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of 690 hours. Burden to the public is
limited because all respondents are
limited to those associated with IGERT
projects in their third year of
implementation.

Dated: January 11, 2002.
Suzanne H. Plimpton,
NSF Reports Clearance Officer.
[FR Doc. 02–1145 Filed 1–15–02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7555–01–M

NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION

Agency Information Collection
Activities: Comment Request

AGENCY: National Science Foundation.
ACTION: Submission for OMB Review;
Comment Request.

SUMMARY: The National Science
Foundation (NSF) has submitted the
following information collection
requirement to OMB for review and
clearance under the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995, Pub. L. 104–13.
Comments regarding (a) whether the
collection of information is necessary
for the proper performance of the
functions of the agency, including
whether the information will have
practical utility; (b) the accuracy of the
agency’s estimate of burden including
the validity of the methodology and
assumptions used; (c) ways to enhance
the quality, utility and clarity of the
information to be collected; (d) ways to
minimize the burden of the collection of
information on those who are to
respond, including through the use of
appropriate automated, electronic,
mechanical, or other technological
collection techniques or other forms of
information technology should be
addressed to: Office of Information and
Regulatory Affairs of OMB, Attention:
Desk Officer for National Science
Foundation 725—17th Street, NW Room
10235, Washington, DC 20503, and to
Suzanne H. Plimpton, Reports Clearance
Officer, National Science Foundation,
4201 Wilson Boulevard, Suite 295,
Arlington, Virginia 22230 or send email
to splimpto@nsf.gov. Comments
regarding these information collections
are best assured of having their full
effect if received within 30 days of this
notification. Copies of the submission(s)
may be obtained by calling 703–292–
7556.

NSF may not conduct or sponsor a
collection of information unless the
collection of information displays a
currently valid OMB control number
and the agency informs potential
persons who are to respond to the
collection of information that such
persons are not required to respond to

the collection of information unless it
displays a currently valid OMB control
number.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Title: National Science Foundation
Proposal Evaluation Process.

OMB Control Number: 3145–0060.

Proposed Project Proposal Evaluation
Process

The National Science Foundation
(NSF) is an independent Federal agency
created by the National Science
Foundation Act of 1950, as amended (42
U.S.C. 1861–75). The Act states the
purpose of the NSF is ‘‘to promote the
progress of science; (and) to advance the
national health, prosperity, and
welfare’’ by supporting research and
education in all fields of science and
engineering.’’

From those first days, NSF has had a
unique place in the Federal
Government: It is responsible for the
overall health of science and
engineering across all disciplines. In
contrast, other Federal agencies support
research focused on specific missions
such as health or defense. The
Foundation also is committed to
ensuring the nation’s supply of
scientists, engineers, and science and
engineering educators.

The Foundation fulfills this
responsibility by initiating and
supporting merit-selected research and
education projects in all the scientific
and engineering disciplines. It does this
through grants and cooperative
agreements to more than 2,000 colleges,
universities, K–12 school systems,
businesses, informal science
organizations and other research
institutions throughout the U.S. The
Foundation accounts for about one-
fourth of Federal support to academic
institutions for basic research.

The Foundation relies heavily on the
advice and assistance of external
advisory committees, ad–hoc proposal
reviewers, and to other experts to ensure
that the Foundation is able to reach fair
and knowledgeable judgments. These
scientists and educators come from
colleges and universities, nonprofit
research and education organizations,
industry, and other Government
agencies.

In making its decisions on proposals
the counsel of these merit reviewers has
proven invaluable to the Foundation
both in the identification of meritorious
projects and in providing sound basis
for project restructuring.

Review of proposals may involve
large panel sessions, small groups, or
use of a mail-review system. Proposals
are reviewed carefully by scientists or
engineers who are expert in the

particular field represented by the
proposal. About 50% are reviewed
exclusively by panels of reviewers who
gather, usually in Arlington, VA, to
discuss their advice as well as to deliver
it. About 35% are reviewed first by mail
reviewers expert in the particular field,
then by panels, usually of persons with
more diverse expertise, who help the
NSF decide among proposals from
multiple fields or sub-fields. Finally,
about 15% are reviewed exclusively by
mail.

Use of the Information
The information collected is used to

support grant programs of the
Foundation. The information collected
on the proposal evaluation forms is used
by the Foundation to determine the
following criteria when awarding or
declining proposals submitted to the
Agency: (1) What is the intellectual
merit of the proposed activity? (2) What
are the broader impacts of the proposed
activity?

The information collected on reviewer
background questionnaires is used by
managers to maintain an automated
database of reviewers for the many
disciplines represented by the proposals
submitted to the Foundation.
Information collected on gender, race,
ethnicity is used in meeting NSF needs
for data to permit response to
Congressional and other queries into
equity issues. These data are also used
in the design, implementation, and
monitoring of NSF efforts to increase the
participation of various groups in
science, engineering, and education.

Confidentiality
When a decision has been made

(whether an award or a declination),
verbatim copies of reviews, excluding
the names of the reviewers, and
summaries of review panel
deliberations, if any, are provided to the
PI. Proposers also may request and
obtain any other releasable material in
NSF’s file on their proposal. Everything
in the file except information that
directly identifies either reviewers or
other pending or declined proposals is
usually releasable to the proposer.

While listings of panelists’ names are
released, the names of individual
reviewers, associated with individual
proposals, are not released to anyone.

Because the Foundation is committed
to monitoring and identifying any real
or apparent inequities based on gender,
race, ethnicity, or disability of the
proposed principal investigator(s)/
project director(s) or the co-principal
investigator(s)/co-project director(s), the
Foundation also collects information
regarding race, ethnicity, disability, and
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gender. This information is also
protected by the Privacy Act.

Burden on the Public

The Foundation estimates that
anywhere from one hour to twenty
hours may be required to review a
proposal. It is estimated that
approximately five hours are required to
review an average proposal. Each
proposal receives an average of 8.5
reviews.

Dated: January 10, 2002.
Suzanne H. Plimpton,
Reports Clearance Officer, National Science
Foundation.
[FR Doc. 02–1025 Filed 1–15–02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7555–01–M

NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION

Sunshine Act Meeting

AGENCY HOLDING MEETING: National
Science Foundation, National Science
Board, Executive Committee.
DATE AND TIME: January 24, 2002, 1 p.m.–
1:30 p.m., Closed Session; January 24,
2002, 1:30 p.m.–2 p.m., Open Session.
PLACE: The National Science
Foundation, 4201 Wilson Boulevard,
Room 1295, Arlington, VA 22230.
STATUS: Part of this meeting will be
open to the public, part of this meeting
will be closed to the public.
MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 

Thursday, January 24, 2002

Closed Session (1 p.m. to 1:30 p.m)

—Awards and Agreements

Open Session (1:30 p.m. to 2 p.m.)

—Director’s Items
—Chairman’s Items
—Program Approval: Math and Science

Partnerships

Marta Cehelsky,
Executive Officer.
[FR Doc. 02–1185 Filed 1–11–02; 4:48 pm]
BILLING CODE 7555–01–M

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[Docket Nos. 50–277 AND 50–278]

Exelon Generation Company, LLC;
Notice of Withdrawal of Application for
Amendments to Facility Operating
Licenses

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (the Commission) has
granted the request of Exelon
Generation Company, LLC (the
licensee), to withdraw its February 8,

2001, application for proposed
amendments to Facility Operating
License Nos. DPR–44 and DPR–56 for
the Peach Bottom Atomic Power
Station, Units 2 and 3, located in York
County, Pennsylvania.

The proposed amendments would
have modified the facility and the
facility Technical Specifications by
replacing the interim corrective actions
for thermal-hydraulic power oscillations
with an automatic reactor scram from
the output of the oscillation power
range monitor.

The Commission had previously
issued a Notice of Consideration of
Issuance of Amendment published in
the Federal Register on May 30, 2001
(66 FR 29354). However, by letter dated
December 13, 2001, the licensee
withdrew the proposed change.

For further details with respect to this
action, see the application for
amendment dated February 8, 2001, and
the licensee’s letter dated December 13,
2001, which withdrew the application
for license amendment. Documents may
be examined, and/or copied for a fee, at
the NRC’s Public Document Room,
located at One White Flint North, 11555
Rockville Pike (first floor), Rockville,
Maryland. Publicly available records
will be accessible electronically from
the Agencywide Documents Access and
Management Systems (ADAMS) Public
Electronic Reading Room on the internet
at the NRC Web site, http://
www.nrc.gov. Persons who do not have
access to ADAMS or who encounter
problems in accessing the documents
located in ADAMS, should contact the
NRC Public Document Room (PDR)
Reference staff by telephone at 1–800–
397–4209, 301–415–4737 or by email to
pdr@nrc.gov.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 10th day
of January 2002.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
John P. Boska,
Project Manager, Project Directorate, Division
of Licensing Project Management, Office of
Nuclear Reactor Regulation.
[FR Doc. 02–1088 Filed 1–15–02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7590–01–P

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

Notice of Finding of No Significant
Impact

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that
the Nuclear Regulatory Commission has
made a Finding of No Significant Impact
(FONSI) with respect to the potential
environmental impact related to the
request by Alaron Corporation to utilize
a wet waste processing system to dry

high-solids wet wastes and aqueous
liquid wastes in their Wampum,
Pennsylvania facility.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: John
R. McGrath, Senior Health Physicist,
Division of Nuclear Materials Safety,
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Region I, 475 Allendale Road, King of
Prussia, Pennsylvania 19406. Telephone
610–337–5069.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Alaron Corporation of Wampum,
Pennsylvania holds a license issued by
the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (NRC) for performing
decontamination of equipment
contaminated with radioactive material.
Alaron has requested authority to add a
system for the treatment of wet wastes
by installing a system which includes a
concentrate dryer, ultra-filtration,
reverse-osmosis, demineralizers and
steam generator on its site in Wampum.

Alaron estimates that approximately
214 curies of radioactive materials
would be processed per year.
Environmental radiation safety concerns
include exposure due to airborne
releases. To evaluate airborne releases,
the licensee utilized a computer code
(COMPLY, an EPA computer code for
calculating the dose to individuals due
to airborne releases) to assess dose from
radionuclide emissions. The code
assumed that an activity of 740
millicuries would be released in
effluents to the air and projected a
effective dose equivalent of 0.03
millirem/year to an individual at the
nearest site boundary.

NRC has reviewed the assumptions
used in the above described codes and
concurs with the reported results. The
maximum annual dose of 0.03 millirem
is well below the regulatory limit of 100
millirem per year.

Copies of the EA and FONSI as well
as supporting documentation are
available for review at the NRC offices
located at 475 Allendale Road, King of
Prussia, Pennsylvania 19406, telephone
number (610) 337–5000, during normal
business hours.

John D. Kinneman,
Chief, Nuclear Materials Safety Branch 2,
Division of Nuclear Material Safety, U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Region I.

Environmental Assessment of Proposal
by Alaron Corporation To Perform
Processing of Wet Wastes Utilizing a
Multi-Methodology Treatment System

1. The Need for the Proposed Action

The Alaron Corporation of Wampum,
Pennsylvania holds a license issued by
the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (NRC) for performing
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