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rolled, tin-plate and hot dipped and 
electrolytic galvanized steel during the 
relevant time period, nor did they shift 
production to a foreign source. The 
‘‘contributed importantly’’ test is 
generally demonstrated through a 
survey of the workers’ firm’s customers 
to determine the correlation between 
customers’ increased reliance on 
imports and the subject firm’s decreased 
sales during the relevant period. The 
investigation revealed that sales of hot-
rolled, cold-rolled, tin-plate and hot 
dipped, and electrolytic galvanized steel 
at the subject firm increased from 2002 
to 2003 and from January through 
February, 2004 compared with the same 
period in 2003. Even though the survey 
of the subject firm’s major customers 
would have been irrelevant in this case, 
the Department conducted a survey of 
the subject firm’s major customers 
regarding their purchases of competitive 
products in 2002, 2003, and January 
through February of 2004. The survey 
revealed that imports did not contribute 
importantly to layoffs at the subject 
firm. 

In the request for reconsideration, the 
company representative requests to 
extend the period for investigation 
beyond the relevant time period in order 
to include the circumstances bearing 
evidence of sales declines and import 
impact, registered by the Department 
during a previous investigation which 
resulted in TAA certification granted to 
workers of the subject firm in April of 
2002, TA–W–39,657. 

The Department considers import 
impact in terms of the relevant period 
of the current investigation; therefore 
sales declines and import impact as 
established in a previous investigation 
that is outside the relevant period are 
irrelevant. The Department must 
conform to the Trade Act and associated 
regulations. 

Should conditions change in the 
future, the company is encouraged to 
file a new petition on behalf of the 
worker group which will encompass an 
investigative period that will include 
these changing conditions. 

Conclusion 

After review of the application and 
investigative findings, I conclude that 
there has been no error or 
misinterpretation of the law or of the 
facts which would justify 
reconsideration of the Department of 
Labor’s prior decision. Accordingly, the 
application is denied.

Signed in Washington, DC, this 23rd day 
of July, 2004. 

Elliott Kushner, 
Certifying Officer, Division of Trade 
Adjustment Assistance.
[FR Doc. 04–17724 Filed 8–3–04; 8:45 am] 
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63 and NPF–69; Correction

AGENCY: Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission.

ACTION: Individual notice; correction.

SUMMARY: This document corrects a 
notice appearing in the Federal Register 
on July 21, 2004 (69 FR 43633), that 
contained an incorrect Name of 
Attorney for the Applicant. This action 
is necessary to correct the Name of 
Attorney for the Applicant.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Tommy Le, Project Manager, Office of 
Nuclear Reactor Regulation, U.S. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, DC 20555–0001; telephone 
(301) 415–1458, e-mail: nbl@nrc.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On page 
43633, in the first column, in the first 
paragraph, twenty-first line, the text 
should be corrected from ‘‘[Attorney for 
the Applicant: David R. Lewis, Esq., 
Shaw Pittman, 2300 N Street, NW. 
Washington, DC 20037]’’ to read 
‘‘[Attorney for the Applicant: Kathryn 
M. Sutton, Esq., Winston & Strawn, 
1400 L Street, NW., Washington, DC 
20005–3502]’’

Dated in Rockville, Maryland, this 28th 
day of July, 2004.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 

Samson S. Lee, 
Acting Program Director, License Renewal 
and Environmental Impacts Program Division 
of Regulatory Improvement Programs, Office 
of Nuclear Reactor Regulation.
[FR Doc. 04–17708 Filed 8–3–04; 8:45 am] 
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Notice of Consideration of Amendment 
Request To Decommission Northern 
States Power Company D.B.A. Xcel 
Energy Pathfinder Site at Sioux Falls, 
South Dakota, and Opportunity To 
Provide Comments and Request a 
Hearing

AGENCY: Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission.
ACTION: Notice of a license amendment 
request and opportunity to provide 
public comments and request a hearing. 
Notice of Public Meeting. 

DATES: Comments must be sent by 
September 3, 2004. A request for a 
hearing must be filed by October 4, 
2004. Public meeting will be held on 
August 31, 2004.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Chad Glenn, Project Manager, 
Decommissioning Directorate, Division 
of Waste Management and 
Environmental Protection, Office of 
Nuclear Material Safety and Safeguards, 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, DC 20555–0001; telephone 
(301) 415–6722; fax (301) 415–5398; or 
email at cjg1@nrc.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

I. Introduction 

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission (NRC) is considering 
issuance of a license amendment to 
Byproduct Material License No. 22–
08799–02 issued to Northern States 
Power Company D.B.A. Xcel Energy (the 
licensee), to authorize decommissioning 
of its Pathfinder Site in Minnehaha 
County, South Dakota, and to allow 
termination of this license. 

On February 12, 2004, Xcel Energy 
submitted the Pathfinder 
Decommissioning Plan (DP) for NRC for 
review, approval, and incorporation by 
amendment in License 22–08799–02. A 
detailed NRC administrative review, 
documented in a letter to Xcel Energy, 
dated July 16, 2004, found the DP 
acceptable to begin a technical review. 

If the NRC approves the DP, the 
approval will be documented in an 
amendment to NRC License No. 22–
08799–02. However, before approving 
the proposed amendment, the NRC will 
need to make the findings required by 
the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as 
amended, and NRC’s regulations. These 
findings will be documented in a Safety 
Evaluation Report and an 
Environmental Assessment. 
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