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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 the docket file 
records and the final status survey 
report 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 the proposed 
release of the Facility for unrestricted 
use and the termination of the NRC 
materials license is in compliance with 
10 CFR 20.1402. 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 and for license termination. 
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 State 
of New Jersey’s Department of 
Environmental Safety and Health for 
review on December 18, 2006. On 
December 26, 2006, the State of New 
Jersey responded by letter, agreeing with 
the conclusions of the EA, and 
otherwise had 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. NUREG–1757, ‘‘Consolidated 
NMSS Decommissioning Guidance;’’ 

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. Honeywell International Inc., 
Termination Request Letter dated 

September 8, 2005, under cover letter 
dated August 31, 2005 [ML052590382]; 

6. Honeywell International Inc., 
Deficiency Response Letter dated 
November 18, 2005 [ML053250525]; 

7. Honeywell International Inc., 
Deficiency Response Letter dated March 
13, 2006 [ML060820354]; 

8. Honeywell International Inc., 
Deficiency Response Letter dated 
October 24, 2006 [ML063050527]; 

9. Honeywell International Inc., 
Deficiency Facsimile dated November 
26, 2006 [ML063320313]. 

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 Region I, 475 Allendale Road, 
King of Prussia, PA this 23rd day of January, 
2007. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
James P. Dwyer, 
Chief, Commercial and R&D Branch, Division 
of Nuclear Materials Safety, Region 1. 
[FR Doc. E7–1645 Filed 1–31–07; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7590–01–P 

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

Proposed Collection; Comment 
Request 

Upon Written Request, Copies Available 
From: Securities and Exchange 
Commission, Office of Filings and 
Information Services, Washington, DC 
20549 

Extension: 
Rule 19b–4(e) and Form 19b–4(e), SEC File 

No. 270–447, OMB Control No. 3235– 
0504. 

Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 
(44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq.) the Securities 
and Exchange Commission 
(‘‘Commission’’) intends to submit to 
the Office of Management and Budget 
requests for extension of the previously 
approved collections of information 
discussed below. The Code of Federal 
Regulation citation to this collection of 
information is 17 CFR 240.19b–4(e) 
under the Securities Exchange Act of 
1934 (17 U.S.C. 78a et seq.) (the ‘‘Act’’). 

Rule 19b–4(e) permits a self- 
regulatory organization (‘‘SRO’’) to 
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1 Form X–17A–5 (17 CFR 249.617). 

2 Based upon an average of 4 responses per year 
and an average of 20 hours spent preparing each 
response. 

immediately list and trade a new 
derivative securities product so long as 
such product is in compliance with the 
criteria of Rule 19b–4(e) under the Act. 
However, in order for the Commission 
to maintain an accurate record of all 
new derivative securities products 
traded through the facilities of SROs 
and to determine whether an SRO has 
properly availed itself of the permission 
granted by Rule 19b–4(e), it is necessary 
that the SRO maintain, on-site, a copy 
of Form 19b–4(e) under the Act. Rule 
19b–4(e) requires SROs to file a 
summary form, Form 19b–4(e), and 
thereby notify the Commission, within 
five business days after the 
commencement of trading a new 
derivative securities product. In 
addition, the Commission reviews SRO 
compliance with Rule 19b–4(e) through 
its routine inspections of the SROs. 

The collection of information is 
designed to allow the Commission to 
maintain an accurate record of all new 
derivative securities products traded 
through the facilities of SROs and to 
determine whether an SRO has properly 
availed itself of the permission granted 
by Rule 19b–4(e). 

The respondents to the collection of 
information are self-regulatory 
organizations (as defined by the Act), 
including national securities exchanges 
and national securities associations. 

Fourteen respondents file an average 
total of 50 responses per year, which 
corresponds to an estimated annual 
response burden of 50 hours. At an 
average cost per burden hour of $239.50, 
the resultant total related cost of 
compliance for these respondents is 
$11,975 per year (50 burden hours 
multiplied by $239.50/hour = $11,975). 

Compliance with Rule 19b–4(e) is 
mandatory. Information received in 
response to Rule 19b–4(e) shall not be 
kept confidential; the information 
collected is public information. 

Written comments are invited on: (a) 
Whether the proposed 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 the burden of the collection of 
information; (c) ways to enhance the 
quality, utility, and clarity of the 
information collected; and (d) ways to 
minimize the burden of the collection of 
information on respondents, including 
through the use of automated collection 
techniques or other forms of information 
technology. Consideration will be given 
to comments and suggestions submitted 
in writing within 60 days of this 
publication. 

Comments should be directed to: R. 
Corey Booth, Director/Chief Information 
Officer, Securities and Exchange 
Commission, C/O Shirley Martinson, 
6432 General Green Way, Alexandria, 
Virginia 22312 or send an e-mail to: 
PRA_Mailbox@sec.gov. Comments must 
be submitted to OMB within 60 days of 
this notice. 

Dated: January 23, 2007. 
Florence E. Harmon, 
Deputy Secretary. 
[FR Doc. E7–1582 Filed 1–31–07; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 8011–01–P 

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

Proposed Collection; Comment 
Request 

Upon Written Request, Copies Available 
From: Securities and Exchange 
Commission, Office of Filings and 
Information Services, Washington, DC 
20549. 

Extension: 
Rule 17a–12, SEC File No. 270–442, OMB 

Control No. 3235–0498. 

Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 
(44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq.), the Securities 
and Exchange Commission 
(‘‘Commission’’) is soliciting comments 
on the collection of information 
summarized below. The Commission 
plans to submit this existing collection 
of information to the Office of 
Management and Budget for extension 
and approval. 

Rule 17a–12 (17 CFR 240.17a–12) 
under the Securities Exchange Act of 
1934 (15 U.S.C. 78a et seq.) is the 
reporting rule tailored specifically for 
OTC derivatives dealers registered with 
the Commission, and Part IIB of Form 
X–17A–5,1 the Financial and 
Operational Combined Uniform Single 
(‘‘FOCUS’’) Report, is the basic 
document for reporting the financial 
and operational condition of OTC 
derivatives dealers. 

Rule 17a–12 requires registered OTC 
derivatives dealers to file Part IIB of the 
FOCUS Report quarterly. Rule 17a–12 
also requires that OTC derivatives 
dealers file audited financial statements 
annually. There are currently five 
registered OTC derivatives dealers. The 
staff does not expect that any additional 
firms will register as OTC derivatives 
dealers within the next three years. The 
staff estimates that the average amount 
of time necessary to prepare and file the 
quarterly reports required by the rule is 

eighty hours per OTC derivatives 
dealer 2 and that the average amount of 
time for the annual audit report is 100 
hours per OTC derivatives dealer, for a 
total of 180 hours per OTC derivatives 
dealer annually. Thus the staff estimates 
that the total number of hours necessary 
for the five OTC derivatives dealers to 
comply with the requirements of Rule 
17a–12 on an annual basis is 900 hours. 

Written comments are invited on: (a) 
Whether the proposed collection of 
information is necessary for the proper 
performance of the functions of the 
agency, including whether the 
information shall have practical utility; 
(b) the accuracy of the agency’s estimate 
of the burden of the proposed collection 
of information; (c) ways to enhance the 
quality, utility, and clarity of the 
information to be collected; and (d) 
ways to minimize the burden of the 
collection of information on 
respondents, including through the use 
of automated collection techniques or 
other forms of information technology. 
Consideration will be given to 
comments and suggestions submitted in 
writing within 60 days of this 
publication. 

Direct your written comments to R. 
Corey Booth, Director/Chief Information 
Officer, Securities and Exchange 
Commission, C/O Shirley Martinson, 
6432 General Green Way, Alexandria, 
VA 22312 or send an e-mail to: 
PRA_Mailbox@sec.gov. Comments must 
be submitted to OMB within 60 days of 
this notice. 

Dated: January 24, 2007. 
Florence E. Harmon, 
Deputy Secretary. 
[FR Doc. E7–1583 Filed 1–31–07; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 8011–01–P 

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[Release No. 34–55162; File No. SR–Amex– 
2006–106] 

Self-Regulatory Organizations; 
American Stock Exchange LLC; Order 
Granting Approval to Proposed Rule 
Change as Modified by Amendment 
No. 1 Thereto, Relating to the Adoption 
of a Penny Pilot Program 

January 24, 2007. 

I. Introduction 
On November 9, 2006, the American 

Stock Exchange LLC (‘‘Amex’’ or 
‘‘Exchange’’) filed with the Securities 
and Exchange Commission 
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