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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 Director of the
Information Resources Group publishes
this 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 at
the address specified above. Copies of
the requests are available from Patrick J.
Sherrill at the address specified above.

Dated: July 19, 1996.
Gloria Parker,
Director, Information Resources Group.

Office of Postsecondary Education

Type of Review: Extension.
Title: Fulbright-Hays Training Grants:

Faculty Research Abroad Program and
Doctoral Dissertation Research Abroad
Program.

Frequency: Annually.
Affected Public: Individuals or

households; Not-for-profit institutions.
Annual Reporting and Recordkeeping

Hour Burden:
Responses: 805
Burden Hours: 27,200

Abstract: This application allows
individual-graduate students and
faculty members to compete for
Fulbright-Hays fellowships and enables
the Department of Education to make
awards to U.S. institutions of higher
education to develop and improve
modern foreign language and area
studies.

[FR Doc. 96–18870 Filed 7–24–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4000–01–P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Revision to the Record of Decision for
the Final Environmental Impact
Statement on a Proposed Nuclear
Weapons Nonproliferation Policy
Concerning Foreign Research Reactor
Spent Nuclear Fuel

AGENCY: Department of Energy.
ACTION: Revision to Record of Decision.

SUMMARY: The Department of Energy
(DOE), pursuant to 10 CFR § 1021.315,
and in consultation with the
Department of State, is revising the
Record of Decision issued on May 13,
1996 (61 Fed. Reg. 25092) on the Final
Environmental Impact Statement on a
Proposed Nuclear Weapons
Nonproliferation Policy Concerning
Foreign Research Reactor Spent Nuclear
Fuel (the Final EIS, DOE/EIS–218F of
February 1996), to allow the United
States to take title to spent nuclear fuel
and target material from foreign research
reactors located in countries with other-
than-high-income economies, as defined
in the Final EIS, at locations other than
the port of entry into the United States.
EFFECTIVE DATE: The revision to the
Record of Decision is effective July 22,
1996.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
further information on the DOE program
for the management of foreign research
reactor spent nuclear fuel or the Record
of Decision, contact: Mr. David G.
Huizenga, Associate Deputy Assistant
Secretary for Nuclear Material and
Facility Stabilization, Office of
Environmental Management (EM–60),
U.S. Department of Energy, 1000
Independence Avenue, SW,
Washington, D.C. 20585, (202) 586–
5151. For information on DOE’s
National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) process, contact: Ms. Carol
Borgstrom, Director, Office of NEPA
Policy and Assistance (EH–42), U.S.
Department of Energy, 1000
Independence Avenue, SW,
Washington, DC 20585, Telephone (202)
586–4600, or leave a message at 1–800–
472–2756.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Background
DOE, in consultation with the

Department of State, issued the Final
Environmental Impact Statement on a
Proposed Nuclear Weapons
Nonproliferation Policy Concerning
Foreign Research Reactor Spent Nuclear
Fuel (the Final EIS, DOE/EIS–218F) on
February 16, 1996. The Record of
Decision was issued on May 13, 1996,
and was published in the Federal
Register on May 17, 1996, (61 Fed. Reg.

25092). In the Final EIS, DOE and the
Department of State considered the
potential environmental impacts of a
proposed policy to manage spent
nuclear fuel and target material from
foreign research reactors. After
consideration of public comments
submitted on the Draft EIS, and
concerns expressed following issuance
of the Final EIS, DOE, in consultation
with the Department of State, decided to
implement the proposed policy as
identified in the Preferred Alternative
contained in the Final EIS, subject to
additional stipulations specified in
Section VII of the Record of Decision.

II. Statement of Purpose
Subsequent to issuance of the Record

of Decision on May 13, 1996, DOE, in
consultation with the Department of
State, determined that the need may
arise during implementation of the
policy for the United States to take title
to spent nuclear fuel and target material
from foreign research reactors located in
countries with other-than-high-income
economies at locations other than the
port of entry into the United States.

Reason for the Revision: The point at
which title to the spent nuclear fuel and
target material transfers from the reactor
operator to the United States has no
effect on the physical processes that
would take place under the acceptance
policy, and thus would not have any
effect on the potential impacts to the
environment, workers, or the public. As
a result, DOE, after consultation with
the Department of State, concluded that
the selection of the title transfer location
could be made solely on programmatic
considerations. At the time the Record
of Decision was issued, DOE had not
identified any advantage to the United
States of taking title outside the United
States. Therefore, the Record of Decision
stated that transfer of title would occur
when the foreign research reactor spent
nuclear fuel and target material actually
enters the land mass of the United
States because that approach linked the
transfer of title to an easily identifiable
occurrence.

In the course of diplomatic
discussions with Chile, Brazil, and
Colombia, these foreign governments
raised an important concern related to
the location of the title transfer.
Specifically, since the Department is
seeking to include transportation casks
from multiple South American
countries on a single ocean-going vessel,
a question has arisen regarding who
would be liable for any potential
damage when spent fuel from one
country is in the territory of another
during the shipment. Furthermore, DOE
has been informed that shipowners
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willing to transport spent nuclear fuel
from South America without coverage
under the Price-Anderson Act have not
been identified. The United States
Government can assume responsibility
for these shipments and extend Price-
Anderson Act coverage to the
shipowners while the material is
outside United States territory only if
the United States has taken title to the
spent nuclear fuel. Therefore, rather
than taking title at the point the spent
fuel actually enters the land mass of the
United States (at the United States port),
DOE is herein revising the Record of
Decision to allow the title transfer
location for spent nuclear fuel or target
material from reactors located in
countries with other-than-high-income
economies to be determined on a case-
by-case basis, to be specified in DOE’s
individual contracts with the reactor
operators. Under such an approach, title
could transfer as early as the departure
of the loaded cask from the reactor site
or at the foreign port-of-origin, or as late
as entry into the United States as
specified in the May 13, 1996, Record of
Decision.

Similar liability concerns are not
applicable for reactors in countries with
high-income economies because reactor
operators in these countries are able to
provide sufficient insurance for
transporting their own spent nuclear
fuel to the United States.

For the reasons set forth above,
Section VII (‘‘Decision’’) of the Record
of Decision issued on May 13, 1996, is
revised by adding a new Paragraph E to
read as follows:

E. In the case of research reactors located
in countries with high-income economies, as
defined in the Final EIS, the United States
will take title to the spent nuclear fuel and
target material when it reaches the United
States port of entry. In the case of research
reactors located in countries with other-than-
high-income economies, as defined in the
Final EIS, the United States may take title to
the spent nuclear fuel and target material at
locations other than the port of entry into the
United States. On a case-by-case basis, the
United States may determine whether it is in
its best interests, with regard to the execution
of this policy, to take title to certain spent
nuclear fuel and target material before it
reaches the port of entry into the United
States. The title transfer location will be
specified in the contract with the affected
reactor operator.

In addition, Section IX (‘‘Basis for the
Decision’’), Paragraph G (‘‘Title Transfer
Location’’) of the Record of Decision is
revised to read as follows:

G. Title Transfer Location—The alternative
points at which DOE might take title to the
spent nuclear fuel and target material are
discussed in Sections 2.2.1.4 and 2.2.2.4 of
the Final EIS. The point at which title will

be transferred has no effect on the physical
processes that would take place, and thus
will not have any effect on the impacts on
the environment, workers, or the public.
However, the point of title transfer does
affect financial responsibility for risks
associated with the shipments.

Under United States law, the Price-
Anderson Act would provide
indemnification coverage for spent nuclear
fuel and target material shipments from
foreign research reactors upon entry of the
material into the United States regardless of
when title is transferred to the United States.
However, Price-Anderson coverage outside
United States territory is provided only if the
material is owned by, and used by, or under
contract with the United States. Reactor
operators located in countries with high-
income economies are able to provide
sufficient insurance for transporting their
own spent nuclear fuel without Price-
Anderson coverage. For countries with other-
than-high-income economies, however, DOE
has been informed that shipowners willing to
transport spent nuclear fuel without coverage
under the Price-Anderson Act have not been
identified.

The approach for transfer of title discussed
in Section VII.E., ensures that liability for
accidents during the transportation process
outside the United States will remain with
the reactor operators for reactors in countries
with high-income economies, while the
United States Government will be
accountable in the unlikely event of an
accident within United States territory. On
the other hand, the provision allowing DOE
to take title to spent fuel from reactors in
countries with other-than-high-income
economies while the material is outside
United States territory will allow DOE to
assume financial responsibility for these
shipments while outside the United States.
This provision will provide a mechanism
whereby liability coverage can be provided
for segments of the transportation process
that the reactor operators are unable
themselves to provide.

The revision of the Record of Decision
set forth in this Notice complies with
the requirements of the National
Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C.
section 4321 et seq.) and its
implementing regulations at 40 CFR
Parts 1500–1508 and 10 CFR Part 1021.
Because there are no environmental
impacts associated with changing the
title transfer location, no further
environmental review is required under
the National Environmental Policy Act
or Executive Order 12114 (January 4,
1979) in order to effectuate the revision.

Issued in Washington, D.C., this 22nd day
of July, 1996.
Alvin L. Alm,
Assistant Secretary for Environmental
Management.
[FR Doc. 96–18943 Filed 7–24–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6450–01–P

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. CP96–641–000]

ANR Pipeline Company; Notice of
Application

July 19, 1996.
Take notice that on July 15, 1996,

ANR Pipeline Company (ANR) 500
Renaissance Center, Detroit, Michigan
48243, filed in Docket No. CP96–641–
000 an application pursuant to Section
7(c) of the Natural Gas Act (NGA)
requesting authority to construct and
operate certain mainline looping
facilities, all as more fully set forth in
the application on file with the
Commission and open to public
inspection.

Specifically, ANR proposes to
construct 11.9 miles of 41-inch loopline
between its Bridgman and Sandwich
compressor stations. ANR states that the
proposed facilities are being installed to
alleviate mainline capacity constraints
that exist on ANR’s Michigan Leg South
system, which experiences 100 percent
utilization during certain times of the
year. ANR asserts that the incremental
looping will relieve the bottleneck
between its Bridgman and Sandwich
compressor stations by 135 MMcf per
day. ANR claims that the additional
capacity on this segment of its system
will enable ANR’s shippers to make
greater year-round use of their
entitlements.

ANR also proposes to modify, as part
of this mainline enhancement,
aftercooling facilities at its St. John
compressor station. ANR states that it
believes that the aftercooling equipment
it plans to install qualifies as an
‘‘auxiliary installation’’ exempt from the
certificate requirements of Section 7(c)
of the NGA since the aftercooling is
being installed for the purpose of
obtaining more efficient operation of the
mainline facilities. ANR further states
that if the Commission determines
otherwise, ANR requests that the
necessary certificate authorization also
be granted.

ANR states that the proposed facilities
are estimated to cost approximately
$19.1 million. ANR requests a
preliminary determination that the cost
of the project should be allocated on a
rolled-in basis in ANR’s next Section 4
rate proceeding.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
application should on or before August
9, 1996, file with the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, Washington,
D.C. 20426, a motion to intervene or a
protest in accordance with the


