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The potential costs associated with
this proposed regulatory action are
those resulting from statutory
requirements and those we have
determined as necessary for
administering this program effectively
and efficiently.
In assessing the potential costs and
benefits—both quantitative and
qualitative—of this proposed regulatory
action, we have determined that the
benefits of the proposed priority justify
the costs.
Discussion of Costs and Benefits: The
benefits of the Disability and
Rehabilitation Research Projects and
Centers Programs have been well
established over the years in that similar
projects have been completed
successfully. This proposed priority will
generate new knowledge through
research and development.
Another benefit of this proposed
priority is that the establishment of a
new RRTC will improve the lives of
individuals with disabilities. The new
RRTC will disseminate and promote the
use of new information that will
improve the options for individuals
with disabilities to obtain, retain, and
advance in employment.
Intergovernmental Review: This
program is not subject to Executive
Order 12372 and the regulations in 34
CFR part 79.
Accessible Format: Individuals with
disabilities can obtain this document in
an accessible format (e.g., braille, large
print, audiotape, or computer diskette)
on request to the program contact
person listed under FOR FURTHER
INFORMATION CONTACT.
Electronic Access to This Document:
You can view this document, as well as
all other documents of this Department
published in the Federal Register, in
text or Adobe Portable Document
Format (PDF) on the Internet at the
following site: http://www.ed.gov/news/
fedregister.
To use PDF you must have Adobe
Acrobat Reader, which is available free
at this site.
Note: The official version of this document
is the document published in the Federal
Register. Free Internet access to the official
edition of the Federal Register and the Code
of Federal Regulations is available on GPO
Access at: http://www.gpoaccess.gov/nara/
index.html.
Dated: December 15, 2009.
Alexa Posny,
Assistant Secretary for Special Education and
Rehabilitative Services.
[FR Doc. E9–30188 Filed 12–17–09; 8:45 am]
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DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
Notice of Modifications to the
Preferred Alternatives for Tank Waste
Treatment and Disposal of Off Site
Waste in the Draft Tank Closure and
Waste Management Environmental
Impact Statement for the Hanford Site,
Richland, WA
Department of Energy.
Modification of Preferred
Alternatives.
AGENCY:
ACTION:

SUMMARY: The U.S. Department of
Energy (DOE) is modifying its preferred
alternatives for tank waste treatment
and also for disposal of off-site waste in
the Draft Tank Closure and Waste
Management Environmental Impact
Statement for the Hanford Site,
Richland, Washington (Draft EIS, DOE/
EIS–00391), made available for public
comment on October 30, 2009 (74 FR
56194). This Draft EIS has been
prepared in accordance with the
National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) and its implementing
regulations. The public comment period
for the Draft EIS extends to March 19,
2010.
In this Draft EIS, DOE analyzed, as a
reasonable alternative, treating and
sending waste from specific tanks to the
Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP), in
Carlsbad, New Mexico, as mixed
transuranic (TRU) waste. DOE is now
expressing its preference that no
Hanford tank wastes would be shipped
to WIPP. These wastes would be
retrieved and treated in the Waste
Treatment Plant (WTP) being
constructed at Hanford. The State of
Washington Department of Ecology
(Ecology), a cooperating agency on the
EIS, has revised its Foreword to the
Draft EIS in response to this
modification to the preferred alternative
for tank waste. That revision can be
found under SUPPLEMENTARY
INFORMATION.
In addition, consistent with DOE’s
preference regarding receipt at Hanford
of off-site low-level radioactive waste
(LLW) and low-level mixed waste
(MLLW), DOE would not ship GreaterThan-Class-C (GTCC) LLW to Hanford at
least until the WTP is operational (DOE
is analyzing disposal of GTCC LLW in
a separate EIS).
ADDRESSES: The Draft EIS is available
electronically through, and written
comments can be submitted at,
TC&WMEIS@saic.com, or by faxing to
(1–888) 785–2865. Paper copies may be
obtained by request to the EIS website
or by contacting: Mary Beth Burandt,
Document Manager, TC & WM EIS
comments, Office of River Protection,
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P.O. Box 1178, Richland, Washington
99352.
The Draft EIS is also available at
DOE’s NEPA Web site at http://
www.gc.energy.gov/nepa.
Written comments may be mailed to
the document manager at the address
above. Further, DOE will accept oral as
well as written comments on the Draft
EIS during public hearings to be
announced soon in the Federal Register
and local media.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
further information on the Draft EIS,
contact Ms. Burandt at the address
above or by telephone, at (1–888) 829–
6347. For further information on DOE’s
NEPA process, contact: Carol M.
Borgstrom, Director, Office of NEPA
Policy and Compliance, Office of
General Counsel, U.S. Department of
Energy, Washington, DC 20585–0103,
Telephone: (202) 586–4600, or leave a
message at (800) 472–2756.
Further information on the Draft EIS
is also available through the Hanford
Web site at: http://www.hanford.gov/
orp.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The Draft
Tank Closure and Waste Management
Environmental Impact Statement has
been prepared in accordance with NEPA
and its implementing regulations. The
Draft EIS analyzes alternatives for
proposed actions in three major areas
related to the cleanup of the Hanford
Site. These are: (1) Retrieving and
treating radioactive waste from 177
underground storage tanks at Hanford
and closure of the 149 single-shell
tanks; (2) decommissioning of the Fast
Flux Test Facility, a nuclear test reactor,
and its auxiliary facilities; and (3)
continued and expanded solid waste
management operations on site,
including the disposal of Hanford’s
LLW and MLLW, and limited volumes
of LLW and MLLW from other DOE
sites. The Draft EIS also analyzes no
action alternatives for each of the three
types of proposed actions as required
under NEPA for use as a basis for
comparison of the alternatives.
In the Draft EIS, DOE narrowed its
range of preferred alternatives to five
(Section S.7.1 of the Summary and
Section 2.12 of the main volume). Three
of these alternatives contain options for
treating the waste from specific tanks as
mixed TRU waste (approximately 3
million gallons) that would be prepared
as necessary and shipped to WIPP for
disposal. Based on further
consideration, DOE has concluded that
its preference is to manage the waste
from these tanks by treating it through
the WTP currently under construction
as either high-level waste or low-activity

E:\FR\FM\18DEN1.SGM

18DEN1

67190

Federal Register / Vol. 74, No. 242 / Friday, December 18, 2009 / Notices

waste as would be the case with the
other waste to be treated in each
alternative; it would thus not be
shipped to WIPP for disposal. Ecology,
a cooperating agency on this EIS, has
requested the following modification to
its Foreword in response to that change:
Ecology acknowledges that
subsequent to publishing the draft EIS,
DOE has revised its preferred alternative
to propose that waste from specific
Hanford tanks containing what DOE
believes might be mixed TRU waste be
treated at Hanford through the WTP.
This change does not alter Ecology’s
expectations concerning this waste.
Because Ecology has had, and continues
to have, legal and technical concerns
with any Hanford tank waste being
classified as mixed TRU waste, Ecology
has always assumed that the waste
would be treated at Hanford through the
WTP. Ecology expects that the end date
for completing treatment of Hanford’s
tank waste will not be altered by
treating the waste from these specific
tanks through the WTP.
Regarding DOE’s preferred alternative
for waste management, (Section S.7.3 of
the Summary and Section 2.12 of the
main volume) DOE would not send
LLW and MLLW from other DOE sites
to Hanford for disposal (with some
limited specific exceptions) at least
until the WTP is operational, consistent
with DOE’s proposed settlement
agreement with the State of Washington.
Off-site waste would be addressed after
the WTP is operational subject to
appropriate NEPA review. Although the
Draft EIS considers the cumulative
impacts of the potential receipt of GTCC
LLW at Hanford, DOE is preparing a
separate EIS on GTCC LLW disposition.
However, similar to its preference
regarding the importation of LLW and
MLLW, DOE announces that it does not
prefer to import GTCC LLW to Hanford
at least until the WTP is operational.
Issued in Washington, DC, on December
10, 2009.
Inés R. Triay,
Assistant Secretary for Environmental
Management.
[FR Doc. E9–30173 Filed 12–17–09; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6450–01–P

sroberts on DSKD5P82C1PROD with NOTICES

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
Environmental Management SiteSpecific Advisory Board, Oak Ridge
Reservation
Department of Energy.
ACTION: Notice of Open Meeting.
AGENCY:

SUMMARY: This notice announces a
meeting of the Environmental
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Management Site-Specific Advisory
Board (EM SSAB), Oak Ridge
Reservation. The Federal Advisory
Committee Act (Pub. L. 92–463, 86 Stat.
770) requires that public notice of this
meeting be announced in the Federal
Register.
DATES:

Wednesday, January 13, 2010, 6

Issued at Washington, DC on December 14,
2009.
Rachel Samuel,
Deputy Committee Management Officer.
[FR Doc. E9–30165 Filed 12–17–09; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6450–01–P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

p.m.
DOE Information Center,
475 Oak Ridge Turnpike, Oak Ridge,
Tennessee.

ADDRESSES:

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Patricia J. Halsey, Federal Coordinator,
Department of Energy Oak Ridge
Operations Office, P.O. Box 2001, EM–
90, Oak Ridge, TN 37831. Phone (865)
576–4025; Fax (865) 576–2347 or e-mail:
halseypj@oro.doe.gov or check the Web
site at http://www.oakridge.doe.gov/em/
ssab.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Purpose of the Board: The purpose of
the Board is to make recommendations
to DOE in the areas of environmental
restoration, waste management, and
related activities.
Tentative Agenda: Technetium-99
Contamination in the K–25 Building at
the East Tennessee Technology Park.
Public Participation: The EM SSAB,
Oak Ridge, welcomes the attendance of
the public at its advisory committee
meetings and will make every effort to
accommodate persons with physical
disabilities or special needs. If you
require special accommodations due to
a disability, please contact Patricia J.
Halsey at least seven days in advance of
the meeting at the phone number listed
above. Written statements may be filed
with the Board either before or after the
meeting. Individuals who wish to make
oral statements pertaining to the agenda
item should contact Patricia J. Halsey at
the address or telephone number listed
above. Requests must be received five
days prior to the meeting and reasonable
provision will be made to include the
presentation in the agenda. The Deputy
Designated Federal Officer is
empowered to conduct the meeting in a
fashion that will facilitate the orderly
conduct of business. Individuals
wishing to make public comments will
be provided a maximum of five minutes
to present their comments.
Minutes: Minutes will be available by
writing or calling Patricia J. Halsey at
the address and phone number listed
above. Minutes will also be available at
the following Web site: http://
www.oakridge.doe.gov/em/ssab/
minutes.htm.
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Office of Science; Notice of Renewal of
the Biological and Environmental
Research Advisory Committee
Pursuant to Section 14(a)(2)(A) of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act, App.,
and section 102–3.65, Title 41, Code of
Federal Regulations, and following
consultation with the Committee
Management Secretariat, General
Services Administration, notice is
hereby given that the Biological and
Environmental Research Advisory
Committee has been renewed for a twoyear period.
The Committee will provide advice to
the Department of Energy’s Office of
Science on the biological and
environmental research programs. The
Secretary of Energy has determined that
renewal of the Biological and
Environmental Research Advisory
Committee is essential to the conduct of
the Department’s business and in the
public interest in connection with the
performance of duties imposed by law
upon the Department of Energy. The
Committee will continue to operate in
accordance with the provisions of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub.
L. 92–463), the General Services
Administration Final Rule on Federal
Advisory Committee Management, and
other directives and instructions issued
in implementation of those acts.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ms.
Rachel Samuel at (202) 586–3279.
Issued in Washington, DC on December 14,
2009.
Carol A. Matthews,
Acting Committee Management Officer.
[FR Doc. E9–30161 Filed 12–17–09; 8:45 am]
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DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission
Docket No. ID–4074–007

Good, Lynn J.; Notice of Filing
December 11, 2009.

Take notice that on December 10,
2009, Lynn J. Good filed an application
for authorization to hold interlocking
positions, pursuant to section 305(b) of
the Federal Power Act, 16 USCA

E:\FR\FM\18DEN1.SGM

18DEN1

