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Mr. Ken Frazier informed the NRC by
phone on August 2, 1999, that the
proposed action will have no impact on
threatened and endangered species.

NRC also contacted the Oklahoma
Historical Society to determine if the
proposed action would have any
adverse impacts on sacred or historical
properties near the Kaiser site. The
Oklahoma Historical Society informed
Kaiser, by letter dated August 31, 1999,
that there are no historic properties
affected by the project.

The Oklahoma Archeological Survey
informed NRC, by letter dated August 6,
1999, that no archeological sites are
listed as occurring within the project
area and no archeological materials are
likely to be encountered.

The Creek Nation of Oklahoma
informed Kaiser, by letter dated August
5, 1999, that there are no religious or
sacred sites within the project area that
will be affected by the undertaking of
this project.

Conclusions

Radiological exposures to workers
and the public will be in accordance
with 10 CFR Part 20 limits. Kaiser has
committed to perform remediation
activities in accordance with an
acceptable RCP. NRC staff believes the
RCP provides adequate controls to keep
potential doses to workers and the
public from direct exposure, airborne
material, and released effluents,
ALARA.

NRC staff also believes that the
remediation alternative proposed by
Kaiser minimizes the potential dose to
members of the public, and other
environmental impacts. Potential doses
to members of the public will be
minimized by removing contaminated
soil from public areas and storing on
property fenced and controlled by
Kaiser. The proposed remediation
alternative also minimizes the other
potential environmental impacts. The
volume of contaminated soil to be

excavated and stored on Kaiser property
is a small fraction of the total volume of
contaminated soil present on Kaiser
property requiring remediation.
Therefore, the potential environmental
impact from the proposed action is
insignificant.
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Finding of No Significant Impact

NRC has prepared an EA related to
the approval of Kaiser’s ALRP,
Terminated License No. STB—472. On
the basis of this EA, NRC has concluded
that the environmental impacts that
would be created by the proposed action
would not be significant and do not
warrant the preparation of an
Environmental Impact Statement.
Accordingly, it has been determined
that Finding of No Significant Impact is
appropriate.

The EA and the documents related to
this proposed action are available for
public inspection and copying at the
NRC’s Public Document Room at the
Gelman Building, 2120 L Street NW.,
Washington, DC 20555-0001.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: JOhIl
T. Buckley, Project Manager,
Decommissioning Branch, Division of
Waste Management, Office of Nuclear
Material Safety and Safeguards.
Telephone: (301) 415-6607.

NRC EXPORT LICENSE APPLICATION

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 14th day
of February 2000.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Larry W. Camper,
Chief, Decommissioning Branch, Division of
Waste Management, Office of Nuclear
Material Safety and Safeguards.
[FR Doc. 00-5587 Filed 3—7-00; 8:45 am|]
BILLING CODE 7590-01-M

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

Application for a License to Export
Radioactive Waste

Pursuant to 10 CFR 110.70(b)(2)
“Public notice of receipt of an
application”, please take notice that the
Nuclear Regulatory Commission has
received the following application for
an export license. Copies of the
application are available electronically
through ADAMS and can be accessed
through the Public Electronic Reading
Room (PERR) link <http://www.nrc.gov/
NRC/ADAMS/index.htmI> at the NRC
Homepage.

A request for a hearing or petition for
leave to intervene may be filed within
30 days after publication of this notice
in the Federal Register. Any request for
hearing or petition for leave to intervene
shall be served by the requestor or
petitioner upon the applicant, the Office
of the General Counsel, U.S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, Washington
D.C. 20555; the Secretary, U.S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, Washington,
D.C. 20555; and the Executive Secretary,
U.S. Department of State, Washington,
D.C. 20520.

In its review of the application for a
license to export special nuclear
material noticed herein, the
Commission does not evaluate the
health, safety or environmental effects
in the recipient nation of the material to
be exported. The information
concerning this application follows.

Name of applicant/date of ap-

Description of material

plication/date received/appli- End use é::sliinr:gig;
cation number Material type Total gty
Transnuclear, InC. ..........cccc..... High-enriched Uranium 150.348 kg Uranium/140.500 | Fuel for HFR/Petten Reactor | Netherlands.

(93.45%).
February 11, 2000.
February 14, 2000.
XSNM2611—Revised

kg U—235.
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Dated this 1st day of March 2000 at
Rockville, Maryland.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Ronald D. Hauber,

Deputy Director, Office of International
Programs.

[FR Doc. 00-5586 Filed 3—7—-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7590-01-P

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

Biweekly Notice; Applications and
Amendments to Facility Operating
Licenses Involving No Significant
Hazards Considerations

I. Background

Pursuant to Public Law 97-415, the
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
(the Commission or NRC staff) is
publishing this regular biweekly notice.
Public Law 97—-415 revised section 189
of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as
amended (the Act), to require the
Commission to publish notice of any
amendments issued, or proposed to be
issued, under a new provision of section
189 of the Act. This provision grants the
Commission the authority to issue and
make immediately effective any
amendment to an operating license
upon a determination by the
Commission that such amendment
involves no significant hazards
consideration, notwithstanding the
pendency before the Commission of a
request for a hearing from any person.

This biweekly notice includes all
notices of amendments issued, or
proposed to be issued from February 12,
2000, through February 25, 2000. The
last biweekly notice was published on
February 23, 2000 (65 FR 9000).

Notice of Consideration of Issuance of
Amendments to Facility Operating
Licenses, Proposed No Significant
Hazards Consideration Determination,
and Opportunity for a Hearing

The Commission has made a
proposed determination that the
following amendment requests involve
no significant hazards consideration.
Under the Commission’s regulations in
10 CFR 50.92, this means that operation
of the facility in accordance with the
proposed amendment 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. The basis for this
proposed determination for each
amendment request is shown below.

The Commission is seeking public
comments on this proposed
determination. Any comments received
within 30 days after the date of
publication of this notice will be
considered in making any final
determination.

Normally, the Commission will not
issue the amendment until the
expiration of the 30-day notice period.
However, should circumstances change
during the notice period such that
failure to act in a timely way would
result, for example, in derating or
shutdown of the facility, the
Commission may issue the license
amendment before the expiration of the
30-day notice period, provided that its
final determination is that the
amendment involves no significant
hazards consideration. The final
determination will consider all public
and State comments received before
action is taken. Should the Commission
take this action, it will publish in the
Federal Register a notice of issuance
and provide for opportunity for a
hearing after issuance. The Commission
expects that the need to take this action
will occur very infrequently.

Written comments may be submitted
by mail to the Chief, Rules Review and
Directives Branch, Division of Freedom
of Information and Publications
Services, Office of Administration, U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, DC 20555-0001, and
should cite the publication date and
page number of this Federal Register
notice. Written comments may also be
delivered to Room 6D22, Two White
Flint North, 11545 Rockville Pike,
Rockville, Maryland from 7:30 a.m. to
4:15 p.m. Federal workdays. Copies of
written comments received may be
examined at the NRC Public Document
Room, the Gelman Building, 2120 L
Street, NW., Washington, DC. The filing
of requests for a hearing and petitions
for leave to intervene is discussed
below.

By April 7, 2000, the licensee may file
a request for a hearing with respect to
issuance of the amendment to the
subject facility operating license and
any person whose interest may be
affected by this proceeding and who
wishes to participate as a party in the
proceeding must file a written request
for a hearing and a petition for leave to
intervene. Requests for a hearing and a
petition for leave to intervene shall be
filed in accordance with the
Commission’s ‘“Rules of Practice for
Domestic Licensing Proceedings” in 10
CFR Part 2. Interested persons should
consult a current copy of 10 CFR 2.714
which is available at the Commission’s
Public Document Room, the Gelman

Building, 2120 L Street, NW.,
Washington, DC, and electronically
from the ADAMS Public Library
component on the NRC Web site,
http://www.nrc.gov (the Electronic
Reading Room). If a request for a hearing
or petition for leave to intervene is filed
by the above date, the Commission or an
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board,
designated by the Commission or by the
Chairman of the Atomic Safety and
Licensing Board Panel, will rule on the
request and/or petition; and the
Secretary or the designated Atomic
Safety and Licensing Board will issue a
notice of a hearing or an appropriate
order.

As required by 10 CFR 2.714, a
petition for leave to intervene shall set
forth with particularity the interest of
the petitioner in the proceeding, and
how that interest may be affected by the
results of the proceeding. The petition
should specifically explain the reasons
why intervention should be permitted
with particular reference to the
following factors: (1) The nature of the
petitioner’s right under the Act to be
made a party to the proceeding; (2) the
nature and extent of the petitioner’s
property, financial, or other interest in
the proceeding; and (3) the possible
effect of any order which may be
entered in the proceeding on the
petitioner’s interest. The petition should
also identify the specific aspect(s) of the
subject matter of the proceeding as to
which petitioner wishes to intervene.
Any person who has filed a petition for
leave to intervene or who has been
admitted as a party may amend the
petition without requesting leave of the
Board up to 15 days prior to the first
prehearing conference scheduled in the
proceeding, but such an amended
petition must satisfy the specificity
requirements described above.

Not later than 15 days prior to the first
prehearing conference scheduled in the
proceeding, a petitioner shall file a
supplement to the petition to intervene
which must include a list of the
contentions which are sought to be
litigated in the matter. Each contention
must consist of a specific statement of
the issue of law or fact to be raised or
controverted. In addition, the petitioner
shall provide a brief explanation of the
bases of the contention and a concise
statement of the alleged facts or expert
opinion which support the contention
and on which the petitioner intends to
rely in proving the contention at the
hearing. The petitioner must also
provide references to those specific
sources and documents of which the
petitioner is aware and on which the
petitioner intends to rely to establish
those facts or expert opinion. Petitioner
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