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plutonium oxides and plutonium metal
remaining in containers with normal
atmosphere, especially at locations in
moist climates. Closely following in
importance are various plutonium-
bearing residues which are not as well
isolated or packaged as they should be.
Accordingly, the Board recommends the
following technical actions in
descending order of priority.

1. Stabilize the uranium solution in
tanks outside the H-Canyon at the
Savannah River Site, to remove
criticality concerns. This should not
await plans to convert the uranium to
fuel for Tennessee Valley Authority’s
nuclear reactors.

2. Remediate the highly-radioactive
solutions of americium and curium in
the F-Canyon at the Savannah River
Site. The currently-planned deferral of
vitrification of this material is highly
undesirable.

3. Remediate the solution of
neptunium now stored in H-Canyon at
the Savannah River Site.

4. Convert remaining plutonium
solutions to stable oxides or metals, and
subsequently package them into welded
containers with inert atmosphere. The
principal remaining solutions are in H-
Canyon at the Savannah River Site, and
the Plutonium Finishing Plant at the
Hanford Site.

5. Treat the plutonium-bearing
polycubes at PFP to remove and
stabilize the plutonium.

6. Continue stabilization of spent
nuclear fuel at Savannah River.

7. Stabilize and seal within welded
containers with an inert atmosphere the
plutonium oxides produced by various
processes at defense nuclear facilities,
and which are not yet in states
conforming to the long-term storage
envisaged by DOE-STD-3013. These
oxides are found at the F Area of the
Savannah River Site, the RFETS, the
Plutonium Finishing Plant at the
Hanford Site, the Lawrence Livermore
National Laboratory, and the Los
Alamos National Laboratory.

8. Enclose existing and newly-
generated legacy plutonium metal in
sealed containers with an inert
atmosphere. Removal of loose oxide
should of course take place just before
sealing.

9. Remediate and/or safely store the
various residues which are found at all
three of the production sites, as well as
the Lawrence Livermore National
Laboratory and the Los Alamos National
Laboratory.

It is assumed that the schedule for
remediation of the spent fuel in the K-
Basins at the Hanford Site will continue
as currently planned.

The ordering of priorities should not
be understood as implying a lack of
importance attached to those lower in
the sequence. It is simply a recognition
that under the circumstances the greater
hazards should be addressed first and
with greatest firmness. All elements of
the original Recommendation 94—1
retain their importance and none are to
be considered unessential.

Also, the Board’s staff has been
discussing with DOE staff an ordering of
tasks subject to Recommendation 941
in accordance with ease of their
performance. Those actions which can
readily be conducted within present
resources should certainly go forward,
as long as items of high safety priority
receive the proper attention.

The severity of the problems which
are the subject of this Recommendation
and Recommendation 94-1 and the
urgency to remediate them argue
forcefully for the Secretary to avail
himself of the authority under the
Atomic Energy Act to “implement any
such Recommendation (or part of any
such Recommendation) before, on, or
after the date on which the Secretary
transmits the implementation plan to
the Board under this subsection.” See,
42 U.S.C. § 2286d(e). The Board suggests
that the Secretary avail himself of this
provision.

In addition, because stabilization of
materials remaining from the Weapons
Production Program continues to be of
such importance, the Board
recommends that:

10. An estimate be made of the total
funding shortfall for timely completion
of all 94—1 commitments according to
the accepted Implementation Plans, and

11. Congress and the President be
notified of the shortfall in accordance
with statutory requirements.

John T. Conway,
Chairman.

Appendix—Transmittal Letter to the
Secretary of Energy, Defense Nuclear
Facilities Safety Board

January 14, 2000.

The Honorable Bill Richardson, Secretary of
Energy, 1000 Independence Avenue, SW,
Washington, DC 20585-1000.

Dear Secretary Richardson: On May 26,
1994, the Defense Nuclear Facilities Safety
Board (Board) submitted to the Secretary of
Energy Recommendation 94—1, dealing with
the need to stabilize and safely store large
amounts of fissionable and other nuclear
material that for safety reasons should not be
permitted to remain unremediated. The
Board was especially concerned about
specific liquids and solids in spent fuel
storage pools, reactor basins, reprocessing
canyons, processing lines and various
defense facilities remaining in the
manufacturing pipeline when pit production

was terminated in 1988. On August 31, 1994,
Secretary O’Leary agreed with and accepted
the recommendation. On February 28, 1995,
Secretary O’Leary forwarded to the Board the
Department of Energy’s (DOE) plan for
implementation of the Board’s
recommendation on this issue. Subsequently,
on December 28, 1998, you forwarded to the
Board a revision to Secretary O’Leary’s
original Implementation Plan for
Recommendation 94-1.

During the past year, the Board and its staff
have been closely following and noting
further slippage in the time table for meeting
the dates set forth in the Implementation
Plan. While a great deal has been
accomplished in meeting the safety objective
set forth in Recommendation 94-1
particularly with regard to those materials
that constituted the most imminent hazards,
the Board is concerned that severe problems
continue to exist and delay the
implementation of Recommendation 94-1.
After careful consideration, the Board has
concluded that the progress being made in
certain of the stabilization activities
addressed by Recommendation 94—1 does not
reflect the urgency that the circumstances
merit and that was central to the Board’s
recommendation.

The Board will continue to follow and urge
DOE to implement Recommendation 94—1. In
addition, the Board, on January 14, 2000,
unanimously approved Recommendation
2000-1 which is enclosed for your
consideration.

42 U.S.C. § 2286d(a) requires that after
your receipt of this recommendation, the
Board promptly make it available to the
public in DOE’s regional public reading
rooms. The Board believes the
recommendation contains no information
that is classified or otherwise restricted.

To the extent this recommendation does
not include information restricted by DOE
under the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, 42
U.S.C. §§2161-68, as amended, please
arrange to have it promptly placed on file in
your regional public reading rooms.

The Board will also publish this
recommendation in the Federal Register.

Sincerely,
John T. Conway,
Chairman.

[FR Doc. 00-1743 Filed 1-25-00; 8:45 am]
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DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

Notice of Proposed Information
Collection Requests

AGENCY: Department of Education.
SUMMARY: The Leader, Information
Management Group, Office of the Chief
Information Officer, invites comments
on the proposed information collection
requests as required by the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995.

DATES: Interested persons are invited to

submit comments on or before March
27, 2000.
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Section
3506 of the Paperwork Reduction Act of
1995 (44 U.S.C. Chapter 35) requires
that the Office of Management and
Budget (OMB) provide interested
Federal agencies and the public an early
opportunity to comment on information
collection requests. OMB may amend or
waive the requirement for public
consultation to the extent that public
participation in the approval process
would defeat the purpose of the
information collection, violate State or
Federal law, or substantially interfere
with any agency’s ability to perform its
statutory obligations. The Leader,
Information Management Group, Office
of the Chief Information Officer,
publishes that notice containing
proposed information collection
requests prior to submission of these
requests to OMB. Each proposed
information collection, grouped by
office, contains the following: (1) Type
of review requested, e.g. new, revision,
extension, existing or reinstatement; (2)
Title; (3) Summary of the collection; (4)
Description of the need for, and
proposed use of, the information; (5)
Respondents and frequency of
collection; and (6) Reporting and/or
Recordkeeping burden. OMB invites
public comment.

The Department of Education is
especially interested in public comment
addressing the following issues: (1) is
this collection necessary to the proper
functions of the Department; (2) will
this information be processed and used
in a timely manner; (3) is the estimate
of burden accurate; (4) how might the
Department enhance the quality, utility,
and clarity of the information to be
collected; and (5) how might the
Department minimize the burden of this
collection on the respondents, including
through the use of information
technology.

Dated: January 20, 2000.
William Burrow,

Leader, Information Management Group,
Office of the Chief Information Officer.

Office of Educational Research and
Improvement

Type of Review: New.

Title: National Household Education
Survey of 2001 (NHES: 2001).

Frequency: Biennially.

Affected Public: Individuals or
household.

Reporting and Recordkeeping Hour
Burden: Responses: 1,140; Burden
Hours: 485.

Abstract: The NHES: 2001 will be a
survey of households using random-
digit-dialing and computer-assisted
telephone interviewing. The topical

components are Early Childhood
Program Participation, Before- and
After-School Programs and Activities,
and Adult Education and Lifelong
Learning. Respondents to the first two
components will be parents of children
from birth to age 6 who are not yet in
kindergarten and children in
kindergarten through grade 8,
respectively. Respondents to the third
component will be persons age 16 and
older who are not enrolled in
elementary or secondary school. This
survey will provide NCES with current
measures of educational participation
for preschool children and adults and
will also provide much needed baseline
information from a national sample on
the out-of-school activities of school-age
children.

Requests for copies of the proposed
information collection request may be
accessed from http://edicsweb.ed.gov,
or should be addressed to Vivian Reese,
Department of Education, 400 Maryland
Avenue, SW, Room 5624, Regional
Office Building 3, Washington, D.C.
20202-4651. Requests may also be
electronically mailed to the internet
address OCIO__IMG__Issues@ed.gov or
faxed to 202-708-9346.

Written comments or questions
regarding burden and/or the collection
activity requirements should be directed
to Kathy Axt at (703) 426—9692 or via
her internet address
Kathy__Axt@ed.gov. Individuals who
use a telecommunications device for the
deaf (TDD) may call the Federal
Information Relay Service (FIRS) at 1—
800-877-8339.

[FR Doc. 00-1757 Filed 1-25-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4000-01-U

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

Submission for OMB Review;
Comment Request

AGENCY: Department of Education.
SUMMARY: The Leader, Information
Management Group, Office of the Chief
Information Officer invites comments
on the submission for OMB review as
required by the Paperwork Reduction
Act of 1995.

DATES: Interested persons are invited to
submit comments on or before February
25, 2000.

ADDRESSES: Written comments should
be addressed to the Office of
Information and Regulatory Affairs,
Attention: Danny Werfel, Desk Officer,
Department of Education, Office of
Management and Budget, 725 17th
Street, N.\W., Room 10235, New
Executive Office Building, Washington,

D.C. 20503 or should be electronically
mailed to the internet address
DWERFEL@OMB.EOP.GOV.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Section
3506 of the Paperwork Reduction Act of
1995 (44 U.S.C. Chapter 35) requires
that the Office of Management and
Budget (OMB) provide interested
Federal agencies and the public an early
opportunity to comment on information
collection requests. OMB may amend or
waive the requirement for public
consultation to the extent that public
participation in the approval process
would defeat the purpose of the
information collection, violate State or
Federal law, or substantially interfere
with any agency’s ability to perform its
statutory obligations. The Leader,
Information Management Group, Office
of the Chief Information Officer,
publishes that notice containing
proposed information collection
requests prior to submission of these
requests to OMB. Each proposed
information collection, grouped by
office, contains the following: (1) Type
of review requested, e.g. new, revision,
extension, existing or reinstatement; (2)
Title; (3) Summary of the collection; (4)
Description of the need for, and
proposed use of, the information; (5)
Respondents and frequency of
collection; and (6) Reporting and/or
Recordkeeping burden. OMB invites
public comment.

Dated: January 20, 2000.
William E. Burrow,

Leader, Information Management Group,
Office of the Chief Information Officer.

Office of Elementary and Secondary
Education

Type of Review: Reinstatement.

Title: Applications for Grants Under
the Reading Excellence Program.

Frequency: Annually.

Affected Public: State, Local, or Tribal
Gov’t, SEAs or LEAs.

Reporting and Recordkeeping Hour
Burden: Responses: 39; Burden Hours:
1,872.

Abstract: This application will be
used to award grants to State
educational agencies for the purpose of
providing reading improvement and
family literacy programs.

This information collection is being
submitted under the Streamlined
Clearance Process for Discretionary
Grant Information Collections (1890—-
0001). Therefore, the 30-day public
comment period notice will be the only
public comment notice published for
this information collection.

Requests for copies of the proposed
information collection request may be
accessed from http://edicsweb.ed.gov, or
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