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Davenport, Iowa, have agreed to make 
the final plant-specific supplement to 
the GEIS available for public inspection.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Dr. 
Michael T. Masnik, License Renewal 
and Environmental Impacts Program, 
Division of Regulatory Improvement 
Programs, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, Washington, DC 20555. 
Dr. Masnik may be contacted at 301–
415–1191 or MTM2@nrc.gov.

Dated in Rockville, Maryland, this 2nd day 
of July, 2004.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
Samson Lee, 
Acting Program Director, License Renewal 
and Environmental Impacts Program, 
Division of Regulatory Improvement 
Programs, Office of Nuclear Reactor 
Regulation.
[FR Doc. 04–15593 Filed 7–8–04; 8:45 am] 
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Florida Power and Light Company, et 
al., St. Lucie Plant, Unit Nos. 1 and 2; 
Environmental Assessment and 
Finding of No Significant Impact 

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission (NRC) is considering 
issuance of amendments to Facility 
Operating License Nos. DPR–67 and 
NPF–16, issued to Florida Power and 
Light Company, et al. (the licensee), for 
operation of the St. Lucie Plant, Unit 
Nos. 1 and 2, respectively, located in St. 
Lucie County, Florida. Therefore, as 
required by 10 CFR 51.21, the NRC is 
issuing this environmental assessment 
and finding of no significant impact. 

Environmental Assessment 

Identification of the Proposed Action 
The proposed action would increase 

the wet storage capacity of fuel 
assemblies at the St. Lucie Plant, Units 
1 and 2. A freestanding fuel storage rack 
module would be installed in the cask 
pit in each unit’s fuel-handling 
building. The Unit 1 rack is being 
designed to augment storage capacity 
from 1706 fuel assemblies to 1849 fuel 
assemblies, an increase of 143 fuel 
assemblies. The Unit 2 rack design has 
closer assembly-to-assembly spacing 
than the Unit 1 rack and is capable of 
storing 225 fuel assemblies. The storage 
capacity of Unit 2 will increase from 
1360 fuel assemblies to 1585 fuel 
assemblies, an increase of 225 fuel 
assemblies. The cask pit fuel storage 
racks will use Boral as a neutron 
absorbing poison. 

The proposed action is in accordance 
with the licensee’s application for 
amendments dated October 23, 2002, as 
supplemented August 28 and December 
11, 2003, and February 3 and March 25, 
2004. 

The Need for the Proposed Action 
The St. Lucie nuclear plant has two 

pressurized-water reactors. Unit 1 
commenced operation in 1976 and Unit 
2 in 1983. Based on the current licensed 
capacity, current spent fuel inventory, 
and the projected discharges of spent 
fuel, Unit 1 will lose the capability to 
fully offload the reactor core by the year 
2005. Unit 2 will lose the capability to 
fully offload the reactor core by the year 
2007. To extend this capability beyond 
the above dates, the licensee has 
proposed license amendments to install 
a freestanding fuel storage rack module 
in the cask pit of each unit’s fuel-
handling building. 

The additional storage capacity 
provided by the cask pit racks will be 
used to store spent fuel to allow 
refueling outage fuel offloads and non-
outage fuel shuffles. In addition, the 
Unit 1 cask pit rack will be used to 
temporarily store new fuel before an 
outage, prior to loading into the reactor 
core. The capability to remove, clean, 
and store the cask pit racks in an 
alternate location prior to any spent fuel 
cask loading operations will be 
maintained, because the cask pits will 
eventually be needed for loading fuel 
into transfer casks. 

Environmental Impacts of the Proposed 
Action 

The NRC has completed its evaluation 
and concludes, as set forth below, that 
there are no significant environmental 
impacts associated with the proposed 
amendments. The details of the staff’s 
safety evaluation will be provided in the 
license amendments when they are 
issued by the NRC. 

During refueling outages, there may 
be a slight increase in the amount of 
heat that has to be removed from the 
combination of the spent fuel pool and 
the cask pit. The peak increase will be 
less than one percent, and the heat load 
from spent fuel storage is very small 
compared to the heat load from normal 
plant operations. Therefore, the overall 
increase in the amount of heat released 
will be quite small and insignificant. 

Even though additional boron poison 
will be introduced by the Boral panels 
in the storage racks in the cask pit, no 
significant increase in tritium 
production from the neutron capture by 
boron-10 is expected. 

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. 

With 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 resources than those 
previously considered in the Final 
Environmental Statement related to the 
St. Lucie Plant Unit 1, dated June 1973; 
the Final Environmental Statement 
related to the operation of St. Lucie 
Plant, Unit No. 2 (NUREG–0842), dated 
April 1982; and Supplement 11 to 
NUREG–1437, ‘‘Generic Environmental 
Impact Statement for License Renewal 
of Nuclear Plants Regarding St. Lucie, 
Units 1 and 2,’’ dated May 2003. 

Agencies and Persons Consulted 

On May 19, 2004, the staff consulted 
with the Florida State official, William 
Passetti of the Department of Health, 
Bureau of Radiation Control, 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. 
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For further details with respect to the 
proposed action, see the licensee’s letter 
dated October 23, 2002, as 
supplemented by letters dated August 
28 and December 11, 2003, and 
February 3 and March 25, 2004. 
Documents may be examined, and/or 
copied for a fee, at the NRC’s Public 
Document Room (PDR), located at One 
White Flint North, Public File Area 
01F21, 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 at 1–800–397–
4209, or 301–415–4737, or send an e-
mail to pdr@nrc.gov.

Dated in Rockville, Maryland, this 2nd day 
of July 2004.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
Brendan T. Moroney, 
Project Manager, Section 2, Project 
Directorate II, Division of Licensing Project 
Management, Office of Nuclear Reactor 
Regulation.
[FR Doc. 04–15594 Filed 7–8–04; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7590–01–P

NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

[Docket No. 030–34881] 

Notice of Availability of Environmental 
Assessment and Finding of No 
Significant Impact for License 
Amendment for Fujirebio Diagnostics, 
Inc.’s Facility in Malvern, PA

AGENCY: Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission.
ACTION: Notice of Availability of 
Environmental Assessment and Finding 
of No Significant Impact. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Jenny M. Johansen, Nuclear Materials 
Safety Branch 2, Division of Nuclear 
Materials Safety, Region I, 475 
Allendale Road, King of Prussia, 
Pennsylvania, 19406, telephone (610) 
337–5071, fax (610) 337–5269; or by e-
mail: jmj@nrc.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

I. Introduction 

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
(NRC) is considering the issuance of a 
license amendment to Fujirebio 
Diagnostics, Inc. for Materials License 

No. 37–30487–01, to authorize release of 
its facility in Malvern, Pennsylvania for 
unrestricted use. NRC has prepared an 
Environmental Assessment (EA) in 
support of this action in accordance 
with the requirements of 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 the publication of this 
notice. 

II. EA Summary 
The purpose of the proposed action is 

to authorize the release of the licensee’s 
Malvern, Pennsylvania facility for 
unrestricted use. Fujirebio Diagnostics, 
Inc. was authorized by NRC from 
December 30,1998, to use radioactive 
materials for research and development, 
manufacturing and distribution, and 
calibration purposes at the site. On 
April 19, 2004, Fujirebio Diagnostics, 
Inc. requested that NRC release the 
facility for unrestricted use. Fujirebio 
Diagnostics, Inc. has conducted surveys 
of the facility and determined that the 
facility meets the license termination 
criteria in subpart E of 10 CFR part 20. 
The NRC staff has prepared an EA. 

III. Finding of No Significant Impact 
The staff has prepared the EA 

(summarized above) in support of the 
proposed license amendment to release 
the facility for unrestricted use. The 
NRC staff has evaluated Fujirebio 
Diagnostics, Inc.’s request and the 
results of the surveys and has concluded 
that the completed action complies with 
the criteria in subpart E of 10 CFR part 
20. The staff has found that the 
environmental impacts from 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 Facilities’’ (NUREG–1496). 
The staff has also found the non-
radiological impacts are not significant. 
On the basis of the EA, the NRC has 
concluded that the environmental 
impacts from the proposed action are 
expected to be insignificant and has 
determined not to prepare an 
environmental impact statement for the 
proposed action. 

IV. Further Information 
The EA and 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 
(ADAMS Accession Nos. ML041250426, 

ML041470132 and ML041830049). The 
PDR reproduction contractor will copy 
documents for a fee. These documents 
are also available for inspection and 
copying for a fee at the Region I Office, 
475 Allendale Road, King of Prussia, 
Pennsylvania, 19406. Persons who do 
not have access to ADAMS, should 
contact the NRC PDR Reference staff by 
telephone at 1–800–397–4209 or (301) 
415–4737, of by e-mail to pdr@nrc.gov.

Dated in King of Prussia, Pennsylvania this 
1st day of July, 2004. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
John D. Kinneman, 
Chief, Nuclear Materials Safety Branch 2, 
Division of Nuclear Materials Safety, Region 
I.
[FR Doc. 04–15592 Filed 7–8–04; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7590–01–P

RAILROAD RETIREMENT BOARD

Agency Forms Submitted for OMB 
Review 

Summary: In accordance with the 
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 (44 
U.S.C. chapter 35), the Railroad 
Retirement Board (RRB) has submitted 
the following proposal(s) for the 
collection of information to the Office of 
Management and Budget for review and 
approval. 

Summary of Proposal(s): 
(1) Collection title: Placement Service. 
(2) Form(s) submitted: ES–2, ES–21, 

ES–21c, UI–35, and Job Vacancies 
Reports. 

(3) OMB Number: 3220–0057. 
(4) Expiration date of current OMB 

clearance: 10/31/2004. 
(5) Type of request: Revision of a 

currently approved collection. 
(6) Respondents: Individuals or 

households, business or other for-profit, 
State, local or tribal government. 

(7) Estimated annual number of 
respondents: 9,500. 

(8) Total annual responses: 23,000. 
(9) Total annual reporting hours: 

1,452. 
(10) Collection description: Under the 

RUIA, the Railroad Retirement Board 
provides job placement assistance for 
unemployed railroad workers. The 
collection obtains information from job 
applicants, railroad employers and State 
Employment Service offices for use in 
placement, for providing referrals for job 
openings, reports of referral results and 
for verifying and monitoring claimant 
eligibility. 

Additional Information or Comments: 
Copies of the forms and supporting 
documents can be obtained from 
Charles Mierzwa, the agency clearance 
officer (312–751–3363) or 
Charles.Mierzwa@rrb.gov. 
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