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ACTION: Notice and request for
comments.

SUMMARY: The National Science
Foundation (NSF) is announcing plans
to request clearance of this collection. In
accordance with the requirement of
Section 3506(c)(2)(A) of the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995 (Pub. L. 104-13),
we are providing opportunity for public
comment on this action. After obtaining
and considering public comment, NSF
will prepare the submission requesting
that OMB approve clearance of this
collection for no longer than 1 year.

DATES: Written comments on this notice
must be received by March 1, 2004 to
be assured of consideration. Comments
received after that date will be
considered to the extent practicable.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Suzanne H. Plimpton, Reports Clearance
Officer, National Science Foundation,
4201 Wilson Boulevard, Suite 295,
Arlington, Virginia 22230; telephone
(703) 292-7556; or send email to
splimpto@nsf.gov. Individuals who use
a telecommunications device for the
deaf (TDD) may call the Federal
Information Relay Service (FIRS) at 1—
800—877—8339 between 8 a.m. and 8
p-m., Eastern time, Monday through
Friday. You also may obtain a copy of
the data collection instrument and
instructions from Ms. Plimpton.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Title of Collection: Evaluation of NSF
Support for Undergraduate Research
Opportunities (URO).

OMB Number: 3145-NEW.

Expiration Date of Approval: Not
applicable.

Type of Request: Intent to seek
approval to carry out a new information
collection for one year.

Abstract: Proposed Project: The
Directorate for Engineering (ENG)
initiated the Research Experiences for
Teachers (RET) Supplements activity in
FY 2001 to be add-ons to active awards
funded by ENG programs. The intent
was to build on the popular NSF-wide
Research Experiences for
Undergraduates (REU) Supplements
activity by providing opportunities for
K-12 teachers to conduct hands-on
experiences in the laboratories/facilities
of ENG-funded researchers interested in
participating in RET. Typically the
supplements supported one or two
teachers. The assumption was that the
teachers could also benefit from
involvement in research and direct
exposure to the scientific method and
transfer what they learned into
classroom activities. Since then, ENG
has funded RET Site awards, which are
similar to REU Sites in that NSF awards

fund groups of teachers to work with
faculty members at the same institution
and to engage in group activities related
to the research. In 2003, community
college faculty became eligible as
participants in RET awards.

This study of RET will include
participants in RET Supplement and
Site awards from 2001-2003 funded by
the Division of Engineering Education
and Centers, the Division of
Bioengineering and Environmental
Systems, and the Division of Design,
Manufacture, and Industrial Innovation.
The study will examine whether the
scale and programmatic characteristics
of the larger group awards, such as those
funded as RET Sites, bring about
different outcomes and impacts on the
teachers and their subsequent
instructional and professional activities,
compared with those resulting from
involvement in the typical small-scale
RET Supplement. NSF wishes to know
how RET experiences have affected
participating teachers’ subsequent
teaching techniques and content
modifications made as a result of
teachers’ RET activities. In addition,
outcomes and impacts beyond the
teachers’ own classrooms from the
research experiences, e.g., follow-up
knowledge transfer activities, any
formal partnerships formed between the
awardee and the teachers’ school
system/district, or community college,
etc. should also be examined. The
collection will be done on the World
Wide Web.

Estimate of Burden: Public reporting
burden for this collection of information
is estimated to average 40 minutes per
response.

Respondents: Individuals.

Estimated Number of Responses per
Form: 645.

Estimated Total Annual Burden on
Respondents: 430 hours—645
respondents at 40 minutes per response.

Frequency of Response: One time.

Comments

Comments are invited on (a) whether
the proposed collection of information
is necessary for the proper performance
of the functions of the Agency,
including whether the information shall
have practical utility; (b) the accuracy of
the Agency’s estimate of the burden of
the proposed collection of information;
(c) ways to enhance the quality, utility,
and clarity of the information on
respondents, including through the use
of automated collection techniques or
other forms of information technology;
and (d) ways to 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.
Dated: December 24, 2003.

Suzanne H. Plimpton,

Reports Clearance Officer, National Science
Foundation.

[FR Doc. 03—-32187 Filed 12—30—03; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7555-01-M

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[Docket: 030-19913]

Notice of Availability of Environmental
Assessment and Finding of No
Significant Impact for License
Amendment for Enviro-Test
Laboratories, Casper, WY

AGENCY: Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (NRC).

ACTION: Notice of Environmental
Assessment and Finding of No
Significant Impact.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Robert J. Evans, Senior Health Physicist,
Fuel Cycle and Decommissioning
Branch, Division of Nuclear Materials
Safety, Region IV Office, U.S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, Arlington,
Texas 76011. Telephone: (817) 860—
8234; fax number: (817) 860—8188; e-
mail rje@nrc.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Introduction

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (NRC) is considering the
approval of Enviro-Test Laboratories’
(the licensee’s) decommissioning plan
for its former laboratory facility located
in Casper, Wyoming, and terminating
NRC Materials License 49—21194-01.
Enviro-Test Laboratories (the licensee)
submitted a decommissioning plan (DP)
to the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (NRC) by letter dated
October 1, 2002. The licensee
subsequently submitted supplemental
information by letters dated June 2 and
July 18, 2003. The licensee’s request for
the proposed action was previously
noticed in the Federal Register on June
24, 2003 (68 FR 37572), with a notice of
an opportunity to request a hearing and
an opportunity to provide comments on
the action and its environmental
impacts. No requests for hearing or
comments were received.

The licensee requested that its former
laboratory in Casper, Wyoming, be
released for unrestricted use. The NRC
has prepared an Environmental
Assessment (EA) in support of these
actions in accordance with the
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requirements in 10 CFR Part 51. Based
on the EA, the NRC has concluded that
a Finding of No Significant Impact
(FONSI) is appropriate. The amendment
will be issued following publication of
this notice.

II. Environmental Assessment

A. Proposed Action

The proposed action is to release for
unrestricted use the former laboratory
located in Casper, Wyoming. This
would be accomplished by license
amendment to terminate NRC Materials
License 49—21194—01 upon NRC
approval that the site meets its
standards for unrestricted release as
specified in 10 CFR part 20.

B. Need for Proposed Action

The licensee needs to have the site
removed from its license because it no
longer plans to conduct NRC-licensed
activities at this location. Further, if the
amendment request is approved, the
licensee would then be in compliance
with the Timeliness Rule requirements
of 10 CFR 30.36, “Expiration and
Termination of Licenses and
Decommissioning of Sites and Separate
Buildings or Outdoor Areas.”

C. Facility Description/History

Chemical and Geological Laboratories,
the original licensee, received NRC
Materials License 49-21194-01 during
February 1983. Core Laboratories
became the licensee during July 1987
followed by Enviro-Test Laboratories
during November 2000. Amendment 6
dated August 26, 2003, authorizes
Enviro-Test Laboratories to possess
small quantities of tritium, byproduct
material, special nuclear material, and
uranium mill tailings at its Casper,
Wyoming, facility. The authorized uses
included environmental and bioassay
sampling, possession of laboratory
standards and calibration sources, and
evaluation of sealed source leak tests.

The licensee also conducted tests of
non-radiological samples. According to
information provided by the licensee,
the laboratory was used for a broad
range of analytical tests for metals,
inorganic water parameters, organics,
and petroleum products. There was also
a coal analysis lab in part of the facility
for a period of time. The licensee
possessed and used a wide range of
chemicals and standards to support
these analytical tests.

The licensee halted operations in July
2002 and subsequently initiated
decommissioning activities, which they
completed in October 2002. Enviro-Test
Laboratories submitted a DP to the NRC
by letter dated October 1, 2002. The

licensee submitted supplemental DP
information by letters dated June 2 and
July 18, 2003. In addition, the licensee
submitted an NRC Form 314,
“Certificate of Disposition of Materials,”
dated January 31, 2003, requesting
termination of its radioactive materials
license following the NRC’s release of
the property for unrestricted use.

The laboratory is located at 420 West
First Street in Casper, Wyoming. The
legal description of the property is: Lots
26-34 inclusive, Block 7, Midwest
Addition to the City of Casper.

D. Radiological Status

The licensee possessed small
quantities of numerous radionuclides in
both sealed and unsealed form. The
licensee possessed about 30 alpha-
emitting radionuclides and 49 beta-
gamma emitting radionuclides at time of
closure. The predominant alpha-
emitting radionuclide was thorium-230
based on the total radioactivity in the
licensee’s inventory. The licensee
calculated that 49 percent of the total
alpha activity was a result of thorium-
230. The predominant beta-gamma
emitting radionuclide was strontium-90
at 43.4 percent.

As part of the decommissioning
process, the licensee disposed or
transferred all remaining radioactive
material. Some of the radioactive
calibration standards and sources were
transferred to one of three NRC or state
licensed laboratories. The remainder of
the radioactive material was drummed
for disposal at a commercial low-level
waste disposal facility.

The licensee submitted final status
survey information to the NRC in its
initial DP submittal dated October 1,
2002. The licensee’s final status survey
consisted of fixed (total surface)
contamination surveys, removable
contamination surveys, ambient gamma
exposure rate measurements, and
limited soil and water sampling.

The NRC conducted a confirmatory
radiological survey of the laboratory
during June 17-18, 2003. The NRC
determined that the former soil
preparation room required additional
remediation. In response to the NRC’s
findings, the licensee conducted
additional decommissioning activities
during early July 2003. Additional final
status survey information was provided
in the licensee’s third DP submittal
dated July 18, 2003. The NRC conducted
a second confirmatory survey on August
5, 2003. The results of the two NRC
confirmatory surveys are provided in
NRC Inspection Report 030-19913/
2003-01. A detailed analysis of the
licensee’s final status survey report and
the NRC’s confirmatory survey will be

included in the NRC’s Safety Evaluation
Report that will be used to support the
termination of the license.

E. Alternatives

The licensee seeks NRC approval of a
license amendment request as
submitted. The alternative available to
the NRC to the proposed action is to
take no action by denying the
amendment request. The no-action
alternative is not a feasible alternative
because it will result in violation of
NRC’s Timeliness Rule (10 CFR 30.36),
which requires licensees to
decommission their facilities when
licensed activities cease, and to request
termination of their radioactive
materials license. One potential impact
from the no action alternative would be
to restrict potential benefits from future
uses of the site. Based on the analysis
in this EA, which demonstrates that the
licensee has met the license termination
requirements in 10 CFR 20.1402, and
NRC’s statutory mission to protect
public health and safety, the NRC has
determined the no-action alternative is
not reasonable. Therefore, the no-action
alternative is eliminated from further
consideration in this EA.

F. Affected Environment

The laboratory was a 14,000-square
foot (1301-square meter) facility
comprised of three original buildings
that had been connected in various
remodeling projects over the past 20
years. The affected environment for the
Proposed Action (NRC approval of the
license amendment request) would be
the interior of the building and the
immediate vicinity of the building.

The former laboratory building is
located in an industrial/commercial area
of Casper with no residences
immediately adjacent to the site. There
are no streams or ponds on site
property, although the North Platte
River is located about 200 meters from
the site property. Since the site is
located within the city limits of Casper,
municipal water is supplied to the
former laboratory and nearby
businesses.

G. Environmental Impacts

1. Occupational and Public Health
Impacts

Proposed Action. The radiological
criteria for unrestricted use is provided
in 10 CFR 20.1402. This regulation
states that a site will be considered
acceptable for unrestricted use if the
residual radioactivity that is
distinguishable from background
radiation results in a total effective dose
equivalent to an average member of the
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public that does not exceed 25
millirems (0.25 mSv) per year, including
that from groundwater sources of
drinking water, and that the residual
radioactivity has been reduced to levels
that are as low as reasonably achievable
(ALARA).

Current NRC guidance (Section 2.5 of
NUREG-1757, Volume 2, “Consolidated
NMSS Decommissioning Guidance’’)
recommends that licensees demonstrate
compliance with the dose criteria by
using dose modeling or derived
concentration guideline levels (DCGLs)
and final status survey results. The
licensee’s request to release the site for
unrestricted use is based, in part, on
dose modeling calculations conducted
using the NRC-approved DandD and
RESRAD computer codes. The licensee
used the DandD code (Version 2.1.0) to
model the annual dose to members of
the public inside of the building. The
licensee also used the RESRAD
computer code (Version 6.21) to model
the annual dose to members of the
public outside of the building. The code
inputs included information obtained
during the licensee’s performance of the
final radiological status survey, i.e.,
measured radioactivity at the site. The
code outputs were then compared to the
25-millirem dose criteria.

Using the DandD building occupancy
scenario, the licensee conducted two
analyses, one for all alpha-emitting
radionuclides and the second for all
beta-emitting radionuclides. The
licensee used DandD’s default
parameters for both analyses. The
licensee prorated the radionuclides
based on the total activity in inventory
at the time of facility closure. The
licensee used 29 alpha-emitting
radionuclides in the first analysis and
50 beta-gamma emitting radionuclides
(including yttrium-90) in the second
analysis. The calculated total dose from
all pathways was 9.88 millirems for
alpha-emitting radionuclides and 12.4
millirems for beta-gamma emitting
radionuclides. The combined total of
the two analyses was 22.28 millirems
per year, a dose that is below the 25-
millirem limit.

The licensee also conducted an
analysis using RESRAD for
radionuclides that may be in the soil in
the vicinity of the building. The licensee
sampled the soil and determined that
the soil contained measurable amounts
of uranium, thorium, and radium. The
inputs into RESRAD included radium-
228 and thorium-232 because the
licensee could not determine a
background concentration for these
radionuclides. The licensee did not
include uranium and radium-226 in the
RESRAD program because sample

analyses indicated that these two
radionuclides were at or below
background levels. The licensee used
the default RESRAD program
parameters. The calculated maximum
dose was 15.08 millirems per year, a
dose rate below the 25-millirem per year
limit. [Since DandD and RESRAD have
different occupancy factors, it is not
appropriate to add the building
occupancy results and outdoor exposure
results together. The DandD and
RESRAD results are individually
compared to the 25-millirem limit.]

During a portion of laboratory
decommissioning, the licensee
monitored worker exposures to
radioactive materials. Occupational
exposure records were reviewed during
the June 2003 inspection (NRC
Inspection Report 030-19913/2003—
001). As noted in the Inspection Report,
records for 2002 (the time frame when
decommissioning was conducted) were
not always available. The NRC staff
believes, based on exposure and
environmental records for 1998—-2001,
that worker exposure to radioactive
materials was most likely well below
the NRC’s annual total effective dose
equivalent limit during
decommissioning activities.

In summary, the licensee’s final status
survey results indicate that annual
doses to occupants of the building and
annual doses to members of the public
located outdoors will be less than the
NRC'’s radiological criteria for
unrestricted use of the facility. Since the
licensee used the default values for both
computer codes, then the calculated
results are considered conservative. No
cumulative impacts or impacts of a non-
radiological nature were identified in
connection with the proposed action.

2. Environmental Resource Impacts

Proposed Action. The licensee
conducted studies to demonstrate that
the area around and under the former
laboratory had not been contaminated
with radioactive material. The licensee
collected soil samples from around the
building for analysis. The sample results
revealed detectable amounts of
radioactive lead, radium, thorium, and
uranium at or near background levels.
These sample results could be
representative of naturally occurring
radionuclides in the soil. No man-made
gamma emitting radionuclides were
identified, including cobalt-60 and
cesium-137. In summary, the soil
sample results suggest that all
radionuclides were undetectable or
were at naturally occurring background
levels.

The licensee conducted a study to
determine if there had been any

contamination of soil or groundwater as
a result of a leaking sump that was
repaired during 1996. The study was
conducted prior to start of
decommissioning but was included in
the DP submittal. The sample results
identified radioactivity at background
levels. The study concluded that the
sump had not leaked detectable
quantities of licensed radioactive
material into the environs of the site.

The property owner (not the same
entity as the licensee) conducted
sampling of the former sump during
September 2001. During drilling
operations, groundwater was
encountered at approximately 10.5 feet
below the surface. The data presented in
the owner’s TriHydro Corporation
report dated November 29, 2001,
indicated that soils in the area of the
sump did not display elevated
concentrations of any constituent,
except non-radioactive mercury which
is not regulated by the NRC. The report
documents that mercury was identified
in the 0—4 foot sample at 95.6 mg/kg.
The State of Wyoming’s residential soil
cleanup level is 23 mg/kg for mercury.
The NRC does not have the regulatory
authority to address the report of
mercury contamination. As such,
notification to the State of Wyoming
was made by letter dated November 4,
2003. If the proposed action is
implemented, any existing mercury in
site soils would be part of the property
that is released from NRC’s license
conditions.

Current regulations allow licensees to
dispose of radioactive material through
the sanitary sewer system as long as the
concentration limits provided in 10 CFR
Part 20, Appendix B, Table 3, ‘“Release
to Sewers,” are not exceeded. The NRC
conducted routine inspections of the
facility, and waste disposal records were
reviewed during these inspections. The
NRC inspectors did not identify any
violations of this regulation, suggesting
that the licensee’s waste disposal
practices were in accordance with
license and regulatory requirements.

During the confirmatory survey of the
laboratory, the NRC inspector surveyed
the exterior of the building for ambient
gamma exposure rates and sampled for
total (fixed and removable)
contamination at selected exterior
surfaces. The only area that exhibited an
elevated gamma exposure rate was a
ventilation duct that exited the building
from the former soil preparation room.
This room was subsequently remediated
a second time by the licensee. No other
area, including adjacent land areas,
exhibited elevated gamma exposure
rates. In addition, no exterior surface
contamination sample exhibited an
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elevated level of radioactivity. The
NRC'’s confirmatory survey confirmed
that the building exterior and the
grounds around the building were not
contaminated with radioactive material.

Other than the presence of mercury in
the former sump area in the rear of the
building as discussed previously, no
impacts of a non-radiological nature
were identified in connection with the
proposed action. No cumulative impacts
were identified.

H. Agencies and Persons Consulted and
Sources Used

The NRC staff have determined that
the proposed action will not affect listed
species or critical habitat. Therefore, no
further consultation is required under
Section 7 of the Endangered Species
Act. Likewise, NRC staff have
determined that the proposed action is
not the type of activity that has the
potential to cause effects on historic
properties. Therefore, no further
consultation is required under Section
106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act.

The NRC consulted with the State of
Wyoming on this EA. The State
provided one comment regarding
verification of waste disposal. The
licensee subsequently provided
documentation from the waste broker
dated January 3, 2003, confirming that
the radioactive wastes had been
disposed in a state-licensed commercial
waste facility in Richland, Washington.

I. Conclusion

Based on its review, the NRC staff has
concluded that the environmental
impacts associated with the proposed
action do not warrant denial of the
license amendment request. The NRC
staff believes that the proposed action
will result in minimal environmental
impacts. The staff has determined that
the proposed action, approval of the
license amendment request to release
the facility for unrestricted use, is the
appropriate alternative for selection.

J. List of Preparers

This Environmental Assessment was
prepared by Robert Evans, Senior Health
Physicist, Fuel Cycle &
Decommissioning Branch, Division of
Nuclear Materials Safety, Region IV, and
reviewed by Dr. D. Blair Spitzberg,
Chief, Fuel Cycle & Decommissioning
Branch.
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included).

2. NRC letter to Enviro-Test Laboratories
dated January 28, 2003, Completeness
Review of Decommissioning Plan
(ML030280684).

3. Enviro-Test Laboratories’ Certificate of
Disposition of Materials dated January 31,
2003 (ML031750843).

4. Enviro-Test Laboratories’ second
Decommissioning Plan submittal dated June
2, 2003, Additional Information for
Decommissioning Activities (ML031550560,
ML031550604, ML031550624, and
ML031550645).

5. NRC letter to Enviro-Test Laboratories
dated June 11, 2003, Acknowledgment of
Receipt of Decommissioning Plan
(ML031621024).

6. NRC Notice of Consideration of
Amendment Request for Enviro-Test
Laboratories dated June 16, 2003
(ML031671353).

7. Enviro-Test Laboratories’ third
Decommissioning Plan submittal dated July
18, 2003, Site Closure Plan (ML032030605,
ML032030619, ML032030621,
ML032030623, ML032050081, and
ML032050108).

8. Oak Ridge Institute for Science and
Education letter to NRC dated August 6,
2003, Revision to Analytical Results for
Smear Results (ML032650667).

9. NRC Inspection Report 030-19913/
2003-01 dated September 24, 2003
(ML032671377).

10. TriHydro Corporation Report to Gene
George dated November 29, 2001
(ML033070386).

11. State of Wyoming, Office of Homeland
Security, letter to NRC dated November 17,
2003, RE: Request for Comments Regarding
the Environmental Assessment for
Decommissioning of the Enviro-Test
Laboratories Facility dated November 4, 2003
(ML033280170).

12. Environmental Management and
Controls, Inc. letter to Enviro-Test
Laboratories dated January 3, 2003, regarding
disposal of radioactive wastes
(ML033420169).

ITI. Finding of No Significant Impact

Based on the environmental assessment,
the staff concludes that the proposed action
will not have a significant effect on the
quality of the human environment.
Accordingly, the staff has determined that
preparation of an environmental impact
statement is not warranted.

IV. Further Information

The documents related to this proposed
action, including the application for the
license amendment and supporting
documentation, are available for inspection
at NRC’s Public Electronic Reading Room at
http://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/adams.html,
at the ADAMS Accession Nos. listed with the
documents. These documents may also be
viewed electronically on the public
computers located at the NRC’s Public
Document Room (PDR), O 1 F21, One White
Flint North, 11555 Rockville Pike, Rockville,

MD 20852. The PDR reproduction contractor
will copy documents for a fee.

Dated at Arlington, Texas, this 15th day of
December, 2003.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
D. Blair Spitzberg,

Chief, Fuel Cycle Decommissioning Branch,
Division of Nuclear Materials Safety Region
1v.

[FR Doc. 03—32146 Filed 12—30-03; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7590-01-P

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[Docket No. 52—-009]

System Energy Resources, Inc., Grand
Gulf Site; Notice of Intent To Prepare
an Environmental Impact Statement
and Conduct Scoping Process

System Energy Resources, Inc. (SERI)
has submitted an application for an
early site permit (ESP) for its Grand Gulf
site, located in Claiborne County, near
Port Gibson, Mississippi. The
application for the ESP was submitted
by letter dated October 16, 2003,
pursuant to 10 CFR part 52. A notice of
receipt of application, including the
environmental report (ER), was
published in the Federal Register on
November 14, 2003 (68 FR 64665). A
notice of acceptance for docketing of the
application for an early site permit for
Grand Gulf was published in the
Federal Register on December 1, 2003
(68 FR 67219). The purpose of this
notice is to inform the public that the
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
(NRC) will be preparing an
environmental impact statement (EIS) in
support of the review of the ESP
application and to provide the public
with an opportunity to participate in the
environmental scoping process as
defined in 10 CFR 51.29. In addition, as
outlined in 36 CFR 800.8, “Coordination
with the National Environmental Policy
Act,” the NRC plans to coordinate
compliance with Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act in
meeting the requirements of the
National Environmental Policy Act of
1969 (NEPA).

In accordance with 10 CFR
52.17(a)(2), 51.45 and 51.50, SERI
submitted the ER as part of the
application. The ER was prepared
pursuant to 10 CFR parts 51 and 52 and
is available for public inspection at the
NRC Public Document Room (PDR)
located at One White Flint North, 11555
Rockville Pike (first floor), Rockville,
Maryland 20852, or from the Publicly
Available Records component of NRC’s
Agencywide Documents Access and
Management System (ADAMS). ADAMS
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