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at the NRC Public Document Room,
2120 L Street, NW (lower level),
Washington, DC. OMB clearance
requests are available at the NRC
worldwide web site (http://
www.nrc.gov/NRC/PUBLIC/OMB/
index.html). The document will be
available on the NRC home page site for
60 days after the signature date of this
notice.

Comments and questions about the
information collection requirements
may be directed to the NRC Clearance
Officer, Brenda Jo. Shelton, U.S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, T–6 E6,
Washington, DC 20555–0001, by
telephone at 301–415–7233, or by
Internet electronic mail at
BJS1@NRC.GOV.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 19th day
of June 2000.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Brenda Jo. Shelton,
NRC Clearance Officer, Office of the Chief
Information Officer.
[FR Doc. 00–15931 Filed 6–22–00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7590–01–P

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

Agency Information Collection
Activities: Submission for the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB)
Review; Comment Request

AGENCY: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (NRC).
ACTION: Notice of the OMB review of
information collection and solicitation
of public comment.

SUMMARY: The NRC has recently
submitted to OMB for review the
following proposal for the collection of
information under the provisions of the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 (44
U.S.C. Chapter 35). The NRC hereby
informs potential respondents that an
agency may not conduct or sponsor, and
that a person is not required to respond
to, a collection of information unless it
displays a currently valid OMB control
number.

1. Type of submission, new, revision,
or extension: Revision.

2. The title of the information
collection: ‘‘Nuclear Material Events
Database (NMED)’’ for the Collection of
Event Report, Response, Analyses, and
Follow-up Data on Events Involving the
Use of Atomic Energy Act (AEA)
Radioactive Byproduct Material.

3. The form number if applicable:
N/A.

4. How often the collection is
required: Agreement States are
requested to provide copies of licensee

event reports electronically or by hard
copy to NRC on a monthly basis or
within 30 days of receipt from their
licensee. This schedule provides the
Agreement States 30 days to assess the
licensee information prior to providing
the information to NRC. Reportable
events involve industrial, commercial,
medical use, and/or academic use of
radioactive byproduct materials. In
addition, Agreement States are
requested to report events that may pose
a significant health and safety hazard to
the NRC Headquarters Operations
Officer within the next working day of
notification by an Agreement State
licensee.

5. Who will be required or asked to
report: Current Agreement States and
any State receiving Agreement State
status in the future.

6. An estimate of the number of
responses: 900.

7. The estimated number of annual
respondents: 31.

8. An estimate of the total number of
hours needed annually to complete the
requirement or request: 945 hours (an
average of approximately 1.0 hour per
response) for all existing Agreement
States reporting; any new Agreement
State would and approximately 29 event
reports (including follow-up reports) per
year or 29 burden hours.

9. An indication of whether Section
3507(d), Pub. L. 104–13 applies: Not
applicable.

10. Abstract: NRC regulations require
NRC licensees to report incidents and
events involving the use of radioactive
byproduct material, and source material,
such as those involving the radiation
overexposures, leaking or contaminated
field source(s), release of excessive
contamination of radioactive material,
lost or stolen radioactive material,
equipment failures, and abandoned well
logging sources. Medical
misadministrations are required to be
reported in accordance with 10 CFR
35.33. Agreement State licenses are also
required to report these events and
medical misadministrations to their
individual Agreement State and
regulatory authorities under compatible
Agreement State regulations. NRC is
requesting that the Agreement States
provide information on the initial
notification, response actions, and
follow-up investigations on events and
medical misadministrations involving
the use of nuclear materials regulated
pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act. The
event information should be provided in
a uniform electronic format, for
assessment and identification of any
facilities/site specific or generic safety
concerns that could have the potential
to impact public health and safety. The

identification and review of safety
concerns may result in lessons learned,
and may also identify generic issues for
further study which could result in
proposals for changes or revisions to
technical or regulatory designs,
processes or standards.

A copy of the final supporting
statement may be viewed free of charge
at the NRC Public Document Room,
2120 L Street, NW (lower level),
Washington, DC. OMB clearance
requests are available at the NRC
worldwide web site (http://
www.nrc.gov/NRC/PUBLIC/OMB/
index.html). The document will be
available on the NRC home page site for
60 days after the signature date of this
notice.

Comments and questions should be
directed to the OMB reviewer listed
below by July 24, 2000. Comments
received after this date will be
considered if it is practical to do so, but
assurance of consideration cannot be
given to comments received after this
date, Erik Godwin, Office of Information
and Regulatory Affairs (3150–0178),
NEOB–10202, Office of Management
and Budget, Washington, DC 20503.

Comments can also be submitted by
telephone at (202) 395–3087.

The NRC Clearance Officer is Brenda
Jo. Shelton, 301–415–7233.

For the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 19th day
of June 2000.
Brenda Jo. Shelton,
NRC Clearance Officer, Office of the Chief
Information Officer.
[FR Doc. 00–15932 Filed 6–22–00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7590–01–P

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Surface Transportation Board

[Docket No. 72–22]

Notice of Availability of Draft
Environmental Impact Statement and
Notice of Public Meetings for the
Proposed Private Fuel Storage, L.L.C.;
Independent Spent Fuel Storage
Installation on the Reservation of the
Skull Valley Band of Goshute Indians
and the Related Transportation Facility
in Tooele County, UT

AGENCY: Nuclear Regulatory
Commission.
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ACTION: Notice of availability of draft
environmental impact statement and
notice of public meetings.

SUMMARY: Notice is hearby given that
the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (NRC), in cooperation with
the U.S. Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA),
the U.S. Bureau of Land Management
(BLM), and the Surface Transportation
Board (STB), has published a Draft
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS),
‘‘Draft Environmental Impact Statement
for the Construction and Operation of an
Independent Spent Nuclear Fuel Storage
Installation on the Reservation of the
Skull Valley Band of Goshute Indians
and the Related Transportation Facility
in Tooele County, Utah’’ NUREG–1714,
June 2000, regarding the proposal of
Private Fuel Storage, L.L.C. (PFS) to
construct and operate an independent
spent fuel storage installation (ISFSI) on
the Reservation of the Skull Valley Band
of Goshute Indians.

The Reservation is located
approximately 44 km (27 miles) west-
southwest of Tooele, Utah. PFS intends
to transport spent nuclear fuel (SNF) by
rail from commercial power reactor sites
to an existing rail line north of Skull
Valley. To transport the SNF from the
existing rail line to the proposed
facility, PFS proposes the construction
and operation of a rail siding and rail
line from Skunk Ridge (near Low, Utah)
to the site of the ISFSI on the
Reservation. This DEIS discusses the
purpose and need for the PFS proposal
and describes the proposed action and
its reasonable alternatives, including the
no-action alternative. The DEIS also
discusses the environment potentially
affected by the proposal, presents and
compares the potential environmental
impacts resulting from the proposed
action and its alternatives, and
identifies mitigation measures that
could eliminate or lessen the potential
environmental impacts.

The PFS proposal requires approval
from four federal agencies: NRC, BIA,
BLM, and STB. The environmental
issues that each of these agencies must
evaluate pursuant to the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969
(NEPA) are interrelated; therefore, the
agencies have cooperated in the
preparation of this DEIS, and this
document serves to satisfy each agency’s
statutory responsibilities under NEPA.

Based on the evaluation in this DEIS,
the NRC, BIA, BLM, and STB
environmental review staffs have
concluded that (1) Measures required by
Federal and State permitting authorities
other than the cooperating agencies and
(2) mitigation measures that the
cooperating agencies recommend be

required would reduce any short-or
long-term adverse environmental
impacts associated with the proposed
action (i.e., construction and operation
of the proposed ISFSI and rail line) to
acceptable levels. This DEIS is a
preliminary analysis of the
environmental impacts of the PFS
proposal and its alternatives. The Final
EIS and any decision documentation
regarding the proposed action will not
be issued until public comments on the
DEIS have been received and evaluated.
Notice of the availability of the Final
EIS will be published in the Federal
Register.

Public Availability: The DEIS is
available for public inspection and
duplication at the NRC’s Public
Document Room at the Gelman
Building, 2120 L Street, NW,
Washington, DC. The DEIS will be
available for review on the NRC Web
site, and a comment form will be
available for those who wish to submit
comments. Upon written request and to
the extent supplies are available, a
single copy of the draft report can be
obtained for free by writing to the Office
of the Chief Information Officer,
Reproduction and Distribution Services
Section, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Washington, DC 20555–
0001; by e-mail (Distribution@NRC.gov);
or by fax at (301) 415–2289.

Public Comment: The cooperating
Federal agencies are offering an
opportunity for public review and
comment on the DEIS in accordance
with applicable regulations, including
NRC requirements in 10 CFR 51.73,
51.74 and 51.117. Any interested party
may submit written comments on the
proposed action and on the DEIS for
consideration by the staffs of the four
cooperating agencies. To be certain of
consideration, comments must be
received by September 21, 2000.
Comments received after the due date
will be considered if it is practical to do
so, but the staffs of the cooperating
agencies are able to assure consideration
only for comments received on or before
this date.
ADDRESSES: Written comments on the
DEIS should be sent to: David L. Meyer,
Chief, Rules and Directives Branch,
Division of Freedom of Information and
Publications Services, Office of
Administration, Mailstop T–6D–59, U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, DC 20555–0001.
Comments may also be hand-delivered
to the NRC at 11545 Rockville Pike,
Rockville, Maryland, between 7:30 a.m.
and 4:15 p.m. on Federal workdays.

All comments received by the NRC,
including those made by Federal, State,

and local agencies, Indian tribes, or
other interested persons, will be made
available for public inspection at the
NRC’s Public Document Room in
Washington, DC (address is listed
above).

Public Meetings: The cooperating
agencies will hold two public meetings
to present an overview of the DEIS and
to accept oral public comments. The
public meetings will be held on July 27,
2000, from 7 p.m. to 10 p.m. at the
Arizona Room of the Little America Inn,
500 South Main Street, Salt Lake City,
Utah 84101 and July 28, 2000, from 7
p.m. to 10 p.m. at the Grantsville
Middle School, 318 South Hale Street,
Grantsville, UT 84029. Both meetings
will be transcribed and will include (1)
A presentation summarizing the
contents of the DEIS and (2) an
opportunity for interested government
agencies, organizations, and individuals
to provide comments on the DEIS.
Persons may register to present oral
comments at the public meeting by
contacting either Scott Flanders, Sr.
Environmental Project Manager, or Mark
Delligatti, Sr. Project Manager, at
Licensing and Inspection Directorate,
Spent Fuel Project Office, Office of
Nuclear Material Safety and Safeguards,
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, DC 20555–0001 no later
than July 14, 2000. Persons can also
register by telephone (to Mr. Flanders at
(301) 415–1172 or Mr. Delligatti at (301)
415–8518) no later than July 21, 2000.
Information concerning this DEIS may
also be obtained from these individuals.
Persons may also register within 15
minutes of the start of each meeting to
provide oral comments. Individual oral
comments may have to be limited by the
time available, depending upon the
number of persons who register.

If special equipment or
accommodations are needed to attend or
present information at the public
meeting, the need should be brought to
Mr. Flanders’ attention no later than
July 14, 2000, to provide NRC staff with
adequate notice to determine whether
the request can be accommodated.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Scott C. Flanders, Sr. Environmental
Project Manager, Licensing and
Inspection Directorate, Spent Fuel
Project Office, Office of Nuclear
Material Safety and Safeguards, U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, DC 20555. Telephone (301)
415–1172.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
proposed action involves the
construction and operation of the
proposed SNF storage facility at a site
(known as Site A) located in the
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northwest corner of the Reservation and
transporting SNF from the existing
railroad to the site by building a new
rail siding and rail line to connect the
proposed facility at Site A to the
existing Union Pacific main line at
Skunk Ridge, Utah. NRC published a
notice of intent to prepare an EIS and
conduct a scoping process in the
Federal Register on May 1, 1998 (63 FR
24197). As a part of the scoping process,
a public scoping meeting was conducted
to obtain comments on the intended
scope of the EIS on June 2, 1998, in Salt
Lake City, Utah. Two additional scoping
meetings were held on April 29, 1999
(64 FR 18451) in Salt Lake City and
Tooele, Utah, to address the PFS
proposal to construct and operate the
proposed rail line and to address any
environmental impacts associated with
the lease agreement that might not have
been discussed at the previous scoping
meeting.

This DEIS has been prepared in
compliance with NEPA, NRC
regulations for implementing NEPA (10
CFR Part 51), guidance provided by the
Council on Environmental Quality
(CEQ) regulations implementing the
procedural provisions of NEPA (40 CFR
Part 1500), STB regulations for
implementing NEPA (49 CFR Part 1105),
and BLM and BIA policy procedures
and guidance documents.

Federal agencies’ actions are
considered in this DEIS. NRC’s action is
to grant or deny a 20-year license to PFS
to receive, transfer, and possess SNF on
the Reservation. BIA’s action is to either
approve or disapprove a 25-year lease
between PFS and the Skull Valley Band
for use of Reservation land to construct
and operate the proposed facility. Both
the license and the lease may be
renewed. BLM’s action is to either grant
or deny one of two requests for rights-
of-way through BLM land for
transporting SNF from the existing rail
line to the proposed facility site,
including amending its resource
management plan if necessary. STB’s
action is to grant or deny PFS’s
application for a license to construct
and operate a new rail line to the
proposed facility site.

This DEIS not only evaluates the
proposed action (Alternative 1)
described above, but also the
environmental impacts of the alternative
actions. Alternatives involving the Skull
Valley site include an alternative site
location on the Reservation (known as
Site B), and an alternative transportation
method (i.e., heavy-haul vehicles).
Consideration of an alternative site
location on the Reservation and an
alternative transportation method

resulted in evaluating the following
alternatives:

• Alternative 2—the construction and
operation of the proposed facility at Site
B on the Reservation with a rail siding
and a rail line similar to that described
above.

• Alternative 3—construction and
operation of the proposed facility at Site
A, construction and operation of a new
Intermodal Transfer Facility (ITF) near
Timpie, Utah, and use of heavy-haul
vehicles to transport SNF down Skull
Valley Road.

• Alternative 4—the construction and
operation of the proposed facility at Site
B with the same ITF and SNF transport
described in Alternative 3 above.

Additionally, the DEIS compares the
construction and operation of a SNF
storage facility in Wyoming in lieu of
the Skull Valley site. This comparison
was made to determine if an identified
alternative site is obviously superior to
the proposed site. Lastly, the DEIS
evaluates the no-action alternative, i.e,
not to build the proposed facility in
Skull Valley. Under the no-action
alternative, the potential impacts of
constructing and operating the proposed
facility and associated SNF
transportation facilities in Skull Valley
would not occur.

This DEIS assesses the impacts of the
proposed action and its alternatives for
minerals, soils, water resources, air
quality, ecological resources,
socioeconomics and community
resources, cultural resources, human
health impact, noise, scenic qualities,
recreation, and environmental justice.
Additionally, an analysis and
comparison of the costs and benefits of
the proposed action has been
performed.

Based on the evaluation in the DEIS,
the NRC’s preferred alternative is the
proposed action with implementation of
the mitigation measures recommended
by the cooperating agencies.

A BLM decision to grant a right-of-
way to PFS would be dependent upon
the decisions made by the NRC and BIA.
If the NRC issues a license to PFS for the
proposed facility and BIA approves the
lease, then BLM’s preferred alternative
would be to amend the Pony Express
Resource Management Plan and issue a
right-of-way for the Skunk Ridge rail
siding and rail line. Absent such
findings by the NRC and BIA, BLM
would not grant either of PFS’ rights-of-
way requests.

Based on the information and analysis
to date, the STB environmental review
staff’s preliminary conclusion is that the
proposed project, with the
implementation of the cooperating
agencies recommended mitigation

measures, would not result in
significant adverse impacts to the
environment; therefore, its preferred
alternative would be to recommend
approval of the construction and
operation of the proposed rail line.

BIA does not have a preferred
alternative but will choose one in the
Final EIS based upon its trust
responsibility to the Skull Valley Band,
including consideration of
environmental impacts and mitigation
measures identified in the DEIS and
public comments on the DEIS.

This DEIS is a preliminary analysis of
the environmental impacts of the PFS
proposal. The cooperating Federal
agencies will review the comments,
conduct any necessary analyses, and
make appropriate revisions in
developing the Final EIS.

Participation in the public process
does not entitle participants to become
parties to the adjudicatory proceeding
associated with the proposed NRC
licensing action. Participation in the
adjudicatory proceeding is governed by
the procedures specified in 10 CFR
2.714 and 2.715 and in the
aforementioned Federal Register Notice
(62 FR 41099).

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 16th day
of June 2000.
For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
E. William Brach,
Director, Spent Fuel Project Office, Office of
Nuclear Material Safety and Safeguards.

Dated at Washington, D.C., this 15th day of
June 2000.
For the Surface Transportation Board.
Victoria J. Rutson,
Acting Chief, Section of Environmental
Analysis.

Dated at Salt Lake City, Utah, this 13th day
of June 2000.

For the Bureau of Land Management.
Glenn A. Carpenter,
Field Manager, Salt Lake Field Office.

Dated at Fort Duchesne, Utah, this 13th
day of June 2000.

For the U.S. Bureau of Indian Affairs.
David Allison,
Superintendent, Unitah and Ouray Agency.
[FR Doc. 00–15933 Filed 6–22–00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7590–01–P

PENSION BENEFIT GUARANTY
CORPORATION

Submission of Information Collection
for OMB Review; Comment Request;
Qualified Domestic Relations Orders
Submitted to the PBGC

AGENCY: Pension Benefit Guaranty
Corporation.
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