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improving human rights practices and
implementing democratic government.
Cameroon is subject to section 7031(b)
regarding budget transparency.
Central African Republic is subject to
section 7031(b) regarding budget
transparency.
Congo, Republic of the, is subject to
section 7031(b) regarding budget
transparency.
Eritrea is subject to restrictions due to
its status as a Tier III country under the
Trafficking Victims Protection Act, as
amended, 22 U.S.C. sections 7101 et
seq.
Gambia, The is subject to section
7031(b) regarding budget transparency.
Guinea-Bissau is subject to section
7008, which prohibits assistance to the
government of a country whose duly
elected head of government is deposed
by military coup or decree.
Madagascar is subject to section 7008,
which prohibits assistance to the
government of a country whose duly
elected head of government is deposed
by military coup or decree and also
section 7031(b) regarding budget
transparency.
Mali is subject to section 7008, which
prohibits assistance to the government
of a country whose duly elected head of
government is deposed by military coup
or decree.
Nicaragua is subject to section 7031(b)
regarding budget transparency.
North Korea is subject to numerous
restrictions, including section 7007,
which prohibits any direct assistance to
the government.
Sudan is subject to numerous
restrictions, including but not limited to
section 620A of the Foreign Assistance
Act which prohibits assistance to
governments supporting international
terrorism, section 7012 of the SFOAA
and section 620(q) of the Foreign
Assistance Act, both of which prohibit
assistance to countries in default in
payment to the U.S. in certain
circumstances, section 7008, which
prohibits assistance to the government
of a country whose duly elected head of
government is deposed by military coup
or decree, and section 7043(f).
Swaziland is subject to section
7031(b) regarding budget transparency.
Syria is subject to numerous
restrictions, including but not limited to
620A of the Foreign Assistance Act
which prohibits assistance to
governments supporting international
terrorism, section 7007 of the SFOAA
which prohibits direct assistance, and
section 7012 of the SFOAA and section
620(q) of the Foreign Assistance Act,
both of which prohibit assistance to
countries in default in payment to the
U.S. in certain circumstances.
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Zimbabwe is subject to several
restrictions, including section 7043(j)(2),
which prohibits assistance (except for
macroeconomic growth assistance) to
the central government of Zimbabwe,
unless the Secretary of State determines
and reports to Congress that the rule of
law has been restored in Zimbabwe.
Countries identified above as
candidate countries, as well as countries
that would be considered candidate
countries but for the applicability of
legal provisions that prohibit U.S.
economic assistance, may be the subject
of future statutory restrictions or
determinations, or changed country
circumstances, that affect their legal
eligibility for assistance under part I of
the Foreign Assistance Act by reason of
application of the Foreign Assistance
Act or any other provision of law for FY
2014.
[FR Doc. 2013–20895 Filed 8–22–13; 4:15 pm]
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NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND
SPACE ADMINISTRATION
Notice of Information Collection
National Aeronautics and
Space Administration (NASA).
Notice: (13–090).
ACTION: Notice of information collection.
AGENCY:

The National Aeronautics and
Space Administration, as part of its
continuing effort to reduce paperwork
and respondent burden, invites the
general public and other Federal
agencies to take this opportunity to
comment on proposed and/or
continuing information collections, as
required by the Paperwork Reduction
Act of 1995 (Pub. L. 104–13, 44 U.S.C.
3506(c)(2)(A)).
DATES: All comments should be
submitted within 60 calendar days from
the date of this publication.
ADDRESSES: Interested persons are
invited to submit written comments on
the proposed information collection to
the Office of Information and Regulatory
Affairs, Office of Management and
Budget, 725 17th Street NW.,
Washington, DC 20503. Attention: Desk
Officer for the Office of NASA.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Requests for additional information or
copies of the information collection
instrument(s) and instructions should
be directed to Frances Teel, NASA
Clearance Officer, NASA Headquarters,
300 E Street SW., JF000, Washington,
DC 20546, Frances.C.Teel@nasa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
SUMMARY:
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I. Abstract
This collection of information
supports the National Aeronautics and
Space Act of 1958, as amended, to
create opportunities to improve
processes associated with the evaluation
and selection of individuals to
participate in the NASA Astronaut
Candidate Selection Program. The
NASA Astronaut Selection Office (ASO)
located at the Lyndon B. Johnson Space
Center (JSC) in Houston, Texas is
responsible for selecting astronauts for
the various United States Space
Exploration programs. In evaluating an
applicant for the Astronaut Candidate
Program, it is important that the ASO
have the benefit of qualitative and
quantitative information and
recommendations from persons who
have been directly associated with the
applicant over the course of their career.
This information will be used by the
NASA ASO and Human Resources (HR)
personnel, during the candidate
selection process (approx. 2 year
duration), to gain insight into the
candidates’ work ethic and
professionalism as demonstrated in
previous related employment activities.
Respondents may include the astronaut
candidate’s previous employer(s)/directreporting manager, as well as coworkers and other references provided
by the candidate.
II. Method of Collection
Electronic and optionally by paper
III. Data
Title: NASA Astronaut Candidate
Selection (ASCAN) Qualifications
Inquiry.
OMB Number: 2700–XXXX.
Type of review: Existing Collection
without OMB Approval.
Affected Public: Individuals.
Estimated Number of Respondents:
2,250.
Estimated Time per Response: 0.33
hours (20 minutes).
Estimated Total Annual Burden
Hours: 750.
Estimated Total Annual Cost:
$50,805.00.
IV. Request for Comments
Comments are invited on: (1) Whether
the proposed collection of information
is necessary for the proper performance
of the functions of NASA, including
whether the information collected has
practical utility; (2) the accuracy of
NASA’s estimate of the burden
(including hours and cost) of the
proposed collection of information; (3)
ways to enhance the quality, utility, and
clarity of the information to be
collected; and (4) ways to minimize the
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burden of the collection of information
on respondents, including automated
collection techniques or the use of other
forms of information technology.
Comments submitted in response to
this notice will be summarized and
included in the request for OMB
approval of this information collection.
They will also become a matter of
public record.
Frances Teel,
NASA PRA Clearance Officer.
[FR Doc. 2013–20894 Filed 8–26–13; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7510–13–P

please contact the NRC’s Public
Document Room (PDR) reference staff at
1–800–397–4209, 301–415–4737, or by
email to pdr.resource@nrc.gov. The
ADAMS accession number for each
document referenced in this notice (if
that document is available in ADAMS)
is provided the first time that a
document is referenced.
• NRC’s PDR: You may examine and
purchase copies of public documents at
the NRC’s PDR, Room O1–F21, One
White Flint North, 11555 Rockville
Pike, Rockville, Maryland 20852.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Douglas V. Pickett, Office of Nuclear
Reactor Regulation, U.S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, Washington,
DC 20555–0001; telephone: 301–415–
1364; email: Douglas.Pickett@nrc.gov.

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION
[Docket No. 50–286; NRC–2013–0063]

Entergy Nuclear Operations, Inc.,
Indian Point Nuclear Generating Unit 3
Nuclear Regulatory
Commission.
ACTION: Environmental assessment and
finding of no significant impact;
issuance.
AGENCY:

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (NRC) has concluded that
existing exemptions from its
regulations, ‘‘Fire Protection Program
for Nuclear Power Facilities Operating
Prior to January 1, 1979,’’ for Fire Areas
ETN–4 and PAB–2, issued to Entergy
Nuclear Operations, Inc. (the licensee),
for operation of Indian Point Nuclear
Generating Unit 3 (Indian Point 3),
located in Westchester County, NY, will
remain as originally granted and will
not be modified.
ADDRESSES: Please refer to Docket ID
NRC–2013–0063 when contacting the
NRC about the availability of
information regarding this document.
You may access publicly-available
information related to this action by the
following methods:
• Federal Rulemaking Web site: Go to
http://www.regulations.gov and search
for Docket ID NRC–2013–0063. Address
questions about NRC dockets to Carol
Gallagher; telephone: 301–287–3422;
email: Carol.Gallagher@nrc.gov. For
technical questions, contact the
individual listed in the FOR FURTHER
INFORMATION CONTACT section of this
document.
• NRC’s Agencywide Documents
Access and Management System
(ADAMS): You may access publicly
available documents online in the NRC
Library at http://www.nrc.gov/readingrm/adams.html. To begin the search,
select ‘‘ADAMS Public Documents’’ and
then select ‘‘Begin Web-based ADAMS
Search.’’ For problems with ADAMS,
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Background
On July 24, 2006, Indian Point 3
submitted exemption requests from part
50 to Title 10 of the Code of Federal
Regulations (10 CFR), appendix R,
section III.G.2, for a one-hour rating fire
barrier. On September 28, 2007 (72 FR
55254), the NRC issued the exemptions.
As required by 10 CFR 51.21, the NRC
prepared an Environmental Assessment
(EA) and a finding of no significant
impact (FONSI). The EA on the impacts
of the exemptions and FONSI were
published in the Federal Register (FR)
on the same day the exemptions were
issued. The exemptions were then
implemented at Indian Point Unit 3. A
draft EA/FONSI for public comment
was not issued for this licensing action.
In 2007, Mr. Richard Brodsky, then a
New York State Assemblyman, and
others (the petitioners) petitioned the
NRC to hold a public hearing before
granting the exemptions. The NRC
denied Mr. Brodsky’s petition. In 2008,
the petitioners filed suit in the U.S.
Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit,
challenging the NRC’s denial of a
hearing. On August 27, 2009, the Court
of Appeals denied the suit for lack of
jurisdiction, but afforded the petitioners
an opportunity to refile their claims in
the U.S. District Court (ADAMS
Accession No. ML092610050). In 2011,
the U.S. District Court for the Southern
District of New York granted the NRC
summary judgment on the refiled
claims, finding no violation of the
Administrative Procedure Act (APA),
the Atomic Energy Act (AEA), or the
National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) in the denial of a hearing on the
exemption (ADAMS Accession No.
ML110660214). The petitioners then
sought review of that decision in the
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U.S. Court of Appeals for the Second
Circuit.
On January 7, 2013, the Second
Circuit reversed and vacated the U.S.
District Court decision with respect to
public participation on the EA and
FONSI issued in support of the
exemptions (ADAMS Accession No.
ML13199A023). All other aspects of the
U.S. District Court decision were upheld
as described in the Second Circuit’s
Summary Order (ADAMS Accession No.
ML13164A362). The Circuit Court
remanded the case to the District Court
‘‘with instructions for it in turn to
remand to the NRC so that the agency
may: (1) Supplement the administrative
record to explain why allowing public
input into the exemption request was
inappropriate or impracticable, or (2)
take other such action as it may deem
appropriate to resolve this issue.’’ The
Court directed that proceedings were to
be concluded within 120 days of the
Mandate, which was issued on March 1,
2013.
In response to the Mandate of the U.S.
Court of Appeals, on April 3, 2013 (78
FR 20144), a Federal Register notice
was published seeking public comment,
pursuant to 10 CFR 51.33, for a draft EA
and FONSI. Due to requests from the
public to extend the comment period,
on May 7, 2013 (78 FR 26662), a Federal
Register notice was published that
extended the public comment period to
June 3, 2013. In light of this extension,
the NRC sought and the Court of
Appeals granted an extension until
August 30, 2013, to complete its actions.
II. Environmental Assessment
Identification of the Proposed Action
The proposed action would revise the
January 7, 1987, safety evaluation to
reflect that the installed Hemyc
electrical raceway fire barrier system
(ERFBS) configurations provide either a
30-minute fire resistance rating, or in
one case a 24-minute fire resistance
rating, in lieu of the previously stated
one-hour fire resistance rating. The
licensee states that a Hemyc ERFBS fire
resistance rating will provide sufficient
protection for the affected raceways,
with adequate margin, to continue to
meet the intent of the original requests
for exemption and conclusions
presented in the NRC’s January 7, 1987,
safety evaluation. The licensee
concludes that the revised fire
resistance rating of the Hemyc ERFBS
does not reflect a reduction in overall
fire safety, and presents no added
challenge to the credited post-fire safeshutdown capability which remains
materially unchanged from the
configuration originally described in
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