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the As Low As Reasonably Achievable
(ALARA) requirement of 10 CFR
20.1402. The NRC thus finds that the
Licensee’s final status survey results are
acceptable.

Based on its review, the staff has
determined that the affected
environment and any environmental
impacts associated with the proposed
action are bounded by the impacts
evaluated by the “Generic
Environmental Impact Statement in
Support of Rulemaking on Radiological
Criteria for License Termination of NRC-
Licensed Nuclear Facilities” (NUREG—
1496) Volumes 1-3 (ML042310492,
ML042320379, and ML042330385). The
staff finds there were no significant
environmental impacts from the use of
radioactive material at the Facility. The
NRC staff reviewed available docket file
records and the survey results to
identify any non-radiological hazards
that may have impacted the
environment surrounding the Facility.
No such hazards or impacts to the
environment were identified. The NRC
has identified no other radiological or
non-radiological activities in the area
that could result in cumulative
environmental impacts.

The NRC staff finds that issuance of
the proposed amendment authorizing
release of the Facility for unrestricted
use is in compliance with 10 CFR part
20. Based on its review, the staff
considered the impact of the residual
radioactivity at the Facility and
concluded that the proposed action will
not have a significant effect on the
quality of the human environment.

Environmental Impacts of the
Alternatives to the Proposed Action

Due to the largely administrative
nature of the proposed action, its
environmental impacts are small.
Therefore, the only alternative the staff
considered is the no-action alternative,
under which the staff would leave
things as they are by simply denying the
amendment request. This no-action
alternative is not feasible because it
conflicts with 10 CFR 30.36(d),
requiring that decommissioning of
byproduct material facilities be
completed and approved by the NRC
after licensed activities cease. The
NRC’s analysis of the Licensee’s final
status survey data confirmed that the
Facility meets the requirements of 10
CFR 20.1402 for unrestricted release.
Additionally, denying the amendment
request would result in no change in
current environmental impacts. The
environmental impacts of the proposed
action and the no-action alternative are,
therefore, similar; and the no-action

alternative is accordingly not further
considered.

Conclusion

The NRC staff has concluded that the
proposed action is consistent with the
NRC’s unrestricted release criteria
specified in 10 CFR 20.1402. Because
the proposed action will not
significantly impact the quality of the
human environment, the NRC staff
concludes that the proposed action is
the preferred alternative.

Agencies and Persons Consulted

NRC provided a draft of this
Environmental Assessment to the
Michigan Department of Environmental
Quality for review on May 27, 2008. By
response dated May 27, 2008, the State
agreed with the conclusions of the EA,
and otherwise provided no comments.

The NRC staff has determined that the
proposed action is of a procedural
nature, and will not affect listed species
or critical habitat. Therefore, no further
consultation is required under Section 7
of the Endangered Species Act. The
NRC staff has also determined that the
proposed action is not the type of
activity that has the potential to cause
effects on historic properties. Therefore,
no further consultation is required
under Section 106 of the National
Historic Preservation Act.

III. Finding of No Significant Impact

The NRC staff has prepared this EA in
support of the proposed action. On the
basis of this EA, the NRC finds that
there are no significant environmental
impacts from the proposed action, and
that preparation of an environmental
impact statement is not warranted.
Accordingly, the NRC has determined
that a Finding of No Significant Impact
is appropriate.

IV. Further Information

Documents related to this action,
including the application for license
amendment and supporting
documentation, are available
electronically at the NRC’s Electronic
Reading Room at http://www.nrc.gov/
reading-rm/adams.html. From this site,
you can access the NRC’s Agencywide
Document Access and Management
System (ADAMS), which provides text
and image files of NRC’s public
documents. The documents related to
this action are listed below, along with
their ADAMS accession numbers.

1. Kimberly A. Kulpanowski, U.S.
Department of Commerce, letter dated
September 19, 2007 (ADAMS Accession
No. ML081370332);

2. Title 10 Code of Federal
Regulations, Part 20, Subpart E,

“Radiological Criteria for License
Termination;”

3. Title 10 Code of Federal
Regulations, Part 51, “Environmental
Protection Regulations for Domestic
Licensing and Related Regulatory
Functions;”

4, NUREG-1496, “Generic
Environmental Impact Statement in
Support of Rulemaking on Radiological
Criteria for License Termination of NRC-
Licensed Nuclear Facilities;”

5. NUREG-1757, “‘Consolidated
NMSS Decommissioning Guidance.”

6. By response dated May 27, 2008,
the State had no comments.

If you do not have access to ADAMS,
or if there are problems in accessing the
documents located in ADAMS, contact
the NRC Public Document Room (PDR)
Reference staff at 1-800-397—-4209, 301—
415-4737, or by e-mail to pdr@nrc.gov.
These documents may also be viewed
electronically on the public computers
located at the NRC’s PDR, O 1 F21, One
White Flint North, 11555 Rockville
Pike, Rockville, MD 20852. The PDR
reproduction contractor will copy
documents for a fee.

Dated at Lisle, Illinois this 15th day of July
2008.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Christine A. Lipa,

Chief, Decommissioning Branch, Division of
Nuclear Materials Safety, Region III.

[FR Doc. E8—17118 Filed 7—24—08; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7590-01-P

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[Docket No. 50-263]

Nuclear Management Company; Notice
of Withdrawal of Application for
Amendment to Facility Operating
License

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (the Commission) has
granted the request of Nuclear
Management Company, LLC (the
licensee), to withdraw its March 31,
2008 (Agencywide Document Access
and Management System Accession No.
ML081010189) application, as
supplemented by letters dated May 20,
May 28, May 30, June 3, June 5, June 12,
and June 25, 2008 (Accession Nos.
ML081430494, ML.081490639,
ML081550504, ML081550640,
ML081570467, ML081640435, and
ML081770562) for proposed
amendment to Renewed Facility
Operating License No. DPR-22 for the
Monticello Nuclear Generation Plant,
located in Wright County, Minnesota.

The proposed amendment would
have increased the current maximum
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thermal power level authorized by
Section 2.C(1) of the renewed facility
operating license from 1,775 megawatts
to 1,870 megawatts.

The Commission had previously
issued a Notice of Consideration of
Issuance of Amendment published in
the Federal Register on May 6, 2008 (73
FR 25042). However, by letter dated
June 25, 2008 (ADAMS Accession No.
ML081770562), the licensee withdrew
the proposed change.

For further details with respect to this
action, see the application for
amendment dated March 31, 2008, as
supplemented, and the licensee’s letter
dated June 25, 2008, which withdrew
the application for license amendment.
Documents may be examined, and/or
copied for a fee, at the NRC’s Public
Document Room (PDR), located at One
White Flint North, Public File Area O1
F21, 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/reading-
rm.html. Persons who do not have
access to ADAMS or who encounter
problems in accessing the documents
located in ADAMS should contact the
NRC PDR Reference staff by telephone
at 1-800-397-4209, or 301-415—-4737 or
by e-mail to pdr@nrc.gov.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 18th day
of July 2008.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Peter S. Tam,

Senior Project Manager, Plant Licensing
Branch III-1, Division of Operating Reactor
Licensing, Office of Nuclear Reactor
Regulation.

[FR Doc. E8—17110 Filed 7-24—08; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7590-01-P

RAILROAD RETIREMENT BOARD

Proposed Data Collection Available for
Public Comment and
Recommendations

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
requirement of Section 3506(c)(2)(A) of

the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995
which provides opportunity for public
comment on new or revised data
collections, the Railroad Retirement
Board will publish periodic summaries
of proposed data collections.

Comments are invited on: (a) Whether
the proposed information collection is
necessary for the proper performance of
the functions of the agency, including
whether the information has practical
utility; (b) the accuracy of the RRB’s
estimate of the burden of the collection
of the information; (c) ways to enhance
the quality, utility, and clarity of the
information to be collected; and (d)
ways to minimize the burden related to
the collection of information on
respondents, including the use of
automated collection techniques or
other forms of information technology.

Title and Purpose of information
collection:

RUIA Claims Notification and
Verification System: OMB 3220-0171.
Section 5(b) of the Railroad
Unemployment Insurance Act (RUIA),
requires that effective January 1, 1990,
“when a claim for benefits is filed with
the Railroad Retirement Board (RRB),
the RRB shall provide notice of such
claim to the claimant’s base year
employer or employers and afford such
employer or employers an opportunity
to submit information relevant to the
claim before making an initial
determination on the claim. When the
RRB initially determines to pay benefits
to a claimant under the RUIA, the RRB
shall provide notice of such
determination to the claimant’s base-
year employer or employers.”

The purpose of the RUIA Claims
Notification System is to provide to
unemployment and sickness claimant’s
base year employer or current employer,
notice of each application and claim for
benefits under the RUIA and to provide
an opportunity for employers to convey
information relevant to the proper
adjudication of the claim. Railroad
employers receive notice of applications
and claims by one of three options. The
first option, Form Letter ID-4K, is a
computer generated form letter notice of
all unemployment applications,
unemployment claims and sickness

claims received from employees of a
railroad company on a particular day.
Form Letters ID—4K are mailed on a
daily basis to officials designated by
railroad employers. The second option
is an Electronic Data Interchange (EDI)
version of the Form Letter ID—4K notice.
EDI notices of applications are
transmitted to participating railroads on
a daily basis, generally on the same day
that applications are received. The third
option, an Internet equivalent ID-4K,
provides the required notification by the
RRB through the RRB’s Internet-based
Employer Reporting System (ERS).
Completion is voluntary.

Railroad employers can respond to
RRB notices of applications and claims
manually by mailing a completed ID-4K
back to the RRB or electronically via EDI
or the ERS. No changes are being
proposed to any of the ID—4K options.

Upon receipt of notice that the RRB
has allowed a claim either in whole, or
in part, the claimant’s base-year
employer(s) may request a review of the
determination to pay benefits, if the
employers believe the determination is
incorrect. The RRB utilizes Form Letter
ID-4DE, Notice of RUIA Claim
Determinations, an Electronic Data
Interchange (EDI) version of the Form
Letter ID-4K notice and an Internet
equivalent ID—4E to notify base-year
employers that the RRB has made a
determination to pay benefits and to
allow them to request the RRB to review
the determination. Form Letter ID—4E is
mailed on a daily basis, generally on the
same day that the claims are approved
for payment. The EDI and Internet-
equivalent ID—4Es are also sent to
participating railroads on a daily basis,
generally on the same day that the
claims are approved for payment.
Railroad employers can then request
that the RRB review the determination
either by filing a completed ID—4E by
mail, EDI, or via the Internet. No
changes are being proposed to any of the
ID—4E options. Completion is voluntary.

The estimated annual respondent
burden is as follows:

ESTIMATE OF ANNUAL RESPONDENT BURDEN

Form number reéggggés Time (min) Burden hours
ID—4K (MANUAI) ..ottt ettt ettt et e bt e es 1,250 42
ID-4K (EDI) .......... 14,850 ** 210
ID—4K (Internet) .... 2,500 2 83
ID-4E (Manual) ..... 75 2 3
L1 g1 (=4 0= SN 25 2 1
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