>
GPO,

5754

Federal Register/Vol. 72, No. 25/Wednesday, February 7, 2007/ Notices

upon request from; Dr. William Lang,
National Science Foundation, Division
of Ocean Sciences, 4201 Wilson Blvd.,
Suite 725, Arlington, VA 22230.
Telephone: (703) 292-7857. The draft is
also available on the agency’s Web site
at http://www.nsf.gov/geo/oce/pubs/
Scripps_NE_Indian_Ocean_EA.pdf.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Scripps Institution of Oceanography
(SIO), with research funding from the
NSF, plans to conduct scientific
research at nine sites in international
waters on the Ninety East Ridge in the
northeastern Indian Ocean for ~55 days
during May—August 2007. Research
activities will include rock-dredging
and magnetic, bathymetric, and seismic
surveys. The seismic survey will use a
towed array of two generator/injector
(GI) airguns, totaling an air discharge
volume of 90 in3. The GI guns will be
used for ~49 h at each of 5 sites on the
Ninety East Ridge in water depths of
1600 to 5100 meters. The results will be
used to study the morphology, structure,
and tectonics of ridge volcanoes, to infer
the magmatic evolution of the ridge, and
to survey broad characteristics of
subseafloor in order to refine the
planning of an Integrated Ocean Drilling
Program (IODP) drilling proposal.

SIO has applied for the issuance of an
Incidental Harassment Authorization
(IHA) from the National Marine
Fisheries Services (NMFS) to authorize
the incidental harassment of small
numbers of marine mammals during the
seismic survey. The information in this
Environmental Assessment supports the
IHA permit application process,
provides information on marine species
not covered by the IHA, and addresses
the requirements of Executive Order
12114, “Environmental Effects Abroad
of Major Federal Actions”. Alternatives
addressed in this EA consist of a
corresponding seismic survey at a
different time, along with issuance of an
associated IHA; and the no action
alternative, with no IHA and no seismic
survey.

Numerous species of cetaceans and
sea turtles occur in the northeastern
Indian Ocean. Several of the species are
listed as Endangered under the U.S.
Endangered Species Act (ESA),
including humpback, sei, fin, blue, and
sperm whales. Other species of special
concern that could occur in the area
include the endangered (under the ESA)
leatherback and hawksbill turtles, and
the threatened (under the ESA)
loggerhead, olive ridley, and green
turtles.

The potential impacts of the seismic
survey would be primarily a result of
the operation of small airguns, although

a multi-beam sonar and a sub-bottom
profiler will also be operated. Impacts
may include increased marine noise and
resultant avoidance behavior by marine
mammals, sea turtles, and fish; and
other forms of disturbance. The
operations of the project vessel during
the study would also cause a minor
increase in the amount of vessel traffic.
An integral part of the planned survey
is a monitoring and mitigation program
designed to minimize the impacts of the
proposed activities on marine mammals
and sea turtles that may be present
during the proposed research, and to
document the nature and extent of any
effects. Injurious impacts to marine
mammals and sea turtles have not been
proven to occur near airgun arrays;
however, the planned monitoring and
mitigation measures would minimize
the possibility of such effects should
they otherwise occur.

Protection measures designed to
mitigate the potential environmental
impacts will include the following: A
minimum of one dedicated marine
mammal observer maintaining a visual
watch during all daytime airgun
operations, and two observers for 30
min. before start up. The small size of
the airguns, restricting their use to deep
(1600-5100 m) water, and ramp-up and
shut-down procedures are also inherent
mitigation measures. SIO and its
contractors are committed to apply
those measures in order to minimize
disturbance of marine mammals and sea
turtles, and also to minimize the risk of
injuries or of other environmental
impacts.

With the planned monitoring and
mitigation measures, unavoidable
impacts to each of the species of marine
mammal that might be encountered are
expected to be limited to short-term
localized changes in behavior and
distribution near the seismic vessel. At
most, such effects may be interpreted as
falling within the Marine Mammal
Protection Act (MMPA) definition of
“Level B Harassment” for those species
managed by NMFS. No long-term or
significant effects are expected on
individual marine mammals, or the
populations to which they belong, or
their habitats. The agency is currently
consulting with the NMFS regarding
species within their jurisdiction
potentially affected by this proposed
activity.

Copies of the draft EA, titled
“Environmental Assessment of Planned
Low-Energy Marine Seismic Survey by
the Scripps Institution of Oceanography
in the Northeast Indian Ocean, May—
August 2007,” are available upon
request from: Dr. William Lang,
National Science Foundation, Division

of Ocean Sciences, 4201 Wilson Blvd.,
Suite 725, Arlington, VA 22230.
Telephone: (703) 292—-7857 or at the
agency’s Web site at: http://
www.nsf.gov/oce/pubs/Scripps
NE_Indian_Ocean_EA.pdf. The NSF
invites interested members of the public
to provide written comments on this
draft EA.

Alexander Shor,

Program Director, Environmental Operations,
Division of Ocean Sciences, National Science
Foundation.

[FR Doc. 07-532 Filed 2—6-07; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7555-01-M

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

Agency Information Collection
Activities: Proposed Collection;
Comment Request

AGENCY: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (NRC).

ACTION: Notice of pending NRC action to
submit an information collection
request to OMB and solicitation of
public comment.

SUMMARY: The NRC is preparing a
submittal to OMB for review of
continued approval of information
collections under the provisions of the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 (44
U.S.C. Chapter 35).

Information pertaining to the
requirement to be submitted:

1. The title of the information
collection:

NRC Form 136, “Security
Termination Statement”,

NRC Form 237, “Request for Access
Authorization”,

NRC Form 277, “Request for Visit”.

2. Current OMB approval number:

3150—-0049, NRC Form 136,

3150-0050, NRC Form 237,

3150—-0051, NRC Form 277.

3. How often the collection is
required: On occasion.

4. Who is required or asked to report:
NRC Form 136, any employee of 68
licensees and 7 contractors, who have
been granted an NRC access
authorization; NRC Form 237, any
employee of approximately 68 licensees
and 7 contractors who will require
access authorization. NRC Form 277,
any employee of 2 current NRC
contractors who holds an NRC access
authorization, and needs to make a visit
to NRC, other contractors/licensees or
government agencies in which access to
classified information will be involved
or unescorted area access is desired.

5. The number of annual respondents:

NRC Form 136: 75.
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NRC Form 237: 75.

NRC Form 277: 2.

6. The number of hours needed
annually to complete the requirement or
request:

NRC Form 136: 23.

NRC Form 237: 84.

NRC Form 277: 1.

7. Abstract: The NRC Form 136 affects
the employees of licensees and
contractors who have been granted an
NRC access authorization. When access
authorization is no longer needed, the
completion of the form apprizes the
respondents of their continuing security
responsibilities. The NRC Form 237 is
completed by licensees, NRC
contractors or individuals who require
an NRC access authorization. The NRC
Form 277 affects the employees of
contractors who have been granted an
NRC access authorization and require
verification of that access authorization
and need-to-know in conjunction with a
visit to NRC or another facility.

Submit, by April 9, 2007, comments
that address the following questions:

1. Is the proposed collection of
information necessary for the NRC to
properly perform its functions? Does the
information have practical utility?

2. Is the burden estimate accurate?

3. Is there a way to enhance the
quality, utility, and clarity of the
information to be collected?

4. How can the burden of the
information collection be minimized,
including the use of automated
collection techniques or other forms of
information technology?

A copy of the draft supporting
statement may be viewed free of charge
at the NRC Public Document Room, One
White Flint North, 11555 Rockville
Pike, Room O-1 F21, Rockville, MD
20852. OMB clearance requests are
available at the NRC worldwide Web
site: http://www.nrc.gov/public-involve/
doc-comment/omb/index.html. The
document will be available on the NRC
home page site for 60 days after the
signature date of this notice.

Comments and questions about the
information collection requirements
may be directed to the NRC Clearance
Officer, Margaret A. Janney (T-5 F52),
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, DC 20555-0001, by
telephone at 301-415-7245, or by
Internet electronic mail to
INFOCOLLECTS@NRC.GOV.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 31st day
of January 2007.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Margaret A. Janney,

NRC Clearance Officer, Office of Information
Services.

[FR Doc. E7—2037 Filed 2-6—07; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7590-01-P

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[Docket No. 50-245]

Dominion Nuclear Connecticut, Inc.;
Millstone Power Station Unit 1 Partial
Exemption From Requirements

1.0 Background

Dominion Nuclear Connecticut, Inc.
(Dominion, the licensee) is the licensee
and holder of Facility Operating License
No. DPR-21 for the Millstone Power
Station Unit 1 (Millstone Unit 1), a
permanently shutdown
decommissioning nuclear plant.
Although permanently shutdown, this
facility is still subject to all rules,
regulations, and orders of the U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC).

Millstone Unit 1 was a single-cycle,
boiling water reactor with a Mark I
containment which was designed,
furnished and constructed by General
Electric Company as prime contractor
for the licensee. Millstone Unit 1 had a
reactor thermal output of 2011
megawatts and a net electrical output of
652.1 megawatts. The Millstone site is
located in the town of Waterford, New
London County, Connecticut, on the
north shore of Long Island Sound.

Construction of Millstone Unit 1 was
authorized by a provisional construction
permit CPPR-20, on May 19, 1966, in
AEC Docket 50-245. Millstone Unit 1
was completed and ready for fuel
loading during October 1970. The plant
went into commercial operation on
December 28, 1970. On July 21, 1998,
pursuant to 10 CFR 50.82(a)(1)(i) and 10
CFR 50.82(a)(1)(ii), the licensee certified
to the NRC that, as of July 17, 1998,
Millstone Unit No. 1 had permanently
ceased operations and that fuel had
been permanently removed from the
reactor vessel. The issuance of this
certification fundamentally changed the
licensing basis of Millstone Unit 1 in
that the NRC issued 10 CFR Part 50
license no longer authorizes operation
of the reactor or emplacement or
retention of fuel in the reactor vessel.

Safety related structures, systems, and
components (SSCs) and SSCs important
to safety remaining at Millstone Unit 1
are associated with the spent fuel pool
island where the Millstone Unit 1 spent
fuel is stored. Other than non-essential
systems supporting the balance of plant
facilities, the remaining plant
equipment has been de-energized,
disabled and abandoned in place or
removed from the unit and can no
longer be used for power generation.

2.0 Request/Action

By letter dated June 8, 2006,
Dominion is requesting an exemption
from the record retention requirements
of: 10 CFR 50.59(d)(3) which requires
certain records be maintained until
termination of a license issued pursuant
to Part 50; 10 CFR 50.71(c) which
requires records required by the
regulations, by license condition, or by
technical specifications must be
retained for the period specified by the
appropriate regulation, license
condition, or technical specification and
if a retention period is not otherwise
specified, these records must be
retained until the Commission
terminates the facility license; 10 CFR
50 Appendix A Criterion 1 which
requires certain records be retained
throughout the life of the unit; and 10
CFR 50 Appendix B Criterion XVII
which requires certain records be
retained consistent with regulatory
requirements for a duration established
by the licensee.

Dominion proposes to eliminate
record retention requirements for
Millstone Unit 1 SSCs associated with
safe power generation that have been
de-energized, disabled, and abandoned
in place or removed from the unit.
Dominion is not requesting an
exemption associated with record
keeping requirements for storage of
spent fuel in the Millstone Unit 1 spent
fuel pool or for systems required to
support the safe storage of spent fuel.

3.0 Discussion

The records that the licensee proposes
to eliminate are for SSCs associated
with safe power generation that have
been de-energized, disabled, and
abandoned in place or removed from the
unit. Examples of such records include
procedures, strip charts, other recorder
charts, and radiographs. Disposal of
these records will not adversely impact
the ability to meet other NRC regulatory
requirements for the retention of records
[e.g., 10 CFR 50.54(a), (p), (q), and (bb);
10 CFR 50.59(d); 10 CFR 50.75(g); etc.].
These regulatory requirements ensure
that records from operation and
decommissioning activities are
maintained for safe decommissioning,
spent nuclear fuel storage, completion
and verification of final site survey, and
license termination.

Specific Exemption Is Authorized by
Law

10 CFR 50.71(d)(2) allows for the
granting of specific exemptions to the
record retention requirements specified
in the regulations.

NRC regulation 10 CFR 50.71(d)(2)
states, in part:
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