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retiree health benefits account. A copy
of the ICR may be obtained by
contacting the office listed in the
addresses section of this notice.

DATES: Written comments must be
submitted to the office shown in the
addresses section below on or before
September 23, 2002.

ADDRESSES: Gerald B. Lindrew, Office of
Policy and Research, U.S. Department of
Labor, Pension and Welfare Benefits
Administration, 200 Constitution
Avenue, NW., Room N-5647,
Washington, DC 20210. Telephone:
(202) 693—8410; Fax: (202) 693 219—
4745. These are not toll-free numbers.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Background

ERISA section 101(e) sets forth certain
notice requirements which must be
satisfied before an employer may
transfer excess assets from a defined
benefit plan to a retiree health benefits
account as otherwise permissible after
satisfying the conditions set forth in
section 420 of the Internal Revenue
Code of 1986, as amended (Code).
Section 101(e)(1) describes the plan
administrator’s obligation to provide
advance written notification of such
transfers to participants and
beneficiaries. Section 101(e)(2)(A)
describes the employer’s obligation to
provide advance written notification to
the Secretaries of Labor and Treasury,
the administrator, and each employee
organization representing participants
in the plan. The requirements relating to
advance notification of transfers to
retiree health benefit accounts were
added to ERISA as part of the Omnibus
Budget Reconciliation Act of 1990 (Pub.
L. 101-508). The ICR included in ERISA
Technical Release 91-1 provides
guidance on the type of information to
be provided in the notices to both the
participants and beneficiaries and to the
Secretaries.

II. Desired Focus of Comments

The Department is particularly
interested in comments that:

» Evaluate 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;

» Evaluate the accuracy of the
agency’s estimate of the burden of the
proposed collection of information,
including the validity of the
methodology and assumptions used;

* Enhance the quality, utility, and
clarity of the information to be
collected; and

* 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,
e.g., permitting electronic submission of
responses.

III. Current Action

This notice requests comments on the
extension of the ICR included in ERISA
Technical Release 91-1. The
Department is not proposing or
implementing changes to the existing
ICR at this time.

Type of Review: Extension of a
currently approved collection of
information.

Agency: Pension and Welfare Benefits
Administration, Department of Labor.

Titles: ERISA Technical Release 91-1.

OMB Number: 1210-0084.

Affected Public: Individuals or
households; Business or other for-profit;
Not-for-profit institutions.

Respondents: 52.

Frequency of Response: One time.

Responses: 182,000.

Estimated Total Burden Hours: 4,550.

Total Burden Cost (Operating and
Maintenance): $37,986.

Comments submitted in response to
this notice will be summarized and/or
included in the request for OMB
approval of the information collection
request; they will also become a matter
of public record.

Dated: July 19, 2002.
Gerald B. Lindrew,

Deputy Director, Office of Policy and Research
Pension and Welfare Benefits Administration.

[FR Doc. 02—18875 Filed 7—24—-02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4510-29-M

NATIONAL ARCHIVES AND RECORDS
ADMINISTRATION

Renewal of Advisory Committee on
Presidential Libraries

This notice is published in
accordance with the provisions of
section 9(a)(2) of the Federal Advisory
Committee Act (Pub. L. 92—463, 5
U.S.C., App.) and advises of the renewal
of the National Archives and Records
Administration’s (NARA) Advisory
Committee on Presidential Libraries. In
accordance with Office of Management
and Budget (OMB) Circular A—-135,
OMB approved the inclusion of the
Advisory Committee on Presidential
Libraries in NARA'’s ceiling of
discretionary advisory committees.

NARA has determined that the
renewal of the Advisory Committee is in
the public interest due to the expertise
and valuable advice the Committee

members provide on issues affecting the
functioning of existing Presidential
libraries and library programs and the
development of future Presidential
libraries. NARA will use the
Committee’s recommendations in its
implementation of strategies for the
efficient operation of the Presidential
libraries. NARA’s Committee
Management Officer is Mary Ann
Hadyka. She can be reached at 301—
837-1782.

Dated: July 18, 2002.
John W. Carlin,
Archivist of the United States.
[FR Doc. 02—-18823 Filed 7—24-02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7515-01-P

NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION

Agency Information Collection
Activities: Comment Request

AGENCY: National Science Foundation
(NSF).

ACTION: Submission for OMB review;
comment request.

SUMMARY: Under the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995, Pub. L. 104-13
(44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq.), and as part of
its continuing effort to reduce
paperwork and respondent burden, the
National Science Foundation (NSF) is
inviting the general public and other
Federal agencies to comment on this
proposed continuing information
collection. This is the second notice for
public comment; the first was published
in the Federal Register at 67 FR 11146
and no comments were received. NSF is
forwarding the proposed submission to
the Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) for clearance simultaneously
with the publication of this second
notice.

DATES: Comments regarding thse
information collections are best assured
of having their full effect if received by
OMB within 30 days of publication in
the Federal Register.

ADDRESSES: Written commenets
regarding (a) Whether the collection of
information is necessary for the proper
performance of the functions of NSF,
including whether the information will
have practical utility; (b) the accuracy of
NSF’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; or (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
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collection techniques or other forms of
information 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 e-mail to
splimpto@nsf.gov. Copies of the
submission may be obtained by calling
(703) 292-7556.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Suzanne H. Plimpton, NSF Reports
Clearance Officer at (703) 292—7556 or
send e-mail to splimpto@nsf.gov.

An agency 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 of Collection: Cross-Site
Evaluation of the National Science
Foundation’s Directorate for Education
and Human Resources’ Urban Systemic
Program.

OMB Approval Number: 3145—-0186.

Abstract: The National Science
Foundation (NSF) requests a three-year
clearance for an evaluation of the Urban
Systemic Program (USP), a study that
has been on-going since October 1999
first under OMB 3145-0136 and now
under OMB 3145-0186. Due to a change
in OMB terms of clearance for OMB
3145-0136, NSF established an
independent clearance for the USP
study under the terms of an emergency
clearance.

USP began in 1999 when NSF made
competitive awards of up to $3 million
per year, for up to 5 years, to 5 urban
school districts. Since then, the program
has made awards to 13 additional
districts in 2000, and another 9 districts
in 2001. The USP represents one of
NSF’s major investments in improving
science and mathematics education in
urban school systems across the
country, and have third-party evaluation
is important in order for the agency to
interpret the worthiness of the
investment.

NSF uses the data to: (1) Determine
whether to modify or extend the USP
concepts and (2) share best practices
and lessons learned about reform in
mathematics and science education for
K-12 schools.

Specifically, during the first two years
of the USP Cross-Site Evaluation, the
third-party, COSMOS Corporation of
Bethesda, MD, has produced reports for
others at NSF (e.g., the National Science
Board). Though there are other sources
of such documentation, the information
provided by the Cross-Site team is
valued because the team is not
associated in any way with the program
sites. Second, the Division of
Educational System Reform uses the
information to supplement its annual
program monitoring. Third, NSF will
use the information, both to assess its
investment in the USP program and
potentially to help to guide the design
of future programs, such as the
Mathematics and Science Partnerships.

During the extended period of
clearance, the cross-site evaluation will
conduct site visits to the first 18
districts that received USP awards and
will collect student achievement data in
mathematics and science from all of the
districts. This data collection
complements earlier efforts already
undertaken by the Cross-Site team
under earlier OMB clearances.

Respondents: State, local or tribal
governments.

Number of Respondents: 324.

Burden on the Public: 121.5 hours.

Dated: July 22, 2002.

Suzanne H. Plimpton,

Reports Clearance Officer, National Science
Foundation.

[FR Doc. 02—18824 Filed 7—24-02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7555-01-M

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[Docket Nos. 50—-338 and 50-339]

Virginia Electric and Power Co.; Notice
of Consideration of Issuance of
Amendments to Facility Operating
Licenses, Proposed No Significant
Hazards Consideration Determination,
and Opportunity for a Hearing

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (the Commission) is
considering issuance of amendments to
Facility Operating License Nos. NPF—4
and NPF-7 issued to Virginia Electric
and Power Company (the licensee) for
operation of the North Anna Power
Station, Units 1 and 2, located in Louisa
County, Virginia.

The proposed amendments would
permit the licensee to delay the effective
implementation date of the Improved
Technical Specifications from no later
than September 2, 2002, to no later than
December 20, 2002.

Before issuance of the proposed
license amendments, the Commission
will have made findings required by the
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended
(the Act), and the Commission’s
regulations.

The Commission has made a
proposed determination that the
amendments request involves no
significant hazards consideration. Under
the Commission’s regulations in Title 10
of the Code of Federal Regulations (10
CFR), §50.92, this means that operation
of the facility in accordance with the
proposed amendments would not (1)
involve a significant increase in the
probability or consequences of an
accident previously evaluated; or (2)
create the possibility of a new or
different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated; or (3)
involve a significant reduction in a
margin of safety. As required by 10 CFR
50.91(a), the licensee has provided its
analysis of the issue of no significant
hazards consideration, which is
presented below:

1. Do the proposed changes involve a
significant increase in the probability or
consequences of an accident previously
evaluated?

The proposed changes delay
implementation of the Improved Technical
Specifications (ITS) to permit completion of
system modifications and final functional
testing of the Control Room Bottled Air
System. The proposed changes are
administrative in nature in that they simply
delay implementation of ITS for four months.
Until the ITS are implemented the current
Technical Specifications will remain in
effect. Since the changes are administrative,
they will not alter the operation or otherwise
increase the failure probability of any plant
equipment that initiates an analyzed
accident. As a result, the probability of any
accident previously evaluated is not
significantly increased. The changes will not
affect the design, function or operation of any
system, structure or component nor will it
affect any maintenance, modification or
testing activities. Thus, there will be no
impact on the capability of any structure,
system or component to perform its intended
safety function. Therefore, it is concluded
that operation in accordance with the
proposed changes will not involve a
significant increase in the probability or
consequences of accidents previously
analyzed.

2. Do the proposed changes create the
possibility of a new or different kind of
accident from any accident previously
evaluated?

Deferral of the ITS implementation date is
an administrative change. As such the
changes do not involve a physical alteration
of the plant (no new or different type of
equipment will be installed) or a change in
the methods governing normal plant
operation. Thus, these changes do not create
the possibility of a new or different kind of
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