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Form Total 
respondents Frequency Total 

responses 

Average 
time per 
response 

Estimated 
total burden 

Totals ............................................................................................... 1,100 .................... 1,100 .................... 75 hours. 

Note: In some cases, the respondents for the replenishment interview will be the same people who responded to the screener. These re-
spondents could be different people, however. For example, one spouse who was not born in the years 1957 to 1964 and therefore is ineligible 
for the pretest sample may respond to the screener questions, while the other spouse who is eligible for the pretest sample responds to the re-
plenishment interview. 

Total Burden Cost (capital/startup): 
$0. 

Total Burden Cost (operating/ 
maintenance): $0. 

Comments submitted in response to 
this notice will be summarized and/or 
included in the request for Office of 
Management and Budget approval of the 
information collection request; they also 
will become a matter of public record. 

Signed at Washington, DC, this 5th day of 
January 2007. 
Cathy Kazanowski, 
Chief, Division of Management Systems, 
Bureau of Labor Statistics. 
[FR Doc. E7–162 Filed 1–10–07; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4510–24–P 

NATIONAL ARCHIVES AND RECORDS 
ADMINISTRATION 

Information Security Oversight Office; 
Public Interest Declassification Board 
(PIDB); Notice of Meeting 

Pursuant to Section 1102 of the 
Intelligence Reform and Terrorism 
Prevention Act of 2004 which extended 
and modified the Public Interest 
Declassification Board (PIDB) as 
established by the Public Interest 
Declassification Act of 2000 (Pub. L. 
106–567, title VII, December 27, 2000, 
114 Stat. 2856), announcement is made 
for the following committee meeting: 

Name of Committee: Public Interest 
Declassification Board (PIDB). 

Date of Meeting: Friday, January 19, 
2007. 

Time of Meeting: 9 a.m. to 12:30 p.m. 
Place of Meeting: National Archives 

and Records Administration, 700 
Pennsylvania Avenue, NW., Archivist’s 
Reception Room, Room 105, 
Washington, DC 20408. 

Purpose: To discuss declassification 
program issues. 

This meeting will be open to the 
public. However, due to space 
limitations and access procedures, the 
name and telephone number of 
individuals planning to attend must be 
submitted to the Information Security 
Oversight Office (ISOO) no later than 
Monday, January 15, 2007. ISOO will 
provide additional instructions for 
gaining access to the location of the 
meeting. 

For Further Information Contact: J. 
William Leonard, Director Information 
Security Oversight Office, National 
Archives Building, 700 Pennsylvania 
Avenue, NW., Washington, DC 20408, 
telephone number (202) 357–5250. 

Dated: January 9, 2007. 
J. William Leonard, 
Director, Information Security Oversight 
Office. 
[FR Doc. E7–254 Filed 1–10–07; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7515–01–P 

NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

[Docket No. 52–008–ESP; ASLBP No. 04– 
822–02–ESP] 

Atomic Safety and Licensing Board; In 
the Matter of Dominion Nuclear North 
Anna, LLC (Early Site Permit for North 
Anna ESP Site); Order (Notice of 
Opportunity To Make Oral or Written 
Limited Appearance Statements) 

January 5, 2007. 
Before Administrative Judges: Alex S. Karlin, 

Chairman, Dr. Thomas S. Elleman, Dr. 
Richard F. Cole. 

This proceeding concerns the 
September 25, 2003 application of 
Dominion Nuclear North Anna LLC for 
an early site permit (ESP) for the 
possible construction of two nuclear 
power reactors on the site of two 
existing nuclear reactors in Mineral, 
Virginia. 

This Atomic Safety and Licensing 
Board hereby gives notice that, pursuant 
to 10 CFR 2.315(a), the Board will 
entertain oral limited appearance 
statements from members of the public 
regarding the North Anna ESP 
application. The limited appearance 
statement session will be held on 
February 8, 2007 from 6 p.m. to 11 p.m. 
EST at the Louisa County High School 
auditorium, 757 Davis Highway, 
Mineral, Virginia 23117. 

I. Background and Scope of Proceeding 
The Nuclear Regulatory Commission 

(Commission) has defined an ESP as 
‘‘Commission approval * * * for a site 
or sites for one or more nuclear power 
facilities.’’ 10 CFR 52.3(b). If an ESP 
application is approved, then, if the 

holder applies for a later construction 
permit, ‘‘the Commission shall treat as 
resolved those matters resolved in the 
proceeding on the application for 
issuance or renewal of the early site 
permit.’’ 10 CFR 52.39(a)(2). The North 
Anna ESP application also includes a 
site redress plan, which, if approved, 
would allow the ESP holder to prepare 
the site for construction of the plant, as 
long as the activities will not result in 
any significant adverse environmental 
impact which cannot be redressed, and 
the applicant commits to redress the site 
if a construction permit is not issued. 10 
CFR 52.25. See North Anna ESP 
Application, Revision 9, 4–1–1 
(September 2006). The applicant may 
not undertake any other construction 
activities on the site, however, without 
having applied for and received a 
construction or combined operating 
license from the NRC. 10 CFR 52.3. On 
December 2, 2003, the Commission 
published a notice of hearing with 
regard to Dominion’s North Anna ESP 
application, notifying the public of the 
mandatory hearing on certain 
uncontested safety and environmental 
issues, and of the right to petition for 
leave to intervene to contest the 
application. 68 FR 67489 (Dec. 2, 2003). 
On January 2, 2004, Blue Ridge 
Environmental Defense League, Nuclear 
Information and Resource Service, and 
Public Citizen filed a petition to 
intervene. The predecessor Board 
admitted two of the Intervenors’ 
contentions. See Dominion Nuclear 
North Anna LLC (North Anna ESP), 
LBP–04–18, 60 NRC 253, 274 (2004). 

On January 13, 2006, Dominion 
submitted a supplement to its 
application, proposing to change the 
cooling system for proposed Unit 3 and 
to increase the power level of each 
proposed unit (Units 3 and 4) from 4300 
MWt to 4500 MWt. As a consequence, 
the application process was delayed by 
a year. The Staff issued a supplemental 
Final Safety Evaluation Report (FSER) 
on November 15, 2006, and a 
supplemental Final Environmental 
Impact Statement (FEIS) on December 
14, 2006, addressing the changed 
application. 

Both of the admitted contentions were 
resolved, one by a settlement and the 
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