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be made for their appsarance on the
-agenda.

Summary minutes of the meeting will
be avutlabi{e for public review at the
Freedom of Information Public Reading
Room, Room 1E~190, DOE, Forrestal
Building, 1000 Independence Avenua
SW., Washington, D.C;, belween the
hours of 8:00 a.m. and 4:30 pam,, Monday
through Friday. except Federal holidays,

Issued at Washington, D.C., on May 4, 1061,
Rognr W, A. LoGasete,

Acting Aegistant Secretary for Fossil Fnergy.

May 4, 1061, .
IFR Boc. 8114409 Filed 8-13-84; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 8450-D1-M

National Petroleum Councll, Alr Guallty
Task Group of the Commlitee on
Environmental Conservation; Meeting

Notice {s hereby glven that the Alr
Qualily Task Group of the Committee on
Environmental Conaervation has
rescheduled its meeting for May 1981,
The National Petroleum Council was
established lo provide advice,
Informatlen, snd recommendations to
the Secretary of Energy on mallers
relating lo ofl and natural gas or the oil
and natural gas industries, The
Committas on Environmental
Conservalion will analyze the .
environmental problems of the ofl and
gas industries and the impact of current
environmental control reguintions on the
avallabilily ahd costs of petroleum
products and natural gas. 1ta analysis
and findings will bo based on -
infarmatlon and dala to be gathered by
the varlous task groups. The thme, '
location and agenda of the Air Quality
‘Task Group meeting followa:

‘The Air Quality Tnsk Group mesting
has rescheduted its fourth meeling from .
May 20, 1901, to Wednesday, May 27,
1981, at 10:00 a.m,, In the Conference
Room of ihe National Petrolaum
Council, 1625 K Stroet, NW.,
Washington, 0,C. .

The tenlallva agenda for the meeting
follows: ,

1. Discuss Task Group asglgnments,

2. Review prellminary draft sections
of the Task Group report, .

3. Discuss any other matters pertinent
to the overall asslgnment of the Alr
Quality Task Group, -

The meeting is open to the public, The
Chalrman of the Air Quality Task Group
{8 empowered to conduct the meeling in
& fashion thal will, in his judgement,
facilitate the orderly conduct of

-business, Any member of the public who
wiahes o file a wrilten stalemont with
the Air Quality Task Group will be
permitted lo do so, sither before or after
the meeting. Mambera of the pubile who

*Acting Asslatant Secm!ar;; Jor Fossil Energy,

wish to make oral slatements should
Inform G, J. Parker, Office of Ol and
Natural Gas, Fosst] Bnergy, 202/633-
8303, prior to the meating and -

reagonable provision will be made for

. their appearance on the agenda,

Summary minutes of the meeting will
be 'avui!ubfe for public review at the
Freedom of Information Public Reading
Raom, Room [E~180, DOE, Forrestal
Building, 1000 Indepondence Avenue,

‘8W., Washington, D.C, belween the

hours of 8 &.m. and 4:00 p.m, Monday
through Friday, except Federal holidays,
. Tesued &1 Washington, D.C., on May 4, 1881,
Rogor W, A, LoGaosslo, - T

May 4, 1001,
{FR Doc. 61-14408 Filed 5-13-81: 85 em] - N
BILLING CODE 8450-01-M .

Program of Research and :
Development for Management and

‘Disposal of Commerclally Generated

Radloactive Wastes; Record of
Declslon : :

This Record of Decision has been
prepared pursumit to the Regulations of
tho Council on Environmental Qualily,
40 CFR Part 1505, on the selecilon of a

" slrategy for the disposal of

commercially-generated radfonctive
wastes and the supporting program of

. rasearch and development,

Deciston ‘ :

The United States Department of
Energy has decided to {1) adept a
strategy (o develop mined geologlo -
repositories for disposal of, . v
commercially-genorated high-level and
transuranic radioactive wastes (while
conlinuing to examine subseabed and
very deep hole disposal as potential
backup technologies) and (2) conduct a
research end development program to
develop repositories and the necessary
tachnology to ensure the safe long-term
containment and lsolation of thess

“wasles,

Description of Alternatives

Three alternatives were considcrédi
(1) Emphasize Mined Repositories,

" The research and development program

for waste management would emphasize
use of mined repositories In geologic
formationa in the continnntannllad
States capable of accepting radioactive
wastes from slthor the once-through or
reprocessing cycles (while continuing to

", examine subseabed and very deep hole

disposal as potential backup ,
technologles}). The program would -
concenlrate on {deniifying specific
locations for the construction of mined -
repositorles. This action would hot

precluda further study of other disposal
methods ns possible supplementary
methods for handiing of specific
lsotopes, - - . Co

(2) Parallel Technology Development..
The ressarch and development program
would emphasize the parallel -

development of several disposal . .+ -

methods, The research and developmen
program would be structured to bring
the knowledge and development siatus

of two or three disposal concepts to an -

approximately equal lovel, Based upon
the Department's current evalyation, the
Jikely candidate technologles for this
parallel development strategy would be:

wamnene B Ge0loghC disposal using |

conventiona) mining techniques,
b. Placemont in sediment beneath the

" deep ocean (subseabed),

¢, Disposal In very deep holes, L
Other disposal methods which were
onalyzed as candldales for

" consideration Included:

a. Disposal by injection of Hquld
wasta Inlo underground cavitles
resulting in metting of surrounding
rocks, - ‘

b. Geologlc disposal on tslands,

¢. Disposal by melting into
continental ice sheets, .

d, Injection into porous or fractured

" atrata beneath the earth's surface,

e. Transmutation of waste aclinides
in reactors to change to stable or short-
lived isotopas, and ~

f. disposal by rocket transport into
space, ° .

1[3) No-Action, Under this alternative
the Department'stescarchand
development programs for radloasiive
wasto disposal would be eliminated or
slgnificantly reduced and a declsfon on
a plan to dispose of commerctally-
genarated wastes would be deferred
indefinitely, . . - o

Basls for Decislon

The Department has declded to
proceed with a programmatic strategy
favoring the disposal of commerclally-
generated radioactive wastes In mined
geologic repositories. This declsjon is
based on the Department's commitment
to the early and successful solution of
the Natlon's nuclear waste disposal
problem so that the viability of nutlear
energy ne a fulure energy source for
America can be malntained. The
declsion also will save monay by
focusing Federal funds on the further
development of the most edvanced
disposal technique, : : :

Environmental effects consldered for
each of the three programmatic
alternatives—mined reposilorias,
parallel technology and no-getion—
included regional and world-wide
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radiologlcal impacts, commitmentof .
natural resources and cost. . o
Environmental effects were considered
for five nuclear power growth scenarlos
and for both the once-through and

. reprocessing fuel cycles, Comparison of
70-year whole-body dose accumulations
from norma! operations rovealed
somewhat higher doses for the parallel
technology than for tho mined repository
glternative, but the differences were not
large enough to be significant and doses .
were only a small fraction of the
naturally occurring dose even for the
highest nuclear growth cases exemined,
Dose acoumulations for the no-action
alternative wera somewhat lower, The
onalysis of the no-action alternatlve did

.. not, however, consider the need for, and

environmental effects of, additional

facilities when those in use have

excoeded their design lifetime, sinee it
was assumed that no Federal funda
would be used. :

In reaching its decialon to emphasize-
mined geologic repositories, the
Dapartment considered the
requiramenta for economic resources, -
Required resources consitlered fpr each
of the thres programmadtic alternatives -
inctuded steel, cement, dlesat fuel,
gasoline, propane, slectricity, and
manpewer, Reguirements for the
parallel technology generally ranged
two-to-three times higher than those for
the mined repository alternative. In no
case was the quantity of a required
resourco more than a small fraction of
the current United States rato of
produgtion of the resource.

The Department's declsion also -

. included a consideration of total syslem
cost, e, the cost of waste treatment,
storage, transport and disposal, The

. Department's research and development
and reposiiory sita qualification costs,
which are to boe racovered through feea
charged to the utilities for slorage and
disposal, were alao consldered, Based
on cost Informatlon summarized in ite
Final Environmental Impact Statement,
the Department concludes that the
parallel technology altermnative La
genorally more costly than the mined
repository alternative, This cosl of
wasle management and disposal {a
oxpected to add about two-to-six -
percent {0 the consumer's costof © ~ =~
eleciricity, . .

" The no-action alternative could be »
conhalrued ag contrary to the mandate
given the Department of Energy by law,
and in any event would be undesirable
because of the temporary nature of the
present slorage of wastes and the need
to construct additiong! facHities for
extendad storage as prosent facilities
reach thelr design lifelime. The

3

- Pepartment also feels the no-action

slternative Is unacceplable because of
the long-term radiologlcal risk posed by
the lack of effective containment of the
wastes, The Department has, for these
reasons, rejected the no-action
alternatlve, :
A number of weate disposal methods
other than mined repoesitories were
evaluated in the Department's Final
Environmenta} Impact Statement, |

Factors which wera considered in

evalualing each of these disposal
methods jncluded: (1) Radiological
effecta during the operational perfod, (2)
non-radiological effects, {3) complianca
with exlsting Natlonal and international

‘law, {4) Independtnce from futyre

development of the nuclear industry,
and (5) potential for carrective or

- mitigaling actions, The analysis of each

-?

of thesa factors showed a clear
preference for the mined geologlc
alternative. . .

From a consideration of lechnical
feasibllity, only two of the alternalive
waste disposal methods appeared
promising enough to warrant further
study: subseabed and very daep hole.
For subseabed, the Department has .
decided to continue studies of the
environmental technlcal, legal, and .
fnstiiutional fensibility of laolating
wasles within the sedimentary geolagio
formatlons-of the deep seabed, This
concept §s considered a longer-term
supplementary disposal method to

-mined repositories. The Department also

. very daep holé concept will emphasize -

foels that very deep hole disposal
warrants somae additional study as a

- possible backup for high-level waste

disposal, Further development of the

the capablity to lake corrective or
mitigating actions. :

While not a viable alternative for the

disposal of all high-level wastes, the

—wekhe other disposal methods

Department has ¢oncluded that space
disposal may be profilably studied for
{ts application to special disposal
concerns, e.g, more remote isolation of
long lived and environmentally mobile
radionuclides such as ¥Te and 1%,

considered by the Department {istand,
transmutation, rock mel, ice sheet, and
well-injection) were found 1o have no
clear advantage over mined geologlo
disposal and to provide no additional
complementary funclion, In some cases
these other technologles appeared
clearly less deslrable (for instange, in
the rock melt disposal concept the waste
is expected to be liquid for the Hrsl 1000
years and thus ls most mobile during the
ﬁarlod of greatest fiselon product

azard),

-Although the tevel of knowledge of
alternailve technologivs lo mined

geologle disposal is not comparable,
sufficion! evidence exisls to Isuppurt tha
Department's finding that there Is little
Hkelihood that any of these technologtes
would be superior, from an
environmental perspoctive, lo the
geologic alternative, -

Discussion of Environmentally -
Preferablo Alternative(s)

Based on the infermation prescented in
the Final Environmental Impact
Statement, the Depariment concludes
that the environmental impacts of the
‘program {o emphasize mined
repositories ara similar to those of the
parallel {echnology development
program, The evaluation of long-term
affects presented In the Final _
Environmental Impact Statemont -
indicates that minad geologic disposal,
and those other technologies which

. justify further considaration, would have
" similar environmental impact. The

Depariment has concluded tha! the no-
action alternative Is environmentaliy
unacceptable from a long-term
perspective and that neither of the two
remalning programmaltic alternatlves
can be identified as clearly preferrad
from an environmental viewpoint..

Mitigation

{Given the programmatic nature of the
proposal, it is difflonlt to address
specific measures that will be taken to
minimize adverse environmental
impacts resulling from this deciston,
However, the Department will evaluale
the adverse impacts of specific site
characterization activities and
repository construction at each
candidate site in slte apecific
environmental Impact statements and
will undertake mitigation activities
where appropriate, Mitigation activities
which may be needed were considered
in Sectlon 54 of the Final Environmental
Impact Statement, Conditions which
may require mitigation include fugitive
dust depositions from surface handling

" of mined material and runoff lo nearby

surlace waters,
Conclusion

The Dapartment has considered the
benefits, impacts, and costs of
reascnabla alternatives and has
concluded that ihe research.and
development program on disposal of
commorically-generated radioactive
wasies should focus on mined geologic
repositories, while continuing to
examine subseabed and very deep hole
disposal as potential backup
teclintologies,
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Dated: April 10, 1081,
Malilon E, Gales,
Acting Assistant Secralary for Nuclear
Energy. . . ,
{FR Daoc, 81-14406 Filed £-13-81: 8:46 amj
BILLINO CODE 8450-01-M

Civll Uses of Atoinlc Energy; Proposed
Subsequent Arrangement Betweon the
Unfted States and Republic of Turkey

Pursuant to section 131 of the Atomio -
Energy Act-of 1954, 66 amonded (42
U.8.C. 2160) notlce Is hereby given ofa
proposed "subsequent arrangement”
under the Agreement for Cooperation
Botween the Government of the United
Slates of America and the Government
of the Republic of Turkey Concerning
Civil Uscs of Atomic Energy, 83
amonded, - ‘ :

The subsequent arrangement to be
carrled oul under the above mentioned
agreemenl involves approval for the
shipment of enriched uranium/
aluminum alloy fuel containing
approximately 16 kilograms of uranfum
from Turkey to the DOE Savannah River
facility for reprocossing and storage of
recovered urantum, _

In accorddnce with section 131 of the
Atomlc Energy Act of 1954, as amended,
it has been determined that this
subsequen! arrangement will not be
fnimical to the common defense and
security. This nrrangement for relurning

. U.8. otlgin highly enrichod wranlum
(HEU) to the U.8. Is conslslent with U3,
non-proliferation policy in that it serves
10 reduce the amount of BEU abroad,

Thia subsequont arrangement will
take effect no sooner than May 20, 1981,

Dated: May 8, 1981,

For the Department of Enesgy,
Frod McGoldrck, .
Deputy Director for Nuolear Affaira,
International Nuclear and Technical
Programs,

[FR Doc. 81-14403 Fiied 5-13-51; 845 am}
BILLIKO CODE 8450-01-M

E¢onomic Regulatory Administration

Greenwood Utllities; Notlce and
(ssuance of an Order Granting a
Pormanent Exemption Pursuant to
Section 312 of the Powerplant and
Industrial Fuel Use Act

The Economic Regulatory
Administration {(ERA} of the Depariment
of Energy hereby gives notice of its
issuance of an Order granting a
permanent exemption, pursuant to the
authorily granted it by section 312{(h) of
the Powerplant and Industrinl Fue! Use
Act of 1878, 42 U.8.C. 8301 of seq. (FUA
or the Act), and the implementing

regulations thereunder (10 CFR 501.68
and 10 CFR Part 504), from the natural -
gns use prohibjtions of soction 301(a) of -
the Act to the following powerplant:

: ' . Powor.
b Gensra ard
_ Docket Mo, Pettionee O33R0 &Sz

81166-2063-02-42 Oteonwood Wikl umres  NO. 2
. \Hitttes, X .

The Order is ol forth following this
Notice and has been sent by certified
mail to the Petitioner. . ‘ ‘

The petitioner filed for this permanent
oxemption pursuant to 10 CFR 504.60
{Exemption for Use of Natural Gas by
Powerplant with Gapacity of Lesa Than

. 250 Miilion Blu's per hour, August 12,

1060, 45 FR 53709}, Notices of the
acceptance of this petition and the
availability of a Tentative Staff Analysis

. were published in the Fedoral Rogistor

on December 19, 1980 (45 FR 83052) and
April 9, 1961 (40 FR 20280}, respactively,
presenting an opportunity for public
comments and for interestad persons to
request a liearing relating to ihe petition
and the Tentative Staff Analysis. No
commonta were recelved,

The ex!sting electric powerplant listed
above, Wright unit No. 2 (Unit W-2),{s a
5.0 MW eloctrlc powerplant that uses

“natural gas and Is prohibited by section

301{a}{1) of FUA from using naturel gas
as a primary energy source on or after
January 1, 1690. Sectlon 301{a) () and
}3] of FUA prohibita this powerplant
rom using nalural gaa as o primari;
ant

4

- enargy source unless such powsrp

burned natural gas as a primary energy
gource In 1977, and then In no proportion
greater than the average yearly
proportion which the powerplant used in
calendar years 1674 through 19876, unless
an exemption has been granted by ERA.

Statement of Ronsons

_Eligibility and evidentlary -
requirements governing the permanent
exemption for use of naturai gas by a
powerplant with capacity of less than
250 million Btu's per hour are set forth at
10 CFR 504.60, Under 10 CFR 504.60(a}, &
potitioner may show eligiblilty for this
oxemption by making certaln '
corlifications, Greenwood has mnade the
following certifications in its petition:

(1) Unit W-2 has a design capability
of consuming fuel at a fuel heat input
rate of less than 250 millfon Blu's per
hour;

(2) Unit W-2 was a baseload
powerplant on April 20, 1877; -

(3) Unit W-2 ig not capable of burning
solid coal, and no suitable conl
derlvalive is available; and

* Administration {ERA) of the Department

(4) Use of a mixture of an alternale
fuel and natural gas or petroleum for
which on exemplion would bo available
{5 not technically or economically
foasible In Unit W-2, _

The ERA staff has examined the -
foregoing cerlifications made by
Greenwood and has détermined that
thoy fulfill the requirements of 10 CFR

. 504.60(a). Accordingly, ERA 1s granting

Greonwood the requested exemption for
Wright Unit No. 2. Thig exemption will
be subject to the terms and conditlona
specified in the Decision and Ordet.

Any questlons regarding this-
permanent exemption should be
directed to Mr, James W, Workman,
Director, Powerplants Conversion
Diviston, Offlce of Fuels Converslon,
Economic Regulatory Administration,
Department of Energy, Room 3002F, 2000
M Street NW., Washington, D.C, 20401,
(202) 653-4268.

Deciston ond Order

" 'The Fconomic Regulatory

of Energy hereby issues this Decislon
and Order granting a permanent
exemptlon from the prohibltions of
section 301(a) (1), (2) and (3} of tha
Powerplant and Industrial Fuel Use Act
of 1078, 42 U.8.C. 8301 st seq. (FUA or .
the Act), This Declsion and Order s
{gsued pureuant to section 312(h) of

FUA, 10 CFR 501,68 and 10 CFR 504.60 to

the petitioner who owna or operates the
powerplant listed in the table below,

Docket o, © Petitotor
. calbl
' Mo. 2

B1166-200-02-42 Groorwood  Pight e
- Utitles,

Effective Date of Doclslon and Order

Wright Unit No. 2 is currently allowed
to burn natural gas until October 31,
1981, under a special temporary public
Interest exemption which ERA granted

" to Greenwood Utilities pursuant {o 10

CFR Part 508, This Declsion and Order
ghall become effective upon the
expiration of the present special
temporary public interesl exempiion on
QOctober 31, 1061,

Terms and Conditions

Pursuant to section 314 of FUA, and 10
CFR 504.80(b), the permanent exemption
granted undsr this Declsion and Order 8
conditioned upon, and shall remain in
affect, so long ae the petitioner, its
successors and assigns, complies with
the following terms and conditions:
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