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Section 812—State Eligibility
Topic Addressed: Evaluation

= Letter dated Septembar 21, 2005 to
Texas Cormmrnissioner of Education
Shirley Mealey, regarding steps that the
Department has taken to addrass
aducational challenges for displaced
students resulting from Hurricane
Katrina and advising the Texas
Education A%:n-:.'y on how to ensure
timaly completion of evaluations of
children suspected of having a disability
in districts enmlling a significant
rumbsr of displaced students.

= Letter dated August 9, 2005 to
Wirgin Islands Educaticnal Consultant
Eleancr Hirsh, providing an explanation

arding new requirements relating to
ﬁ? referral activities and timeliness
of raferrals for initial evaluation to
determine aljglbl]lqr for spacial
aducation and ralatad services; (2] use
of evaluations conductad under Part ©
of IDEA o determine eligibility under
Part B of [DEA: and (3) placement

tions for hool-aged children
with djsabiﬁttrfﬁ

Topic Addressed: Maintenance of State
Financial Support

° Letter dated Septembsr 21, 2005 to
Louisiana Superintendent of Education
Cacil |. Picard, regarding the steps the
Department is tahng_t-:- assist the State
and school disiricts in educatin
displaced students as a result o
Hurrcane Katrina and infomming the
State the Department will waive the
State-level maintenance of effort

virement as permitied under section
&1 2[al18)(C) of IDEA.

Section 813—Local Educational Agency
Eligibility
Topic Addressed: Charter Schonls

2 Letter dated Septembsr 13, 2005 to
Hawaii Departrnent of Education
Special Education Director Dr. Paul Ban,

arding the requirements of Part B of
[OEA that ara applicable to public
charter schools under Hawali's unitary
achool system.

Section 815—Procedural Safeguards

Topic Addressed: Student Discipline

© Letter dated July 28, 2005 to
Charlotte-Meck lenburg, Morth Carolina
Commissioner Bill James. regarding
requirements applicable to disciplining
students with disabilitias.
Electronic Access to This Docwment

You may view this document, as wall
as all other Department of Education
documents published inthe Federal
Register, in text or Adobs Portabla
Document Format (POF) on the Internat

at the following site: hitpwww.ed. gov/
news/ fedregistar/index. hitml.

Tousa POF youmust have Adoba
Acrobat Reader, which iz available free
at this site. [f you have questions about
using POF. call the 115, Government
Printing Office (GPO]. toll free, at 1-
888—293-6458; or in the Washington,
DC, area at [202] 512-1530.

Mote: The offcial version of this decument
in tha document published in the Fadaral
Register. Froa Internet aocesns to tha official
adition of the Federal Register and the Code
of Faderal Regulations in available on GPO
Aocass at: Ripyiwww gpeaccess.govinaral
index.feml
[Catalog of Faderal Domestic Assislance
Mumber 84027 . Assistance to States for
Eduvcation of Children with Dis abdlities)

[obin H. Hagar,

Aspigfant Secratary for 5 pecial Education apd
Relhabilitative Services.

|FR. Do, En—ra7e Filed 11-25-0; 2:45 aml
BLLMC COOE #0001-p

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

National Muclear Security
Administraticn

Netice of Intent 1o Prepare a Site-Wide
Envirenmental Impact Statement for
the ¥—12 Maticnal Security Complex

AGENCY: Mational Muclear Security
Administration, Department of Energy.
ACTION: Notice of Intent [HOT).

SUMMARY: Pursuant 1o the National
Environmental Policy Act (MEPA] of
1965, as amended (42 TL5.C. 4321 i

.). the Council on Environmental
Cuality's (CEQH and the LLE.
Department of Energy’s [DOE]

ulations implementing HEPA (40
CFR Parts 1500—1504 and 10 CFR Part
1021, ectively), the Mational
Nuclear Security Administration
(MHSA), an agency within the DOE,
announces its intent to prepars a Site-
Wide Envirommental Impact Staterment
[SWELS) for the Y -12 Mational Security
Comiplex (Y—12) located at the junction
of Bear Creek Foad and Scarbore Road
in Anderson County. Tennesses, near
the city of Oak Ridge, Tennazses, MMNSA
has determmined that one or more of the
mel:-aals to ba avaluatad would be a
major faderal action that could
signi E-::mt}:,-' affect the quality of the
human enviromrment: thearafore, in
ancardance with the DOE regulations
implementing MEPA . preparation of a
new SWELS iz appropriate.

The newr & will evaluate new
proposals azs wall az update the analysas
Emaantad in the original SWELS (DOES

13—0a0a) issuad in Movembar 2001 (&6

FR 5esaa, Movernber 9, 2001, In its
2002 Record of Decision (ROD) (67 FR
11286, March 13, 2002), DOE
announcad its dezision to continus
operations at Y-12 and to construct and

erata two new facilities: (1) The

ghly Enriched Uranium Materials
Facility ([HEUIMF] and (2) the Special
Materials Complex (SMC). The HELIMF
iz currently under construction. The
SMC was subsequently cancalled dus to
changing mission requirernents and
replaced by a smaller facility that

ertains to purification cnngj
Suppiament Analysis for Purification

Faciity, Site-Wide Environmenial
Impact Statement for the ¥-12 National
Security Complex, DOE/EIS—-0309/5 A~
1. August 2002), and the installation of
two new pieces of equipment to allow
reuse of pans rather than construction
of a facility to manufacture new paris,
The Mo Action A ltemative for the new
SWEILS iz the continued implementation
of the 2002 ROD, as modified by actions
analyzed in subsequant MEPA reviews.
Thres action alternatives are proposed
for consideration in the new S?FE[S in
addition to the Mo Action Alternative.
Each alternative includes the Mo Action
Altarnative as a basaline. The three
aliematives differ in that one includes a
new fully modemized manufacturing
facility optimized for safety, security
and efficiency: another consists of
upgrading the existing facilities to attain
the highast level of safaty. security and
afficiency possible without construction
of new facilities; and the third consists
of operating the current facilities wntil
they are no longer viable followed by
deactivation of those facilities and
ce==ation of the associated operations.

DATES: MPSA invites cormoments on the
B0 of the SWELS, Tha ﬁub]ic a0 inE,
ﬂam:nd starts with the publication of this
Ol in the Federal Register and will
contime through lanuary 9. 2006
NHSA will consider all comments
receivead or rkad through this
date in defining the ECOpH of the SWEIS.
Sooping cormrments receivad after this
date will be considered to the extent
practicable. MMSA will hold public
scoping mestings at 475 Oak Ridge
Turnpiks, Oak Ridge, Tennessas, in the
1.5, Depantment of Energy Information
Canter on December 15, 2005, from 11
a.m. to 2 pan. and & pam. to 9 pam. The
g:lubljn: scoping mestings will provide
e public with an opportunity to
gmaent COTONENES, uastions, and
iscuss issues with MMNSA officials
regarding tha SWELS. The NMSA has
invited the Tennesses Department of
Environment and Consarvation to
articipate as a cooparating agency in
EJB prerll:-mﬁnn thE: S"-"."EE.ISEE}'G?M#
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MNotice of Intent, the MMNSA requests all
other fadaral. state, local and tribal
agan-:ias to express their interest in
ezignated as a cunperating_w
VElS

agan-:.'j- Jn & preparation of the

ADDRESSES: For informmation concarning

the SWEIS, please contact Msa, Pam
Gorman, Y-12 SWELS Docurment

Manager, at (865) 576—=303 or e4mail at

gormanpidyso.doe gov, Writtan

cormrnents on the scope of the SWELS or

requestz to ba placed on the docwment
distritation list can be sent to the Y-12
SWELS Docurnent Manager, 00 Oak
Ridge Turnpike, Suite A-500, ODak
Ridge. TH a7aa0; by facsimile to (885)

482-8082; or by e-mail to com mentsgy-

1Zewais.com.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For

general informmation on the DOE MEPA
En:h:aaa. please comtact: hs. Carol M.

. Director, Office of NEPA
Policy and Compliance, EH-4z, [LE.
]II artmnent of Energy, 1000

ndence Avenue, SW.,

Waa
or leave a massage at 1-600-472-2756,
Additional information regarding DOE
MHEPA activities and accsss to many
NEPA documents, including the 2001
SWEILS. are available onthe Internat
through the NEPA Wab site at hitp://
wiwlw.eh. doe gov/nepa.
SlPPLEMENTARY IMFORKMATION:

Ba und. Y=12 is located on the
Cak Ridge Raservation (ORR].
approximately 25 miles west of

noxvilla, Tennesses. For aof
the SWEIS, the Y-12 Site is defined as

approximately 5.400 acres of the 33.748-

acre ORR, boundad by the DOE
Boundary and Pine Ridge to the north,

Searboro Road to the east, Bethel Walley

Road to the south, west to Mount

Vemon Foad. and then exiending west

a]-:rf Baar Creak Road to Gum Branch
and a comidor along Bear Creek

Road to the intarsaction of Route 95, Y-

12 has an annual budget of
approximately 3868 million and
employs approximataly 6,000 Pe-:-P]e

HS4 is responsible for providing the

nation with nuclear weapons
components and ensuring those
Corm ents remain safe and reliable.
¥—12 iz the NNSA's primary site for
anmnched uranjmnfprmeesmg and
storage, and one of the primary

manufacturing facilities formaintaining

the LLS. nuclaar Weapons stockpile. ¥-
12's muclear nonproli feration prograrms
p]av a crtical role in sacunng aur
nation and the world and in combating
the spread of weapons of mass
destmiction.

Mon-defense activities at Y-12
include environmental monitoring and

remadiation activities: deactivation and

migton. [¥C 20585, (202) SA6—4600,

decontamination activities: management
of waste matarials; paesarch activities
operated I:q,- ﬂ:uan Oak Ridge Mational
Laboratory port of other DOE
E: TE0TIS an-:l ]fje-:l.era] agencies through
{ork-for-Others Program, the
umaiernndpemallmdtachnnlugim to
the LLS. indusirial base; and. the supE-]\r
of specialized matarials to DOE foreign
and domestic customers.

Alternatives for the SWEIS. Three
action altematives and a Mo Action
Alternative have been identified for
analysis in the SWEIS. The list is
tentative and intended to facilitate
gt\lhljc comment on the scope of this

ELS. The No Action Alternative is
defined by the 2002 ROD basaline, as
amendad by subsequent NEPA reviews,
Alternative 1 inchides the Mo Aotion
Alternative and proposes to modernize
the ¥—12 Maticnal Security Complex
arcund a modem Uraniwm Processing
Facility [UPF]. Alternative Z includes
the Mo Action A ltemative and proposes
extending the life of axisting facilities
with only the most cost effective
modemization possible without

]a-:t the current structures,
matnre 3 comsists of reducing site
amtu:-na as facilitias reach the J_:u:-mt
wheara they can no longer be safe
operated without significant mpatm or
modemization.

Mo Action Altermnative. The Mo Action
Alternative includes the continued
implementaticn of the 2002 ROD as
modified by subsaquant actions which
have undergone sEparats MEP'A review.
The following decisions announced in
the 2002 ROD, modifications to these
decisions, and actions undertaksn since
the 2002 ROD ars includsd in the Mo
Action Altemative,

1. Highly Enriched Uraniurn Materials
Facility (HEUMF). The new HEUMF
[nn:-w undar construction) will store all

Iy enriched uranium that is not
nﬁ]uaed in manufacturing activities.

The HEUMF—to be completad in 2007
and start full-scale operations in z008—
will reduce the current storags In:u:-tprint.
improve sscurity and lower -:él:\aratm
coats as describad in DOE/EIS-0a04

2. Special Matarials Camplex [SMC).
This project was cancellad because it
was no longer required by the reduced
manufactuning neads of the smallar
weapons stockpile. The project was

];-:Fm;d by a nF:w punﬁgatmn facility
and installation of two pieces of
aquipment within an existing facility;
thesa actions allow reuas of existin

:u‘ts (Final Sup, ijuJement_#.nuh'm

nﬁmﬂnn Fac Site-Wide
Envimnmental Impoct Statement for the
¥—12 National Security Complex, DOES
El2-030a 2A—1. August 2002). The
Supplement Analysis assassed whether

the potential environmental impacts of
the stand-alone purification Eamllt} a
component of the SMC analyzed in the
-1z SWEILS, would mqu:mtha
E_Lepnaratmn of a Supplemnental SWELS.

& determination was made that
procesading with the purification facility
wionld aither reduce or not affect the
anvironmental impacts of the SMC
identified in the Y-12 SWEIS, and
therefore no additional MEPA analysis
was required.

. Infrastructure Baduction Initiative
[IRI). The IR1is a seriss of individual

rojects to remove excess buildings and
Infrastructure. with a goal of reducing
the active footprint at Y-12 by 50
Eemant during the next decade. Az of

eptember 27, 2005, total operaticnal

ace at ¥—12 has besn reduced by

1,119,510 square feet and 244 buildings
have been demolished or removed. Over
the past five years, each demaolition
project was reviewed pursuant to MEPA
pricr to initiation and found to be
coversd by the C:atagn:-rj-:al Exclusion
astablished by 10 CFR 1021 Appendix
B1.23 (Demolition and Subssquent
Dispeeal of Buildings, Equiprment, and
Suppor Structures).

4. Marmufacturing Support and Public
Interface facilities. Thesa privately
dra'l.re]n:-pa-:l facilities are technical,
administrative, and light laboratory
buildings that will be buili on lan
transferrad to a private entity, The
managing and opsarating contractor of
the T—12 Plant may lease these
facilitias, They were included in an
Environmental Assessment (EA) and a
subsequent Finding of Mo Slg,mﬁcant
Impact [FOMEI) (Aliernate Financed
Facility Modemization EA and FONSI
DOEEA-1510, January 2005).

5. Transportation of Highly Enriched
Uranium {HEU) from foreign locations
to ¥—12. Subsaquent to issuancs of the
2002 Record of Decision (ROD) (87 FR
11258, March 13, 2m02), the Y12 zite
wazs given the additional mission of
securing and storing small quantities of
HELT trans ed fram foreign locations
o prevent proliferation of nuclear
weapons and o minimize or eliminate
the usa of HED in civilian reactora.
Environmental Assessments were
preparel:l and FONSIs issuad for these
actions [Emvimnmental Assessment for
the Transportation of Highly Enriched
Uranivm from the Bussian Fadaration to
the ¥—12 Security Complex, DOE/EA—
1471, lanuary 2004; and Environmen fal
.#,a’sesamenal:l}ﬂ-r the Transportation of
Unirradiated Uranium in Research
Reactor Fuel from Argenting, Balgium,
fapan and the Republic of Kerea to the
¥-iz National Security l.".‘-:-mp}ex [OES
EA-1529, June Z005).

B-2



Appendix B: Notice of Intent

71272

Federal Register /Vol. 70, Mo, 2327 /Monday, Movember 28, 2008 / MNotices

The Mo Action A ltemative also
includes the following other actions for
which NEPA documentation is pending
and expacted to ke completed prior to
i=muanca of any ROD based on this
SWEILS: (1) refurbishments or upgrades
to ¥=12 utility systems, such as those
for potable water {Environmenial
Assazament for the Y-12 Potable Water
System L de, DOE/EA-1548; Final
EA and a FOMSI expected to be
cornpleted in January 2006); and (2)
disposition of excess mercury in storage
at ¥-12 [an Environmental Assessment
iz currently baing prepared and should
be complated in early 2006).

Alternative 1. New Uminium
Processing Facility (UPF). Under this
altemnative, NNSA would take all
actions in the Mo Action Alternative,
undertake a sarias of utilitiss
modemization projects not assessed in
previous MEPA documnents, comstruct
and operate a modem UPF sized to
EUP]E:DH the smaller nuclear weapon
steckpile of the future, and take other
actions as descritad below to create a
modem weapon enterprise.

The UPF would ba the keystone of the
modemization efforts in this alternative.
The UPF would consolidate all enrichad
uraniuwm [ELT} operations into an
:inl:gratad manuia.-:tu:inﬁ eraticon
sized to satisfy all identifie
programmatic needs and would be sited
adjacent to the HEUIMEF to allow the twa
facilities to function as one integrated
operation. Extenzive angine saCUrity
and safety features would combine with
tachnical innovations such as agils
machining to allow significant
improvemnents in working conditions for

roduction workers and security guards.
eratioms to be consolidated in the
UPF are currently located in six
facilities, & fter startup of UPF
operaticns, same of thess facilities
wioald be used to consolidate non-EU
eratioms, and othars would be
emolished.

Transition of ELY production

erations to the UPF and transition of

e operations into HEUME (Mo
Action A ltemative] would create a new
high-security apea equal to 10 parcent of
the current high security protected area.
The current high security protected area
wild revert to normal access,

Somne othar aspects of the aite would
b modemized. including upgrades to
sita alectrical, com d air, steam,
and sacurity systems. Monnuclear
operations a lant support fundions
would be consolidated into four nesw
facilities adjacent 1o the new high-
sacurity area, and most of the
banhattan Project and Cold War
structures on the site (excepting those
with historical designations) could be

demolished. The costs of nonnuclear
medemization and building rernoval
would be significantly reduced because
the construction and demolition
projects would not requirs the
anxpansive sacurity measures required
fior work within the high security
protectad area. Separate MEPA reviews
wiould ba conducted for each demolition

P“_:[‘Jh'a':t- I )

e new facilities, especially the UPF,
would increase the safety of workers
and the public by replacing many of the
administrative controls in aging
facilities with contemporary engineered
safety features, Operating and sscurity
costs of the new facilitias would be
significantly less than those of the
curment facilities. Demolition of non-
historic facilities would eliminate the
zafety and environmental risks of
maintaining old deactivated structures.

Alternative 2. Upgrades to Existing
Enriched Uraninm and Other Processing
Facilities. Undar this altemative, NH5A
would continue the Mo Action
Alternative, undertake a series of
utilities modernization projects not
assessad in the previous NEPA
documents, and upgrade the existing
anriched uranium and nonmuslear
processing facilities to conteriporary
environmental. safaty. and security
standards to the extent possible within
the limitations of the existing structures
and without prolonged interruptions of
manufactur eraticms.

Under this alternative, thers would be
no UPF, the high-security area would
expand to inchude the HEOMF, and no
parts of the current high-security area
would revert to normal access. Existing
production facilities would be
modemized to the extent Emi‘bla
within the limitations of the existing
structures and without prolonged
interruptions of manfactaring
operations:, however, it would not be
possible to attain the level of safety.
sacurity and efficiency possible in
Altarnativa 1.

The current facilitiss wera
constructed during the Manhattan
Project or in the early days of the Cald
War when constraction and safety
standards were very different than
today. Their modemization would
require extensive changss to critical
bullding sytems including electrical and
fire protection systems. Ventilation
aystems would have to be re-enginesrsd
and replaced with modern systems.
Some structures would requine
antensive ra-enforcemeant to allow the
saismic response required by current
codes.

It would not be possible in all cases
tomodernize the existing structuras to
meet current operational, safety and

sacurity expectations. The age and
configuration of sorne existing critical
facilities preclude streamlined
operations and also preclude some new
=afety and security faaturas. Such
facilities offer only limited
opportunities to reduce operating and
sacurity costs or to enhance the safety
of oparations. While sorme
improvements would be made to the
existing facilties to address natural

hencmena hazards such as a:arthqual:as
and tomadoss, the age of those facilities
and their configuration may preclude
cost-effactive improvernents in these
critical areas o bring them up to currant
DOE standards.

Some other nonnuclear aspacts of the
site would ke modemized. 'Ln-:lu-:llns
upgrades 1o electrical, compressed air.
steam. and sacurity systems. Some
nonnuzlear operations and plant
support functicns would be
conzaclidated into existing structures,
Monnuclear operations would bs
modemized mu!_z,h consolidation of
operations into existing facilities with
no new constrction. Honnuclear
medemizations and demolition of
unnesdad Manhattan Project and Caold
War facilities would be conducted
within the expanded high security

rotactad area at sjgnjﬁn::amljr hlgm:r
cogta than Alternativa 1.

Alternative 5. Reduced Operations.

MMSA would invest no additional funds
rond normal maintenance in the Y-
12 Maticnal Sacurity Complex. Facilitiss
osing an unacceptable risk to workers

or the public would be minimally
upgradad if an inexpansive upgrads
would allow opsrations to continue
zafely, or deactivated if the costs to
operate safely exceadad the costs of
normal maintenance. Although MNSA
would maintain full operaticnal
readiness in Y-12 facilities and
operations whers that could be done
zafely with normal maintenance
expanditures, operations would cease
when expensive maintenancs nesds
renderad facilities unviabla, As MRSA
retired unviable facilities, the operations
in thesa facilities would cease and ¥-12
would losa the ability to perfonm the
missions located in these Facilities.

NHZA would make the expenditures
neces=ary to maintain safety and
sacUrity Tor nuclear materials or other
hazardous materials. Additionally, Y-12
would make the expenditures needed to
continue dismantlement activities
consistent with Presidential direction to
reduce the nuclear weapons stockpile.
aven if thoss operations Tequirsd
significant maintenance expendituras,
Demolition of excess facilities bayond
that describied in the Mo Action
Altermative would be subject to a

B-3
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saparate MEPA review if funds became

available, This altemative differs from

the Mo Action Altemative in that the Mo

Action Altemative assumes sufficient
expenditures to sustain oparational
capakility, whila the Reduced
erations Alternative assumes
deactivation of facilitias when their

continuad safe operation requires more
than normal maintenance except whers

nioted above,

Pubiic Scoping Process. The scoping
process is an tg\g;mnitj.r for the public

o az=ist tha M in determining the
:IE-‘.E!IJBE for impact analysis. A public
ing mva-atmg willbe hald as noted
ar DATES. The purpose of the

E]ng mesating is to provide the public
with an opportunity to present oral and

writhan comments, ask questions, and
discuss concems regarding the new

SWELS with MMNSA officia
and recormmendations can also be

cormrnuni cated to MMNSA as noted earlier

in this notice under ADDRESSES. The
SWEILS public meetingz will use a

format to facilitate dialogue between
MHSA and the public. M

content of the document.
The ntial scope of the SWEIS
discussed in the prévious portions of

this MOl is tentative and is intendead to
blic comment on the scopa

facilitate
of tha SWELS. The SWEILS will describe

the potential environmental impacts of
the alternatives by using available data
where possible and obtaining additional
[ NECESsary. Copias of written

data w
corraments and mamﬁs of oral
corrments provided to MR

scoping pa-n-:-:] will be available at the
1.5 Department of Energy Public

Readmg Rioom at 230 Warshouse Foad,

Oak Fidge, TH 37830, and on the
inmternat at hitp:
The zo001 5W

S -1 28weds.com.
15 i= available on the

intemat at hitp:www.eh. dos govinapal

eis/aiz0303/toc. itml.
SWEIS Prepamiion Process. The

SWEILS ?re faration process begins with

the publication of thiz NOT in the

Federal Register. Afterthe close of the
public EDE PE] paricd, MMHSA will bagin
he dra

pmpanng It SWEIS, MMNS A
otz to jssue the draft SWEIS far
pu lic review by next surmmer. Public
cormments on the draft SWEIS will be
received during a comment
laast 45 days following the LS,
Environmental Protaction Agenicy
uhblication of the Motice of

in local newspapers will specify dates
and locations for at least ene public
hearing on the draft SWEILS, and will
astablish a schadule for submitting

cormnents on the draft, including a final

date for submission of cornments,

. Commants

! SA welcomes
specific comments or suggestions on the

S during the

ariod of at

vailability
in the Federal Register. Motices p]amd'

Izsuance of the final SWEILS is
schaduled for late 2006,

Classified Material. FIMSA will review
clazsifiad matarial whila preparing this
SWELS, Within the limits of
clazsifcation, MMEA will provide the
public as much information as possible
o assist its understanding and ability to
cormment. Any classified material
nesadad to a:{F'ul.a'LrL the purposs and need
fior the action, orthe analyses in this
EWEILS, will be segregated into a
classified appandix or sup plement,
which will not be available for public
revienw, Howewar, all unclassifed
information or pasults of caloulations
using classified data will be reported in
the unclassified saction of the SWEIS, to
the extant ible in accordancs with
Federal classification requiremeants.

Ip=ued in ¥Washington, DC, this 18th day of
FMorember, 2005,

Limton F. Brooks,

Administratorn National Meolear Security
Administration.

[FR Doc. 05-2a300 Filed 11-2
BILLING CODE £450-01-P

250 E:4% am]

DEPARTMENT OF EMERGY

Western Area Power Administration
[Rate OFder Ho. WAPA-125]

Lewveland Area Projects

AGEMCY: Western Area Power
Administration, DOE

ACTION: Motice of order concerning
powear rates,

SUMMARY: The Deputy Sacretary of
Energy confirmed and appn:n.ra-i Rate
Order Mo, WAPA—125 and Rate
Scheduls L-Fe, placing firm electric
zarvice rates rom the Loveland Area
Projects [LAF) of the Western Area
Powar Administration (Westarn) into
affect on an interim basis. The
rowvisiomal rates will be in effect until
& Fadaral Energy Fagula
Commission [G:-r?n}m.isfljc-nmnﬁms.
approves, and places them into effedt on
nal hasi= or until tha\r are replaced
]:r'.r other rates, The provisional rates will
provide sufficient revenue to pay all
annual costs, including interest
ancpeansas, and e ower investmant
and irrigation aid, within the allowable
periods.
DATES: Rate Schedule L-Fé will be
laced into effect on an interim basis on
e first day of the first full billing
eriod beginning on or after January 1.
P n?wﬂ]n]:\g in effect until tlg?
C‘.Dmruamon confirms, approves, and
places the provisional rates into affect
on a final basis ending December 31,

2010, or until the rate schedule is
suparsadad.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
Joal K. Eladow, Regional Manager,
Rocky Mountain Customer Servica
Bagion, Westarn Area Power
inistration, 5555 East Crossroads
Boulevard, Lovaland., Colorado, 60538—
a8, (9700 461-7200, or M. Danidsl T.
Payton, Rates Manager. Rocky Mountain
Customer Service Ragion, Western Area
Powrar Administration, 5555 East
Crossroads Boulevard, Loveland.,
Colorado, B0536-8986, telephone (970
481-7442, e-mail dpayiondwapa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY IHFIDFIII.B.'I'IDH The
Deputy Sacretary of Ens proved
existing Rate Scheduls L~ E- -:-r LAP
firrn aleciric sarvice on an interim basis
on Decembear 24, 2003 [Rate Order Mo,
WAPA-108, 69 FR £44, January &
2004d). The Comrmission confirmed and
approved the rate schadule on a final
tasis on Decembear 21, 2004, in FERC
Docket Mo, EFD4-5181-000 (109 FERC
62,228). The existing rate schedule iz
affective from Fabruary 1. 2004, through
Decembsar 31, 20086,

Existing firm alectric sarvice Rate
Scheduls L-Fs is t-aug supersaded by
Rate Schaduls L-Fe. Under Rate
Scheduls L-Fs, the energy charge is
11.95 mills par kilowatthour (mills!
kWhj and the capacity charge is $3.14
per kilowattmonth (EWmonth). The
composite rata is 2390 mills'kEWh. The
provisional rates for LAP firm electric
sarvice undear Bate Scheduls L-Fé are
being implemented in two stepe, The
first step of the provisional rates for LAP
firmn alectric sarvice consists of an
enargy charge of 13.06milla/kWh and a
capacity charge of £3.43 per KWmanth,
preducing an overall composite rate of
26,12 mills=’kEWh on January 1, 2006,
This represents 9.3 parmbt increase
when mml:ua.red with the existing LAP
firrn alecinc sarvice rate under Rate
Scheduls L-F5. The second step of the
provisional rates for LAP firm elactric
sarvice consists of an energy charge of
13.68 milla/kWh and a capacity chargs
of $3.58 per KWmonth, producing an
ovarall composita rate of 27.36 mills/!
kWh on January 1, 2007. This represents
an additicnal 5.2 parcent increase.

By Dalegation r Mo, 00-037 00,
affective Dacember 6, 2000, the
Secratary of Energy dalegatad: (1) The
aut'hurﬁ?.r tod arfL aseran-:l
iransmission rates tu:u astern’s
Administrator, (2] the authority to
confimm, approve, and place such rates
into effect on an interim basis tothe

a& uty Sacretary of Energy. and (2] the
authority to confitm, approve, and place
into affect on a final basis, to remand or
o disapprove such ratas to the

B-4
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Dated: December 23, 2005.
John Enghring,
Acting Manager, California/Nevada
Operations Office, U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service.
Philip T. Feir,
Lieutenant Colenel, Commanding, San

Francisco District, U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers.

[FR. Doc. 06—102 Filed 1-5-06; 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 3710-19-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

National Nuclear Security
Administration

Extension of Scoping Period for the
Notice of Intent To Prepare a Site-Wide
Environmental Impact Statement

AGENCY: National Nuclear Security
Administration, DOE.

SUMMARY: The National Nuclear
Security Administration (NNSA), an
agency within the U.S. Department of
Energy (DOE), is extending the scoping
period for the Site-Wide Environmental
Impact Staterment (SWEIS) for the Y-12
National Security Complex (Y—-12),
located at the junction of Bear Creek
Road and Scarboro Road in Anderson
County, Tennessee, near the City of Oak
Ridge, Tennessee,

DATES: The scoping period for the
SWEIS is extendedgilliom January 9, 2006
to January 31, 2006. Comments received
after that date will be considered to the
extent practicable.

ADDRESSES: For information concerning
the SWEIS, please contact Ms. Pam
Gorman, Y-12 SWEIS Document
Manager at (865) 5769903 or e-mail at:
gormanpl@yso.doe.gov. Written
cormments on the scope of SWEIS can be
sent to: Y-12 SWEIS Document
Manager, 800 Oak Ridge Turnpike, Suite
A-500, Oak Ridge, Tennessee 37830; by
facsimile to: (865) 4826052 or by e-
mail to: commenis@y-12sweis.com.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
infarmation about the DOE NEPA
process, please contact: Ms. Carol
Borgstrom, Director, Office of NEPA
Policy and Compliance (EH—42), U.S.
Department of Energy, 1000
Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, DC 20585, (202) 5864600,
or leave a message at 1-800—472-2756.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
Novernber 28, 2005 (70 FR 71270),
NMNSA issued an MNotice of Intent [NOI)
to prepare an SWEIS for the Y-12
National Security Complex. As
originally announced in the NOI, DOE
has conducted public scoping meetings
on the SWEIS in Oak Ridge, Tennessee

on December 15, 2005. The original
public scoping period was to continue
until January 9, 2006. However, in
response to public comments, DOE is
extending the public scoping period
until January 31, 2006.

Issued in Washington, DC on January 3,
2006.
Alice C. Williams,
NNSA NEPA Compliance Officer.
|[FE. Doc. E6=32 Filed 1-5-06; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6450-01-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[EPA-HQ-OPP-2005-0257; FRL-7756-6]

Lockheed Martin; Transfer of Data

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: This notice announces that
pesticide related information submitted
to EPA’s Office of Pesticide Programs
{OPP) pursuant to the Federal
Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide
Act (FIFRA) and the Federal Food, Drug,
and Cosmetic Act (FFDCA), including
information that may have been claimed
as Confidential Business Information
(CBI) by the submitter, will be tranferred
to Lockheed Martin in accordance with
40 CFR 2.307(h)(3) and 2.308(i)(2).
Lockheed Martin has been awarded
multiple contracts to perform work for
OPP, and access to this information will
enable Lockheed Martin to fulfill the
abligations of the contract.

DATES: Lockheed Martin will be given
access to this information on or befare
January 13, 2006.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Felicia Croom, Information Technology
and Resources Management Division
(7502C), Office of Pesticide Programs,
Environmental Protection Agency, 1200
Pennsylvania Ave., NW., Washington,
DC 20460-0001; telephone number:
(703) 305-0786; e-mail address:
croom.felicia@epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. General Information

A. Does this Action Apply to Me?

This action applies to the public in
general. As such, the Apency has not
atternpted to describe all the specific
entities that may be affected by this
action. If you have any questions
regarding the applicability of this action
to a particular entity, consult the person
listed under FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT.

B. How Can I Get Copies of this
Document and Other Related
Information?

1. Docket. EPA has established an
official public docket for this action
under docket identification (ID) number
EPA-HQ-0PP-2005-0257. The official
public docket consists of the documents
specifically referenced in this action,
any public cornments received, and
other information related to this action.
Although a part of the official docket,
the public docket does not include
Confidential Business Information (CBI)
or other information whose disclosure is
restricted by statute. The official public
docket is the collection of materials that
is available for public viewing at the
Public Information and Records
Integrity Branch (PIRIB), Rm. 119,
Crystal Mall #2, 1801 S. Bell 5t.,
Arlington, VA. This docket facility is
open from 8:30 a.m. to 4 p.m., Monday
through Friday, excluding legal
holidays. The docket telephone number
is (703) 305-5805.

2. Electronic access. You may access
this Federal Register document
electronically through the EPA Internet
under the “Federal Register” listings at
http:/fwww.epa.gov/fedrgstr/.

EDOCKET, EPA’s electronic public
docket and comment systemn was
replaced on Novernber 25, 2005 by an
enhanced federal-wide electronic docket
management and comment system
located at http://www.regulations.gov/.
Follow the on-line instructions.

An electronic version of the public
docket is available through EPA's
electronic public docket and comment
system, EPA Dockets. You may use EPA
Dackets at http://www.epa.gov/edocket/
to submit or view public comments,
access the index listing of the contents
of the official public docket, and to
access those documents in the public
docket that are available electronically.
Although not all docket materials may
be available electronically, you may still
access any of the publicly available
docket materials through the docket
facility identified in Unit I.B.1. Once in
the system, select “search,” then key in
the appropriate docket ID nurnber.

I1. Contractor Requirements

Under contract number 68-W—04—
005, the contractor will perform the
following:

1. Establish individual chemical
identity records including systernatic
chemical name, CAS registry number,
and other chemical name synonyms:

2. Establish inert ingredient mixture
composition records;

3. Respond to internal OPP requests
for elucidation of chemical identities in
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Abstract: The regulations establish the
requirements under which an
institution must readmit
servicemembers with the same
academic status they had at the
institution when they last attended
before being called to uniformed
service.

Requests for copies of the information
collection submission for OMB review
may be accessed from hitp://
edicsweb.ed.gov, by selecting the
“Browse Pending Collections” link and
by clicking on link number 4075. When
you access the information collection,
click on “Download Attachments " to
view. Written requests for information
should be addressed to U.S. Department
of Education, 400 Maryland Avenue,
SW., LBJ, Washington, DC 20202-4537.
Requests may also be electronically
mailed to the Internet address
ICDocketMgr@ed.gov or faxed to 202—
401-0920. Please specify the complete
title of the information collection when
making your request.

Comments regarding burden and/or
the collection activity requirements
should be electronically mailed to
ICDocketMgr@ed.gov. Individuals who
use a telecommunications device for the
deaf (TDD) may call the Federal
Information Relay Service (FIRS) at
1-B00-B77-8339.

[FR Doc. E9-26233 Filed 10-29-09; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4000-01=-F

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

National Nuclear Security
Administration

Notice of Availability of the Draft Site-
Wide Environmental Impact Statement
for the Y=12 National Security Complex

AGENCY: National Nuclear Security
Administration, U.8. Department of
Energy.

ACTION: Notice of availability and public
hearings.

SUMMARY: The National Nuclear
Security Administration (NNSA), a
separately-organized agency within the
Department of Energy (DOE), announces
the availability of the Draft Site-Wide
Environmental Impact Statement for the
Y-12 National Security Complex (Draft
Y-12 SWEIS, DOE/EIS-0387). The Draft
Y—12 SWEIS analyzes the potential
environmental impacts of reasonable
alternatives for ongoing and foreseeable
future operations, facilities, and
activities at Y—12. Five alternatives are
analyzed: No Action Alternative
(maintain the status quo); Uranium
Processing Facility (UPF) Alternative;

Upgrade-in-Place Alternative;
Capability-sized UPF Alternative; and
No Net Production/Capability-sized
UPF Alternative. DOE NNSA has
prepared the Draft Y—12 SWEIS in
accordance with the National
Envirenmental Policy Act (NEPA), the
Council on Environmental Quality
(CEQ) regulations that implement the
procedural provisions of NEPA (40 CFR
Parts 1500-1508), and DOE regulations
implementing NEPA (10 CFR Part 1021).
The CEQ regulations allow an agency to
identify its preferred alternative or
alternatives, if one or more exist, in a
draft EIS (40 CFR 1502.14[e]). For the
Draft Y=12 SWEIS, the Capability-sized
UPF Alternative is the preferred
alternative.

DATES: DOE NNSA invites comments on
the Draft Y-12 SWEIS during the public
comment period, which ends on January
4, 2010, DOE NNSA will consider
comments received after this date to the
extent practicable as it prepares the
Final Y-12 SWEIS.

DOE NNSA will hold two public
hearings on the Draft Y-12 SWEIS at the
following location, dates, and times:

Oak Ridge, Tennessee, New Hope
Center, 602 Scarboro Road (Corner of
Scarboro Road and Second Street), Oak
Ridge, Tennessee, Tuesday, November
17, 2009, 6:30 p.m.-9 p.m. and
Wednesday, November 18, 2009, 10
a.m.—12:30 p.m.

ADDRESSES: Requests for additional
information on the Draft Y=12 SWEIS,
including requests for copies of the
document, should be directed to: Ms.
Pam Gorman, Y=12 SWEIS Document
Manager, Y-12 Site Office, 800 Oak
Ridge Turnpike, Suite A—500, Oak
Ridge, TN 37830, or by Telephone: 865—
576-9903. Written comments on the
Draft Y-12 SWEIS should be submitted
to the above address, by facsimile to
865—-483-2014, or by electronic mail to
y12sweis.comments@tetratech.com.
Please mark correspondence “*Draft
Y-12 SWEIS Comments.” Additional
information on the Y-12 SWEIS may be
found at http://www.y12sweis.com.

For general information regarding the
DOE NEPA process contact: Ms. Carol
M. Borgstrom, Director, Office of NEPA
Policy and Compliance, GC-20, U.S.
Department of Energy, 1000
Independence Ave., SW., Washington,
DC 20585, telephone 202-586—4600, or
leave a message at 1-800-472-2756.
Additional information regarding DOE
NEPA activities and access to many of
DOE’s NEPA documents are available
on the Internet through the DOE NEPA
Web site at http://www.gc.energy.gov/
nepa.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background. Y-12 is one of three
primary installations on the DOE Oak
Ridge Reservation in Oak Ridge,
Tennessee. The other installations are
the Oak Ridge National Labaratory and
the East Tennessee Technology Park
(formerly the Oak Ridge K-25 Site).
Construction of Y-12 started in 1943 as
part of the World War I Manhattan
Project. The early missions of the site
included the separation of uraninm-235
from natural uranium by the
H]H(:I rl]lnugllelit: HHIIHI‘HH()H process Hn(l
the manufacture of nuclear weapons
components from uranium and %il]lium.
Today, as one of the DOE NNSA major
production facilities, Y=12 is the
primary site for enriched uranium
processing and storage, and one of the
primary manufacturing facilities for
maintaining the U.S. nuclear weapons
stockpile. Y-12 is unique in that it is the
only source of secondaries, cases, and
other nuclear weapons components
within the DOE NNSA nuclear security
enterprise. Y=12 also dismantles
weapons components, safely and
securely stores and manages special
nuclear material (SNM], supplies SNM
for use in naval and research reactors,
and dispositions surplus materials.
Y-12 nuclear nonproliferation programs
play a critical role in securing our
nation and the globe and combating the
spread of weapons of mass destruction
by removing, securing, and
dispositioning SNM.

In the mid-1990s, DOE prepared
several programmatic environmental
impact statements (PEISs) to inform
decisionmakers and the public on the
potential environmental impacts of
alternatives for carrying out its national
security missions. DOE then made a
number of decisions related to the
nuclear security enterprise operations at
Y-12 and the long-term storage and
disposition of fissile material.
Specifically, DOE decided that the
mission of Y=12 would not change, and
that Y-12 would continue to maintain
the capability and capacity to fabricate
nuclear weapons secondaries, cases, and
limited-life components in support of
the nuclear weapons stockpile, and
store/process non-surplus, highly
enriched uranium (HEU) long-term, and
store surplus HEU nding disposition.

Most recently, DOE NNSA prepared
the Complex Transformation
Supplemental PELS (SPELS) (DOE/EIS—
0236-54) to analyze potential
environmental impacts of alternatives
for transforming the nuclear weapons
complex into a smaller, more efficient
enterprise. In the record of decision
(ROD) for that SPEIS, DOE NNSA
affirmed that manufacturing and
research and development (R&D)
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involving uranium will remain at Y-12
(73 FR 77644, December 14, 2008). DOE
NNSA also announced that it will
construct and operate a UPF at Y=12 as
a replacement for existing facilities that
are more than 50 years old and face
significant safety and maintenance
challenges to their continued operation.
The DOE NNSA committed to
evaluating the site-specific potential
environmental impacts associated with
continued production operations at
Y—12 in this SWEIS, including those
related to construction and operation of
a UPF.

The continued operation of Y-12 is
critical to DOE NNSA's Stockpile
Stewardship Program and to preventing
the spread and use of nuclear weapons
worldwide. However, continued
operation of Y-12 is made more difficult
by the fact that most of the facilities at
Y—12 are old, oversized, and inefficient.
Continued long-term reliance on World
War ll-era facilities originally designed
for other purposes, and on support
facilities built in some cases to be
temporary, would not meet DOE
NNSA's objectives to transform its Y-12
infrastructure into one that is more
responsive to future national security
needs, less costly and more efficient to
operate, and improve the level of
security and safeguards necessary for
future activities. Over time, nearly all
Y-12 facilities will need to be replaced
with structures designed for their
intended present-day use. Modernizing
this old, over-sized, and inefficient
infrastructure is a key strategic goal of
DOE NNSA and is consistent with
strategic planning initiatives and prior
programmatic NEPA documents.

In this SWEIS, DOE NNSA is
considering alternatives that would
support decisions for the modernization
of Y-12, and implement the Complex
Transformation SPEIS decisions. These
Y-12 modernization alternatives would:
(1) Improve the level of security and
safeguards; (2) replace/upgrade end-of-
life facilities and ensure a reliable
enriched uranium processing capability
to meet the mission of DOE NNSA: (3)
improve efficiency of operations and
reduce operating costs by consolidating
and modernizing equipment and
operation; (4) reduce the size of the
Protected Area by 90 percent and reduce
the operational cost necessary to meet
the security requirements; (5) improve
worker protection with an emphasis on
incorporating engineered controls; and
(6) comply with modern building codes
and environment, safety, and health
standards.

DOE NNSA conducted a public
scoping process that began with the
publication of a Notice of Intent (NOI)

in the Federal Register on November 28,
2005 (70 FR 71270}, in which DOE
NNSA announced its intention to
prepare a SWEIS and invited public
comment on the scope of the NEPA
review. The NOI also announced the
schedule for public scoping meetings
that were held on December 15, 2005, in
Oak Ridge, Tennessee. In addition to the
meetings, the public was encouraged to
provide comments via mail, e-mail, and
fax. All comments received during the
public scoping period were considered
by DOE NNSA in preparing the Draft
Y-12 SWEIS. DOE’s development and
analysis of alternatives for the Draft
Y-12 SWEIS reflect consideration of
these comments.

DOE NNSA had originally planned to
issue the Draft Y-12 SWEIS in late 2006;
however, in October 2006, DOE NNSA
decided to prepare the Complex
Transformation SPEIS. As a result, DOE
NNSA decided to delay the Draft Y-12
SWEIS until programmatic decisions on
the Complex Transformation SPEIS
were made.

Alternatives. The Y-12 SWEIS
assesses the following five alternatives:

No Action Alternative. The No Action
Alternative reflects the current nuclear
weapons program missions at Y-12 and
includes the manufacture and assembly/
disassembly of weapons components,
the continued processing and storage of
enriched uranium materials, disposition
of excess materials, and the continued
removal of excess buildings and
infrastructure. Under the No Action
Alternative, DOE NNSA would
consolidate the storage of enriched
uranium into the Highly Enriched
Uranium Materials Facility (HEUMF).
The No Action Alternative includes
continued operations related to other
national security programs, such as
nonproliferation, the Global Threat
Reduction Initiative, and support to the
Naval Reactors program. Additionally,
there are many non-DOE NNSA
activities at Y=12 that would also
continue under this alternative. Under
the No Action Alternative, DOE NNSA
would make only those repairs and
improvements to existing HEU
processing facilities necessary to
maintain existing levels of operation
and to support essential worker safety
and health requirements. Construction
of a UPF and Complex Command Center
(CCC) would not occur under the No
Action Alternative.

Uranium Processing Facility (UPF)
Alternative. Under this alternative, DOE
NNSA would continue the No Action
Alternative, and construct and operate a
UPF and CCC. The UPF (388,000 square
feet) would consolidate existing
enriched uranium operations from

multiple facilities into an integrated
manutacturing operation. Under this
alternative, the UPF would be sited
adjacent to the HEUMF to allow the two
facilities to function as one integrated
HEU complex. Transition of the
enriched uranium production
operations to the UPF and transition of
enriched uranium storage operations
into the HEUMF waould enable the
creation of a new high-security area 90
percent smaller than the current high
security protected area. The CCC would
house equipment and personnel for
emeargency operations.

Upgrade-in-Place Alternative. Under
this alternative, DOE NNSA would
continue the No Action Alternative and
upgrade the existing HEU and non-
nuclear processing facilities to
contemporary environmental, safety,
and security standards to the extent
possible within the limitations of the
existing structures and without
prolonged interruptions of
manufacturing operations. Under this
alternative there would be no UPF and
parts of the current high-security area
would not be downsized. Although
existing production facilities would be
modernized, it would not be possible to
attain the combined level of safety,
security and efficiency made possible by
the UPF Alternative. Although an
upgrade of existing facilities was not
selected in the Complex Transformation
SPEIS ROD, the Upgrade-in-Place
Alternative is included as a reasonable
alternative because it would correct to
the extent possible within the
limitations of the existing structures
facility deficiencies associated with the
existing enriched uranium and non-
nuclear processing facilities, and could
potentially require smaller upfront
capital expenditures than the
construction of a UPF. The construction
of the CCC would also take place under
this alternative.

Capability-Sized UPF Alternative.
Under this alternative, DOE NNSA
would continue the No Action
Alternative but would reduce the
capacity of enriched uranium
operations. DOE NNSA would maintain
a basic manufacturing capability to
conduct surveillance and produce and
dismantle secondaries and cases. To
support this alternative, DOE NNSA
would build a smaller UPF (350,000
square feet) compared to the UPF
described under the UPF Alternative
(388,000 square feet). A smaller UPF
would maintain all capabilities for
fabricating secondaries and cases, and
capabilities for planned dismantlement,
surveillance and uranium work for other
DOE NNSA and non-DOE NNSA
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customers. The CCC would also be
constructed under this alternative.

No Net Production/Capability-Sized
UPF Alternative. Under a No Net
Production/Capability-Sized UPF
Alternative, DOE NNSA would maintain
the capability to conduct surveillance
and produce and dismantle secondaries
and cases; however, under this
alternative, DOE NNSA would not add
new types or increased numbers of
secondaries to the stockpile. This
alternative would involve an even
further reduction of production
throughput at Y=12 compared to the
Capability-Sized UPF Alternative. To
support this alternative, DOE NNSA
would build the smaller UPF
(approximately 350,000 square feet)
compared to the UPF described under
the UPF Alternative {388,000 square
feet). The CCC, described in Section
5.1.4.2.2, would also be constructed
under this alternative.

Public Hearings and Invitation to
Comment. DOE NNSA will hold two
public hearings on the Draft Y-12
SWEIS. The hearings will be held at the
following location, dates, and times:
Oak Ridge, Tennessee, New Hope
Center, 602 Scarboro Road (Corner of
Scarboro Road and Second Street), Oak
Ridge, Tennessee, Tuesday,

November 17, 2009, 6:30 p.m.—9 p.m.
and Wednesday, November 18, 2009,
10 a.m.—12:30 p.m.

Individuals who would like to present
comments orally at these hearings must
register upon arrival at the hearing.
Speaking time will be allotted by the
hearing moderator to each individual
wishing to speak so as to ensure that as
many people as possible have the
opportunity to speak. DOE NNSA
representatives will be available to
discuss the Draft Y-12 SWEIS and
answer questions during the first half
hour of the hearing. DOE NNSA will
then hold a plenary session during
which representatives will explain the
Draft Y—12 SWEIS and the analyses in
it. Following the plenary session, the
public will have an opportunity to
provide oral and written comments.
Oral comments from the hearings and
written comments submitted during the
comment period will be considered by
DOE NNSA in preparing the Final Y-12
SWEIS.

The Draft Y-12 SWEIS and additional
information regarding Y-12 are
available on the Internet at http://
www. Y12.doe.gov and http://
www. Y12sweis.com. The Draft Y-12
SWEIS and references are available for
review by the public at the DOE Reading
Rooms listed below:

U.5. Department of Energy, FOIA/

Privacy Act Group, 1000

Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, DC 20585, Phone: (202)
586-3142.

Paducah Gaseous Diffusion Plant,
Department of Energy, Environmental
Information Center and Reading
Room, 115 Memorial Drive, Barkley
Centre, Paducah, Kentucky 42001,
Phone: (270) 554—6979.

Oak Ridge Operations Office, DOE Oak
Ri:fg(: Information Center, 475 Qak
Ridge Turnpike, Oak Ridge,
Tennessee 37830, Phone: (865) 241—
4780 or (toll-free) 1 (800) 382-6938,
option 6.

Portsmouth Gaseous Diffusion Plant,
Department of Energy, Environmental
Information Center, 1862 Shyville
Rd., Room 220, Piketon, Ohio 45661.
Following the end of the public

comment period an the Draft SWEIS

described above, the DOE NNSA will
consider and respond to the comments

received, and issue the Final Y-12

SWEIS. The DOE NNSA will consider

the environmental impact analysis

presented in the Final Y-12 SWEIS,
along with other information, in making
its decisions related to operations at

Y-12.

Signed in Washington, DC, on October 22,

2009.

Thomas P. D' Agostino,

Administrator, National Nuclear Security

Administration.

IFR Doc. E9-26207 Filed 10-29-09; 8:45 am|

BILLING CODE 6450-01-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0817; FRL-8975-8]

Agency Information Collection
Activities; Proposed Collection;
Comment Request; Stormwater
Management Including Discharges
From Newly Developed and
Redeveloped Sites; EPA ICR No.
2366.01, OMB Control No, 2040-NEW.

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.
ACTION: Motice.

SUMMARY: In compliance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act (PRA) (44
U.S.C. 3501 et seq.), this document
announces that EPA is planning to
submit a request for a new Information
Collection Request (ICR) to the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB). Before
submitting the ICR to OMB for review
and approval, EPA is soliciting
comments on specific aspects of the
proposed information collection as
described below.

DATES: Comments must be submitted on
or beforeDecember 29, 2009,
ADDRESSES: Submit your comments,
identified by Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-
OW-2009-0817, by one of the following
methods:

o www.regulations.gov: Follow the
on-line instructions tor submitting
comments.

e E-mail: OW-Docket@epa.gov,
Attention Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-OW-
2000-0817.

* Fax: 202-566-9744.

* Mail: Water Docket, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, Mail
code: 4203M, 1200 Pennsylvania Ave.,
NW., Washington, DC 20460. Attention
Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-OW-2009—
0817.

o Hand Delivery: Water Docket, EPA
Docket Center, EPA West Building
Room 3334, 1301 Constitution Ave.,
NW., Washington, DC, Attention Docket
ID No. EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0817. Such
deliveries are only accepted during the
Docket's normal hours of operation, and
special arrangements should be made
for deliveries of boxed information.

Instructions: Direct your comments to
Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-OW-2009—
0817. EPA’s policy is that all comments
received will be included in the public
docket without change and may be
made available online at
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information provided, unless
the comment includes information
claimed to be Confidential Business
Information (CB1) or other information
whose disclosure is restricted by statute.
Do not submit information that you
consider to be CBI or otherwise
protected through www.regulations.gov
or e-mail. The www.regulations.gov Web
site is an “anonymous access’ system,
which means EPA will not know your
identity or contact information unless
you provide it in the body of your
comment. If you send an e-mail
comment directly to EPA without going
through www.regulations.gov your
e-mail address will be automatically
captured and included as part of the
comment that is placed in the public
docket and made available on the
Internet. If you submit an electronic
comment, EPA recommends that you
include your name and other contact
information in the body of your
comment and with any disk or CD-ROM
you submit. If EPA cannot read your
comment due to technical difficulties
and cannot contact you for clarification,
EPA may not be able to consider your
comment. Electronic files should avoid
the use of special characters, any form
of encryption, and be free of any defects
or viruses. For additional information
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official date for submission of those
claims will be published in the Federal
Register about one year from now.
Payment of the final FY 2011 claims
will be made no later than the end of
April 2012,

If the total of approved claim amounts
exceeds the available funding, the
approved claim amounts will be
reimbursed on a prorated basis. All
reimbursements are subject to the
availability of funds from congressional
appropriations.

ADDRESSES: Claims should be forwarded
by certified or registered mail, return
receipt requested. to Mr. David Alan
Hicks, Title X Program Manager, U.S.
Department of Energy/EMCBC, @
Denver Federal Center, P.O. Box 25547,
Denver, Colorado 80225-0547. Two
copies of the claim should be included
with each submission.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Contact David Mathes at (301) 903-7222
of the U.S. Department of Energy, Office
of Environmental Management, Office of
Disposal Operations.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: DOE
published a final rule under 10 CFR Part
765 in the Federal Register on May 23,
1994, (50 FR 26714) to carry out the
requirements of Title X of the Energy
Policy Act of 1092 (sections 1001-1004
of Pub. L. 102-486, 42 U.S5.C. 2296a et
seq.) and to establish the procedures for
eligible licensees to submit claims for
reimbursement. DOE amended the final
rule on June 3, 2003, (68 FR 320955) to
adopt several technical and
administrative amendments (e.g.,
statutory increases in the
reimbursement ceilings). Title X
requires DOE to reimburse eligible
uranium and thorium licensees for
certain costs of decontamination,
decommissioning, reclamation, and
other remedial action incurred by
licensees at active uranium and thorium
processing sites to remediate byproduct
material generated as an incident of
sales to the United States Government.
To be reimbursable, costs of remedial
action must be for work which is
necessary to comply with applicable
requirements of the Uranium Mill
Tailings Radiation Control Act of 1978
(42 U.S.C. 74901 et seq.) or, where
appropriate, with requirements
established by a State pursuant to a
discontinuance agreement under section
274 of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954
(42 U.8.C. 2021). Claims for
reimbursement must be supported by
reasonable documentation as
determined by DOE in accordance with
10 CFR part 765. Funds for
reimbursement will be provided from
the Uranium Enrichment

Decontamination and Decommissioning
Fund established at the Department of
‘Ireasury pursuant to section 1801 of the
Atomic Energy Act of 1954 (42 U.S.C.
2207g). Payment or obligation of funds
shall be subject to the requirements of
the Anti-Deficiency Act (31 U.S.C.
1341).

Authority: Section 1001-1004 of Public
Law 102-486, 106 Stat. 2776 (42 U.S.C.
2296a el seq.).

Issued in Washington, DC on this 15th day
of December 2009,

David E. Mathes,

Office of Disposal Operations, Office of
Technical and Regulatory Support.

|FR Doc. E9-30624 Filed 12-24-09; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE E450-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

National Nuclear Security
Administration

Extension of Public Comment Period
for the Draft Site-Wide Environmental
Impact Statement for the Y=12 National
Security Complex.

AGENCY: National Nuclear Security
Administration, U.S. Department of
Energy.

ACTION: Extension of Public Comment
Period for the Draft Site-Wide
Environmental Impact Statement for the
Y-12 National Security Complex.

SUMMARY: On October 30, 2000, NNSA
published a Notice of Availability and
Public Hearings (74 FR 56189) for the
Draft Site-Wide Environmental Impact
Statement for the Y-12 National
Security Complex (Draft Y-12 SWEIS,
DOE/EIS-0387). That notice invited
public comment on the Draft Y-12
SWEIS through January 4, 2010, and
provided the schedule for 2 public
hearings to receive comments on the
Draft Y=12 SWEIS. NNSA has extended
the public comment period through
January 29, 2010.

DATES: The public comment period for
the Draft Y-12 SWEIS is extended from
January 4, 2010 to January 29, 2010.
Comments received after that date will
be considered to the extent practicable
as the NNSA prepares the Final Y-12
SWEIS.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Written comments on the Draft Y-12
SWELS, as well as requests for
additional information and requests for
copies of the Draft Y-12 SWEIS, should
be directed to Ms. Pam Gorman, Y-12
SWEIS Document Manager, Y-12 Site
Office, 800 Oak Ridge Turnpike, Suite
A-500, Oak Ridge, TN 37830, or by
telephone: 865-576-9903, Comments

may also be submitted by facsimile to
865-483-2014, or by electronic mail to
yi12sweis.comments@tetratech.com.
Please mark correspondence "‘Draft
Y-12 SWEIS Comments.” Additional
information on the Y-12 SWEIS may he
found at http:/fwww.y12sweis.com.

For general information regarding the
DOE NEPA process contact: Ms. Carol
M. Borgstrom, Director, Office of NEPA
Policy and Compliance (GC-20), U.S.
Department of Energy, 1000
Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, DC 20585, telephone 202—
586—4600, or leave a message at 1-800—
472-2756. Additional information
regarding DOE NEPA activities and
access to many of DOE's NEPA
documents are available on the Internet
through the DOE NEPA Web site at
hitp://www.ge.energy.gov/NEPA.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
October 30, 2009, NNSA issued a Notice
of Availability and Public Hearings (74
FR 56169) for the Draft Site-Wide
Environmental Impact Statement for the
Y-12 National Security Complex (Draft
Y-12 SWEIS, DOL/ELS-0387). As
originally announced in the NOA, DOE
has conducted public hearings on the
Draft Y—12 SWEIS in Oak Ridge.
Tennessee on November 17-18, 2009.
The original public comment period
was to continue until January 4, 2010.

However, in response to public
comments, DOE is extending the public
scoping period until January 29, 2010.
Comments received after that date will
be considered to the extent practicable
as the NNSA prepares the Final Y-12
SWEIS.

Issued in Washington, DC, on December
18, 2009.

Randal S. Scolt,

Deputy Associate Administrator for
Infrastructure and Environment, National
Nuclear Security Administrafion.

[FR Doc. E9-30628 Filed 12-24-09; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[EPA-HQ-OW-2008-0517; FRL-9095-5]
RIN 2040-AF06

Notice of Availability of Preliminary
2010 Effluent Guidelines Program Plan

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Clean Water Act (CWA)
sections 301(d), 304(b). 304(g). 304(m),
and 307(b) require EPA to annually
review its effluent guidelines and




