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persons who register. Members of the
public who have not registered may also
have an opportunity to speak, if time
permits. If special equipment or
accommodations are needed to attend or
present information at the public
meeting, Ms. Jessie Muir should to be
contacted no later than April 21, 2010,
so that the NRC staff can determine
whether the request can be
accommodated.

Members of the public may also
submit comments on the DEIS by (1) e-
mail, (2) mail, or (3) delivery to the
NRC. Comments may also be submitted
via email at STP.COLAEIS@nrc.gov.
Electronic submissions should be sent
no later than June 9, 2010. Written
comments on the DEIS can be mailed to
the Chief, Rulemaking, Directives, and
Editing Branch, Division of
Administrative Services, Office of
Administration, Mailstop T-6D59, U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, DC 20555—0001, and
should cite the publication date and
page number of this Federal Register
Notice. To be considered, written
comments should be postmarked by
June 9, 2010. Comments may also be
delivered to Room T-6D59, Two White
Flint North, 11545 Rockville Pike,
Rockville, Maryland, from 7:30 a.m. to
4:15 p.m. during Federal workdays.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ms.
Jessie Muir, Environmental Projects
Branch 2, Division of Site and
Environmental Reviews, Office of New
Reactors, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Mail Stop T7-E30,
Washington, DC 20555—0001. Ms. Muir
may also be contacted at the
aforementioned telephone number or e-
mail address.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 19th day
of March 2010.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Scott Flanders,

Director, Division of Site and Environmental
Reviews, Office of New Reactors.

[FR Doc. 2010-6642 Filed 3-24-10; 8:45 am]|
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New Postal Product

AGENCY: Postal Regulatory Commission.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Commission is noticing a
recently-filed Postal Service request to
add three Global Expedited Package
Services 2 contracts to the Competitive
Product List. The Postal Service has also

filed a related contract. This notice
addresses procedural steps associated
with these filings.

DATES: Comments are due: March 29,
2010.

ADDRESSES: Submit comments
electronically via the Commission’s
Filing Online system at http://
www.pre.gov. Commenters who cannot
submit their views electronically should
contact the person identified in the FOR
FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT section
by telephone for advice on alternatives
to electronic filing.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Stephen L. Sharfman, General Counsel,
202-789-6820 or
stephen.sharfman@prc.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
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I. Introduction

On March 18, 2010, the Postal Service
filed a notice announcing that it has
entered into three additional Global
Expedited Package Services 2 (GEPS 2)
contracts.? The Postal Service believes
the instant contracts are functionally
equivalent to previously submitted
GEPS 2 contracts, and are supported by
Governors’ Decision No. 08-7, attached
to the Notice and originally filed in
Docket No. CP2008—4. Id. at 1,
Attachment 3. The Notice also explains
that Order No. 86, which established
GEPS 1 as a product, also authorized
functionally equivalent agreements to be
included within the product, provided
that they meet the requirements of 39
U.S.C. 3633. Id. at 1. In Order No. 290,
the Commission approved the GEPS 2
product.2

The instant contracts. The Postal
Service filed the instant contracts
pursuant to 39 CFR 3015.5. In addition,
the Postal Service contends that each
contract is in accordance with Order No.
86. The term of each contract is 1 year
from the date the Postal Service notifies
the customer that all necessary
regulatory approvals have been
received. Notice at 2—3.

In support of its Notice, the Postal
Service filed four attachments as
follows:

1Notice of United States Postal Service Filing of
Three Functionally Equivalent Global Expedited
Package Services 2 Negotiated Service Agreements
and Application for Non-Public Treatment of
Materials Filed Under Seal, March 18, 2010
(Notice).

2Docket No. CP2009-50, Order Granting
Clarification and Adding Global Expedited Package
Services 2 to the Competitive Product List, August
28, 2009 (Order No. 290).

1. Attachments 1A, 1B and 1C—
redacted copies of the three contracts
and applicable annexes;

2. Attachments 2A, 2B and 2C—a
certified statement required by 39 CFR
3015.5(c)(2) for each of the three
contracts;

3. Attachment 3—a redacted copy of
Governors’ Decision No. 08-7 which
establishes prices and classifications for
GEPS contracts, a description of
applicable GEPS contracts, formulas for
prices, an analysis and certification of
the formulas and certification of the
Governors’ vote; and

4. Attachment 4—an application for
non-public treatment of materials to
maintain redacted portions of the
contracts and supporting documents
under seal.

The Notice advances reasons why the
instant GEPS 2 contracts fit within the
Mail Classification Schedule language
for GEPS 2. The Postal Service identifies
customer specific information, general
contract terms and other differences that
distinguish the instant contracts from
the baseline GEPS 2 agreement, all of
which are highlighted in the Notice. Id.
at 3—6. These modifications as described
in the Postal Service’s Notice apply to
each of the instant contracts.

The Postal Service contends that the
instant contracts are functionally
equivalent to the GEPS 2 contracts filed
previously notwithstanding these
differences. Id. at 6-7.

The Postal Service asserts that several
factors demonstrate the contracts’
functional equivalence with previous
GEPS 2 contracts, including the product
being offered, the market in which it is
offered, and its cost characteristics. Id.
at 3. The Postal Service concludes that
because the GEPS agreements
“incorporate the same cost attributes
and methodology, the relevant cost and
market characteristics are similar, if not
the same...” despite any incidental
differences. Id. at 6.

The Postal Service contends that its
filings demonstrate that each of the new
GEPS 2 contracts comply with the
requirements of 39 U.S.C. 3633 and is
functionally equivalent to previous
GEPS 2 contracts. It also requests that
the contracts be included within the
GEPS 2 product. Id. at 7.

II. Notice of Filing

The Commission establishes Docket
Nos. CP2010-27, CP2010-28 and
CP2010-29 for consideration of matters
related to the contracts identified in the
Postal Service’s Notice.

Interested persons may submit
comments on whether the Postal
Service’s contract is consistent with the
policies of 39 U.S.C. 3632, 3622 or 3642.
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Comments are due no later than March
29, 2010. The public portions of these
filings can be accessed via the
Commission’s Web site (http://
WWW.prc.gov).

The Commission appoints Paul L.
Harrington to serve as Public
Representative in the captioned
proceedings.

III. Ordering Paragraphs
It is ordered:

1. The Commission establishes Docket
Nos. CP2010-27, CP2010-28 and
CP2010-29 for consideration of matters
raised by the Postal Service’s Notice.

2. Comments by interested persons in
these proceedings are due no later than
March 29, 2010.

3. Pursuant to 39 U.S.C. 505, Paul L.
Harrington is appointed to serve as the
officer of the Commission (Public
Representative) to represent the
interests of the general public in these
proceedings.

4. The Secretary shall arrange for
publication of this order in the Federal
Register.

By the Commission.
Shoshana M. Grove,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 2010-6643 Filed 3—-24-E8; 8:45 am]
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Commercialization of University
Research Request for Information

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: In September 2009, President
Obama released his national innovation
strategy, which is designed to promote
sustainable growth and the creation of
quality jobs. Two key parts of this
strategy are to increase support for both
the fundamental research at our nation’s
universities and the effective
commercialization of promising
technologies.

The Federal government supports
university-based research for a variety of
reasons. Expanding the frontiers of
human knowledge is a worthy objective
in its own right. Basic research that is
not motivated by any particular
application can have a transformative
impact. As President Obama noted in
his National Academy speech, “It was
basic research in the photoelectric field
that would one day lead to solar panels.
It was basic research in physics that
would eventually produce the CAT

scan. The calculations of today’s GPS
satellites are based on the equations that
Einstein put to paper more than a
century ago.”

Yet it is often transferring viable
research discoveries to the marketplace
that can pose the greatest challenge to
innovators and entrepreneurs. As a
result, the Administration is interested
in working with all stakeholders
(including universities, companies,
Federal research labs, entrepreneurs,
investors, and non-profits) to identify
ways in which we can increase the
economic impact of Federal investment
in university R&D and the innovations
being fostered in Federal and private
proof of concept centers (POCCs). This
RFI is designed to collect input from the
public on ideas for promoting the
commercialization of Federally funded
research. The first section of the RFI
seeks public comments on how best to
encourage commercialization of
university research. The second section
of the RFI seeks public comments on
whether POCCs can be a means of
stimulating the commercialization of
early-stage technologies by bridging the
“valley of death.”

Background: Federally-funded
research has contributed to economic
growth, job creation and improvements
in our quality of life. In the information
and communications sector, for
example, university-based research has
played a key role in the development of
technologies such as the Internet,
electronic design automation, mass
storage, speech recognition, parallel
computing, computer graphics, and
workstations. In the life sciences,
university research has led to new tools
to diagnose, prevent and treat diseases.

With respect to POCCs, innovative
technologies developed at POCCs arise
primarily from not-for profit research
institutions such as hospitals and
foundations as well as from Federal
laboratories and the private sector. The
Federal Government funds much of this
early-stage research and also provides
funding and incentives to
entrepreneurial businesses to bring new
technologies to the marketplace. For
example, the NSF Engineering Research
Centers Program provides core funds to
move fundamental research through
proof-of-concept testing and additional
incentive funds to speed the translation
of research further into the realm of
project development in partnership with
start-ups and other small businesses.
State and local governments also
provide resources to promote new
business development. Despite these
resources, too many technologies fail to
cross the “valley of death” of product
development between the research

laboratory and commercialization by the
private sector.

The Administration has already taken
a number of steps to promote and
encourage the commercialization of
federally funded research:

e The President’s FY11 budget
proposes to double the National Science
Foundation’s Partnership for Innovation
program. This will allow the NSF to
provide grants that will increase the
engagement of faculty and students
across all disciplines in the innovation
and entrepreneurship process; increase
the impact of the most promising
university innovations through
commercialization, industry alliances,
and start-up formation, and develop a
regional community that supports the
“innovation ecosystem” around
universities.

e On February 24, 2010, led by
Commerce Secretary Gary Locke, the
Administration organized a forum to
explore issues related to
commercialization of university
research.

e Dr. Francis Collins, Director of the
National Institutes of Health, has
indicated that translational medicine is
one of his top five priorities. For
example, NIH is making it easier for
academic researchers to move from
fundamental research to the creation of
assays that can be used to screen
hundreds of thousands of candidates for
drug development.

e Seven agencies are providing
almost $130 million to support an
Energy Regional Innovation Cluster in
energy efficient building systems
design. In addition to funding research,
this will provide support for business
development, public infrastructure,
education, and workforce development.

The National Economic Council and
the Office of Science and Technology
Policy will use the input from this RFI
to shape the Administration’s future
policy on the commercialization of
federally funded research.

RFI Guidelines: Responses to this RFI
should be submitted by 11:59 p.m.
Eastern Time on April 26, 2010.
Responses to this RFI must be delivered
electronically as an attachment to an e-
mail sent to NEC_General@who.eop.gov
with the subject line
“Commercialization of University
Research.” Responses to this notice are
not offers and cannot be accepted by the
Government to form a binding contract
or issue a grant. Information obtained as
a result of this RFI may be used by the
government for program planning on a
non-attribution basis. Do not include
any information that might be
considered proprietary or confidential.
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