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dated July 12, 2002, would allow the 
licensee to use up to four lead fuel 
assemblies (LFAs) with an advanced 
cladding material, a zirconium-based 
alloy, that does not meet the definition 
of Zircaloy or ZIRLO, which are referred 
to in Title 10 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations Section 50.46(a)(1)(i). The 
LFAs are scheduled to be loaded into 
the Calvert Cliffs Unit 2 reactor core 
during the upcoming refueling outage 
and would remain in the core for two (2) 
cycles. 

The Need for the Proposed Action 
The proposed exemption from 10 CFR 

50.44, 10 CFR 50.46, and Appendix K to 
10 CFR part 50 is needed because these 
regulations specifically refer to light-
water reactors containing fuel consisting 
of uranium oxide pellets enclosed in 
zircaloy or ZIRLO tubes. A new 
zirconium-based alloy cladding has 
been developed, which is not the same 
chemical composition as zircaloy or 
ZIRLO. Therefore, the licensee needs an 
exemption to insert up to four 
assemblies containing the new fuel 
cladding material into the Calvert Cliffs 
reactor core for test during operation. 

Environmental Impacts of the Proposed 
Action 

The NRC has completed its evaluation 
of the proposed action and concludes 
that the proposed exemption will not 
present an undue risk to the public 
health and safety. The safety evaluation 
performed by Westinghouse 
demonstrates that the predicted 
chemical, mechanical and material 
performance of the Advance zirconium-
based cladding is within that approved 
for Zircaloy-4 or ZIRLO under all 
anticipated operational occurrences and 
postulated accidents. Furthermore, the 
LFAs will be placed in non-limiting 
core locations. In the unlikely event that 
cladding failures occur in the LFAs, 
environmental impact would be 
minimal and is bounded by previous 
environmental impact statements. 

The proposed action will not 
significantly increase the probability or 
consequences of accidents, no changes 
are being made in the types of effluents 
that may be released off site, and there 
is no significant increase in 
occupational or public radiation 
exposure. Therefore, there are no 
significant radiological environmental 
impacts associated with the proposed 
action. 

In regard to potential nonradiological 
impacts, the proposed action does not 
have a potential to affect any historic 
sites. It does not affect nonradiological 
plant effluents and has no other 
environmental impact. Therefore, there 

are no significant nonradiological 
environmental impacts associated with 
the proposed action. 

Accordingly, the NRC concludes that 
there are no significant environmental 
impacts associated with the proposed 
action.

Environmental Impacts of the 
Alternatives to the Proposed Action 

As an alternative to the proposed 
action, the staff considered denial of the 
proposed action (i.e., the ‘‘no-action’’ 
alternative). Denial of the application 
would result in no change in current 
environmental impacts. The 
environmental impacts of the proposed 
action and the alternative action are 
similar. 

Alternative Use of Resources 

The action does not involve the use of 
any different resource than those 
previously considered in the Final 
Environmental Statement for the Calvert 
Cliffs Nuclear Power Plant (CCNPP) 
dated April 1973 or the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement for 
licence renewal for the CCNPP dated 
October 1999. 

Agencies and Persons Consulted 

On September 5, 2002, the staff 
consulted with the Maryland State 
official, Richard McLean of the 
Maryland Department of the 
Environment, regarding the 
environmental impact of the proposed 
action. The State official had no 
comments. 

Finding of No Significant Impact 
On the basis of the environmental 

assessment, the NRC concludes that the 
proposed action will not have a 
significant effect on the quality of the 
human environment. Accordingly, the 
NRC has determined not to prepare an 
environmental impact statement for the 
proposed action. 

For further details with respect to the 
proposed action, see the licensee’s letter 
dated July 17, 2002. Documents may be 
examined, and/or copied for a fee, at the 
NRC’s Public Document Room (PDR), 
located at One White Flint North, 11555 
Rockville Pike (first floor), Rockville, 
Maryland. Publicly available records 
will be accessible electronically from 
the Agencywide Documents Access and 
Management System (ADAMS) Public 
Electronic Reading Room on the Internet 
at the NRC Web site, http://
www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/adams.html. 
Persons who do not have access to 
ADAMS or who encounter problems in 
accessing the documents located in 
ADAMS, should contact the NRC PDR 
Reference staff by telephone at 1–800–

397–4209 or 301–415–4737, or by e-mail 
to pdr@nrc.gov.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 3rd day 
of December 2002. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission: 
Guy S. Vissing, 
Acting Chief, Section 1, Project Directorate 
I, Division of Licensing Project Management, 
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation.
[FR Doc. 02–31167 Filed 12–9–02; 8:45 am] 
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The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission (NRC or Commission) is 
considering issuance of an amendment, 
pursuant to 10 CFR 72.56, to Special 
Nuclear Material License No. 2509 
(SNM–2509) held by Portland General 
Electric Company (PGE) for the Trojan 
Independent Spent Fuel Storage 
Installation (ISFSI). The requested 
amendment would revise the ISFSI 
license (SNM–2509) and the Technical 
Specifications (TS) of SNM–2509 to 
increase the Multi-Purpose Canister 
(MPC) helium backfill upper pressure 
limit at the Trojan ISFSI. 

Environmental Assessment (EA) 
Identification of Proposed Action: By 

letter dated October 18, 2002, PGE 
requested an amendment to revise the 
license (SNM–2509) and the TS of 
SNM–2509 for the Trojan ISFSI. The 
changes would increase the MPC 
helium backfill upper pressure limit, 
make an editorial clarification, and 
make similar changes to the helium 
backfill upper pressure limit in the 
description of the cask loading 
operations. The current license specifies 
the MPC is to be backfilled with helium 
with a pressure between 29.3 psig and 
33.3 psig. The amendment requests the 
upper limit be changed from 33.3 psig 
to 39.3 psig. 

Need for the Proposed Action: The 
proposed action is necessary to 
minimize worker exposure during spent 
fuel loading activities and to maintain 
spent fuel parameters within required 
limits. Current helium backfill 
equipment, to be used during loading 
operations at the Trojan facility, cannot 
demonstrate backfill of the MPC free 
volume with helium accurately enough 
to satisfy TS requirements. Alternative 
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equipment that could provide the 
necessary accuracy would result in 
protracted helium backfilling operations 
and increased worker dose. In either 
case MPC helium backfilling operations 
using the current equipment and/or 
alternative equipment would pose 
undue exposure risk to plant personnel 
and result in extended fuel loading 
schedules and subsequent delays in 
decommissioning of the Trojan site. 

Environmental Impacts of the 
Proposed Action: In 1999 the NRC 
issued a license to PGE to construct and 
operate the Trojan ISFSI. Prior to this 
action the NRC examined the 
environmental impacts of constructing 
and operating the Trojan ISFSI and 
issued an environmental assessment 
and finding of no significant impact 
(See 61 FR 64378, December 4, 1996). 
The NRC has completed its evaluation 
of the proposed action and concludes 
that granting the request for amendment 
to increase the TS MPC helium backfill 
upper pressure limit from 33.3 psig to 
39.3 psig will not increase the 
probability or consequence of accidents 
beyond that bounded by previous 
analysis. No changes are being made in 
the types of any effluents that may be 
released offsite. With regard to 
radiological impacts, the increase in the 
TS MPC helium backfill upper pressure 
limit will not yield an increase in 
neutron and gamma dose rates at the 
cask surface. Dose rates remain below 
regulatory limits for occupational 
exposures and public radiation 
exposures and continue to comply with 
the applicable regulatory criteria 
specified in 10 CFR part 20, and 10 CFR 
72.104 and 72.106. As a result, there are 
no significant radiological 
environmental impacts associated with 
the proposed action. 

The amendment only affects the 
requirements associated with MPC 
helium backfilling operations and does 
not affect non-radiological plant 
effluents or any other aspects of the 
environment. Therefore, there are no 
significant non-radiological 
environmental impacts associated with 
the proposed action. 

Accordingly, the Commission 
concludes that there are no significant 
environmental impacts associated with 
the proposed action. 

Alternatives to the Proposed Action: 
The alternative to the proposed action 
would be to deny the request for 
amendment (i.e., the ‘‘no-action’’ 
alternative). Denial of the proposed 
action would result in PGE continuing 
to use current MPC helium backfill 
limits established in the TS. Without an 
increase in the MPC helium backfill 
upper pressure TS limit, 

decommissioning of the Trojan site 
could be delayed. The Trojan Nuclear 
Power Plant has been permanently shut 
down. Delaying decommissioning of the 
Trojan site could potentially lead to 
greater occupational exposure due to the 
extended time workers would be in the 
proximity of the spent fuel. The 
environmental impacts of the alternative 
action could be greater than the 
proposed action.

Given that the alternative action of 
denying the approval for amendment 
has no lesser environmental impacts 
associated with it, and considering that 
the proposed action would result in 
storage of fuel at the Trojan ISFSI, 
which has already been approved under 
a site specific license, the Commission 
concludes that the preferred alternative 
is to grant this amendment. 

Agencies and Persons Consulted: On 
November 14, 2002, Mr. Adam Bless of 
the Oregon Office of Energy, Energy 
Resource Division, was contacted 
regarding the proposed action and had 
no comments. 

Finding of No Significant Impact 

The environmental impacts of the 
proposed action have been reviewed in 
accordance with the requirements set 
forth in 10 CFR part 51. Based upon the 
foregoing Environmental Assessment, 
the Commission finds that the proposed 
action of granting an amendment to 
change the MPC helium backfill upper 
pressure limit will not significantly 
impact the quality of the human 
environment. Accordingly, the 
Commission has determined not to 
prepare an environmental impact 
statement for the proposed amendment. 

For further details with respect to this 
amendment, see the PGE letter dated 
October 18, 2002. The amendment 
request was docketed per 10 CFR part 2 
under Docket 72–17. The NRC 
maintains an Agencywide Documents 
Access and Management System 
(ADAMS), which provides text and 
image files of NRC’s public documents. 
These documents may be accessed 
through the NRC’s Public Electronic 
Reading Room on the Internet at http:/
/www.nrc.gov/reading-rm-adams.html. 
If you do not have access to ADAMS or 
if there are problems in accessing the 
documents listed 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. 

Dated at Rockville, Maryland this 3rd 
day of December, 2002.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission: 
Christopher M. Regan, 
Project Manager, Spent Fuel Project Office, 
Office of Nuclear Material Safety and 
Safeguards.
[FR Doc. 02–31166 Filed 12–9–02; 8:45 am] 
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Sunshine Act Meeting

AGENCY: Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission.

DATES: Weeks of December 9, 16, 23, 30, 
2002, January 6, 13, 2003.
PLACE: Commissioners’ Conference 
Room, 11555 Rockville Pike, Rockville, 
Maryland.
STATUS: Public and Closed.
MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED:

Week of December 9, 2002

There are no meetings scheduled for 
the Week of December 9, 2002. 

Week of December 16, 2002—Tentative 

Tuesday, December 17, 2002

9:30 a.m.—Briefing on Policy Options 
and Recommendations for Revising 
the NRC’s Process for Handling 
Discrimination Issues (Public 
Meeting) (Contact: Ho Nieh, 301–
415–1721). This meeting will be 
webcast live at the Web address 
http://www.nrc.gov.

Wednesday, December 18, 2002

9:30 a.m.—Meeting with Advisory 
Committee on Nuclear Waste 
(ACNW) (Public Meeting) (Contact: 
John Larkins, 301–415–7360). This 
meeting will be webcast live at the 
Web address http://www.nrc.gov.

3 p.m.—Discussion of Security Issues 
(Closed–Ex. 1). 

Week of December 23, 2002—Tentative 

There are no meetings scheduled for 
the Week of December 23, 2002. 

Week of December 30, 2002—Tentative 

There are no meetings scheduled for 
the Week of December 30, 2002. 

Week of January 6, 2003—Tentative 

There are no meetings scheduled for 
the Week of January 6, 2003. 

Week of January 13, 2003—Tentative 

Tuesday, January 14, 2002

10 a.m.—Briefing on Status of NRR 
Programs, Performance, and Plans 
(Public Meeting).

*The schedule for Commission meetings is 
subject to change on short notice. To verify 
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