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1 WAPA–120 was approved by the Deputy 
Secretary of Energy on August 11, 2005 (70 FR 
50316) and confirmed and approved by FERC on a 
final basis on June 22, 2006, in Docket No. EF05– 
5091–000 (115 FERC ¶ 61,362). 

listed on the application for assistance 
(Free Application for Federal Student 
Aid—FAFSA). 

Requests for copies of the proposed 
information collection request may be 
accessed from http://edicsweb.ed.gov, 
by selecting the ‘‘Browse Pending 
Collections’’ link and by clicking on 
link number 3453. When you access the 
information collection, click on 
‘‘Download Attachments’’ to view. 
Written requests for information should 
be addressed to U.S. Department of 
Education, 400 Maryland Avenue, SW., 
Potomac Center, 9th Floor, Washington, 
DC 20202–4700. Requests may also be 
electronically mailed to 
ICDocketMgr@ed.gov or faxed to 202– 
245–6623. Please specify the complete 
title of the information collection when 
making your request. 

Comments regarding burden and/or 
the collection activity requirements 
should be electronically mailed to 
ICDocketMgr@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. E7–17407 Filed 8–31–07; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4000–01–P 

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission 

[Docket No. RP07–590–000] 

Texas Eastern Transmission, LP; 
Notice of Proposed Changes in FERC 
Gas Tariff 

August 22, 2007. 
Take notice that on August 17, 2007, 

Texas Eastern Transmission, LP (Texas 
Eastern) tendered for filing as part of its 
FERC Gas Tariff, Seventh Revised 
Volume No. 1, the tariff sheets listed in 
Appendix A of the filing to be effective 
September 19, 2007. 

Texas Eastern states that the purpose 
of this filing is to modify the Texas 
Eastern Tariff to (i) update the 
nomination, scheduling, curtailment 
and OFO provisions in the General 
Terms and Conditions, (ii) clarify 
Customers’ rights to segment capacity 
on the Texas Eastern system, and (iii) 
make certain minor, non-substantive 
revisions. 

Any person desiring to intervene or to 
protest this filing must file in 
accordance with Rules 211 and 214 of 
the Commission’s Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 385.211 and 
385.214). Protests will be considered by 
the Commission in determining the 

appropriate action to be taken, but will 
not serve to make protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party must file a notice of 
intervention or motion to intervene, as 
appropriate. Such notices, motions, or 
protests must be filed in accordance 
with the provisions of § 154.210 of the 
Commission’s regulations (18 CFR 
154.210). Anyone filing an intervention 
or protest must serve a copy of that 
document on the Applicant. Anyone 
filing an intervention or protest on or 
before the intervention or protest date 
need not serve motions to intervene or 
protests on persons other than the 
Applicant. 

The Commission encourages 
electronic submission of protests and 
interventions in lieu of paper using the 
‘‘eFiling’’ link at http://www.ferc.gov. 
Persons unable to file electronically 
should submit an original and 14 copies 
of the protest or intervention to the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 
888 First Street, NE., Washington, DC 
20426. 

This filing is accessible on-line at 
http://www.ferc.gov, using the 
‘‘eLibrary’’ link and is available for 
review in the Commission’s Public 
Reference Room in Washington, DC. 
There is an ‘‘eSubscription’’ link on the 
Web site that enables subscribers to 
receive e-mail notification when a 
document is added to a subscribed 
docket(s). For assistance with any FERC 
Online service, please e-mail 
FERCOnlineSupport@ferc.gov, or call 
(866) 208–3676 (toll free). For TTY, call 
(202) 502–8659. 

Kimberly D. Bose, 
Secretary. 
[FR Doc. E7–17250 Filed 8–31–07; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717–01–P 

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

Western Area Power Administration 

Boulder Canyon Project 

AGENCY: Western Area Power 
Administration, DOE. 
ACTION: Notice of base charge and rates. 

SUMMARY: The Deputy Secretary of 
Energy has approved the Fiscal Year 
(FY) 2008 Base Charge and Rates (Rates) 
for Boulder Canyon Project (BCP) 
electric service provided by the Western 
Area Power Administration (Western). 
The Rates will provide sufficient 
revenue to pay all annual costs, 
including interest expense, and repay 
investments, within the allowable 
period. 

DATES: The Rates will be effective the 
first day of the first full billing period 
beginning on or after October 1, 2007. 
These Rates will stay in effect through 
September 30, 2008, or until superseded 
by other rates. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr. 
Jack Murray, Rates Team Lead, Desert 
Southwest Customer Service Region, 
Western Area Power Administration, 
P.O. Box 6457, Phoenix, AZ 85005– 
6457, (602) 605–2442, e-mail 
jmurray@wapa.gov. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Rate 
Schedule BCP–F7, Rate Order No. 
WAPA–120, effective October 1, 2005, 
through September 30, 2010, allows for 
an annual recalculation of the rates.1 

Under Rate Schedule BCP–F7, the 
existing composite rate, effective on 
October 1, 2006, was 17.02 mills per 
kilowatthour (mills/kWh). The base 
charge was $67,509,136, the energy rate 
was 8.51 mills/kWh, and the capacity 
rate was $1.63 per kilowattmonth 
(kWmonth). The newly calculated rates 
for BCP electric service, to be effective 
October 1, 2007, will result in an overall 
composite rate of 17.64 mills/kWh. The 
proposed rates were calculated using 
the FY 2008 Final Ten Year Operating 
Plan. This resulted in an increase of 
approximately 3.60 percent when 
compared with the existing BCP electric 
service composite rate. The increase is 
due to a decrease in the projected 
energy sales. The FY 2008 base charge 
is decreasing to $66,975,283. The major 
contributing factor to the decrease is a 
portion of the post September 11, 2001, 
security costs which will have been 
fully collected in the FY 2007 base 
charge, being deemed non-reimbursable 
in FY 2007. This results in a larger year 
end carryover into FY 2008, reducing 
the revenue requirement. The FY 2008 
energy rate of 8.82 mills/kWh is 
approximately a 3.60 percent increase 
from the existing energy rate of 8.51 
mills/kWh. The increase in the energy 
rate is due to a decrease in the projected 
energy sales resulting from continued 
poor hydrology in the region which 
results in lower Lake Mead water 
elevations. The FY 2008 capacity rate 
remains at the existing $1.63/kWmonth. 
Although the capacity sales are 
decreasing due to dropping lake 
elevations, the base charge is also 
decreasing resulting in no change to the 
capacity rate. 

The following summarizes the steps 
taken by Western to ensure involvement 
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of all Interested Parties in determining 
the Rates: 

1. On February 9, 2007, a letter was 
mailed from Western’s Desert Southwest 
Customer Service Region to the BCP 
Contractors and other Interested Parties 
announcing an informal customer 
meeting and public information and 
comment forums. 

2. A Federal Register notice was 
published on February 14, 2007 (72 FR 
7026), announcing the proposed rate 
adjustment process, initiating a public 
consultation and comment period, 
announcing public information and 
public comment forums, and presenting 
procedures for public participation. 

3. Discussion of the proposed Rates 
was initiated at an informal BCP 
Contractor meeting held March 7, 2007, 
in Phoenix, Arizona. At this informal 
meeting, representatives from Western 
and the Bureau of Reclamation 
(Reclamation) explained the basis for 
estimates used to calculate the Rates 
and held a question and answer session. 

4. At the public information forum 
held on April 11, 2007, in Phoenix, 
Arizona, Western and Reclamation 
representatives explained the proposed 
Rates for FY 2008 in greater detail and 
held a question and answer session. 

5. A public comment forum held on 
May 9, 2007, in Phoenix, Arizona, gave 
the public an opportunity to comment 
for the record. 

6. Western received two comment 
letters during the 90-day consultation 
and comment period. The consultation 
and comment period ended May 15, 
2007. All comments were considered in 
developing the Rates for FY 2008. 
Written comments were received from: 
Metropolitan Water District of Southern 

California, California 
Irrigation & Electrical Districts 

Association of Arizona, Arizona 
Comments and responses, 

paraphrased for brevity when not 
affecting the meaning of the statements, 
are presented below. 

Security Costs 

Comment: A BCP Contractor 
commented that the $10 million cap 
placed on post September 11, 2001, 
security costs for 2006 should remain in 
place since Reclamation is still under a 
continuing resolution in 2007. 
Numerous Contractors as well as an 
Interested Party also commented that 
these costs should be treated as non- 
reimbursable or shared with other 
beneficiaries of the BCP. The BCP 
Customers believe the Hoover Dam and 
Lake Mead provide a wide range of 
important benefits to a number of 
different classes of beneficiaries such as 

water users, boaters, fishermen and 
recreational users, and those users 
should share in the recovery of the post 
September 11, 2001, security costs. 

Response: It is true that the Bureau is 
operating under a continuing resolution 
in 2007. However, the $10 million cap 
is not binding in 2007 and there is no 
Congressional direction to limit security 
cost reimbursement to $10 million as in 
FY 2006. The Bureau has carefully 
considered the concerns of power 
customers over costs as well as the 
intent that project beneficiaries should 
pay a share of the security costs just as 
they do other O&M costs. Based on 
discretion allowed under Reclamation 
law, the Bureau has determined that 
absent clear guidance from the 
Congress, FY 2007 will be a second 
transition year in which reimbursement 
of security costs will be increased from 
$10 million in FY 2006 to $14.5 million 
in FY 2007 and will be distributed 
among project beneficiaries 
proportionately using methodology 
similar to that used in FY 2006. Of the 
$4,111,000 for FY 2007 guard and patrol 
security costs at Hoover, $954,850 will 
be non-reimbursable costs. 

Post Civil Service Retirement Costs 
Comment: A Contractor objects to 

post Civil Service Retirement System 
(CSRS) costs being collected through the 
rates. The Contractor claims these 
expenses are paid through 
appropriations and therefore the rates 
are in excess of the legitimate cost of 
service. The Contractor requests that the 
DOE General Counsel re-examine the 
issue and order that the funds that have 
been collected be returned to the rate 
payers. The Contractor questions 
whether Western is pursuing such 
action. 

Response: In a memorandum dated 
July 1, 1998, the DOE General Counsel 
concluded that the Power Marketing 
Administrations have the authority to 
collect the full costs of the retirement 
benefits. Western subsequently began 
collecting CSRS costs in BCP rates. 
When Western filed the rate schedule 
for the BCP as part of Rate Order No. 
WAPA–94, the Contractor protested to 
FERC regarding Western’s inclusion of 
these costs. In an Order issued July 31, 
2001, FERC ruled that Western’s 
inclusion of the full CSRS costs in its 
computation of the costs of project 
operation, and thus in its rates, is 
neither arbitrary nor capricious nor in 
violation of law. Docket No. EF00– 
5092–000 (96 FERC ¶ 61171). The 
contractors contention is contrary to 
well settled precedent. FERC has ruled 
on at least five occasions that CSRS cost 
are legitimate for inclusion in PMA 

rates. See 86 FERC ¶ 61,195 (Feb. 26, 
1999), rehearing denied, 96 FERC 
¶ 61,171 (July 31, 2001), Southeastern 
Power Administration’s (SEPA’s) 
Georgia Alabama rate; 90 FERC ¶ 61,266 
(March 17, 2000), rehearing denied, 91 
FERC ¶ 61,272, (June 15, 2000), SEPA’s 
Cumberland rates); 93 FERC ¶ 62,100 
(Nov. 9, 2000), SEPA’s Jim Woodruff 
rates; 87 FERC ¶ 61,346 (June 22, 1999), 
Western’s Pacific Northwest Pacific 
Southwest Intertie rates; and 96 FERC 
¶ 61,171 (July 31, 2001), Western’s 
Boulder Canyon rates. 

Compliance With Northern Electricity 
Reliability Council (NERC) Standards 

Comment: A BCP Contractor requests 
that Western and Reclamation ensure 
their compliance with mandatory NERC 
reliability requirements established by 
the Energy Policy Act of 2005. They 
stressed that all costs associated with 
meeting NERC requirements, as well as 
associated membership dues such as 
those paid to the Western Electric 
Coordinating Council, are appropriately 
budgeted and allocated to customers. 
The Contractor further requested that 
any potential or actual noncompliance 
penalties that impact BCP and exceed 
$10,000 be communicated to BCP 
contractors, and that BOR and Western 
provide regular updates at the upcoming 
Engineering and Operating Committee 
(E&OC) and Technical Review 
Committee meetings. 

Response: Western and the Bureau are 
both aware of the mandatory NERC 
reliability standards and the potential 
cost impact to BCP. Appropriate 
compliance-related costs have been 
incorporated into the agency’s FY 2008 
budget calculations. Both agencies will 
continue to include all costs associated 
with properly operating and 
maintaining the system in the annual 
budget calculations. Western has 
developed a team that will review 
ongoing required compliance activities 
and has committed to tracking the 
specific costs related to those activities 
through separate account numbers in its 
financial accounting system. 

Managing for Excellence Program 
Comment: Numerous BCP Contractors 

suggested Western monitor progress of 
Reclamation’s ‘‘Managing for Excellence 
Program’’. They shared that the program 
and strategy is good but Western needs 
to ensure it does not impact or interfere 
with the current successful partnership 
shared among the customers, 
Reclamation, and Western on the Lower 
Colorado River Projects, specifically, the 
BCP. 

Response: Reclamation reports to the 
BCP E&OC on an ongoing basis on the 

VerDate Aug<31>2005 15:17 Aug 31, 2007 Jkt 211001 PO 00000 Frm 00025 Fmt 4703 Sfmt 4703 E:\FR\FM\04SEN1.SGM 04SEN1rm
aj

et
te

 o
n 

P
R

O
D

1P
C

64
 w

ith
 N

O
T

IC
E

S



50678 Federal Register / Vol. 72, No. 170 / Tuesday, September 4, 2007 / Notices 

status of its Managing for Excellence 
Program. Western is confident that 
monitoring any potential impacts from 
Reclamation’s Program to the BCP 
would be through the E&OC process. In 
the update provided at the May 23, 
2007, E&OC meeting, Reclamation 
invited the BCP Contractors to attend a 
meeting regarding the Managing for 
Excellence Program in Denver on May 
30, 2007. Reclamation encourages the 
Contractors to participate in future 
meetings and share any concerns they 
may have with this Program. 

Visitor Center 
Comment: BCP Contractors expressed 

appreciation to Western and 
Reclamation for exploring additional 
funding sources for BCP besides 
customer funding. In addition, they 
remain concerned with the continuing 
imbalance between the visitor center 
costs and the revenues due to reduced 
visitation since the terrorist attack on 
September 11, 2001. 

Response: Western and the Bureau 
appreciate the recognition for the efforts 
contributed by both Federal agencies. 
Both agencies commit to continual 
efforts, in partnership with the power 
customers, to explore new funding 
opportunities and to develop strategies 
for pursuing those opportunities for 
alternative sources of funding for the 
Visitor Center. To further those efforts, 
at the May 23, 2007, E&OC meeting, 
Reclamation presented a draft business 
plan which includes ideas to increase 
visitor center revenues. Upon 
completion of the draft plan, 
Reclamation will reconvene with an ad 
hoc committee comprised of 
Reclamation, Western and the 
Contractors to review and have input on 
finalizing and implementing the 
business plan recommendations. 

Other Comments 
Comment: A Contractor noted that 

Western had prevailed in certain 
litigation before the U.S. Federal Courts 
of Appeals and thanked Western for the 
diligence and efforts it took to protect its 
customers from the lawsuit. 

Response: Western appreciates the 
comment. 

Comment: A Contractor commends 
Reclamation and Western in their 
determination and recognizes and 
appreciates their efforts in the various 
annual rate processes. 

Response: Reclamation and Western 
appreciate the comment. 

BCP Electric Service Rates 
BCP electric service rates are designed 

to recover an annual revenue 
requirement that includes operation and 

maintenance expenses, payments to 
states, visitor services, the uprating 
program, replacements, investment 
repayment, and interest expense. 
Western’s Power Repayment Study 
(PRS) allocates the projected annual 
revenue requirement for electric service 
equally between capacity and energy. 

Availability of Information 
Information about this base charge 

and rate adjustment, including power 
repayment studies, comments, letters, 
memorandums, and other supporting 
material made or kept by Western used 
to develop the FY 2008 BCP base charge 
and rates, is available for public review 
in the Desert Southwest Customer 
Service Regional Office, Western Area 
Power Administration, 615 South 43rd 
Avenue, Phoenix, Arizona. The 
information is also available on 
Western’s Web site at http:// 
www.wapa.gov/dsw/pwrmkt/BCP/ 
RateAdjust.htm. 

Ratemaking Procedure Requirements 
BCP electric service rates are 

developed under the Department of 
Energy Organization Act (42 U.S.C. 
7101–7352), through which the power 
marketing functions of the Secretary of 
the Interior and the Bureau of 
Reclamation under the Reclamation Act 
of 1902 (ch. 1093, 32 Stat. 388), as 
amended and supplemented by 
subsequent enactments, particularly 
section 9(c) of the Reclamation Project 
Act of 1939 (43 U.S.C. 485h(c)), and 
other acts that specifically apply to the 
project involved, were transferred to 
and vested in the Secretary of Energy, 
acting by and through Western. 

By Delegation Order No. 00–037.00, 
effective December 6, 2001, the 
Secretary of Energy delegated (1) the 
authority to develop long-term power 
and transmission rates on a 
nonexclusive basis to Western’s 
Administrator, (2) the authority to 
confirm, approve, and place such rates 
into effect on an interim basis to the 
Deputy Secretary of Energy, and (3) the 
authority to confirm, approve, and place 
into effect on a final basis, to remand or 
to disapprove such rates to the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission 
(Commission). Existing DOE procedures 
for public participation in electric 
service rate adjustments are located at 
10 CFR part 903, effective September 18, 
1985 (50 FR 37835), and 18 CFR part 
300. DOE procedures were followed by 
Western in developing the rate formula 
approved by the Commission on June 
22, 2006, at 115 FERC ¶ 61362. 

The Boulder Canyon Project 
Implementation Agreement requires 
Western, prior to October 1 of each rate 

year, to determine the annual rates for 
the next fiscal year. The rates for the 
first rate year, and each fifth rate year 
thereafter, will become effective 
provisionally upon approval by the 
Deputy Secretary of Energy subject to 
final approval by the Commission. For 
all other rate years, the rates will 
become effective on a final basis upon 
approval by the Deputy Secretary of 
Energy. This is the second year 
following Commission approval of BCP– 
F7 rate. Accordingly, this rate will 
become final upon approval by the 
Deputy Secretary. 

Western will continue to provide 
annual rates to the BCP Contractors by 
October 1 of each year using the same 
ratesetting formula. The rates are 
reviewed annually and adjusted upward 
or downward to assure sufficient 
revenues exist to achieve payment of all 
costs and financial obligations 
associated with the project. Each fiscal 
year, Western prepares a PRS to update 
actual revenues and expenses and 
include future estimates of annual 
revenues and expenses for the BCP, 
including interest and capitalized costs. 

Western’s BCP electric service 
ratesetting formula set forth in Rate 
Order No. WAPA–70 was approved on 
April 19, 1996, in Docket No. EF96– 
5091–000 at 75 FERC ¶ 62050, for the 
period beginning November 1, 1995, 
and ending September 30, 2000. Rate 
Order No. WAPA–94, extending the 
existing ratesetting formula beginning 
on October 1, 2000, and ending 
September 30, 2005, was approved on 
July 31, 2001, in Docket No. EF00– 
5092–000 at 96 FERC ¶ 61171. Rate 
Order No. WAPA–120, extending the 
existing ratesetting formula for another 
five-year period beginning on October 1, 
2005, and ending September 30, 2010, 
was approved on June 22, 2006, in 
Docket No. EF05–5091–000 at 115 FERC 
¶ 61362. The BCP ratesetting formula 
includes a base charge, an energy rate, 
and a capacity rate. The ratesetting 
formula was used to determine the BCP 
FY 2008 Base Charge and Rates. 

Western has proposed a FY 2008 base 
charge of $66,975,283, an energy rate of 
8.82 mills/kWh, and a capacity rate of 
$1.63/kW month. Consistent with 
procedures set forth in 10 CFR part 903 
and 18 CFR part 300, Western held a 
consultation and comment period. The 
notice of the proposed FY 2008 Rates for 
electric service was published in the 
Federal Register on February 14, 2007 
(72 FR 7026). 

Under Delegation Order Nos. 00– 
037.00 and 00–001.00B, and in 
compliance with 10 CFR part 903 and 
18 CFR part 300, I hereby approve the 
FY 2008 Rates for BCP Electric Service 

VerDate Aug<31>2005 15:17 Aug 31, 2007 Jkt 211001 PO 00000 Frm 00026 Fmt 4703 Sfmt 4703 E:\FR\FM\04SEN1.SGM 04SEN1rm
aj

et
te

 o
n 

P
R

O
D

1P
C

64
 w

ith
 N

O
T

IC
E

S



50679 Federal Register / Vol. 72, No. 170 / Tuesday, September 4, 2007 / Notices 

on a final basis under Rate Schedule 
BCP–F7, through September 30, 2008. 

Dated: August 21, 2007. 
Clay Sell, 
Deputy Secretary of Energy. 
[FR Doc. E7–17404 Filed 8–31–07; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6450–01–P 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[EPA–HQ–SFUND–2007–0888; FRL–8463–1] 

Agency Information Collection 
Activities; Proposed Collection; 
Comment Request; Information 
Collection Request for Superfund Site 
Evaluation and Hazard Ranking 
System; EPA ICR No. 1488.07, OMB 
Control No. 2050–0095 

AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
ACTION: Notice. 

SUMMARY: In compliance with the 
Paperwork Reduction Act (PRA) (44 
U.S.C. 3501 et seq.), this document 
announces that EPA is planning to 
submit a request to renew an existing 
approved Information Collection 
Request (ICR) to the Office of 
Management and Budget (OMB). This 
ICR is scheduled to expire on February 
29, 2008. Before submitting the ICR to 
OMB for review and approval, EPA is 
soliciting comments on specific aspects 
of the proposed information collection 
as described below. 
DATES: Comments must be submitted on 
or before November 5, 2007. 
ADDRESSES: Submit your comments, 
identified by Docket ID No. EPA–HQ– 
SFUND–2007–0888 by one of the 
following methods: 

• www.regulations.gov: Our preferred 
method. Follow the online instructions 
for submitting comments. 

• E-mail: superfund.docket@epa.gov. 
• Mail: Mail comments (no facsimiles 

or tapes) to Docket Coordinator, 
Headquarters; U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency; Superfund Docket; 
(Mail Code 2822T); 1200 Pennsylvania 
Avenue NW.; Washington, DC 20460. 

• Hand Delivery or Express Mail: 
Send comments (no facsimiles or tapes) 
to Docket Coordinator, Headquarters; 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency; 
Superfund Docket Office; 1301 
Constitution Avenue; EPA West, Room 
3334, Washington, DC 20004. Such 
deliveries are only accepted during the 
Docket’s normal hours of operation 
(8:30 a.m. to 4:30 p.m., Monday through 
Friday excluding Federal holidays). 
Special arrangements should be made 
for deliveries of boxed information. 

Instructions: Direct your comments to 
Docket ID No. EPA–HQ–SFUND–2007– 
0888. EPA’s policy is that all comments 
received will be included in the public 
docket without change and may be 
made available online at http:// 
www.regulations.gov, including any 
personal information provided, unless 
the comment includes information 
claimed to be Confidential Business 
Information (CBI) or other information 
whose disclosure is restricted by statute. 
Do not submit information that you 
consider to be CBI or otherwise 
protected through www.regulations.gov 
or e-mail. The www.regulations.gov Web 
site is an ‘‘anonymous access’’ system, 
which means EPA will not know your 
identity or contact information unless 
you provide it in the body of your 
comment. If you send an e-mail 
comment directly to EPA without going 
through www.regulations.gov your e- 
mail address will be automatically 
captured and included as part of the 
comment that is placed in the public 
docket and made available on the 
Internet. If you submit an electronic 
comment, EPA recommends that you 
include your name and other contact 
information in the body of your 
comment and with any disk or CD–ROM 
you submit. If EPA cannot read your 
comment due to technical difficulties 
and cannot contact you for clarification, 
EPA may not be able to consider your 
comment. Electronic files should avoid 
the use of special characters, any form 
of encryption, and be free of any defects 
or viruses. For additional information 
about EPA’s public docket visit the EPA 
Docket Center homepage at http:// 
www.epa.gov/epahome/dockets.htm. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Randy Hippen, Office of Superfund 
Remediation and Technology 
Innovation, Mail Code 5204P, 
Environmental Protection Agency, 1200 
Pennsylvania Ave., NW., Washington, 
DC 20460; telephone number: 703–603– 
8829; e-mail address: 
hippen.randy@epa.gov. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

How Can I Access the Docket and/or 
Submit Comments? 

EPA has established a public docket 
for this ICR under Docket ID No. EPA– 
HQ–SFUND–2007–0888, which is 
available for online viewing at http:// 
www.regulations.gov, or in person 
viewing at the Superfund Docket in the 
EPA Docket Center (EPA/DC), EPA 
West, Room 3334, 1301 Constitution 
Ave., NW., Washington, DC. The EPA/ 
DC Public Reading Room is open from 
8:30 a.m. to 4:30 p.m., Monday through 
Friday, excluding legal holidays. The 

telephone number for the Reading Room 
is 202–566–1744, and the telephone 
number for the Superfund Docket is 
202–566–0276. 

Use www.regulations.gov to obtain a 
copy of the draft collection of 
information, submit or view public 
comments, access the index listing of 
the contents of the docket, and to access 
those documents in the public docket 
that are available electronically. Once in 
the system, select ‘‘search,’’ then key in 
the docket ID number identified in this 
document. 

What Information Is EPA Particularly 
Interested In? 

Pursuant to section 3506(c)(2)(A) of 
the PRA, EPA specifically solicits 
comments and information to enable it 
to: 

(i) 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; 

(ii) 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; 

(iii) Enhance the quality, utility, and 
clarity of the information to be 
collected; and 

(iv) 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. In 
particular, EPA is requesting comments 
from very small businesses (those that 
employ less than 25) on examples of 
specific additional efforts that EPA 
could make to reduce the paperwork 
burden for very small businesses 
affected by this collection. 

What Should I Consider When I 
Prepare My Comments for EPA? 

You may find the following 
suggestions helpful for preparing your 
comments: 

1. Explain your views as clearly as 
possible and provide specific examples. 

2. Describe any assumptions that you 
used. 

3. Provide copies of any technical 
information and/or data you used that 
support your views. 

4. If you estimate potential burden or 
costs, explain how you arrived at the 
estimate that you provide. 

5. Offer alternative ways to improve 
the collection activity. 
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