

In accordance with the Federal
Advisory Committee Act (Pub. L. 92—
463 as amended), the National Science
Foundation announced the following
meeting:

Name: Proposed Review Panel for
Materials Research (DMR) #1203.

Dates and Times: April 6, 2006; 7:30 a.m.—
9 p.m., April 7, 2006; 7:45 a.m.—4 p.m.

Place: Pennsylvania State University, State
College, PA.

Type of Meeting Part-open.

For Further Information Contact: Dr.
Thomas Rieker, Program Director, Materials
Research Science and Engineering Centers
Programs, Division of Materials Research,
Room 1065, National Science Foundation,
4201 Wilson Boulevard, Arlington, VA
22230, Telephone (703) 2902—-4914.

Purpose of Meeting: To provide advice and
recommendations concerning further support
of the Materials Research Science and
Engineering Center.

Agenda:

Thursday, April 6, 2006
7:45 a.m.—8:45 a.m. Closed—Execuitve
session
8:45 a..—5:15 p.m. Open—Review of the
Materials Research Science and
Engineering Center at Pennsylvania State
University
5:15 p.m.—6:30 p.m. Closed—Executive
session
7 p.m.—9 p.m. Open—Dinner
Friday, April 7, 2006
8 a.m.—9 a.m. Closed—Executive session
9 a.m.—10:45 a.m. Open—Review of the
Materials Research Science and
Engineering Center at Pennsylvania State
University
10:45 a.m.—4 p.m. Closed—Executive
Session, Draft and Review Report

Reason for Closing: The work being
reviewed may include information of a
proprietary or confidential nature, including
technical information: financial data, such as
salaries and personal information concerning
individuals associated with the proposals.
These matters are exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552
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b(c), (4) and (6) of the Government in the
Sunshine Act.

Dated: February 6, 2006.
Susanne Bolton,
Committee Management Office.
[FR Doc. 061241 Filed 2—9-06; 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 7555-01-M

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

Draft Report for Comment: Office of
Nuclear Reactor Regulation Standard
Review Plan, Section 17.5, ‘“Quality
Assurance Program Description—
Design Certification, Early Site Permit
and New License Applicants”

AGENCY: Nuclear Regulatory
Commission.

ACTION: Notice of availability and
request for comments.

SUMMARY: The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission’s (NRC) Office of Nuclear
Reactor Regulation (NRR) has issued
Section 17.5, Draft Revision 0, “Quality
Assurance Program Description—Design
Certification, Early Site Permit and New
License Applicants,” of NUREG-0800,
“Standard Review Plan for the Review
of Safety Analysis Reports for Nuclear
Power Plants, LWR Edition” for public
comment.

DATES: Comments on this draft
document must be submitted by April
11, 2006. To ensure efficient and
complete comment resolution,
comments should include references to
the section, page, and line numbers of
the document to which the comment
applies.

ADDRESSES: NUREG-0800, including
Section 17.5, Draft Revision 0, is
available for inspection and copying for
a fee at the Commission’s Public
Document Room, NRC’s Headquarters
Building, 11555 Rockville Pike (First
Floor), Rockville, Maryland. The Public
Document Room is open from 7:45 a.m.
to 4:15 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except on Federal holidays. NUREG—
0800, including Section 17.5, Draft
Revision 0, is also available
electronically on the NRC Web site at:
http://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/doc-
collections/nuregs/staff/sr0800/, and
from the ADAMS Electronic Reading
Room on the NRC Web site at: http://
www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/adams.html
(ADAMS Accession No. ML060180622).
Members of the public are invited and
encouraged to submit written
comments. Comments may be
accompanied by additional relevant
information or supporting data. A
number of methods may be used to

submit comments. Written comments
should be mailed to Chief, Rules Review
and Directives Branch, U.S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, Mail Stop T6—
D59, Washington, DC 20555—0001.
Hand-deliver comments to: 11555
Rockville Pike, Rockville, MD, between
7:30 am. and 4:15 p.m., Federal
workdays. Comments may be submitted
electronically to: nrcrep@nrc.gov.
Comments also may be submitted
electronically through the comment
form available on the NRC Web site at:
http://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/doc-
collections/nuregs/staff/sr0800/.

Please specify the report number
NUREG-0800, Section 17.5, Draft
Revision 0, in your comments, and send
your comments by April 11, 2006.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Stephen Tingen, Mail Stop O-6F2, U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, DC 20555-0001.
Telephone: (301) 415-1280; Internet:
sgt@nrc.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This new
Standard Review Plan (SRP) section is
guidance to the staff reviewers in the
Office of NRR for performing safety
reviews of quality assurance (QA)
programs for design certification, early
site permit (ESP) and combined license
applications submitted under 10 CFR
Part 52, as well as new construction
permit and operating license
applications submitted under 10 CFR
Part 50. The principal purpose of the
SRP is to ensure the quality and
uniformity of staff safety reviews. It is
also the intent of this plan to make
information about regulatory matters
widely available and to improve
communication between the NRC,
interested members of the public, and
the nuclear power industry, thereby
increasing understanding of the review
process.

SRP Section 17.5 is based on a
combination of the following NRC
endorsed guidance: ASME Standard
NQA-1, “Quality Assurance Program
for Nuclear Facilities” (1994 Edition);
Regulatory Guide (RG) 1.8,
“Qualification and Training of
Personnel for Nuclear Power Plants,”
Revision 3; RG 1.28, “Quality Assurance
Program Requirements (Design and
Construction),” Revision 3; RG 1.33,
“Quality Assurance Program
Requirements (Operation),” Revision 2;
Review Standard 002, “Processing
Applications for Early Site Permits,”
Revision 0; Nuclear Information and
Records Management Association, Inc.
(NIRMA) Technical Guide (TG) 11—
1998, “Authentication of Records and
Media;” NIRMA TG 15-1998,
“Management of Electronic Records;”

NIRMA TG 16-1998, “Software
Configuration Management and Quality
Assurance;” NIRMA TG 21-1998,
Electronic Records Protection and
Restoration;” Electric Power Research
Institute NP-5652, “Guideline for the
Utilization of Commercial—Grade Items
in Nuclear Safety-Related Applications
(NCIG-07);” SRP Section 17.1, “Quality
Assurance During the Design and
Construction Phases,” Draft Revision 3;
SRP Section 17.2, “Quality Assurance
During the Operations Phase,” Draft
Revision 3; and SRP Section 17.3,
“Quality Assurance Program,” Draft
Revision 1. The provisions in 10 CFR
50.69, ‘“Risk-Informed Categorization of
Structures, Systems and Components of
Nuclear Power Reactors,” regarding QA
controls for nonsafety-related systems,
structures, and components that
perform safety significant functions are
included in SRP Section 17.5. The
provisions in 10 CFR Part 21 and 10
CFR 50.55(e) regarding reporting of
defects and noncompliance are included
in SRP Section 17.5. A number of NRC
approved changes to QA programs that
were originally based on existing SRP
Sections 17.1, 17.2, and 17.3 that are
considered by the NRC to be generic in
nature are also included in SRP Section
17.5. The independent review criteria in
existing SRP Section 13.4, “Operational
Review,” have been relocated to SRP
Section 17.5.

SRP Section 17.5 is to be used by the
staff for guidance for the review of new
QA programs. SRP Section 17.5 does not
replace existing SRP Sections 13.4, 17.1,
17.2 and 17.3. These existing SRPs
continue to be applicable to QA
programs as previously approved by the
NRC.

Dated at Rockville, MD, this 1st day of
February, 2006.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Dale F. Thatcher,

Chief, Quality & Vendor Branch A, Division
of Engineering, Office of Nuclear Reactor
Regulation.

[FR Doc. E6-1924 Filed 2—9-06; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7590-01-P

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION

Proposed Collection; Comment
Request

Upon Written Request, Copies Available
From: Securities and Exchange
Commission, Office of Filings and
Information Services, Washington, DC
20549

Extension:
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