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NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

Amendment to the Material License
Issued to the Curators of the
University of Missouri-Columbia
Increasing the Limit of Uranium-238

AGENCY: Nuclear Regulatory
Commission.
ACTION: License amendment.

SUMMARY: On June 30, 1997, the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission amended
Material License No. 24–00513–39,
issued to the Curators of the University
of Missouri-Columbia (the University),
increasing the limit of uranium-238 (U–
238) used in the Transuranic
Management by Pyropartitioning
Separation (TRUMP–S) Project
experiments.

License Condition No. 29, imposed by
the Commission as a result of 10 CFR
Part 2, Subpart L proceedings in
Memorandum and ORDER CLI–95–01
dated March 1, 1995, limited the
amounts of the subject actinides (U–238;
neptunium-237, plutonium-239/240,
and americium-241) used in the
TRUMP-S experiments to no more than
one gram total at any one time as a
means of ensuring that the University’s
emergency plan is effective and
sufficient to protect the public from a
release of TRUMP-S materials. In 1996,
the University requested a license
amendment to increase the limit on U–
238 from one gram for the total actinides
up to 80 grams (≈ 2.6 × 10¥5 Ci) of U–
238, in addition to the one gram total for
all other subject actinides. Staff analysis
of the information submitted by the
University concluded that an increase of
U–238 from one to 80 grams (≈ 2.6 ×
10¥5 Ci) with a one gram total for all
other subject actinides would not result
in a potential exposure to the public
significantly greater than that for the
limiting case used by the Commission in
CLI–95–01 for a ground release of one
gram of Am-241 (≈ 3.3 Ci) and would
not compromise the adequacy of the
University’s emergency plan.
ADDRESSES: A copy of Material License
No. 24–00513–39 is available for
inspection and/or copying in the NRC
Public Document Room, 2120 L Street,
NW., Washington, DC 20555–0001.
OPPORTUNITY FOR A HEARING: Any person
whose interest may be affected by the
licensee-initiated amendment of this
license may file a request for a hearing.
Any request for a hearing must be filed
with the Office of the Secretary, U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, DC 20555, within 30 days
of the publication of this notice in the
Federal Register; must be served on the

NRC staff (the Executive Director for
Operations) and the Office of the
General Counsel, One White Flint
North, 11555 Rockville Pike, Rockville,
MD 20852, and on the licensee (the
Curators of the University of Missouri-
Columbia, Research Reactor, Research
Park Drive, Columbia, MO 65211); and
must comply with the requirements for
requesting a hearing set forth in 10 CFR
2.1205, Subpart L, ‘‘Informal Hearings
Procedures for Adjudications in
Materials Licensing Proceedings.’’
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Larry W. Camper, Mail Stop TWFN 8-
F–5, Division of Industrial and Medical
Nuclear Safety, Office of Nuclear
Material Safety and Safeguards, U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, DC 20555–0001,
Telephone (301) 415–7231.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 14th day
of July 1997.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Frederick C. Combs,
Acting Director, Division of Industrial and
Medical Nuclear Safety, Office of Nuclear
Material Safety and Safeguards.
[FR Doc. 97–19198 Filed 7–21–97; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7590–01–P

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[Docket No. 50–443]

North Atlantic Energy Service
Corporation, et al. (Seabrook Station,
Unit No. 1); Environmental
Assessment and Finding of No
Significant Impact

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (the Commission) is
considering modification of an
exemption for Facility Operating
License No. NPF–86 issued to North
Atlantic Energy Service Corporation (the
licensee or North Atlantic) for operation
of the Seabrook Station, Unit No. 1
(Seabrook) located in Rockingham
County, New Hampshire. North Atlantic
is authorized to act as agent for the
eleven owners of the facility.

Environmental Assessment

Identification of the Proposed Action
This Environmental Assessment

addresses the potential environmental
issues related to the proposed extension
of the temporary exemption issued on
January 22, 1997, from certain
requirements of 10 CFR 50.75(e)(2).
Specifically, the proposed extension
would allow Great Bay Power
Corporation (Great Bay) until July 22,
2002, subject to certain conditions to
obtain a surety bond or other allowable

decommissioning funding assurance
mechanism for non-electric utilities.
Great Bay holds an undivided 12.1324
percent ownership interest in Seabrook.

The Need for the Proposed Action
On May 8, 1996, North Atlantic

submitted to the NRC a request on
behalf of Great Bay for Commission
consent to the indirect transfer of
control of Great Bay’s interest in the
Seabrook Operating License through
formation of a holding company.
Additional information relating to this
request was submitted on October 18,
1996, and December 9, 1996. The
request was approved on January 22,
1997, pursuant to 10 CFR 50.80, and
Great Bay subsequently became a
wholly owned subsidiary of BayCorp
Holdings, Ltd.

During the review of the corporate
restructuring, the staff noted that Great
Bay markets most of its share of
electricity from Seabrook on the spot
wholesale market and concluded that
Great Bay does not meet the NRC’s
definition of electric utility under 10
CFR 50.2. Notwithstanding the
requirements of 10 CFR 50.75(e)(2),
Great Bay does not have a funding or a
guarantee mechanism in place to cover
the unfunded balance of its projected
share of Seabrook decommissioning
costs.

On January 22, 1997, the staff
approved Great Bay’s proposed indirect
transfer of control of Great Bay’s interest
in Seabrook, and in a related action, the
staff issued a temporary exemption from
compliance with the provisions 10 CFR
50.75(e)(2) pertaining to the additional
surety arrangements for
decommissioning funding assurance for
non-electric utility licensees for 6
months. The exemption was intended to
afford Great Bay a reasonable
opportunity to implement a suitable
decommissioning funding assurance
method required of a non-electric
utility.

On February 21, 1997, Great Bay
requested reconsideration of the staff’s
finding that Great Bay does not meet the
NRC definition of ‘‘electric utility,’’ and
on June 4 and 16, 1997, Great Bay
submitted supplemental information
related to Great Bay financial matters to
support their request. Also included in
the June 4, 1997, submittal, was a
request that the NRC consider an
extension to the temporary exemption
as an alternative to completing
reconsideration, at this time, the issue of
whether Great Bay is an electric utility
under the NRC definition.

The proposed action is needed in
light of Great Bay’s difficulty in
obtaining a surety method to comply
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