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Authority: The Paperwork Reduction Act 
of 1995 and 5 CFR 1320.8(d). 

Dated: February 19, 2008. 
William G. Anderson, Jr., 
Vice President and General Counsel, 
Millennium Challenge Corporation. 
[FR Doc. 08–828 Filed 2–25–08: 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 9211–03–M 

NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE ADMINISTRATION 

[Notice (08–019)] 

NASA Advisory Council; Science 
Committee; Heliophysics 
Subcommittee; Meeting 

AGENCY: National Aeronautics and 
Space Administration. 
ACTION: Notice of meeting. 

SUMMARY: The National Aeronautics and 
Space Administration (NASA) 
announces a meeting of the 
Heliophysics Subcommittee of the 
NASA Advisory Council (NAC). This 
Subcommittee reports to the Science 
Committee of the NAC. The Meeting 
will be held for the purpose of soliciting 
from the scientific community and other 
persons scientific and technical 
information relevant to program 
planning. 

DATES: Wednesday, March 19, 2008, 
8:30 a.m. to 5:30 p.m., Thursday, March 
20, 2008, 8:30 a.m. to 5:30 p.m., and 
Friday, March 21, 8:30 a.m. to Noon. 
ADDRESSES: NASA Headquarters, 300 E 
Street, SW., Room 5H45, Washington, 
DC 20546. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ms. 
Marian Norris, Science Mission 
Directorate, NASA Headquarters, 
Washington, DC 20546, (202) 358–4452, 
fax (202) 358–4118, or 
mnorris@nasa.gov. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
meeting will be open to the public up 
to the capacity of the room. The agenda 
for the meeting includes the following 
topics: 

—Heliophysics Division Overview 
and Program Status. 

—Overview of Heliophysics Fiscal 
Year 2009 Budget. 

—Report of the Mission Planning 
Working Group. 

—Review of Decadal Scientific Goals 
and Progress Toward Meeting Them. 

It is imperative that the meeting be 
held on these dates to accommodate the 
scheduling priorities of the key 
participants. Attendees will be 
requested to sign a register and to 
comply with NASA security 
requirements, including the 

presentation of a valid picture ID, before 
receiving an access badge. Foreign 
nationals attending this meeting will be 
required to provide the following 
information no less than 5 working days 
prior to the meeting: full name; gender; 
date/place of birth; citizenship; visa/ 
green card information (number, type, 
expiration date); passport information 
(number, country, expiration date); 
employer/affiliation information (name 
of institution, address, country, 
telephone); title/position of attendee. To 
expedite admittance, attendees with 
U.S. citizenship can provide identifying 
information 3 working days in advance 
by contacting Marian Norris via e-mail 
at mnorris@nasa.gov or by telephone at 
(202) 358–4452. 

Dated: February 19, 2008. 

P. Diane Rausch, 
Advisory Committee Management Officer, 
National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration. 
[FR Doc. E8–3536 Filed 2–25–08; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 7510–13–P 

NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION 

Committee Management; Renewal 

The NSF management officials having 
responsibility for the two advisory 
committees listed below have 
determined that renewing these groups 
for another two years is necessary and 
in the public interest in connection with 
the performance of duties imposed upon 
the Director, National Science 
Foundation by 42 U.S.C. 1861, et seq. 
This determination follows consultation 
with the Committee Management 
Secretariat, General Services 
Administration. 

1. Advisory Committee for 
Environmental Research and Education 
(#9487). 

2. Proposal Review Panel for 
Industrial Innovation and Partnerships 
(#28164). 

The effective date for renewal will be 
February 29, 2008. For more 
information contact Susanne Bolton at 
(703) 292–7488. 

Dated: February 21, 2008. 

Susanne E. Bolton, 
Committee Management Officer. 
[FR Doc. E8–3612 Filed 2–25–08; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 7555–01–P 

NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

[Docket No. 50–219–LR] 

In the Matter of Amergen Energy 
Company, LLC (License Renewal for 
Oyster Creek Nuclear Generating 
Station) 

Commissioners: Dale E. Klein, 
Chairman, Gregory B. Jaczko, Peter B. 
Lyons. 

Notice of Appointment of Adjudicatory 
Employee 

Pursuant to 10 CFR 2.4, notice is 
hereby given that Dr. Mahendra Shah, 
Commission employee of the Office of 
Nuclear Material Safety and Safeguards, 
Division of High Level Waste Repository 
Safety, has been appointed as a 
Commission adjudicatory employee 
within the meaning of Section 2.4, to 
advise the Commission regarding issues 
related to the pending Commission 
review of LBP–07–17. Dr. Shah has not 
previously performed any investigative 
or litigating function in connection with 
this or any related proceeding. Until 
such time as a final decision is issued 
in this matter, interested persons 
outside the agency and agency 
employees performing investigative or 
litigating functions in this proceeding 
are required to observe the restrictions 
of 10 CFR 2.347 and 2.348 in their 
communications with Dr. Shah. It is so 
ordered. 

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 20th day 
of February 2008. 

For the Commission. 
Annette L. Vietti-Cook, 
Secretary of the Commission. 
[FR Doc. E8–3593 Filed 2–25–08; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7590–01–P 

NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

[Docket No. 030–34325] 

Notice of Availability of Environmental 
Assessment and Finding of No 
Significant Impact for Amendment of a 
Materials Permit in Accordance With 
Byproduct Materials License No. 03– 
23853–01VA, for Unrestricted Release 
of a Department of Veterans Affairs 
Facility in Tucson, AZ 

AGENCY: Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission. 
ACTION: Issuance of Environmental 
Assessment and Finding of No 
Significant Impact for License 
Amendment. 
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
William Snell, Senior Health Physicist, 
Decommissioning Branch, Division of 
Nuclear Materials Safety, Region III, 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
2443 Warrenville Road, Lisle, Illinois 
60532; telephone: (630) 829–9871; fax 
number: (630) 515–1259; or by e-mail at 
wgs@nrc.gov. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

I. Introduction 
The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 

Commission (NRC) is proposing to 
amend a materials permit held under 
Byproduct Materials License No. 03– 
23853–01VA. The permit is held by the 
Department of Veterans Affairs (the 
Licensee), for its Southern Arizona VA 
Health Care System facilities, located at 
3601 South 6th Avenue, Tucson, 
Arizona (Facility). Issuance of the 
amendment would authorize release of 
Building 32 (described below) for 
unrestricted use. The Licensee 
requested this action in a letter dated 
June 12, 2007. The NRC has prepared an 
Environmental Assessment (EA) in 
support of this proposed action in 
accordance with the requirements of 
Title 10, Code of Federal Regulations 
(CFR), Part 51 (10 CFR Part 51). Based 
on the EA, the NRC has concluded that 
a Finding of No Significant Impact 
(FONSI) is appropriate with respect to 
the proposed action. The amendment 
will be issued to the Licensee following 
the publication of this FONSI and EA in 
the Federal Register. 

II. Environmental Assessment 

Identification of Proposed Action 
The proposed action would approve 

the Licensee’s June 12, 2007, materials 
permit amendment request, resulting in 
release of Building 32 for unrestricted 
use. License No. 03–23853–01VA was 
issued on March 17, 2003, pursuant to 
10 CFR Parts 30 and 35, and has been 
amended periodically since that time. 
This license authorizes the Licensee to 
use byproduct materials at several 
Licensee facilities around the country, 
as authorized on a site-specific basis by 
permits issued by the Licensee’s 
National Radiation Safety Committee. 
Under the license, the permits authorize 
the use of by-product materials for 
various medical and veterinary 
purposes, and for use in portable 
gauges. 

The Facility is situated on a 116 acre 
site comprised of about 40 buildings, 
and is located in a mixed residential/ 
industrial urban area of Tucson, 
Arizona. Within the Facility, Building 
32 was constructed in 1969 as a single 
story block frame and brick structure. 

The building was used to house animals 
for research until July 1975 when it was 
used for interim storage and treatment 
(by disposal to sewer and incineration) 
of radioactive research and medical 
waste. The licensee ceased using 
licensed materials in Building 32 on 
September 1, 2004, and initiated 
surveys and decontamination of the 
building. Based on the Licensee’s 
historical knowledge of the site and the 
conditions within Building 32, the 
Licensee determined that only routine 
decontamination activities, in 
accordance with their NRC-approved, 
operating radiation safety procedures, 
were required. The Licensee was not 
required to submit a decommissioning 
plan to the NRC because worker cleanup 
activities and procedures are consistent 
with those approved for routine 
operations. The Licensee conducted 
surveys of Building 32 during 
September through November 2004. The 
results of these surveys along with other 
supporting information were provided 
to the NRC to demonstrate that the 
criteria in Subpart E of 10 CFR Part 20 
for unrestricted release have been met. 

Need for the Proposed Action 
The Licensee has ceased conducting 

licensed activities in Building 32, and 
seeks the unrestricted use of Building 
32. 

Environmental Impacts of the Proposed 
Action 

The historical review of licensed 
activities conducted in Building 32 
shows that such activities involved use 
of the following radionuclides with half- 
lives greater than 120 days: hydrogen– 
3 (H–3) and carbon–14 (C–14). Prior to 
performing the final status survey, the 
Licensee conducted decontamination 
activities, as necessary, in the areas of 
Building 32 affected by these 
radionuclides. 

The Licensee completed final status 
surveys on Building 32 on November 8, 
2004. The surveys covered all areas of 
Building 32. The final status survey 
report was attached to the Licensee’s 
amendment request dated June 12, 2007. 
The Licensee elected to demonstrate 
compliance with the radiological 
criteria for unrestricted release as 
specified in 10 CFR 20.1402 using the 
screening approach described in 
NUREG–1757, ‘‘Consolidated NMSS 
Decommissioning Guidance,’’ Volume 
2. The Licensee used the radionuclide- 
specific derived concentration guideline 
levels (DCGLs), developed there by the 
NRC, which comply with the dose 
criterion in 10 CFR 20.1402. These 
DCGLs provide acceptable levels of 
surface contamination to demonstrate 

compliance with the NRC requirements 
in Subpart E of 10 CFR Part 20 for 
unrestricted release. The Licensee’s 
final status survey results were below 
these DCGLs and are in compliance 
with the As Low As Reasonably 
Achievable (ALARA) requirement of 10 
CFR 20.1402. The NRC thus finds that 
the Licensee’s final status survey results 
are acceptable. 

Based on its review, the staff has 
determined that the affected 
environment and any environmental 
impacts associated with the proposed 
action are bounded by the impacts 
evaluated by the ‘‘Generic 
Environmental Impact Statement in 
Support of Rulemaking on Radiological 
Criteria for License Termination of NRC- 
Licensed Nuclear Facilities’’ (NUREG– 
1496) Volumes 1–3 (ML042310492, 
ML042320379, and ML042330385). The 
staff finds there were no significant 
environmental impacts from the use of 
radioactive material in Building 32. The 
NRC staff reviewed available docket file 
records and the final status survey 
report to identify any non-radiological 
hazards that may have impacted the 
environment surrounding Building 32. 
No such hazards or impacts to the 
environment were identified. The NRC 
has identified no other radiological or 
non-radiological activities in the area 
that could result in cumulative 
environmental impacts. 

The NRC staff finds that issuance of 
the proposed amendment authorizing 
release of Building 32 for unrestricted 
use is in compliance with 10 CFR part 
20. Based on its review, the staff 
considered the impact of the residual 
radioactivity from Building 32 and 
concluded that the proposed action will 
not have a significant effect on the 
quality of the human environment. 

Environmental Impacts of the 
Alternatives to the Proposed Action 

Due to the largely administrative 
nature of the proposed action, its 
environmental impacts are small. 
Therefore, the only alternative the staff 
considered is the no-action alternative, 
under which the staff would leave 
things as they are by simply denying the 
amendment request. This no-action 
alternative is not feasible because it 
conflicts with 10 CFR 30.36(d), 
requiring that decommissioning of 
byproduct material facilities be 
completed and approved by the NRC 
after licensed activities cease. The 
NRC’s analysis of the Licensee’s final 
status survey data confirmed that 
Building 32 meets the requirements of 
10 CFR 20.1402 for unrestricted release. 
Additionally, denying the amendment 
request would result in no change in 
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current environmental impacts. The 
environmental impacts of the proposed 
action and the no-action alternative are 
therefore similar, and the no-action 
alternative is accordingly not further 
considered. 

Conclusion 

The NRC staff has concluded that the 
proposed action is consistent with the 
NRC’s unrestricted release criteria 
specified in 10 CFR 20.1402. Because 
the proposed action will not 
significantly impact the quality of the 
human environment, the NRC staff 
concludes that the proposed action is 
the preferred alternative. 

Agencies and Persons Consulted 

NRC provided a draft of this 
Environmental Assessment to the 
Arizona Radiation Regulatory Agency 
for review on December 27, 2007. The 
State had no comments regarding the 
EA. 

The NRC staff has determined that the 
proposed action is of a procedural 
nature, and will not affect listed species 
or critical habitat. Therefore, no further 
consultation is required under Section 7 
of the Endangered Species Act. The 
NRC staff has also 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. 

III. Finding of No Significant Impact 
The NRC staff has prepared this EA in 

support of the proposed action. On the 
basis of this EA, the NRC finds that 
there are no significant environmental 
impacts from the proposed action, and 
that preparation of an environmental 
impact statement is not warranted. 
Accordingly, the NRC has determined 
that a Finding of No Significant Impact 
is appropriate. 

IV. Further Information 
Documents related to this action, 

including the application for license 
amendment and supporting 
documentation, are available 
electronically at the NRC’s Electronic 
Reading Room at http://www.nrc.gov/ 
reading-rm/adams.html. From this site, 
you can access the NRC’s Agencywide 
Document Access and Management 
System (ADAMS), which provides text 
and image files of NRC’s public 
documents. The documents related to 
this action are listed below, along with 
their ADAMS accession numbers. 

1. E. Lynn McGuire, Department of 
Veterans Affairs, letter to Cassandra 
Frazier, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 

Commission, Region III, dated June 12, 
2007 (ADAMS Accession No. 
ML071650164); 

2. Gary Williams, Department of 
Veterans Affairs, E-mail to William 
Snell, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, Region III, dated August 
20, 2007 (ADAMS Accession No. 
ML072780281); 

3. Thomas Huston, Department of 
Veterans Affairs, E-mail to William 
Snell, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, Region III, dated 
September 21, 2007 (ADAMS Accession 
No. ML072910118); 

4. Thomas Huston, Department of 
Veterans Affairs, E-mail to William 
Snell, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, Region III, dated October 
19, 2007 (ADAMS Accession No. 
ML072920554); 

5. Title 10 Code of Federal 
Regulations, part 20, subpart E, 
‘‘Radiological Criteria for License 
Termination;’’ 

6. Title 10 Code of Federal 
Regulations, part 51, ‘‘Environmental 
Protection Regulations for Domestic 
Licensing and Related Regulatory 
Functions;’’ 

7. NUREG–1496, ‘‘Generic 
Environmental Impact Statement in 
Support of Rulemaking on Radiological 
Criteria for License Termination of NRC- 
Licensed Nuclear Facilities;’’ 

8. NUREG–1757, ‘‘Consolidated 
NMSS Decommissioning Guidance.’’ 

If you do not have access to ADAMS, 
or if there are problems in accessing the 
documents located in ADAMS, contact 
the NRC Public Document Room (PDR) 
Reference staff at 1–800–397–4209, 301– 
415–4737, or by e-mail to pdr@nrc.gov. 
These documents may also be viewed 
electronically on the public computers 
located at the NRC’s 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 Lisle, Illinois, this 14th day of 
February 2008. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 

Patrick Louden, 
Chief, Decommissioning Branch, Division of 
Nuclear Materials Safety, Region III. 
[FR Doc. E8–3585 Filed 2–25–08; 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 section 189a(2) of the 

Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended 
(the Act), the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission (the Commission or NRC 
staff) is publishing this regular biweekly 
notice. The Act requires the 
Commission to publish notice of any 
amendments issued, or proposed to be 
issued and 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 January 31 
to February 13, 2008. The last biweekly 
notice was published on February 12, 
2008 (73 FR 8068). 

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 60 days after the date of 
publication of this notice. The 
Commission may issue the license 
amendment before expiration of the 60- 
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