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CEQ  POLICY  STATEMENT  ON  NEPA 

This  issue  of  the  102  Monitor  contains  testimony 
given  by  the  Honorable  Russell  E.  Train,  Chairman  of 
the  Council  on  Environmental  Quality,  before  a  joint 
hearing  of  the  Senate  Committees  on  Public  Works  and 

Interior  and  Insular  Affairs.   The  Chairman's  remarks 

reflect  the  Council's  position  on  the  importance  of 
NEPA  and  the  effectiveness  of  its  role  in  the  govern- 

ment decision-making  process.   The  statement  is  on 

page  2 . 

EPA  Comments  in  the  Monitor 

Beginning  this  month,  the  102  Monitor  will  publish 
listings  of  those  environmental  impact  statements 
which  have  been  commented  on  by  the  Environmental 

Protection  Agency.   These 
are  comments  which  EPA  is 

required  to  make  under 
section  102  (2) (C)  of  NEPA 
and  section  309  of  the  Clean 

Air  Act.   Similar  weekly 
listings  can  be  found  in  the 
Federal  Register.   This 

month's  listings  begin  on 
page  78 . 
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STATEMENT  BY  THE  HONORABLE  RUSSELL  E.    TRAIN, 
CHAIRMAN,    COUNCIL  ON  ENVIRONMENTAL  QUALITY, 

BEFORE  THE  JOINT  HEARING  OF  THE  SENATE  COMMITTEES 
ON  PUBLIC  WORKS  AND  INTERIOR  AND  INSULAR  AFFAIRS 

ON  THE  NATIONAL  ENVIRONMENTAL  POLICY  ACT 
MARCH  1,    1972 

Mr.    Chairman,   I  welcome  this    opportunity  to  review  with  your 

Committees  the  implementation  of  the  National  Environmental  Policy 

Act  (NEPA).     It  is  particularly  appropriate  that  this  be  a  joint  review 

since  your  Committees  have  shared  in  authorizing  the  Council's 

activities   (in  NEPA  and  the  Environmental  Quality  Improvement  Act 

of  1970)  and  both  held  hearings  on  the  Council's  first  annual  environ- 

mental quality  report.     We  have  also  followed  the  practice  of  consulting 

with  both  your  Committees  before  issuing  the  Council's  Guidelines  on 

environmental  impact  statements. 

I  would  like  to  state  in  the  strongest  terms  the  Council's  support 

for  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  and  its  effective  implemen- 

tation.    In  our  opinion  it  represents  one  of  the  most  significant  policy 

making  reforms  in  recent  history.      We  have  been  given  very  strong 

backing  by  the  Executive  Order  (E.  O.    11514)  which  the  President  issued 

to  implement  the  Act.     This  Executive  Order  gives  the  Council  co- 

ordinating and  Guideline  authorities  with  respect  to  NEPA  which  have 

been  essential  in  early  implementation  of  the  Act. 



Pursuant  to  Executive  Order  11514  the  Council  has  issued  Guide- 

lines on  Environmental  Impact  Statements   (36  Fed.  Reg.    7724-7729, 

April  23,    1971)  and  has  overseen  the  issuance  by  virtually  all  the 

relevant  Federal  agencies  of  NEPA  procedures  addressed  to  their 

particular  programs  (36  Fed.    Reg.    23666,   Dec.    11,    1971).      I  offer 

copies  of  the  Executive  Order,   the  Guidelines  and  the  Federal  Register 

citations  to  agency  procedures  for  insertion  in  your  record.       You  will 

note  that  nine  Departments  and  over  thirty  agencies  have  now  issued 

NEPA  procedures. 

According  to  the  latest  issue  of  the  102  Monitor,   the  Council's 

monthly  publication  listing  environmental  impact  statements  received, 

we  now  have  received  draft  and  final  environmental  impact  statements 

on  almost  2400  Federal  actions.       The  agency-by-agency  and  types-of- 

action  tabulations  appear  as  an  attachment  to  my  statement.      Since  we 

get  draft  and  final  impact  statennents  on  each  action, we  have  now  received 

over  4,  000  impact  statements  and  they  are  coming  in  at  the  rate  of  over 

200  a  month  or  about  10  per  working  day.       About  half  come  from  DOT 

(principally  on  airports  and  highways).       The  next  largest  groups  are 

those  on  water  resource  projects  (about  a  fourth  of  the  total)  and  power 

(about  100  actions).       The  general  quality  of  these  statements  has 

steadily  improved.     The  Council's  objectives  in  the  review  of  102 
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statements  are  principally  three:     (1)  to  check  agency  compliance  with 

NEPA  and  the  Council's  Guidelines,      (2)  to  identify  environmental 

problem  areas  where  some  general  reform  via  executive  order  or 

legislation  would  be  desirable,     and  (3)  to  monitor  important  and  highly 

significant  actions  via  the  102  process.       The  Council's  objective, 

which  is  supported  by  the  language  and  legislative  history  of  NEPA,    is 

to  bring  the  NEPA  process  in  agency  decision-making  as  close  to  a  self- 

operative  procedure  as  possible.       If  an  assessment  of  environmental 

impacts  is  available  to  the  decision  makers  in  a  timely  and  intelligible 

form,    if  there  is  ample  public  notice  and  opportxmity  for  comment  or 

hearings,   and  if  the  expert  Federal,   State  and  local  commenting  agencies 

do  their  job,   there  should  be  little  need  for  CEQ  intervention  in  most 

cp-ses.       While  the  Covincil  recognizes  that  we  have  not  reached  this 

ideal  state  of  affairs  and  that  the  quality  of  agency  performance  varies, 

its  objective  is  to  build  up  the  environmental  judgment  of  the  agencies 

rather  than  to  substitute  its  own. 

We  share  with  the  Administrative    Conference  of  the  United  States 

the  view  that  the  addition  of  NEPA  in  the  Federal  agency  decision-making 

process  has  had  the  following  five  great  merits: 

1.     NEPA,    as  the  President  recognized  by  making  its  signing  his 

first  official  act  of  the  decade  of  the  70's,   is  an  irnportant  step 
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in  a  national  reordering  of  priorities.       Section  102  (1)  states 

that  "to  the  fullest  extent  possible  .  .  .    the  policies,    regulations 

and  public  laws  of  the  United  States  shall  be  interpreted  and 

administered  in  accordance  with  the  policies  set  forth  in  this 

Act.  "      This  means  that  all  Federal  agencies  in  exercising 

their  responsibilities  have  authority  to  give  positive  protection 

to  the  environment  in  their  programs.       The  leading  decision 

on  this  point,    Zabel  v.    Tabb,    430  F.    2d  199  (5th  Cir.    1970), 

held  that  NEPA,   together  with  the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Coordina- 

tion Act,    enables  the  Corps  of  Engineers,    for  example,   to 

apply  environmental  considerations  in  the  grant  or  denial  of 

dredge  and  fill  permits. 

2.  NEPA,   together  with  Executive  Order  11514  and  the  Council's 

Guidelines,    requires  an  airing  of  the  issues  involved  in  Govern- 

ment decision-making  when  the  environment  is  involved. 

Formerly  closed  informal  administrative  procedures  are  now 

opened  to  public  view  and  to  comment  by  relevant  Federal  and 

State  expertise  and  by  the  public.      This  is  particularly  signifi- 

cant and  useful  for  decisions  about  the  public  domain. 

3.  NEPA,   together  with  the  Council's  Guidelines,   tends  to  force 

agencies  to  articulate  their  decisions  and  the  grounds  for  their 
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decisions.  The  result  of  the  requirement  to  assess  environ- 

mental impacts,  analyze  alternatives  and  seek  comments  can 

only  be  more  informed  decision-making. 

4.  NEPA  is  requiring  the  agencies  to  develop  in-house  expertise 

in  varied  disciplines.       To  prepare  the  statements  and  make 

the  underlying  assessnnents,   agencies  are  being  forced  to 

acquire  new  personnel  with  training  in  environmental  sciences. 

As  a  result,   the  agencies  will  in  time  develop  institutional 

viewpoints  more  sympathetic  to  environmental,   as  opposed  to 

purely  programmatic,   values. 

5.  NEPA  carries  with  it  court  enforceability  of  its  requirements. 

This  means  that  it  cannot  be  ignored  and  that  top  level  agency 

management  must  take  a  fresh  look  at  ongoing  policies  and 

programs  in  terms  of  their  environmental  impacts.       This  has 

some  very  positive  advantages  for  agency  leadership  that  is 

seeking  to  revitalize  and  reshape  agency  thinking  and  perform- 

ance. 

At  the  Council  we  have  fo\ind  that  the  environmental  policies  of 

NEPA  provide  a  flexible  and  far-reaching  means  of  reviewing  govern- 

ment decision-making  as  we  put  together  packages  of  legislation  and 

administrative  action  for  the  President's  Environmental  Messages. 
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We  have  reexamined  tax  policy,    energy  policy,    land  use  questions, 

pollution  controls,    transportation  policies  and  recreation  issues,    all 

vmder  the  broad  rubric  of  the  "environment,  "      We  see  in  the  Interior 

Department's  proposed  new  organic  legislation  for  management  of  the 

public  lands,   the  AEC's  more  comprehensive  and  early  review  of 

nuf'.lear  power  plants,   and  the  new  Interior-HUD-DOT  coordination 

implicit  in  the  President's  revised  State  land  use  policy  bill  the  trans- 

lation of  NEPA  policies  into  better  management.       NEPA  can  be  used 

to  upgrade  the  quality  of  analysis  of  alternatives,    consultation  and 

decision-making.       In  short,   we  believe  smart  agency  leadership  should 

see  NEPA  as  an  opportunity  rather  than  a  stumbling  block. 

Having  mentioned  Court  enforceability  of  NEPA,   I  will  give  you 

some  comments  on  this  important  aspect  of  the  Act:      As  of  February  15, 

we  had  identified  17  Court  of  Appeals  decisions  and  over  50  District 

Court  decisions  applying  NEPA  (with  new  decisions  being  received  at 

least  once  a  week).       (1  am  offering  citations  to,    and  brief  summaries 

of,   these  decisions  for  insertion  in  your  record.  )      Overall  we  have 

identified  about  160  NEPA  cases  in  the  follo\ving  categories:     43  against 

DOT,    34  against  the  Corps,    8  against  the  rest  of  DOD,    17  against 

Interior,    15  against  USDA,    13  against  AEC,    9  against  HUD,   and  the 

remainder  against  a  scattering  of  agencies. 



As  an  indication  of  the  extent  to  which  judicial  decisions  under 

NEPA  are  blocking  or  delaying  agency  action,   however,    the  number 

of  suits  filed  can  be  misleading.       For  example,    of  all  the  suits  filed 

under  the  Act,    only  a  small  proportion  (less  than  15  percent)  have 

resulted  in  Government  actions  being  held  up  in  whole   or  in  part. 

Even  in  these  instances,   the  court  has  ordered  only  a  temporary  halt  -- 

pending  either  trial,   preparation  of  a  102  statement,    or  revision  of 

agency  NEPA  procedures.       The  projects  and  agencies  involved  are 

listed  in  an  insert  1  am  offering  for  the  record. 

With  respect  to  reported  opinions  construing  NEPA,   most  courts 

have  adopted  a  liberal  view  of  NEPA  in  accordance  with  the  broad  poli- 

cies expressed  in  the  Act,    while  at  the  same  time  adhering  to  well- 

established  doctrines  limiting  the  scope  of  judicial  review  of  agency 

decisions.      (There  has  as  yet  been  no  Supreme  Court  opinion  constru- 

ing NEPA,   although  it  has  received  mention  in  a  number  of  opinions.  ) 

Courts  are  giving  close  attention  to  ensuring  that  agencies  follow 

the  procedures  prescribed  in  Section  102  (2)  (C)  and  other  provisions 

of  the  Act  with  respect  to  preparing  environmental  statements  and 

applying  environmental  considerations.       The  judicial  role  under  NEPA 

thus  appears  to  be  in  line  with  the  traditional  one  of  ensuring  that 

governmental  process  prescribed  by  statute  is  working  correctly 
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without  attempting  to  second-guess  the  actual  agency  decision  as  to 

the  proper  balance  to  strike  between  environmental  concerns  and 

other  national  goals. 

We  have  attempted  to  analyze  the  significant  general  NEPA  issues 

handled  to  date  by  the  courts  and  they  seem  to  be  as  follows: 

a.  The  applicability  of  NEPA  to  Federal  actions  initiated  prior 

to  NEPA.    --  Here  the  leading  opinions  among  the  Circuit  Courts  are 

Calvert  Cliffs  Coordinating  Com,    v.   AEC,    449  F.  2d  1109,    2  E.R.  C. 

1779  (D.    C.    Cir.    1971),    Penna.    Environmental  Council  v.    Bartlett, 

3E.R.C.    1421   (3d  Cir.    1971),    and  Greene  County  Planning  Board  v. 

FPC,    3  E.R.  C.    1595  (2d  Cir.,    Jan.    17,    1972).       There  are  at  least 

a  half  dozen  district  court  opinions.       We  believe  that  these  opinions 

sustain  the  position  taken  in  Section  11  of  the  Council's  Guidelines  -- 

that  with  respect  to  projects  or  programs  initiated  prior  to  January  1, 

1970,   where  it  is  not  practicable  to  reassess  the  basic  course  of  action, 

it  is  still  important  that,   by  doing  an  environmental  impact  statement, 

further  incremental  major  actions  be  shaped  so  as  to  minimize  adverse 

environmental  consequences. 

b.  Interpreting  the  key  phrases  "major"  (action)  and  "significant" 

(as  in  "significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the  human  environment").    -- 

To  date  there  have  been  few  cases  directly  relevant  to  these  problems 



-10- 

of  interpretation.       Our  aim  is  to  give  greater  precision  to  these  con- 

cepts via  the  CEQ  Guidelines  and  more  particularly,   with  respect  to 

individual  agency  programs,   through  the  agency  NEPA  procedures. 

As  you  know,   these  agency  procedures  are  published  in  the  Federal 

Register   and  we  have  invited  comment.     Increasingly  we  would  expect 

the  courts  to  apply  the  rule  that  "As/uch  administrative  interpretation 

cannot  be  ignored  except  for  the  strongest  reasons,   particularly  where 

the  interpretation  is  a  construction  of  the  statute  by  the  men  designated 

by  the  statute  to  put  it  into  effect.  "    EDF  v.    TVA,    3  E.  R.  C.    1553 

(E.  D.  Tenn.  ,    Jan.    1972).       Indeed,   a  very  well-reasoned  opinion  of 

Judge  GignoTox  has  just  followed  this  approach  in  upholding  a  Department 

of  Defense  determination  that  no  impact  statement  was  needed  on  a  pro- 

posed action.       Citizens  for  Reid  State  Park  v.    Laird,    3  E.  R.C.    1580 

(D.   Me.    Jan.    21,    1972). 

c.     Preparation  and  content  of  environmental  statements.    --  Three 

of  the  most  important  NEPA  decisions  to  date  are  the  decisions  of  the 

Court  of  Appeals  for  the  District  of  Columbia  in  Calvert  Cliffs  Coordi- 

nating Committee  v.  AEC,   449  F.   2d  1109,    2  E.  R.  C.    1779  (D.    C. 

Cir.    1971),    Committee  for  Nuclear  Responsibility  v.    Seaborg,  3  E.R.C. 

1127  (D.    C.    Cir.    1971),   and  Natural  Resources  Defense  Council  v. 

Morton   (D.    C.    Cir.    Jan.    13,    1972).       Each  of  those  opinions  discusses 
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in  some  detail  the  function  which  the  102  (2)   (C)  statement  should  ful- 

fill and  the  considerations  which  should  go  into  preparation  of  such 

statements. 

Each  of  these  opinions  reaffirm  the  view  that  NEPA,    at  the  very- 

least,   is  a  "full  disclosure  law,  "  requiring  conscientious  attention  to 

"all  kno^vn  possible  environmental  consequences  of  proposed  agency 

action."      Environmental  Defense  Fund  v.    Corps  of  Engineers,    2  E.  R.C. 

1260,    1267  (E.  D.    Ark.    1971).       In  this  respect,    these  decisions  make 

clear  that  NEPA  only  requires  what  should  already  be  implicit  in  the 

notion  of  responsible  decision-making.       Decisions  which  ignore  adverse 

environmental  effects  of  proposed  actions  are  excluding  relevant  costs 

and  disadvantages  which  can  only  make  then  less  than  fully  responsible 

choices. 

d.      Citizen  Participation  in  NEPA.    --  Although  the  National  Environ- 

mental Policy  Act  does  not  explicitly  refer  to  securing  public  participa- 

tion in  the  agency's  environmental  assessments.    Executive  Order  11514 

suggests  that  agencies  develop  "procedures  to  ensure  the  fullest  practi- 

cable provision  of  timely  public  information  and  understanding  of  Federal 

plans  and  programs  with  environmental  impact  in  order  to  obtain  the 

vi6ws  of  interested  parties.  "      Provisions  in  the  CEQ  Guidelines  for 

draft' and  final  environmental  statements,   and  for  making  such  statements 
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available  for  public  comment  reflect  this  concern  for  public  involve- 

ment, as  do  judicial  opinions  upholding  citizen  standing  to  bring  suit 

under  NEPA. 

The  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  Second  Circuit  has  recently  stressed 

the  importance  of  ensuring  that  environmental  statements  are  made 

available  for  --  and  ultimately  take  into  accotint  --  examination  and 

comment  by  interested  members  of  the  public.       See  Greene  County 

Planning  Board  v.    FPC,    3E.  R.C.    1595  (2d  Cir.  ,    Jan.    17,    1972). 

This  decision,   however,   also  draws  attention  to  the  fact  that  liberal 

provision  for  citizen  participation  in  agency  decisions  under  NEPA 

carries  with  it  corresponding  obligations  for  citizen  adherence  to 

established  agency  review  procedures.       Other  courts  have  similarly 

indicated  that  citizens  who  have  actual  notice  of  agency  procedures 

designed  to  secure  public  participation  in  the  decision-making  process, 

and  who  fail  to  take  advantage  of  such  procedures,    should  not  later  be 

able  to  challenge  the  agency  action  in  a  judicial  proceeding.       See 

Sierra  Club  v.    Hardin,    2  E.  R.  C.    1385,    1396-97  (D.   Alaska,    1971). 

By  combining  these  doctrines  of  "laches"  and  "exhaustion  of  administra- 

tive remedies"  with  broad  opportunity  for  public  participation  in  the 

agency's  environmental  assessments,    courts  are   helping  to  ensure  that 

the  agency  decision-making  process  is  both  responsive  to  the  public  and 

at  the  same  time  not  subjected  to  undue  and  untimely  delay. 
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From  what  I  have  said  it  should  be  clear  that,   by  and  large,    we 

think  the  Courts  have  been  doing  a  sound  job  in  applying  NEPA.      Where 

there  have  been  difficulties  it  has  usually  been  the  case  that  a  guideline 

of  the  Council  or  an  agency  procedure  grounded  in  NEPA's  legislative 

history  has  been  challenged  or  ignored  by  a  Court.      This  was  true  in 

the  Calvert  Cliffs    case  with  respect  to  AEC's  treatment  of  water  quality 

agency  certification  of  water  quality  issues,    and  in  the  Kalur  case  which 

required  that  environmental  impact  statements  be  done  on  environmental 

protective  regulatory  actions  concurred  in  by  EPA,    such  as  the  Refuse 

Act  Permit  Program.       In  the  Quad  Cities  case  the  Court  was  unwilling 

to  permit  AEC  interim  partial  licensing  of  nuclear  plants  started  prior 

to  NEPA  pending  completion  of  the  NEPA  review.       We  regarded  AEC's 

treatment  of  this  problem  in  its  post  Calvert  Cliffs  regulations  as  a 

reasonable  transitional   arrangement  in  accordance  with  our  Guidelines 

and  NEPA  and  so  advised  the  Interior  Committee  at  hearings  last 

November. 

We  believe  that  the  best  interests  of  NEPA  and  the  environment  are 

served  if  we  find  some  solution  to  the  three  problem  cases  I  have  men- 

tioned.      We  think  that  refusal  to  find  solutions  to  these  problems  will, 

in  the  long  run,   weaken  NEPA  rather  than  strengthen  it.       With  respect 

to  the  question  raised  in  Calvert  Cliffs  about  treatment  of  water  quality 
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agency  rulings  in  AEC  proceedings,   we  have  endorsed  the  approach 

taken  in  Section  511  (d)  of  the  Senate  water  quality  bill.      With  respect 

to  the  Kalur  case,   we  believe  that  the  policy  of  Section  5   (d)  of  our 

Guidelines  and  of  the  underlying  House  and  Senate  legislative  history 

of  NEPA  --  that  the  impact  statement  procedures  not  apply  to  environ- 

mental protective  regulatory  activities  such  as  water  quality  permits, 

needs  to  be  confirmed. 

Mr.    Chairman,   there  has  been  a  suggestion  in  some  quarters  that 

this  is  a  broad  exemption  possibly  excluding  many  Federal  agencies 

from  producing  impact  statements  on  their  environmental  protective 

regulatory  actions.       This  is  absolutely  not  our  intent,   and  our  past 

practice  shows  how  restrictive  our  interpretation  has  been.    Our  present 

Guidelines  provide:     "(d)    Because  of  the  Act's  legislative  history, 

environmental  protective  regulatory  activities  concurred  in  or  taken 

by  the    Environmental  Protection  Agency  are  not  deemed  actions  which 

require  the  preparation  of  environmental  statements  under  Section 

102   (2)   (C)  of  the  Act.  "      We  believe  that  this  should  be  confirmed  and 

that  we  be  given  specific  guidance  as  to  whether  this  principle  is  to  be 

applied  in  any  other  case. 

With  respect  to  the  Quad  Cities  case,  we  support  the  proposal 

to  be  made  by  AEC  for  statutory  confirmation  of  its  Calvert  Cliffs 

regulations  on  interim  licensing  of  plants  pending  full  compliance 
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with  NEPA.       In  the  longer  run  for  power  plant  siting  problems,   we 

have  also  strongly  supported  the  Administration's  power  plant  siting 

legislation  as  a  solution  to  questions  now  resolved  on  an  incomplete 

and  ad  hoc  basis  under  NEPA. 

1  believe  that  in  these  instances  what  we  basically  need  is  clari- 

fication of  >vhat  we  had  \inderstood,    on  the  basis  of  guidelines  checked 

with  the  relevant  committees,    to  be  your  intent.       Our  own  view  is 

that  with  these  clarifications,   no  more  general  change  in  NEPA  is 

warranted  at  this  time. 

We  are  monitoring  agency  experience  with  NEPA  closely.       I 

submit  for  the  record  two  memoranda  we  have  sent  out  to  the  agencies 

this  week  on  the  need  for  continuous  effort  to  improve  their  NEPA  pro- 

cedures. 

We  will  follow  your  hearings  closely  and  may  have  some  suggestions 

to  make  when  they  are  concluded.       In  the  Council  we  feel  that  the  NEPA 

process,    if  we  do  not  overload  the  system  and  admit  of  a  reasonable 

degree  of  administrative  flexibility  under  the  Council's  Guidelines,   will 

achieve  a  significant  improvement  in  agency  decision-making,    serving 

both  program  and  environmental  goals.     The  NEPA  process  is,   of  course, 

experimental  in  nature  and  we  expect  to  find  ways  to  sharpen  its  focus. 

But  in  Qur  view  it  represents  an  outstanding  joint  effort  by  Congress,   the 

Executive  Branch,   the  courts  and  the  public  in  upgrading  Government's 

performance,   and  we  feel  privileged  to  participate. 
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SOURCES  FOR  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENTS 

In  order  to  receive  more  efficient  and  prompt  service, 
requestors  are  urged  to  order  draft  and  final  impact  statements 

from  the  Department  of  Commerce ' s  National  Technical  Information 
Service  (NTIS)  rather  than  the  preparing  agency.   Each  state- 

ment will  be  assigned  an  order  number  that  will  appear  in  the 
102  Monitor  (at  the  end  of  the  summary  of  each  statement)  and 

also  in  the  NTIS  semi-monthly  Announcement  Series  No.  68, 
"Environmental  Pollution  and  Control."   (An  annual  subscription 
costs  $5.00  and  can  be  ordered  from  the  NTIS,  U.S.  Department 
of  Commerce,  Springfield,  Virginia   22151.) 

Final  statements  will  be  available  in  microfiche  as 

well  as  paper  copy-   A  paper  copy  of  any  statement  can  be  ob- 
tained by  writing  NTIS  at  the  above  address  and  enclosing 

$3.00  and  the  order  number.   A  microfiche  costs  $0.95. 
(Paper  copies  of  documents  that  are  over  300  pages  are  $6.00.) 

NTIS  is  also  offering  a  special  "package"  in  which  the 
subscriber  receives  all  statements  in  microfiche  for  $0.35  per 
statement. 

Statements  will  still  be  available  for  public  scrutiny 
in  the  document  rooms  of  the  various  agencies.   However,  only 
limited  copies  will  be  available  for  distribution. 

Yet  another  possible  source  of  statements  is  from  the 
Environmental  Law  Institute,  1346  Connecticut  Avenue,  N.W. , 
Washington,  D.C.   20036.   To  order  a  document,  please  indicate 
the  Department,  date,  and  ELR  Order  #  (given  at  the  end  of 
each  summary) .   The  Institute  charges  $0.10  per  page,  and  as 
you  will  note  the  number  of  pages  is  also  given  at  the  end  of 
the  summaries.   Please  enclose  the  correct  amount  of  money 
with  your  order  and  mark  the  envelope  to  the  attention  to  the 
"Document  Service." 
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60URCE  FOR  BACK  ISSUES  OF 

THE  102  MONITOR 

Because  the  supply  of  past  issues  of  the  102  Monitor  is  not 
sufficient  to  meet  all  requests,  a  list  is  provided  below 

indicating  where  the  various  issues  of  the" 102  Monitor 
appeared  in  the  Congressional  Record.   You  may  wish  to  order 
these  Congressional  Records  from  the  Superintendent  of 
Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C. 
20402  ($.25  per  copy). 

page  E  3607)  -  April  28,  1971 

page  E  5151)  -  May  27,  1971 

page  E  6023)  -  June  16,  1971 

page  E  8458)  -  July  28,  1971 

page  E  9483)  -  September  13,  1971 

page  E  10002)  -  September  24,  1971 

page  E  11596)  -  November  1,  1971 

page  E  12213)  -  November  15,  1971 

Vol. 1,  Nos.  1,  2, &  3 

Congressional Record 

Vol 1,  No.  4 

Congressional Record 

Vol 1,  No-  5 

Congressional Record 

Vol 1,  No.  6 

Congressional Record 

Vol 1,  No.  7 

Conaressional Record 

Vol 1,  No.  8 

Congressional Record 

Vol 1,  No.  9 

Congressional Record 

Vol .  1,  No  10 

Congressional Record 

Vol .  1.  No  11 

Congressional Record 

Vol .  1,  No.  12 

Conaressional Record 

Vol .  2,  No.  1 

Congressional Record 

page  E  13322)  -  December  11,  1971 

page  E  76)'  -  January  18,  1972 

page  E  1886)  -  March  2,  1972 
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To  Superintendent  of  Docu- 
ments, Government  Print- 

ing Office,  Washington, 
D.C.    20402 

Date 

.,  19- 
Naffl« 

Street  addren   

City   

State        Zip  Code 

roil  USE  OF  auPT.  or  ooca. 

Enclosed 

To  be  mailed 
later    

Subscription   

Refund   

Coupon  Refund  . 

Postase  _   

CATAIXXI  NO. 
QUAN- 
TITY 

DESIRED 
TITIA  OF  PUBLICATION PRICE 

PER 
COPY 

TOTAL 

s   

FOR  ADDITIONAL  SPACE  AHACH  ANOTHER  SHEET.                          TOTAL  AMOUNT  ENCLOSED.. s   
IMPORTANT 

Please  include  your  ZIP  CODE  when  Rllins  out  the  moilins  label  below. 

U.S.  GOVERNMENT  PRINTING  OFFICE 
PUBLIC  DOCUMENTS  DEPARTMENT 

WASHINGTON,  D.C.      20402 

OFFICIAL  BUSINESS 

RETURN  AFTER  5  DAYS POSTAGE  AND  FEES  PAD 
U.$.  GOVERNMENT  PUNTING  OFHCB 

Name   

Street  address  - 

City  and  State ZIP  Code 
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ON  THE  FOLLOWING  PAGES  ARE  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENTS  RECEIVED 
BY  THE  COUNCIL  FROM  FEBRUARY  1  THROUGH  FEBRUARY  2  9,  1972 

Note:   At  the  head  of  the  listing  of  statements  received  from 
each  agency  is  the  name  of  an  individual  who  can  answer  questions 
regarding  those  statements. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTL'RE 

Contact:   Dr.  T.  C.  Byerly 
Office  of  the  Secretary 
Washington,  B.C.  20250 

(202)  388-7803 

Title  and  Description  Date 

Agricultural  Research  Service 

DRAFT 

Removal  of  Canada  Plum  to  Control  Green  Peach  Aphid  in  2/3 
Aroostook  and  Penobscot  Counties,  Maine.   The  overwintering 

host  plant  (Canada  plum)  of  the  green  peach  aphid  will  be 
removed  by  chemical  and  mechanical  methods  from  certain  test 
areas  in  Maine.   The  trees  will  be  cut  and  the  stiamps  painted 
with  ammonium  sulfamate.   Trees  left  uncut  will  be  sprayed 
with  the  insecticide  demeton.   (ELR  Order  #  1808,  10  pages) 

(NTIS  Order  #  PB-  206  386-D) 

Agricultural  Stabilization  and  Conservation  Service 

DRAFT 

Commitment  of  25,700  acres  to  new  continental  cane  2/2 
sugar  production.  Lower  Rio  Grande  Valley,  Cameron, 
Willacy,  Hidalgo  and  Starr  Counties,  Texas .   Involves 
construction  of  a  raw  sugar  processing  facility  in  the 
area.   (ELR  Order  #  1777,  7  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB- 
206  263-D) 
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Animal  and  Plant  Health  Services 

DRAFT 

Rangeland  Grasshopper  Cooperative  Control  Program.   Malathion   2/11 
treatment  on  approximately  2  million  acres  in  Colorado, 
Idaho  and  Oregon  with  the  possibility  of  some  treatment  in 
other  states.   (ELK  Order  #  1870,  20  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB- 

206  557-D) 

Forest  Service 

DRAFT 

Clarkdale-Williams  Highway  Proposal  State  279:   Coconino,       2/11 
Prescott  and  Kaibab  National  Forests,  Yavapai  and  Cocconino 
Counties,  Arizona.   The  extension  of  SH.  279  from  Clarkdale 
to  Williams.   This  includes  the  new  construction  of  approximately 
21  miles  of  paved  highway  and  the  eventual  reconstruction  of 
23  miles  of  existing  paved  road.   (ELR  Order  #  1884,  60  pages) 

(NTIS  Order  #  PB-2  06  580-D) 

Beaverhead  National  Forest,  Madison  and  Beaverhead  Counties,    2/16 

Montana.   Herbicide  control  of  Big  Sage  brush  with  2,  4- 
dichlorophenoxyacetic  acid.   Specific  control  areas  are  being 
planned  and  designated  on  the  ground  by  the  Ranger  with  the 
assistance  of  specialists  in  ecology,  wildlife  biology,  soil 

science  and  range  science.   The  chemical  2 , 4-D  may  have  some 

effect  on  animal  organisms  and  non-target  plants."  (ELR 
Order  #  1957,  73  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  786-D) 

1972  Siskiyou   National  Forest  Herbicide  Program,  Josephine,    1/28 
Curry  and  Coos  counties,  Oregon.    The  selective 
herbicides  2, 4-D,  2,4,5-T,  or  atrazine  will  be  applied  to 
213  separate  tracts  totaling   11,858  acres  during  one  of  two 
application  seasons.   Reduction  of  vegetative  competition 
to  increase  survival  of  newly  planted  conifer  seedlings  is  the 
treatment  objection.   (ELR  Order  #  1801,  16  pages)   (NTIS 
Order  #  PB-  206  404-D) 
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Application  for  Class  A  Special  Use  Permit  to  construct  a       2/4 
road  in  the  Coulter  Creek  Drainage,  Chelan  County,  Washington. 
The  Pack  River  Company  of  Peshastin,  Washington  has  requested 
a  special  use  permit  from  the  Forest  Service  for  construction 
of  a  road  in  this  drainage  for  logging  and  other  land  management 

purposes.    (ELR  Order  #  1741,  22  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  206  376-D) 

FINAL 

Waterville  Valley 'Management  Plan,  New  Hampshire.  2/10 
A  multiple  use  plan  for  management  of  timber,  water, 
wildlife  and  recreation  on  National  Forest  lands  in  the 

Waterville  Valley  area.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA,  DOI 
N.H.  Dept.  of  Resources  and  Economic  Development,  numerous 
private  Corporations  and   concerned  citizens.    (ELR  Order  # 

1858,  377  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-202  715-F) 

Rural  Electrification  Administration 

DRAFT 

Palo  Pinto  Generating  Station  Unit  No.  3,  Palo  Pinto  County,    2/14 
Texas .  Construction  of  a  200,000  kW  electrical  generating 
unit,  as  an  addition  to  the  Palo  Pinto  generating  station. 
This  will  be  the  third  unit  at  this  station  and  will  bring  the 
total  name  plate  capacity  to  366,000  kilowatts.   Will  result  in 
release  of  oxides  of  sulfur  oxides  and  nitrogen  oxides,  and  in 
discharge  of  cooling  water  into  Palo  Pinto  Lake.   (ELR  Order 

#  1888,  162  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  638-D) 

FINAL 

Transmission  Line  from  Hayden  to  Wolcott  to  Vail,  2/10 
Routt  and  Eagle  Counties,  Colorado.   A  loan  of  $9,016,000 
to  Colorado  -  Ute  Electric  Association,  Inc.  together  with 
funds  from  other  sources  for  approximately  seventy  (70) 
miles  of  230  KV  transmission  line  between  Hayden  substation 
and  Wolcott,  Colorado  and  approximately  twenty  (20)  miles  of 
115  KV  transmission  line  between  Wolcott  and  Vail,   Comments 
made  by  FPC,  DOI,  USDA,  EPA,  State  of  Colorado.   (ELR 
Order  #  1859,  58  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-203  796-F) 
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Hayden,  Colorado.   Construction  of  a  250  MW  coal  fueled         2/9 
electrical   generating  station,  assisted  by  a  $  12  million 
loan  from  REA.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  Army  COE,  EPA,  FPC 
and  various  state  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  1827,  37 

pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-203  795-F) 

Wells  Tonwship,  Jefferson  County,  Ohio.  Construction  of  unite   2/11 

#  3,  a  615,000  KW  coal-fired  steam  electric  generating  station. 
Approximately  5000  tons  of  coal  per  day  will  be  consumed;  some 
oxide  of  sulphur  and  nitrogen  will  be  released,  and  some  Ohio 
River  water  will  be  used.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  Army,  COE, 
FPC,  DOI  and  state  agencies  of  Ohio  and  West  Virginia.   (ELR 

Order  #  1896,  420  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-199  923-F) 

Hilton  Head  Island,  Beaufort  County,  South  Carolina.  2/3 
Installation  of  a  20  mw  emergency  gas  turbine,  a  250,000 
gallon  oil  storage  tank,  oil  truck  unloading  facilities,  a 

step-up  transformer  and  3300  ft.  of  69  kv  transmission  line. 
(ELR  Order  #  1782,  28  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  206  398-F) 

Soil  Conservation  Service 

DRAFT 

Mud  Creek  Subwatershed,  Iowa.  Conservation  land  treatment       2/15 
and  construction  of  9  grade  stabilization  structures. 
Approximately  35  acres  of  land  will  be  inundated.   (ELR 

Order  #  1915,  7  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  760-D) 
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Shoemaker  River  Watershed,  Rockingham  County,  Virginia.         1/2  5 
Accelerated  land  treatment  measures  on  1,077  acres  of  farm 
and  forest  land  and  construction  of  4  floodwater  retarding 
structures.   Involves  loss  of  forest,  wildlife  habitat, 
and  esthetic  values.   (ELR  Order  #  172  5,  21  pages)   (NTIS 
Order  #  PB-  206   177-D) 

Wheat,  Feed  Grain  and  Cotton  Set-Aside  Programs  provide         1/31 
for  a  set-aside  of  cropland   if  the  Secretary  determines 
that  the  total  supply  of  wheat,  feed  grain  or  cotton  will 
likely  be  excessive.   A  condition  of  eligibility  for  loans, 
purchases,  and  other  payments  for  cotton,  wheat,  or  feed 
grain  requires  that  producers  on  a  farm  must  set  aside  and  devote 
to  approved  conservation  uses  a  certain  percentage  of  the 
commodity  allotment  for  wheat  or  cotton  or  the  feed  grain 
base.     Additional  payment  on  set-aside  acreage  is  provided 
if  the  producer  agrees  to  permit  public  access  for  hunting, 
trapping,  fishing  and  hiking.   A  pilot  public  access  program 
will  be  offered  for  1972  in  5  counties  and  10  designated  States. 

(ELR  Order  #  1761,  25  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  206  158-D) 

Water  Bank  Program  provides  incentive  payments  to  landowners    1/31 
and  operators  for  conserving  waters,  preserving  or  improving 
migratory  waterfowl  habitat  and  other  wildlife  resources. 
Under  the  program,  long-term  agreements  are  entered  into  with 
landowners  or  operators  who  agree  to  take  certain  actions  to 
preserve  designated  wetlands  areas  for  which  the  Secretary  agrees 
to  make  an  annual  payment  and  bear  a  part  of  the  cost  of 
establishing  and  maintaining  the  needed  conservation  practices. 

(ELR  Order  #  1762,  5  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-   206  159-D) 

FINAL 

Hurricane  Creek  Watershed  Project  Measure,  Hopkins  County,      1/31 
Kentucky.   Acceleration  of  present  land  treatment  program, 
installation  of  three  floodwater  retarding  structures,  and 
improvement  of  four  miles  of  channel.   Will  inundate  one  mile 
of  intermittent  streams.   Comments  made  by  EPA,  DOI,  Army 
COE,  various  state  of  Kentucky  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  1783, 
13  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  203  511-F) 
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Union  Creek  Watershed,  Union  County,  South  Dakota.  2/10 

Project  proposes  land  treatment  measures  and  four  floodwater 

retarding  structures,  13  grade  stabilization  structures  and 

1.6  miles  of  channel  improvement.   Five  miles  of  intermittent 

stream  channel,  40  acres  of  cropland  and  55  acres  of  grassland 

will  be  inundated  by  the  sediment  pools.   Comments  made  by  DOD, 

Army  and  EPA.   (ELR  Order  #  1882,  18  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB- 

206  620-F) 

Sweetwater  Creek  watershed  project,  McNinn,  Monroe  2/3 
and  Louden  Counties,  Tennessee .    Conservation  land  treatment 
measures  and  the  installation  of  nine  floodwater  retarding 
structures  supplemented  by  about  42.3  miles  of  channel 
improvment  for  flood  control.   (ELR  Order  #  1811,  14  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-  206  396-F) 
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ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

Contact:   For  Non-Regulatory  Matters: 
Joseph  J.  DiNunno 
Director,  Office  of  Environmental  Affairs 
Washington,  D.C.   29545 
(202)  973-5391 

For  Regulatory  Matters: 
Christopher  L.  Henderson 

Assistant  Director  of  Regulation  for  Administration Washington,  D.C.   20545 
(202)  973-7531 

Title  and  Description  Dat( 

DRAFT 

Turkey  Point  Nuclear  Power  Station,  Units  3  and  4,  Dade  County,  2/14 
Florida .   The  proposed  issuance  of  an  operating  license  to 
the  Florida  Power  and  Light  Company  for  the  operation  of  Turkey 
Point  Nuclear  Power  Station.   Each  unit  is  to  be  of   760  MW, 

employs  pressurized  water  reactors  and  will  be  cooled  by  salt 

water  recirculated  in  a  multi-channel  cooling  system.   About 
7,000  acres  of  salt  marsh  wildlife  habitat  will  be  destroyed  by 
construction  of  the  cooling  system;   seepage    of   saline  water 
from  the  cooling  canal  system  may  affect  mangroves  and 
benthic  organisms  along  several  miles  of  shoreline,  loss  of 
plankton  by  entrainment  in  the  cooling  system  will  have  an  impact 
upon  the  productivity  of  Card  Sound  Canal;  interim  cooling 
system  operation  may  cause  damage  to  marine  life  near  the  mouths 
of  the  canals  in  Biscayne  Bay  and  Card  Sound,  particularly  when 
temperature  restrictions  are   relaxed  under  emergency  conditions, 
and  also  through  impingement  and  killing  of  fish  on  intake 
screens;   there  will  be  a  routine  release  of  radioactive  materials 

to  the  environs.   (ELR  Order  #  1913,  124  pages)   (NTIS  Order  # 
PB-206  607-D) 
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Application  of  the  Baltimore  Gas  and  Electric  Co.  for  a         1/2  7 
license  to  operate  the  Calvert  Cliffs  Nuclear  Power  Plant, 
Units  1  and  2,  Calvert  County,  Maryland.   The  waste  heat 
during  full  power  operation  of  the  2  units,  about  3500  MWt,  will 
be  dissipated  by  pumping  about  5500  cfs  of  salt  water 
from  Chesapeake  Bay  through  steam  condensers,  elevating 

the  water  temperature  10°F  (with  a  maximum  discharge 
temperature  not  exceeding  90°F)  and  returning  the  water 
directly  to  the  Bay.   (ELR  Order  #  1760,  102  pages)   (NTIS 
Order  #  PB-   206  179-D) 

Plymouth^  Massachusetts .   Proposed  issuance  of  an  operating      2/15 
license  to  the  Boston  Edison  Co.  (Docket  50-293)  for  the 
operation  of  the  Plymouth  Nuclear  Power  Station.   This  station 
employs  a  boiling  water  reactor  with  a  designed  thermal  rating 
of  1998  MW  to  produce  655  MW  net  electrical  power-   It  is 
cooled  with  salt  water  obtained  from  and  discharged  to  Cape  Cod 

Bay.   Condensor  cooling  water  heated  to  29°F  above  inlet 
temperature  will  enter  the  Bay  at  a  rate  of  710  Cu .  Ft/sec;  a 
small  percentage  of  a  nearby  lobster  fishery,  and  also  of  an 
Irish  moss  harvesting  area  will  be  damaged;  radioactive  gaseous 
and  liquid  effluents  will  be  released  into  the  environment. 

(ELR  Order  #  1903,  96  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  206  605-D) 

Manitowoc  County,  Wisconsin ■   Proposed  issuance  of  an  2/14 
operating  license  to  the  Wisconsin  Electric  Power  Co.  and 
the  Wisconsin  Michigan  Power  Co.  for  the  operation  of  Point 
Beach  Nuclear  Power  Plant  Unit  2  and  the  continued  operation 
of  Unit  1.   Unit  2  is  a  pressurized  water  reactor  rated  at 
455  MWe  using  1518  MW  of  heat.   This,  with  Unit  1  will  use  a 
maximum  700,000  gpm  of  Lake  Michigan  water  for  cooling. 
Approximately  104  acres  of  land  will  be  removed  from  agricultural 
use;  there  will  be  an  impact  upon  aquatic  resources  due  to 
cooling  water  intake  and  discharge;  and  a  small  increase  in 
radiation  will  result.   (ELR  Order  #  1904,  87  pages)   (NTIS 

Order  #  PR- 2  06  6  06-D) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 
DEPARTMENT  OF  ARMY 

Contact:  George  A.  Cunney,  Jr. 
Acting  Chief,  Environmental  Office 
Directorate  of  Installations 

Office  of  the  Deputy  Chief  of  Staff 
for  Logistics 

Washington,  D.C.   20310 

(202)  0X4-4269 

Title  and  Description  Patt 

FINAL 

Airfield  Complex,  Cambell  Army  Airfield,  3  phases.  Fort         2/16 
Campbell,  Kentucky.   Three  phases  of  construction  (a) 
Phase  I  (FY  1972)  construction  consists  of  operations, 
maintenance  and  parking  facilities,  for  one  cargo  helicopter 
battalion  and  one  separate  cargo  helicopter  company;  aviation 
medical  dispensary  and  boiler  plant.   Construction  of  4  hangers, 
and  natural  gas  fired  central  heating  plant.   Included  will  be 
177,580  sq.  yds. of  aircraft  pavement  and  55,750  sq.  yds.  of 
vehicale  pavement.   (b)  Phase  II  (FY  1973)  Construction  of 
parking  facilities,  operations  and  maintenance  for  two  assualt 
helicopter  battalions,  an  airfield  operations  building  and 
a  fire  and  rescue  station.   (c)   Phase  III  (1974)  construction 
will  provide  a  complete  heliport  caility  including  operations, 
maintenance  and  parking  facilities  for  an  aerial  field  artillery 
battalion;  an  aerial  cavalry  squadron  and  aviation  elements  of 
the  Division  Artillery.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  HEW,  HUD,  DOI, 
DOT,  EPA,  various  State  and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order 

#  1934,  45  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB- 2  06  761-F) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 
DEPARTMENT  OF  ARMY 

Corps  of  Engineers 

Contact:       Francis  X.  Kelly,  Assistant  for  Conservation 
Liaison,  Public  Affairs  Office 

Office,  Chief  of  Engineers 
1000  Independence  Avenue,  S.W. 
Washington,  D.C.   20314 

(202)  693-63  46 

Title  and  Description 

DRAFT 

Tesoro  Tank  Farm  and  Barge  Slip,  Juneau  Alaska .  Construction    2/14 
of  a  petroleum  storage  area,  access  road,  pipelines,  a  barge 
slip  and  docking  area.   Also  involves  dredging  the  Mendenhall 
River.   Will  result  in  a  loss  of  5  acres  of  wetland  habitat 
and  modification  of  a  least  another  5  acres  of  river  habitat. 

(ELR  Order  #  1881,  52  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  579-D) 

Arkansas  River  and  tributaries  above  John  Martin  Dam,  2/14 
Colorado.   A  general  investigations  study  of  projects 
involving  proposed  construction  of  several  large  dams  and 
reservoirs,  levees,  floodways,  river  channels  and  a  fishery. 
Fish  and  wildlife  habitat  would  be  damaged,  residences  and 
businesses  displaced.   (ELR  Order  #  1894,  115  pages)   (NTIS 

Order  #  PB-  2  06  6  37-D) 

United  State  Post  Office,  Honolulu,  Hawaii.   Construction       2/18 

of  a  one-story  general  industrial-type  building  with  a 
two-story  office  wing.   Auxiliary  construction  consists  of 
parking  areas,  paved  maneuvering  areas,  an  underpass,  and  all 
necessary  utilities  and  landscaping.   Facility  will  occupy 
about  400,000  gross  square  feet.   (ELR  Order  #  1936,  20 

pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  2  06  762 -D) 
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Kent  Creek,  Rockford,  Illinois .   The  project  is  divided  into    2/10 
Unit  A  and  Unit  B,  two  separable  units  of  protection. 
Unit  A   consists  of  construction  of  a  reservoir  and  downstream 

channel  cleanout  and  straightening  on  the  North  Branch  of  Kent 
Creek.   Unit  B  involves  construction  of  a  diversion  channel  to 

divert  drainage  of  a  portion  of  the  South  Branch  into  the 
proposed  reservoir  on  the  North  Branch,  raising  the  existing  dam 
and  replacing  spillway  at  Levings  Lake.   Approximately  1,270 
acres  of  land  will  be  required  for  total  project  development. 
Fifty  acres  of  timber  and  wildlife  habitat  will  be  destroyed 
within  Page  Park.   (ELR  Order  #  1875,  41  pages)   (NTIS  Order 
#  PB-  206  554-D) 

Big  Sioux  River  at  and  in  the  vicinity  of  Sioux  City,  Iowa,     2/2 
and  North  Sioux  City,  South  Dakota .    Flood  protection  by 
channel  enlargement  and  bank  stabilization  for  5.5  miles. 

Downstream  of  the  interstate  highway,  flow  will  be  -diverted 
directly  to  the  Missouri  River,  entering  the  river  7500' 
upstream  from  its  present  location.   Will  eliminate  25 
acres  of  wildlife  habitat.   (ELR  Order  #  1770,  39  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  261-D) 

Flood  Protection  Project,   Douglas  and  Leavenworth  Counties,    2/8 
Kansas .   Construction  of  levees,  channel  improvements,  bridge 
replacements  and  alterations,  road  raises  and  relocations 
and  interior  drainage  structures.   (ELR  Order  #  1812,  47 
pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  206  390-D) 

Bound  Brook,  Scituate,  Massachusetts .   Snagging,  2/1 
clearing  and  channel  realignment  and  widening  for  flood 

control  12  00'  upstream  of  Hunters  Pond  Dam.  (ELR  Order 
#  1767,  31  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  266-D) 

Alternate  Disposal  Method  for  Detroit  and  Rouge  Rivers,         2/4 
Wayne  County,  Michigan.   Construct  a  contained  disposal 
facility  at  Pointe  Mouillee  for  po^lluted  dredge  spoil  from 
the  lower  Detroit  and  Rogue  Rivers.   The  facility,  including 
access  channel,  turning  basin,  mooring  area  and  pumpout  station, 
will  be  used  to  replace  the  previous  procedure  of  open  lake 
dumping  of  dredge  spoil.   (ELR  Order  #  1868,  23  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-  206  559-D) 
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Mississippi  River,  East  Bank,  Warren  to  Wilkinson  Counties,     2/7 
Mississippi .    Construction  of  12,4  miles  of  levee,  a  300 
cu.  ft.  per  second  pumping  plant,  12  miles  of  channel 

improvement,  3~8  foot  floodgates  and  a  conservation  weir. 
(ELR  Order  #  1828,  19  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  206  461-D) 

Rariton  River,  New  Jersey.   Maintenance  dredging  of  existing    2/9 
channel  to  its  authorized  project  dimensions-   Spoil  will 
be  deposited  in  the  Atlantic  Ocean;  spoil  from  the  South  channel 
will  be  deposited  in  an  upland  site.   (ELR  Order  #  1864,  10 

pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  2  06  576-D) 

Flushing  Bay  and  Creek,  Borough  of  Queens,  New  York  City.       2/1 
Maintenance  dredging  of  the  existing  Federal  project,  the 
spoil  will  probably  be  disposed  in  the  approved  dumping 
grounds  in  the  Atlantic  Ocean.   (ELR  Order  #  1784,  7  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-  206  391-D) 

Tarrytown  Harbor,  New  York .    Maintenance  action  consisting    1/31 
of  dredging  an  existing  Federal  navigation  channel,  spoil 
will  be  disposed  of  in  the  Atlantic  Ocean.   (ELR  Order  #  1785, 

7  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-   206  395-D) 

Westchester  Creek,  New  York .   Maintenance  action  consisting     1/31 
of  dredging  the  existing  Federal  channel  to  its  authorized 
project  dimensions.   Spoil  from  the  channel  will  be  deposited 

in  Eaton's  Neck  disposal  area  unless  the  contractor  finds  a 
suitable  upland  site  and  he  has  the  approval  of  the  land  owners 
and  concerned  governmental  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  1786, 

7  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  206  394-D) 

New  York  and  New  Jersey  Channels,  Navigation  Project.  1/31 
Maintenance  action  consisting  of  dredging  New  York  and  New 
Jersey  Channels  to  their  authorized  project  dimensions. 
The  dredged  spoils  will  be  deposited  in  the  designated  disposal  area 
in  the  Atlantic  Ocean.   (ELR  Order  #  1787,  9  pages)   (NTIS 

Order  #  PB-  206  393-D) 

Harlem  River  Channel,  New  York.   Maintenance  action  consisting   1/31 
of  dredging  the  existing  Federal  Channel  in  the  Harlem  River, 
to  its  authorized  project  dimensions.   The  spoil  will  be 
deposited  in  the  approved  dumping  area  in  Eaton's  Neck  Disposal 
area  in  the  Long  Island  Sound.   (ELR  Order  #  1788,  9  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-  206  399-D) 



-31- 

New  York  Harbor,  New  York.   Dredging  the  Federal  Channel        1/31 
in  New  York  Harbor  to  its  authorized  project  dimensions. 
The  spoil  will  be  deposited  in  the  approved  dumping  grounds 
in  the  Atlantic  Ocean.   (ELR  Order  #  1789,  8  pages)   (NTIS 

Order  #  PB-  206  403-D) 

New  York  Harbor  Anchorages,  New  York .   Improvement  by  2/1 
dredging  of  two  existing  anchorage  areas  in  New  York 
Harbor  to  permit  use  by  freighters  and  oil  tankers  of  greater 
length  and  draft.   The  project  involves  dredging  of  a  1,260 
acre  area  and  most  directly  affects  the  states  of  New  York 
and  New  Jersey.   (ELR  Order  #  1792,  25  pages)   (NTIS  Order 
#  PB-  206  400-D) 

Slewton  Creek,  New  York.    Maintenance  dredging  of  the  2/11 
existing  Federal  channel  and  its  tributaries  to  the 
authorized  project  dimensions.   The  spoil  will  be  deposited  in 
;he  approved  diimping  area  in  the  New  York  Bight  in  the  Atlantic 

)cean.   (ELR  Order  #  1885,  7  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  2  06  578-D) 

Sreat  South  Bay  and  Patchogue  River,  New  York.  Maintenance      2/11 Iredging  of  the  existing  Federal  channel  to  its  authorized 
project  dimensions.   Spoil  will  be  placed  in  an  upland  disposal 
•ite.   (ELR  Order  #  1886,  7  pages)   (NTIS  Order  l<    pb-  2  06  577-D) 

Chowan  River,  North  Carolina-  Blackwater  River,  Virginia        1/26 
improvement  of  navigation  by  dredging  three  cutoff  channels 
on  the  two  rivers,  at  Riddicksville,  Cherry  Grove  and  Georges 
Bend.   Involves  loss  of  terrestial  wildlife  habitat  and 

creation  of  an  aquatic  habitat.   (ELR  Order  #  1771,  4  pages) 

(NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  258-D) 

Lost  Creek  Lake  Project,  Rogue  River,  Jackson  County,  Oregon.   2/11 
Construction  of  an  embankment  dam  and  related  structures  to 

provide  315,000  acre  feet  of  usable  storage  for  flood  control 
and  water  conservation  for  municipal  and  industrial  water 
supply,  fish  and  wildlife  enhancement,  water  quality  control,  etc. 
(ELR  Order  #  1851,  33  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  2O6  619-D) 
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Supplement  to  Laneport,  North  ForT<  and  South  Fork  Lakes,        2/15 
San  Gabriel  River,  Texas  (9/3/71).   Construction  of  three 
dams  and  lakes  along  the  San  Gabriel  River  Watershed.   Laneport 
Dam  will  inundate  6,230  acres.  North  Fork  Dam  will  inundate 
1,310  acres;  and  South  Fork  Dam  will  inundate  1160  acres. 
Purpose:  flood  control,  increasing  water  supply  to  the  lower 
Brazeo  Valley,  etc.   (ELR  Order  #  1902,  10  pages)   (NTIS 

Order  #  PB-202  321-D) 

Munday,  Texas .   Improvement  and  enlargement  of  existing         2/4 
channels  of  Lake  Creek  watershed  to  intercept  and  direct  flood 
waters  from  Munday.   (ELR  Order  #  1817,  3  pages)   (NTIS  Order 
#  PB-  2  06  460-D) 

Diking  District  #  1,  Wahkiakum  County,  Washington.  2/8 
Raising  portions  of  levee,  filling  ditch  behind  levee; 
repairing,  replacing  tide  boxes;  and  adding  new  pumping 
stations,  repairing  existing  ones,  with  the  intention  of 
providing  better  flood  control.   (ELR  Order  #  1809,  12  pages) 

(NTIS  Order  #  PB-  206  389-D) 

FINAL 

Dog  River,  Mobile  Bay,  Alabama .    Dredging  of  a  new  1/27 

channel  from  3000'  east  of  the  Mobile  Bay  Ship  Channel 
to  and  up  Dog  River  (26,200')  and  spur  channels  from 
the  main  channel  to  the  mouths  of  Perch  and  Halls  Mill 

Creeks.   Total  length  is  7.8  miles.   Spoils  to  be  desposited 
on  diked  land  areas  and  in  open  water.   Filling  of  30 
acres  of  marsh  will  limit  use  by  small  mammals  and  birds. 
Comments  made  by  DOC,  EPA,  HUD,  DOI ,  DOT,  and  Ala.  State 
Development  Office.   (ELR  Order  #  1726,  45  pages)   (NTIS 
Order  #  PB-2  06  176-F) 
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Fowl  River,  Mobile  Bay,  Alabama.   Dredging  of  a  new  channel     2/15 
approaching  and  entering  Fowl  River.   Approximately  30  acres 
of  marsh  land  will  be  filled  in-   Comments  made  by  DOC,  EPA, 
FAA,  HUD,  and  DOI .   (ELR  Order  #  1907,  43  pages)   (NTIS  Order 

#  PB-206  639-F) 

Applegate  Lake:   Rogue  River  Basin,  Jackson  County,  Oregon      2/15 

and  Siskiyou  County,  California.   Construction  and  operation 

of  a  multiple-purpose  dam  and  reservoir.   Features  include 

2,720,000  cubic  yard  rockfill  embankment  dam  about  232  feet 

in  height  and  1,200  feet  long  and  a  4.6  mile  reservoir  with 
a  surface  area  of  988  acres  of  maximum  pool.   Comments  made  by 

DOI,  DOT,  DOC,  USDA,  EPA,  various  state  agencies.   (ELR 

Order  #  1887,  75  pages)    (NTIS  Order  #  PB-200  792-F) 

Bear  Lake  Creek,  Colorado.    Construction  of  a  lake  on         2/10 
Creek  for  the  purpose  of  flood  control,  general  recreation 
and  fish  and  wildlife  enhancement.   Comments  made  by  USDA, 

DOT,  DOI,  EPA,  Colorado  Water  Conservation  Board,  concerned 
citizens.   (ELR  Order  #  1856,  59  pages)   (NTIS  Order 
#  PB-202  293-F) 

Jacksonville  Harbor,  Florida.   An  11  mile  reach  of  the         2/15 

existing  34'  deep  Jacksonville  Harbor  project  will  be 
deepened  to  38'  with  widths  of  400'  to  1200'  for  commercial 
navigation.   About  6,700,000  cu.  yds.  of  dredged  material 
will  be  deposited  in  10  upland  diked  areas  and  1  beach  nourishment 
area.   Fish  and  shrimp  populations  could  be  adversely  affected, 
and  wildlife  displacement  will  occur  in  disposal  area.   (ELR 

Order  #  1899,  92  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-199  880-F) 

Stuart  Gulch  Dam,  Idaho.   Flood  control  by  construction  of     1/28 
an  earthfill  dam.   Would  cover  194  acres  of  land.   Comments 

made  by  USDA,  EPA,  DOI,  5  state  offices.  City  of  Boise  and 
Ada  County  Commissioners.   (ELR  Order  #  1737,  25  pages)   (NTIS 

Order  #  PB-198  722-F) 
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Mad  Creek,  Muscatine,  Iowa.   Improvement  of  existing  levees     2/15 
and  construction  of  new  levees,  concrete  floodwalls,  closure 

structures,  ponding  areas,  with  a  partial  realignment  of  Mad 
Creek.   Approximately  5500  feet  of  existing  creek  shoreline 
will  be  altered.   Comments  made  by  EPA,  DOI ,  the  State  of  Iowa 
Office  for  Planning  and  Programming,  and  the  City  of  Muscatine. 

(ELR  Order  #  1892,  12  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-204  500-F) 

Hillsdale  Lake,  Big  Bull  Creek,  Kansas.   Initiate  2/2 
construction  on  receipt  of  funds  of  a  dam  and  lake  in  Miami 
County,  Kansas .   Environmental  impacts  includes  stream 
control  and  flow  alterations,  temporary  soil  erosion, 
turbidity  and  noise  during  construction,  downstream  flood 

control,  provision  of  a  4,580-acre  lake;  altered  traffic 
patterns,  etc.   Comments  made  by  DOT,  DOI,  USDA,  EPA,  various 
state  of  Kansas  agencies,  and  University  of  Kansas.   (ELR 

Order  #  1796,  55  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-202  917-F) 

New  Bedford  and  Fairhaven  Harbor,  Massachusetts.  1/28 

Improvement  of  navigation  by  widening  one  section  of  the  channel, 
deepening  another  section  and  extending  the  channel. 

Comments  made  by  DOC,  DOI,  Mass.  Dept.  of  Natural  Resources 

and  City  of  New  Bedford.   (ELR  Order  #  1728,  25  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-2  03  156-F) 

Small  Navigation  Project,  Andrews  River,  Harwich,  2/10 

Massachusetts.   Construction  of  a  jetty  and  retaining  wall 

to  prevent  shoaling  of  entrance  channel.   Comments  made 

by  DOC,  DOI,   (ELR  Order  #  1833,  6  pages)   (NTIS  Order 
#  PB-202  919-F) 

Red  River  of  the  North,  Oslo,  Marshall  County,  Minnesota.       1/27 
Flood  control  improvement  by  improving  a  levee  and 
constructing  interior  drainage  facilities  and  street  and 
road  ramps.   Will  drain  a  25-acre  marsh,  alter  313  acres 
of  wildlife  habitat  by  removal  of  trees  and  necessitate 
relocation  of  6  houses.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  HEW,  DOI, 
Minn.  Dept.  of  Natural  Resources  and  Village  of  Oslo.   (ELR 

Order  #  1724,  32  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-204  943-F) 
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Zumbro  River,  Wabasha  County,  Minnesota.   Flood  protection     1/28 
by  channel  modification  on  3  miles  of  the  river  from 
Kellogg  to  the  mouth.   Will  change  or  eliminate  1.3  miles 
of  stream.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA,  DOI  and  Minn. 
Dept.  of  Natural  Resources.   (ELR  Order  #  1727,  50  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-201  851-F) 

Blue  Springs  Lake,  Little  Blue  River  Lakes,  Jackson  County,     2/17 
>lissouri .    Construction  of  a  dam  and  lake.   Purpose  to 
provide  downstream  flood  protection,  provide  open  space  and  a 
Lake  of  560  acres  for  recreation  (at  top  of  multipurpose 
pool).   Will  inundate  5  miles  of  stream  below  Lake  Jacomo. 
::omments  made  by  Missouri  Dept.  of  Conservation,  Water 
Resources  Board,  DOI,  HEW,  EPA,  DOC.   (ELR  Order  #  1937, 

33  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-202  652-F) 

Libby  Dam  and  Lake  Koocanusa,  Kottenai  River,  Montana .  1/28 
Flood  control  as  a  part  of  a  multi-purpose  project  included 
in  the  International  Water  Resource  Development  Plan  of  the 
Columbia  River  Basin  (U.S.  and  Canada),  under  construction 

since  1966.   Consists  of  completing  dam  (scheduled  for 
flood  control  storage  by  1973),  constructing  a  powerhouse 
on  the  west  bank  with  four  105,000  kW  generators,  etc. 
Surface  area  of  lake:  46,500  (28,850  in  U.S.,  17,650  in 
Canada),   Comments  made  by  USDA,  DOC,  FPC,  HEW,  DOI,  DOT, 
Bonneville  Power  Admin.,  4  Montana  state  offices,  2  Idaho 
state  offices  and  town  of  Rexford.   (ELR  Order  #  1739,  50 
pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-200  538-F) 

Oswego  Steam  Station  -  Unit  5,  Niagara  Mohawk  Power  2/17 
Corporation,  New  York.   Construction  of  unit  #5,  an  oil 
fueled  electric  generating  unit  with  intake  and  discharge 
structures.   Approximately  10  acre^  of  land  will  be  required, 
cooling  water  will  be  discharged  in  Lake  Ontario,  air  borne  oxides 
and  particulates  will  be  emitted.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  Coast 
Guard,  EPA,  DOI,  DOT,  nximerous   state  and  regional  offices.   (ELR 

Order  #  1968,  222  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-204  155-F) 
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Sugar  and  Briar  Creeks  Project,  Catawba  River  Basin,  North      2/15 
Carolina  and  South  Carolina.   Channelization  of  Little  Sugar 

Creek  by  dredging  in  order  to  control  flood  waters.   Coimnents 

made  by  USDA,  EPA,  HUD,  and  DOI .   (ELR  Order  #  1891,  28  pages) 

(NTIS  Order  #  PB-203  232-F) 

Sugar  Creek,  Stark  County,  Brewster,  Ohio.    Modification  of    2/15 
levees,  installation  of  pumping  facilities  and  improvement 
of  stream  channels  for  flood  control  at  and  adjacent 
to  Brewster,  Ohio.   Some  farmland  and  parkland  will  be 
required,  there  will  be  a  change  in  terrestrial  and  aquatic 
habitat,  and  erosion  will  temporarily  increase.   Comments 
made  by  EPA,  DOI,  and  Ohio  State  agencies.   (ELR  Order  # 

1909,  14  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-200  340-F) 

Presque  Isle  Peninsula  Cooperative  Beach  Erosion  Control       2/17 
Project  South  Shore  of  Lake  Erie  at  Erie  County,  Pennsylvania . 
Work  to  be  performed  provides  for  the  replenishment  and 
protection  of  about  1,500  linear  feet  of  beach  frontage  by 
placement  of  sand  fill  and  construction  of  a  low  barrier  composed 
of  sand  or  grout  filled  nylon  bags  and  mats.   Comments 
made  by  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania,  DOI,  EPA.   (ELR 

Order  #  1941,  35  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-199  637-F) 

Dyersburg,  Tennessee.   Project  consists  of  a  levee  to  2/18 
provide  flood  protection  from  the   North  Fork,  Forked 
Deer  River  and  a  pumping  station  and  gated  outlets  for 
evacuation  of  interior  runoff.   Comments  made  by  EPA,  DOI, 
USDA,  HUD,  HEW  City  of  Dyersburg,  State  of  Tennessee.   (ELR 

Order  #  1940,  28  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-203  237-F) 

Chief  Joseph  Dam  additional  units,  Columbia  River,  Washington.  2/2 
Construction  of  11  additional  units  to  increase  the 

hydraulic  capacity  and  peak  power  producing  capacity  of 
the  dam.   Will  inundate  500  acres  of  land.   Comments  made  by 
DOC,  DOI,  3  state  offices.  Northwest  Steelheaders  Council 
of  Trout  Unlimited  and  interested  citizens.   (ELR  Order 
#  1776,  46  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-199  458-F) 

i 
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Everett  Harbor,  Snohomish  River,  Washington.   Raising  the       2/10 
southerly  4,100  feet  of  the  existing  training  dike  and 
extending  the  structure  an  additional  1,500  feet  in  a 
southwesterly  direction.   Project  will  permanently  cover  about 
13  acres  of  estuary  bottom.   Comments  made  by  EPA,  DOI ,  Wash. 
Dept.  of  Game.   (ELR  Order  #  1846,  29  pages)   (NTIS  Order 
#  PB-200  374-F) 

/ynoochee  Dam  and  Lake,  Wynoochee  River,  Grays  Harbor  2/18 
bounty,  Washington.   Construction  of  a  multipurpose  concrete 
gravity  dam  663  feet  long  and  175  feet  high.   A  lake  4.4  miles 
.ong  with  a  surface  area  of  1,140  acres  will  be  created, 

fynoochee  lake  will  provide  35,000  acre- feet  of  water  storage 
:or  flood  control.   Comments  made  by  State  of  Washington, 
:ounty  officials,  EPA,  DOC,  DOI.   (ELR  Order  #  1952,  42  pages) 
;nTIS  Order  #  PB-200  798-F) 

Manitowoc  Harbor,  Manitowoc  City  and  County,  Wisconsin.         1/28 

Improvement  of  navigation  by  extending  channel  upstream  for 

720'.   Comments  made  by  EPA,  DOI,  DOT,  Wis.  Dept.  of  Natural 

Resources,  Wis.  Dept.  of  Local  Affairs  and  Development 

and  City  of  Manitowoc.   (ELR  Order  #  1730,  25  pages)   (NTIS 
Order  #  PB-202  843-F) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  NAVY 

Contact:   Joseph  A.  Grimes,  Jr. 

Special  Civilian  Assistant  to  the  Secretary 
of  Navy 

Washington,  D.C.   20350 

(202)  697-0892 

Title  and  Description  Date 

FINAL 

Kahoolawe  Island  Target  Complex,  Hawaiian  Archipelago.  2/23 
Approximately  7750  acres,  centrally  located  and  comprising 

one  fourth  of  the  island,  is  used  for  training  in  air-to-ground 
weapons  delivery  and  shore  bombardment,  using  both  live  and 
inert  ordance .   Environmental  impact  consists  of  explosions  and 
fragmentation  of  metal  shell  and  bomb  casings  on  very  infertile 
soil.   Studies  have  been  done  by  natural  science  specialists 
concerning  plants  and  animals  inhabiting  the  island.   Comments 
made  by  EPA,  Advisory  Council  on  Historical  Preservation,  DOI . 

(ELR  Order  #  1956,  103  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-203  876-F) 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 

Contact:  Sheldon  Meyers 
Director,  Office  of  Federal  Activities 
Room  3630  -  Waterside  Mall 
Washington,  D-C.   20460 

(202)  755-0940 

Title  and  Description  Date 

DRAFT 

Wastewater  facilities,  Austin,  Texas .   Construction  of  a        2/4 
deep  tunnel  interceptor  and  enlargement  of  existing 
wastewater  treatment  plant.   The  tunnel  will  intercept 
overloaded  trunk  sewer  wastewater  flows  and  convey  them  to  the 
proposed  wastewater  treatment  plant.   (ELR  Order  #  1791,  48 

pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-   206  401-D) 

Construction  of  Wastewater  facilities,  Ellis  County,  2/25 

Red  Oak,  Texas .   Application  for  federal  funds  to  aid 

in  constructing  a  complete  wastewater  treatment  system. 

The  treatment  plant  will  employ  an  extended  aeration 

process  including  pretreatment  grit  removal,  flow 

measurement,  and   effluent  chlorination,  etc.   (ELR  Order 

#  1993,  60  pages.   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-   207  065-D) 

FINAL 

Spencer,  Iowa.   Construction  of  an  anaerobic-aerated  2/8 
lagoon  system,  intercepting  sewer,  2  new  pumping  stations 
and  force  main,  and  odor  control  facilities.   The  project 
will  provide  1.9  mgd  of  sewage  treatment  capacity  to 
serve  the  waste  treatment  needs  of  a  packinghouse  and  a 
portion  of  the  domestic  population.   Approximately  130  acres 
of  farm  land  will  be  required  for  the  project.   (ELR  Order 
#  1860,  210  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  203  316-F) 

Angelina  County,  Lufkin,  Texas .   Construction  of  sanitary       2/8 
sewer  interceptors,  pumping  stations,  force  mains,  waste 
treatment  facilities  and  appurtures .   Comments  made  by 
USDA,  Army  COE,  HEW,  State  of  Texas  agencies,  local  agencies 
and  concerned  citizens.   (ELR  Order  #  1898,  178  pages)   (NTIS 
Order  #  PB-204  907-F) 
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FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

Contact:  Frederick  H.  Warren 

Advisor  on  Environmental  Quality 
441  G  Street,  N.W. 

Washington,D.C.   20426 

(202)   386-6084 

Title  and  Description 

DRAFT 

Pueblo  County,  Colorado.   Proposal  to  allow  construction  of    2/16 

2.54  mile  of  railway  track  by  the  Colorado  and  Wyoming  Railway 

Co.   This  will  require  approximately  51.51  acres  of  land. 

Finance  Docket  No.   27022.   (ELR  Order  #  1914,  10  pages) 

(NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  759-D) 

Algonquin  SNG,  Inc.  proposes  to  construct  and  operate  at     11/26/71 
Freetown,  Massachusetts  a  naptha  reforming  plant  and  6.8 
miles  of  pipeline.   Purpose  is  to  transport  and  sell 
synthesized  natural  gas  in  quantities  up  to  a  maximiom  of  120,000 
Mcf  per  day  to  Algonquin  Gas  Transmission  Company  (Algonquin 

Gas).   (ELR  Order  #  1773,  20  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  206  384-D) 

Michagamme  Project,  Iron  and  Dickinson  Counties  in  2/24 
Michigan  and  Florence   County  in  Wisconsin.   Twin  Falls, 
Peavy  Falls,  Michigamme  Reservoir  and  Way  Dam  Plant  on 
the  Michigamme  and  Menominee  Rivers.   Application  for  a 
new  license  for  Project  No.  1759.   (ELR  Order  #  1970, 

29  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  206  853-D) 

Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas  Company,  Docket  No.  CP70-267.  2/18 
Proposes  to  construct  a  natural  gas  pipeline  from  the  Texas 
Panhandle  to  eastern  Oklahoma.  The  line  would  run  298  miles 

where  it  would  connect  with  the  company's  existing  pipeline 
system.  Also  proposes  to  construct  a  42  mile  lateral, 
together  with  gas  treating  plants  and  gathering  facilities. 

(ELR  Order  #  1948,  21  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  769-D) 
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Supplement  to  draft  (8/17) .   Applications  by  Columbia  1/3 
LNG  Co.,  Consolidated  System  LNG  Co.,  Southern  Energy 
Co.  and  Southern  Natural  Gas  Co.  for  authorization  to 

import  Algerian  liquefied  natural  gas  (LNG)  and  for 
certificates  of  public  convenience  and  necessity 
authorizing  construction  and  operation  of  facilities  for  the 
unloading  and  handling  of  imported  LNG  volumes ,   Docket 

Nos.  CP71-68,  CP71-151,  CP71-153,  CP71-264,  CP71-276, 
CP71-289,    and   CP71-290.        (ELR  Order   #   1616,     297  pages) 
(NTIS    Order   #   PB-206    255-D) 
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GENERAL  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION 

Contact; Rod  Kreger 

Acting  Administrator 
GSA-AD 
Washington,  D.C.   20405 
(202)  343-6077 

Alternate  Contact; 

Title  and  Description 

Aarori  Woloshin 

Director,  Office  of  Environmental  Affair! 

GSA-AD 
Washington,  D.C.   20405 

(202)  343-4161 

Date 

FINAL 

Disposal  of  former  Condon  Air  Force  Station,  Gilliam  2/11 
County,  Oregon.   Transfer  of  6.5  acres  of  land  to  the 
Federal  Aviation  agency  and  59.76  acres  of  land  will  be  sold 
by  competitive  bid  sale.   The  land  is  zoned  for  exclusive 
farm  use.   Comments  made  by  Local  Government  Relations  Division, 
Dept.  of  Environmental  Quality  and  Office  of  the  Governor. 

(ELR  Order  #  1843,  15  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-203  885-F) 

Disposal  of  Birdsboro  Army  Tank -Automotive  Steel  Foundry,       2/1 
Berks  County,  Pennsylvania  by  negotiated  sale  to  the 
Greater  Berks  Development  Fund  for  lease  to  the  Birdsboro 
Corp.   Comments  made  by  EPA.   (ELR  Order  #  1772,  7  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-204  098-F) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Contact:       Richard  H..  Broun 
Director,  Environmental 

and  Land  Use  Planning  Division 
Washington,  DoC.  20410 
(202)  755-6186 

Title  and  Description  Date 

3  RAFT 

FHA  Mortgage  Insurance  for  seasonal  homes.  Promulgation         2/25 

Df  a  circular  to  implement  section  203 (m)  of  the  National 

3ousing  Act,  providing  for  mortgage  insurance  of  single-family 

Swellings  designed  for  seasonal  (rather  than  year-round 

Dccupancy.   (ELR  Order  #  1979,  13  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  206 
bb6-D) 

FINAL 

Wayne  County,  New  York .  Development  of  a  new  community  2/8 
over  a  20  year  period,  with  a  HUD  guaranteed  $20 
million  loan.   Townships  of  Walworth  and  Macedon. 
Comments  made  by  USDA,  FPC,  DOT,  and  regional  offices. 

,(ELR  Order  #  1834,  28  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-204  845-F) 

Soul  City,  Warren  County,  North  Carolina.   Proposed  2/11 
construction  of  a  new  community,  assisted  by  a  HUD  guarenteed 
$14  million  loan.   Approximately  5180  acres  of  agricultural 
land  will  be  utilized  during  20  to  25  year  development  period, 
at  the  end  of  which  a  population  of  44,000  is  expected. 
Comments  made  by  AEC,  USDA,  Army  COE,  EPA,  HUD,  DOI  and  state 
and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  1889,  120  pages)   (NTIS 
Drder  #  PB-203  773-F) 

Goose  Hollow,  Portland,  Oregon.   Proposal  for  a  HUD  loan       2/16 
of  $3,193,000  in  order  to  construct  a  16  story  college 
student  apartment  building.   Comments  made  by  DOC,  EPA,  HEW, 
DOI,  OEO,DOT,  Office  of  the  Governor,  state  agencies  and 
concerned  citizens.   (ELR  Order  #  1890,  105  pages)   (NTIS 

Order  #  PB-  2  06  648-F) 
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Proposed  New  Community,  The  Woodlands,  Montgomery  County,       2/2  3 
Texas .   Proposed  HUD  offer  of  commitment  to  guarantee 
loan  of  $50  million  over  a  twenty  year  period  for  the  Woodlands. 
The  project  will  result  in  more  rational  organization  or  urban 
systems  in  the  urbanizing  outer  metropolitan  area  as  opposed  to 
normal  sprawl.   (ELR  Order  #  1959,  40  pages)   (NTIS  Order 
#  PB-204  498-F) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  INTERIOR 

Contact:  Office  of  Communications Room  7214 

Washington,  D.C.   20240 
(202)  343-6416 

Title  and  Description  Date 

Bureau  of  Mines 

DRAFT 

Demonstration  -  Hydraulic  Backfilling  of  Mines  Voids,  Scranton  2/1! 
Pennsylvania .   Bureau  of  Mines   proposes  to  conduct  a 

demonstration  project  that  will  test  the  economic  feasibility  of 
the  Dowell  hydraulic  slurry  injection  process  for  blind 
backfilling  of  dry  and  flooded  underground  mine  voids  in  order 
to  stabilize  remaining  coal  pillars  and  roof  rock  thereby 
preventing  surface  subsidence.   If  successfully  completed 
the  project  will  backfill  mine  voids  in  the  Clark  and  New 
County  coalbeds.   (ELK  Order  #  1946,  23  pages)   (NTIS  Order  # 

PB-  2  06  76 7 -D) 

FINAL 

Oil  Shale  Retort  Research  Project,  Anvil  Points,  Colorado.      2/18 Proposed  action  would  encourage  further  research  on  the 
development  of  surface  retorting  of  oil  shale  and,  at  the 
same  time,  provide  experience  and  information  on  waste 
management  techniaues.   Operations  that  would  be  conducted  over 
the  5-year  term  of  the  proposed  lease  include  the  construction 
of  a  vertical  kiln  retort  and  the  mining,  crushing,  retorting, and  disposal  of  probably  no  more  than  600,000  tons  of  oil 
shale.   This  is  less  than  a  one  week  requirement  for  a  commercial 
plant  that  produces  50,000  barrels  of  shale  oil  per  day. 
(ELR  Order  #  1958,  40  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-203  318-F) 
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Bureau  of  Reclamation 

DRAFT 

Deep  geothermal  test  well,  geothermal  resource  investigations,  1/31 
Imperial  Valley,  California .    Drilling  of  a  geothermal  test 

well  between  4000'  and  8000'  in  the  East  Mesa  area  to 
recover  steam  and  brine  to  determine  its  suitability  for 
development  of  desalted  water  and  electric  power.   Involves 
stripping  and  leveling  of  10  acres.   (ELR  Order  #  1754,  15 

pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  206  161-D) 

Pueblo  Dam  and  Reservoir,  Fryingpan-Arkansas  Project,  1/2  7 
Colorado.    Construction  of  a  dam  and  reservoir  for 

storage  and  regulation  of  water  supplies,  flood  control, 
recreation  and  regulation  and  storage  of  Project  water 
and  the  native  flows  of  the  Arkansas  River.   Construction 

begun  in  1970.   Will  inundate  4,646  acres  of  land  and  9  miles 
of  natural  river.   (ELR  Order  #1723,  74  pages)   (NTIS  Order 

#  PB-  206  272-D) 

Rehabilitation  and  Betterment  Program  Cascade  Irrigation       2/15 
District,  Washington.    Rehabilitation  of  a  diversion  dam  on 
the  Yakima  River,  a  new  inlet  to  the  irrigation  canal, 
construction  of  a  fish  ladder  on  the  dam  and  installation  of 

a  fish  screen  and  bypass  pipe,  reshaping  14,100  feet  of 
canal  and  lining  with  concrete,  and  construction  of  a  pumping 

plant.   (ELR  Order  #  1943,  16  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  206 
765-D) 

Lyman  to  Torrington,  Wyoming .  Construction  of  a  115-KV  2/14 
transmission  line  with  12.3  miles  of  wood  pole  and  one  mile 
of  steel  structures;  and  construction  of  a  substation  terminal 
on  a  5  acre  tract  near  Torrington.   Trees  near  the  North 
Platte  River  will  be  removed  and/or  trimmed,  causing  an  impact 
upon  wildlife  habitat.   (ELR  Order  #  1895,  28  pages)   (NTIS 
Order  #  PB-  2  06  642-D) 
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FINAL 

Navajo  Project,  Arizona .   Construction  of  three  units, 2 , 310  tot  ̂ /^ 
yiW     coal  burning  generating  station  to  supply  electrical 
energy  for  the  Southwest.   Construction  also  of  a  78  mile 
railway  to  haul  coal  from  the  Black  Mesa  Coal  Mine  (a  strip 
mine)  to  the  station,  and  800  miles  of  500  kv  transmission  line. 
Station  will  consume  a  maximum  of  34,000  acre  feet  of  cooling 

water  annually  from  Lake  Powell,  emit  210  tones  of  SO2  and  204 
tons  of  NO   per  day  until  removal  systems  are  developed  and 

produce  an  "estimated  1815  tones  of  waste  ash  per  day.  Comments 
made  by  USDA,  DOI ,  HEW  FPC,  DOT,  TVA,  Governors  of  Arizona, 
California,  Colorado,  Nevada,  New  Mexico  and  Utah  and  numerous 
agencies  of  these  states.   (ELR  Order  #  1781,  337  pages)   (NTIS 
Order  #  PB-203  228-F) 

Canyon  Ferry  Lake,  Broadwater  and  Lewis  and  Clark  Counties,     2/14 
Montana.   Construction  of  dikes  to  form  subimpoundments, 
dreding  of  fine  material  from  lakeside  into  subimpoundments, 
and  flooding  of  subimpoundments  for  development  of  wildlife 
habitat,  in  order  to  abate  dust  formation  in  dry  weather. 
Comments  made  by  USDA,  Army  COE,  EPA,  HEW,  DOI,  state  and 
local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  1893,  36  pages)   (NTIS  Order 
#  PB-203  097-F) 

Bureau  of  Sports  Fisheries  and  Wildlife 

DRAFT 

Designation  as  wilderness  17,740  acres  of  the  64,000-acre       2/3 
St.  Marks  National  Wildlife  Refuge  in  Jefferson,  Wakulla  and 
Taylor  Counties,  Florida.   (ELR  Order  #  1804,  26  pages) 

(NTIS  Order  #  PB-   2O6  381-D) 

Designation  as  wilderness  4,598  acres  of  the  22,666-acre        2/4 
Moosehorn  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Washington  County,  Maine. 

(ELR  Order  #  1798,  25  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  2O6  378-D) 
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Designation  as  wilderness  32,500  acres  within  the  Bosque  del    2/4 
Apache  National  Wildlife  Refuge  in  Socorro  County,  New 

Mexico.    (ELR  Order  #  1797,  26  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  206  375-D) 

Designation   as  wilderness  28,000  acres  of  the  Cape  Romain      2/4 
National  Wildlife  Refuge,  located  in  Charleston  County, 
South  Carolina  within  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation 

System.   (ELR  Order  #  1799,,  25  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  206  382-D) 

National  Park  Service 

DRAFT 

Golden  Gate  National  Recreation  Area,  San  Francisco  and        2/18 
Marin  County,  California.   Approximately  24,000  acres  of 
state,  county.  Federal  and  privately  owned  land  is  planned 
for  the  purpose  of  public  recreation  and  for  the  preservation 
and  enhancement  of  the  unique  open  space  and  recreation  value 
inherent  in  the  lands  that  border  the  Golden  Gate  and  the  urban 

areas  around  San  Francisco  Bay.   (ELR  Order  #  1942,  49  pages) 

(NTIS  Order  #  PB-   2  06  764-D) 

i 

J 
Legislative  proposal  to  designate  as  wilderness  7,700  acres     1/2 
of  Colorado  National  Monument,  Colorado.      (ELR  Order 
#  1729,  26  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  273-D^ 

Legislative  proposal  to  designate  as  wilderness  8,780  1/2' 
acres  of  Gunnison  National  Monument,  Colorado,  encompassing 
all  of  Black  Canyon  and  a  portion  of  the  mesa  and  bench  land  in 
the  western  half  of  the  monument.   (ELR  Order  #  1735,  25 

pages)   (NTIS  Order  #PB-2  06  16  9-D) 

PADRE  Island  National  Seashore,  Kelberg,  Kenedy  2/8 
and  Willacy  Counties,  Texas .    A  five  year  conceptual  ' 
Master  Plan  for  Padre  Island.   Proposal  calls  for  expansion 
of  existing  Malaquite  Beach  development,  provisions  for  Li 
access  to  the  Laguna  Madre  and  extension  of  the  road  '* 
system  south  for  additional  15  miles.   (ELR  Order  #  1852, 
38  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  206  572-D) 
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Legislative  proposal  to  designate  as  wilderness  16,303  1/2  7 
acres  of  Bryce  Canyon  National  Park,  Garfield  and  Kane 
Counties,  Utah.   (ELR  Order  #  1742,  36  pages)   (NTIS 
Order  #  PB-206  183-D) 

Office    of   Coal   Research 

FINAL 

::oal  Gasification  Pilot  Plant,  Homer  City,  Pennsylvania.        2/22 
rhe  proposed  pilot   plant  will  test  out  a  process  employing 
3xygen  and  steam  at  elevated  pressures  in  a  two-stage 
jasifier,  to  convert  coal  to  pipeline  quality  gas,  the  exact 
equivalent  of  natural  gas.   Comments  made  by  Geological 
Survey,  HEW,  Comm.onwealth  of  Pennsylvania,  EPA.   (ELR 
Drder  #  1980,  63  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-200  800-F) 

Office  of  Saline  Water 

DRAFT 

Hybrid  prototype  desalting  plant,  Brownsville,  Texas .  1/28 
Legislative  proposal  to  design,  construct,  operate  and 
maintain  an  8  mgd  prototype  desalination  plant  in 
cooperation  with  the  Rio  Grande  Valley  Municipal  Water 
Authority  and  the  City  of  Brownsville.   (ELR  Order 

#  1763,  26  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  256-D) 
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NEW  ENGLAND  RIVER  BASINS  COMMISSION 

Contact:         Connecticut  River  Basin  Coordinating 
Commission 

424  Trapelo  Road 
Waltham,  Massachusetts,  02154 

Title  and  Description  Date 

DRAFT 

Connecticut  River  Basin,  Connecticut,  Massachusetts ,  Vermont,   2/3 
and  New  Hampshire.   Involves  water  quality  and  supply,  wastewater 
treatment,  power,  recreation,  navigation,  flood  control,  upstream 

water  and  related  land  resource  potential,  multi-purpose 
reserviors,  etc.   Will  result  in  loss  of  free-flowing  sections 
of  streams  and  associated  wildlife  habitat  because  of  inundation. 

(ELR  Order  #  1842,  801  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-199  738-D) 
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TENNESSEE  VALLEY  AUTHORITY 

Contact:  Dr.  Francis  Gartell 
Director  of  Environmental  Research  and 
Development 

720  Edney  Building 

Chattanooga,  Tennessee  37401 

(615)  755-2002 

Title  and  Description  Date 

DRAFT 

Control  of  Eurasian  Watermilfoil  (Myriophyllum  Spicatum  L. )     2/16 
in  TVA  Reservoirs.   There  are  two  methods  of  controlling 
watermilfoil:   water  level  management  to  dry  the  plant  by 
dewatering  or  by  other  wise  disturbing  its  habitat,  and  application 
of  2,  4-D  herbicide  applied  by  boats-   (ELR  Order  #  1947, 
30  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  2  06  768-D) 

FINAL 

Tellico  Project,  Tennessee .   Construction  of  a  dam  and  2/10 
16,500  acre  reservoir  on  the  Little  Tennessee  River  in  east 
Tennessee.   The  project  will  include  related  industrial, 
commercial,  residential  and  recreational  development.   Comments 
made  by  FPC,  DOI ,  HUD,  HEW,  DOD,  Army,  USDA,  EPA,  Tennessee 
State  Planning  Commission,  and  various  state  offices.   (ELR 

Order  #  1850,  520  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-200  025-F) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Contact:  Martin  Convisser* 
Director,  Office  of  Program  Co-ordination 
400  7th  Street,  S.W. 
Washington,  D.C.   20590 

(202)   462-4357 

Title  and  .Description 

Federal  Aviation  Agency 

DRAFT 

Springdale  Municipal  Airport,  Washington  County,  Springdale,    2/25 
Arkansas .   Acquire  land  for  clear  zones,  overlay  existing 
runway,  extend  aircraft  parking,  install  VASI,  etc.   (ELR 

Order  #  1991,  25  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-   207  063-D) 

Baxley  Municipal  Airport,  Appling  County,  Georgia .  1/25 
Extension  and  widening  runway  to  accoimnodate  all  propeller 
aircraft  of  less  than  12,500  lbs.   (ELR  Order  #  1734, 

12  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  206  167-D) 

Greene  County  Airport,  Greensboro-Union  Point,  Georgia.         2/14 
Construction  of  a  basic  utility  airport  adequate  for  95% 
of  propeller  driven  aircraft  weighing  less  than  12,500  lbs. 
This  includes  30  acres  of  clearing,  construction  of  a  runway, 
installation  of  runway  edge  lighting,  etc.   (ELR  Order 

#  1866,  37  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  575-D) 

Fannin  County  Airport:   Blue  Ridge,  Georgia.   Construction      2/25 
of  a  basic  utility  airport,  involves  clearing  85  acres, 
relocation  of  11  families.   (ELR  Order  #  1977,  38  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  864-D) 

*Mr.  convisser' s  office  will  refer  you  to  the  regional  office 

from  which  the  statement  originated. 
(see  page  77) 
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Bradley  Field  Airport,  Ada  County,  Idaho.   A  reliever  2/24 
lirport  for  Boise  Air  Terminal.  Involves  improvements, 
extension  of  runway,  etc.  (ELR  Order  #  1976,  15  pages) 
fNTIS  Order  #  PB-  206  863-D) 

Freemont  Municipal  Airport,  Newaygo  County,  Michigan.  1/31 
Construction  of  a  runway  and  extension  of  another  runway. 

(ELR  Order  #  1740,  56  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  206  182 -D) 

yiarlette  Township  Airport,  Sanilac  County,  Michigan.  2/25 

Land  reimbursement,  clearing,  connecting  taxiway,  apron, 

entrance  road,  lighting  system,  parking  lot,  hangar  area, 

etc.   Will  provide  a  safe  and  efficient  air  service  to 

community.   (ELR  Order  #  1982,  30  pages)   (NTIS  Order  # 
PB-  2  06  92  0-D) 

East-West  Runway  at  Stewart  Airport,  Newburgh,  New  York.        2/24 
Extension  of  runway  9-27,  4000'  to  west,  together  with 
extension  of  the  parallel  taxiway,  strengthening  of  the 
existing  8000'  runway  and  associated  lighting.   (ELR  Order 
#  1974,  52  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  2  06  858-D) 

Ashe  County  Airport,  Jefferson,  Ashe  County,  North  Carolina.    2/14 
Construction  of  a  general  utility  airport  facility  to  accomodate 
propeller  driven  aircraft  of  less  than  12,500  lbs.   Approximately 
27  acres  of  pastureland  will  be  required  for  the  project.   (ELR 

Order  #  1863,  12  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-2  06  552-D) 

Langdon  Municipal  Airport,  Langdon,  North  Dakota.  2/14 

Extending,  widening  and  strengthening  runway  to  4200'  x 

75';  relocating  runway  lighting;  widening  taxiway;  constructing 
E/W  turf  landing  strip  and  relocating  power  lines.   (ELR 
Order  #  1861,  39  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  553-D) 

Lawton  Municipal  Airport,  Comanche  County,  Oklahoma.  2/7 
Extending,  widening  and  strengthening  present  runway, 
installation  of  high  intensity  lighting  and  acquiring  land 
for  south  clear  zone.    (ELR  Order  #  1810,  41  pages)   (NTIS Order  #  PB-  206  392-D) 

Carnegie  Airport,  Caddo  County,  Oklahoma.   Construction        2/7 
of  new  airport  facility  for  use  by  light  propeller 
driven  aircraft.   (ELR  Order  #  1813,  13  pages)   (NTIS  Order #  PB-   206  373-D) 
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Ponca  City  Muncipal  Airport,  Ponca  City,  Oklahoma.  2/14 
Acquire  138  acres  for  airport  development  and  clear  zones, 

extend  and  mark  existing  runway,  reconstruct  25'  each  side 
of  existing  runway;  install  medium  intensity  lighting  and 
remove  obstructions  at  north  end  of  runway  extension. 

(ELR  Order  #  1867,  21  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  558-D) 

Pryor  Airport,  Pryor  Creek,  Mayes  County,  Oklahoma.  2/14 
Extend  and  mark  existing  runway,  install  medium  intensity 
runway  lighting  system  and  install  VASI  at  both  ends  of 
runway.   (ELR  Order  #  1869,  17  pages)   (NTIS  Order  # 

PB-206  56  0-D) 

Antlers  Municipal  Airport,  Pushmataha  County,  Antlers,  2/24 
Oklahoma.   Development  of  a  new  airport  facility,  including 
land  for  development,  runway  construction,  parking  apron, 
access  road,  installation  of  wind  cone  and  segmented  circle, 

etc.   (ELR  Order  #  1972,  10  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-2  06  859-D) 

Arrowhead  Airport,  Pittsburg  County,  Canadian,  Oklahoma.        2/25 
Development  of  a  new  airport  facility  including  construction 
of  NW/SE  runway,  relocation  of  water  tank,  water  line,  and 
golf  course  tee,  install  fencing,  lighting,  etc.   (ELR  Order 

#  1973,  19  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  206  860-D) 

Canton  Municipal  Airport,  Canton,  South  Dakota.   Construction   2/25 
of  general  aviation  airport,  land  acquisition  development 
and  clear  zones,  miscellaneous  improvements.   (ELR   Order  # 

1975,  32  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-   205  862-D) 

Hemphill  Municipal  Airport,  Sabine  County,  Texas .  1/31 
Development  of  new  airport,  including  runway,  taxiway, 
parking  ramp,  access  road,  wind  cone  and  segmented  circle, 
fencing,  radio  and  airport  beacons  and  lighting  system. 
(ELR  Order  #  1769,  28  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  262-D) 
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Garner  Field,  Uvalde,  Texas .   Acquire  land  for  airport  2/7 
development  and  clear  zones;  strengthening  and  extending 
of  runway,  installation  of  medium  intensity  lighting, 
VASI  system  and  security  fencing.   (ELR   1807,  31  pages) 

(NTIS  Order  #  PB-  206  385-D) 

Manti-Ephraim  Airport,  Sanpete  County,  Utah.   Improve  2/25 
general  aviation  airport,  land  acquisition,  clear  zones, 
runway  extension,  lighting  and  relocation  of  power  lines. 

(ELR  Order  #  1992,  15  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  064-D) 

FINAL 

Big  Bear  City  Airport,  San  Bernardino  County,  Big  Bear,         2/16 
California.   Realignment  of  the  existing  runway,  land 
acquisition,  obstruction  removal,  etc.   Comments  made  by 
DOI,  USDA,  DOT,  EPA,  Army  COE,  County  and  local  offices. 
State  of  California.   (ELR  Order  #  1939,  47  pages)   (NTIS 
Order  #  PB-204  023-F) 

Nut  Tree  Airport,  Vacaville,  California.   Extension  2/23 

of  runway  from  3300'  to  3800';  marking  and  lighting.   Construction 
of  parallel  taxiway  with  holding  aprons,  and  expansion  of 
parking  apron.   Comments  made  by  Army  COE,  DOI,  DOT.   (ELR  Order 
#  1967,  30  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-205  198-F) 

Andrews  County  Airport,  Andrews,  Texas .   Overlay  existing       2/8 

75'  x  4,000'  N/S  runway  and  extend  to  5300';  acquire  land 
to  extend  runway,  replace  existing  runway  lighting,  install 
airport  beacon  and  VASI  land  air.   Total  estimated  cost: 

$197,761.   Comments  made  by  DOI,  USDA,  HEW,  DOT,  EPA,  County 
of  Andrews.   (ELR  Order  #  1803,  36  pages)   (NTIS  Order 
#  PB-201  57-6-F) 
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Atlanta  Municipal  Airport,  Atlanta,  Texas .   Acquisition         2/23 
of  land  for  airport  development.   Proposed  construction  of 

a  50'  X  3200'  runway,  a  30'  taxiway,  a  150'  x  250'  parking 
apron  and  installation  of  a  segmented  circle  and  wind  cone 
and  fencing.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA,  HEW,  HUD,  DOT.   (ELR 

Order  #  1966,  35  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-202  593-F) 

Federal  Highway  Administration 

DRAFT 

S.H.  110:   Montgomery  County,  Alabama.   Construction  of  2.26    2/15 
miles  of  road  improvements,  on  6  lanes  from  Vaughn  Road  to 
Interstate  85  and  on  4  lanes  from  Interstate  85  to  the  Atlanta 

Highway.   Approximately  50  to  80  feet  of  additional  right  of 
way  will  be  required.   Project  SU-5105 (101 ) .   (ELR  Order 
#  1910,  14  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB  -  206  644-D) 

State  Route  20:   Lauderdale  County,  Alabama.  Relocation         2/15 

of  Alabama  State  Route  20,  beginning  at  Alabama-Tenn. 
state  line,  proceeding  SE  on  new  location  to  Natchez 

Trace  Parkway  (7.1  miles).  Project  S-202-F.   (ELR  Order 
#  1944,  15  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  206  766-D) 

US  31  to  US  29:   Escambia  County,  Alabama.   Proposed  2/25 
new  two  lane  highway  with  the  purchase  of  adequate  right 
of  way  for  future  four  lane  construction.   Total  length  is 
2.4  miles.   (ELR  Order  #  1971,  6  pages)   (NTIS  Order 

#  PB-  206  861-D) 

Geist  Road  and  University  Access  Road:   Fairbanks  Alaska.       2/10 
Reconstruction  and  extension  of  Geist  Road  from  the 

intersection  of  University  Avenue  west  to  the  intersection  of 

the  Chena  Pump  and  Chena  Ridge  Roads  and  the  proposed  Fairbanks- 
Anchorage  Highway  (1.6  miles).   Project  No.  S-0649(l).   (ELR 
Order  #  1874,  20  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  583-D) 
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Interstate  630  from  I-430-I-30:  Pulaski  County,  Arkansas.       2/22 
Construction  of  a  6-lane  interstate  facility  in  Little 
Rock.   Approximately  7.4  miles  in  length.   (ELR  Order  # 

1983,  17  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  206  852-D) 

Southwest  Circumferential,  Denver,  Colorado.  Interstate  470     2/18 
Circumferential  Route  is  the  last  section  of  Interstate  that 

will  complete  the  encirclement  of  the  City  of  Denver.   4(f) 
required  for  two  planned  recreation  areas.  Bear  Creek  Reservoir 
Recreation  Area  and  McLellan  Reservoir  Recreation  Area.   (ELR 

Order  #  1984,  100  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  067-D) 

Interstate  Route  91:   Hartford-Windsor,  Connecticut.  2/10 
Reconstruction   of  a  nine-mile  section  of  I.H.  91  and 
the  construction  of  1  mile  of  I.R.  291  and  interchange 
in  Windsor  created  at  their  junction.   (ELR  Order  #  1829, 

55  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  206  462-D) 

Route  262:   City  of  Waterbury  and  Town  of  Plymouth,  2/9 
Connecticut.   Reconstruction  of  Conn.   Route  262  beginning  0.3 
mile  east  of  S.R.  847  extending  northerly  and  terminating 
0.1  mile  north  of  Waterbury  Road  (0.7  mile).   4(f)  required  for 
4  acres  in  Mattatuck  State  Forest.   (ELR  Order  #  1880, 
49  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-2  06  565-D) 

Route  141,  Centre  Road,  Woodward  Ave  to  Lancaster  Pike:         2/17 
New  Castle  County,  Delaware.   Construction  of  a  6  lane 
freeway  with  two,  2  lane  frontage  roads.   This  is  the  last 
link  in  the  improvement  of  R.  141  around  City  of  Wilmington. 
4(f)  required  for  land  used  as  a  recreational  park.   (ELR 
Order  #  1926,  100  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  787-D) 

» 

State  Road  435:   Orange  County,  Florida.   Reconstruction        2/9 
of  SR  435,  making  it  4-lanes  within  the  City  of  Apopka  (a 
distance  of  1.785  miles)  and  widening  to  24'  and  resurfacing 
Its  2  lanes  for  a  distance  of  4  miles  north  of  the  city  limits. 
Displacement  of  a  number  of  dwellings  will  result.   (ELR  Order 
#  1897,  63  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  206  772-D) 
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U.S.  Highway  301,  Hillsborough  and  Pasco  Counties,  Florida .     2/16 
Reconstruction  of  22.9  miles  of  U.S.  301  from  2  to  4  lanes 

between  Tampa  and  Zephyrhills.   Some  homes  and  businesses  will 
be  displaced.   (ELR  Order  #  1908,  31  pages)   (NTIS  Order 

#  PB-  206  643-D) 

U.S.  Highway  41:   Collier  County,  Florida.  Improvement  involves   2/25 

four-laning  the  portion  of  U.S.  Highway  41  (S.R.  45)  from  south 
of  Bonita  Springs  to  the  north  of  Estero  and  is  11.4  miles  in 
length.   (ELR  Order  #  1978,  29  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  206  865-D) 

U.S.  Highway  95:   Nez  Perce  County,  Idaho.   Relocation  of       2/11. 
U.S.  95  over  Lewiston  Hill,  to  improve  safety.   Termini 

vary  being  7.1,  7.6  and  7.5  miles.   Project  F-4114(18). 
(ELR  Order  #  1845,  55  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  206  551-D) 

S.H.  39:   Bingham  County,  Idaho.   Construction  of  a  6.1         2/14 
mile  segment  of  2-lane  State  Highway  39.   Structures  would 
be  required  for  canal  crossings.   Minimum  right-of-way  width 
would  be  100  feet.   Some  disruption  and  severance  to  existing 
agrucultural  units  will  result.   (ELR  Order  #  1911,  24  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-  206  645-D) 

Federal  Aid  Route  33  (Illinois  121):   Macon  County,  Illinois.   2/7 
Reconstruction  of  approximately  3.6  miles  of  roadway,  involves 
building  of  4  lanes  of  new  pavement.   4(f)  determination  required 
for  a  small  quantity  from  Decatur  Park  District.   (ELR  Order 

#  1854,  55  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  563-D) 

FA  Route  2,  Section  77-2:   Winnebago  County,  Illinois.  2/4 
Construction  of  a  four-lane  expressway.    Begins  5.5  miles 
south  of   Illinois-Wisconsin  border  and  follows  Rte .  2 
approximately  5,8  miles.   (ELR  Order  #  1857,  103  pages) 

(NTIS  Order  #  PB-2  06  568-D) 

FA  Route  171  (Illinois  Route  76):  Boone  County,  Illinois .       2/9 
Establishment  of  a  transportation  corridor,  five  and  one 

half  miles  long  and  2000'  wide.   Within  this  a  2  lane 
partially  access  controlled  facility  (Illinois  Route  76)  will 
be  constructed,  to  be  expanded  to  a  4  lane  facility  if  needed. 

(ELR  Order  #  1900,  62  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  647-D) 
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^oute  148:   Morgan,  Scott,  and  Pike  Counties,  Illinois.         2/9 
:onstruction  of  a  52  mile,  4  lane,  fully  access  controlled 

lighway  between  the  cities  of  Jacksonville  and  Berry.   A 
1(f)    statement  is  required  for  the  taking  of  conservation 
irea  land.   Approximately  2600  acres  of  various  types  of  land, 
nuch  of  it  highly  productive  farmland  and  established  timberland, 
7ill  be  required  by  the  highway,  as  well  as  several  farm 
residences.   Project  F-408.   (ELR  Order  #  1901,  103  pages) 

(NTIS  Order  #  PB-  2  06  640-d) 

Ell ign-0' Hare  Freeway:   Cook  County,  Illinois .   Construction    2/14 
Df  19  miles  of  multilane  divided  highway  from  US  20  at  Elgin 

to  Illinois  Route  19  at  Chicago  O'Hare  International  Airport, 
rhe  displacement  of  99  residences,  12  commercial  establishments 
and  one  industrial  establishment  will  result.   (ELR  Order 

*  1932,  81  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  206  774-D) 

\A.  45  (Mannheim  Road),  Cook  County,  Illinois.  2/23 
Reconstruction  of  US  45  from  179th  St.  to  143rd  St. 
[{f)    statement  is  required  as  land  will  be  taken  from  the 

■ecreational  facilities  of  Orland  Center  School.   (ELR  Order 
(^  1969,  58  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  206  871-D) 

Freeway  520:   Sioux  City,  Woodbury  County,  Iowa.  1/24 Construction  from  proposed  I -2 9/1-12 9  interchange  east  to 
an  interchange  with  Lakeport  Rd.,  then  northeast  to  US-20 
Will  displace  20  homes,  13  farmsteads,  2  businesses  and  1* mobile  home.   (ELR  Order  #  1758,  12  pages)   (NTIS  Order #  PB-206  165-D) 

Freeway  520:   Evansdale,  Black  Hawk  County,  Iowa.  1/27 Construction  from  US-218  interchange  in  Waterloo,  across 
Cedar  River  to  a  River  Forest  Rd.  interchange  in  Evansdale, 
to  an  interchange  with  la.  2  97.   The  roadbed  will  act  as 
a  flood  protection  levee  over  part  of  its  length.   Involves 
displacement  of  35  houses  and  7-8  businesses.   (ELR  Order 
#  1765,  15  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  260-D) 

US-169:   Miami  and  Johnson  Counties,  Kansas .  1/28 Construction  from  1  mile  south  of  the  Johnson-Miami 
County  line  to  1-35  (8.5  miles).   4(f)  determination 
will  be  required,  depending  on  the  route  selected.    Involves 
displacement  of  people  and  severance  of  property.   Project 
169-61  F  081-1(16)  and  169-46  F  081-1(14).   (ELR  Order 
#  1732,  72  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  170-D) 
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US-54:   Augusta,  Butler  County,  Kansas .  Improvement  to  1/27 
4  lanes  from  400'  west  of  Walnut  St.  to  the  west  end  of  i 
the  Walnut  River  Bridge.  Will  displace  residences  and 

businesses.  Project  (SF)  54-8  U-038-4  (23,(24).  (ELR 
Order  #  1733,  2  5  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-2  06  168-D) 

1-435  Extension  (KCI  Route) :   Johnson  and  Wyandotte  2/9 
Counties,  Kansas .  Addition  of  20.5  miles  to  Interstate  435 

loop  around  greater  Kansas  City.   A  minimum  six-lane  limited 
access  facility,  including  interchanges  and  bridge  crossings 

of  Kansas  and  Missouri  Rivers.   Project  435-46   1-435-3(124), 
435-105   1-435-3  (125),   435-52   1-435-3(127).   (ELR  Order 

#  1855,  100  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  206  581-D) 

U.S.  75:   Shawnee  County,  Kansas .   Improvements  of  U.S.  75      2/24 
and  its  interchanges  with  Lower  Silver  Lake  Road,  U.S.  24  and 
Brickyard  Road.   (2.1  miles).   A  bridge  over  the  Kansas 
River  is  planned.   (ELR  Order  #  1981,  10  pages)   (NTIS  Order 

#  PB-  2  06  86  7-D) 

KY-80,  Pikeville-Elkhorn  City  Rd.  and  Elkhorn  City  -  1/27  h 
Virginia  State  Line  Rd. :   Pike  County,  Kentucky.  Relocation 

of  KY-80  between  Shelbiana  and  Elkhorn  City  (16.17  miles). 
Involves  relocation  or  residences,  some  mobile  homes.   Projects 

APD  640(5),  AP  98-183-7L,  AP  98-223-17L  and  APD  640(2), 
AP  98-2223-16L.   (ELR  Order  #  1722,  24  pages)   (NTIS  Order 
#  PB-2  06  174-D) 

Somerset-London  Road  KY  80:   Pulaski  County,  Kentucky.  2/23 Reconstruction  of  3.7  miles  of  KY  80.   Project 
FAP  21,  APD  195  (24).   (ELR  Order  #  1962,  28  pages)   (NTIS 
Order  #  PB-  2  06  870-D) 

LA-1:  White  Castel,  Iberville  Parish,  Louisiana.   Widening      1/28 
to  4  lanes  from  east  of  White  Castle,   partly  on 
relocation,  west  to  near  Dorcyville  (1.88  miles).   Project 
50-06-36,  F-399(12).   (ELR  Order  #  1759,  24  pages)   (NTIS 
Order  #  PB  2  06  157-D) 

Big  Bend  Rd . :   Kirkwood,  St.  Louis  County,  Missouri.  1/28 

Relocation  between  1-244  and  Marshall  Rd.  and  widening  to 
4  lanes  from  Marshall  Rd .  to  Couch  Ave.   Will  displace  2 
residences  and  1  service  station.   Project  T-4189(8). 
(ELR  Order  #  1735,  7  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  181-D) 

« 
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Route  CC,  Ozark  County,  Missouri.   Construction  of  a  2/7 
highway  facility,  includes  a  bridge  over  the  North  Fork 
White  River.   Project  begins  approximately  2.5  miles  east 
of  Route  181  and  the  community  of  Dora,  then  traverses 
easterly  2.5  miles  to  Hammond  Camp.   (ELR  Order  #  1802, 

29  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-   206  383-D) 

U.S.  6:   Chase,  Hayes  and  Hitchcock  Counties,  Nebraska .         2/11 
Improvements  of  a  14.5  mile  segment  of  U.S.  Highway  6  between 
Wauneta  and  Palisade,  and  construction  of  a  spur  road  on 
new  alignment  into  Hamlet.   Project  F-243(9)  and  F-243-A. 
(ELR  Order  #  1844,  14  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  206  569-D) 

Omaha-Fremont  Freeway:   Douglas,  Dodge  and  Saunders  2/10 
Counties,  Nebraska.   Construction  of  a  4-lane  highway  to 
connect  Omaha  and  Freemont.   Ten  alternate  routes  of  approximately 

23  miles  each  are  under  consideration.   Project  F-20(35). 

(ELR  Order  #  1862,  30  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  584-D) 

Route  27:   Suffolk  County,  New  York.   Improvement  and  2/10 
reconstruction  of  a  portion  of  Route  27  as  a  six  lane  express 
facility  with  parallel  service  roads.   The  overall  project 
covered  in  this  statement  is  comprised  of  four  design  contracts: 
Contract  5,  P.I.N.   0059.00;   Contract  6,  P.I.N.  0113.00; 
Contract  7,  P.I.N.  0188.00;   Contract  8,  P.I.N.  0114.00.   4(f) 
required  for  land  from  the  future  Connetquot  River  State  Park. 

(ELR  Order  #  1876,  105  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-2  06  582-D) 

The  Genesee  Expressway:   Interstate  Route  390,  Livingston       2/22 
and  Monroe  Counties,  New  York.   Construction  of  thirty  seven 
miles  of  the  Genesee  Expressway.   (ELR  Order  #  1964,  166  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-  2  06  856 -D) 

Riverdale  Avenue  Arterial,  New  York  City  Line  to  Main  Street    2/24 
Westchester  County,  New  York.   Reconstruction  of  1.7  miles  of 
Riverdale  Ave.  to  a  four  lane  surface  arterial  with 

auxiliary  lanes  and  median.   (ELR  Order  #  1989,  24  pages) 

(NTIS  Order  #  PB-207  056-D) 
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Albertson  Rd. -Sherman  Rd. -Linden  Ave:   High  Point,  Guilford     1/31 
County,  North  Carolina.    Provision  of  a  continuous  thoroughfare 
in  High  Point  between  Kearns  Ave.  and  English  Rd.  along  the 
alignment  of  Linden  Ave.,  Springfield  Ave.,  Sherman  Rd .  and 
Albertson  Rd .  and  improvement  of  English  Rd.  from  Westchester 
Dr.  to  the  west  corporate  limits.   Requires  relocation  of  45 
families  and  15  businesses.   Project  9.8071021,  S-1686. 
(ELR  Order  #  1756,  18  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  163-D) 

NC-110:   Haywood  County,  North  Carolina.   Improvement  from     1/31 the  south  corporate  limits  of  Canton  south  to  US-2  76  (5 
miles).   Will  displace  7-14  families.   Project  6.801870. 
(ELR  Order  #  1757,  25  pages)   (N^IS  Order  #  PB-206  164-D) 

US  220:   Guilford-Randolph  Counties,  North  Carolina.  2/11 
Building  of  a  new  highway  to  connect  1-40  in  Greensboro  and 
the  new  US  220  highway  near  Level  Cross.   (10.8  miles) 

(ELR  Order  #  1871,  14  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  556-D) 

U.S.  Highway  19E  Bypass:   Spruce  Pine,  Mitchell  County,         2/14 
North  Carolina.    Relocation  of  U.S.  19E  from  about  0.5 
mile  west  of  the  town  limits  to  0.1  mile  east  of  the  town 

(3  miles).   Also  existing  N.C.  226  will  be  relocated  to 
the  west  for  a  length  of  0.9  mile.   Several  connectors 
will   be  constructed  to  tie  into  the  existing  street  system. 

(ELR  Order  #  1883,  22  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  206  566-D) 

1-40:   Buncombe  and  McDowell  Counties,  North  Carolina.  2/17 
Construction  of  (1)  an  8 . 1  mile  segment  of  1-40  from 
Black  Mountain  to  Old  Fort  and  (2)  a  0.66  mile  relocation  of 
N.C.  9  on  the  southern  side  of  Black  Mountain.   Project 

1-40-1(27)65,  1-40-2(28)67,  1-40-2(9)66.   (ELR  Order  #  1935, 

20  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB- 206  873-D) 

New  Salisbury  Connector  Between  US  29-601  and  1-85:   Rowan      2/18 
County,  Salisbury,  North  Carolina.   Construction  of  a  new 

five-lane  curb  and  gutter  road  extending  from  US  29-601 
at  SR  1530  to  1-85  at  the  SR  2541  interchange.   Project 

S-1120.   (ELR  Order  #  1938,  17  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  206  763-D) 

7th  Street:   Langdon,  Cavalier  County,  North  Dakota.  2/2 
Construction  of  a  curb  and  gutter  street  from  11th  Ave. 
N.  to  15th  Ave.  N.   4(f)  determination  required  for 
construction  through  Langdon  City  Park,   Project  A-SI-12 
(2).   (ELR  Order  #  1778,  5  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  264-D) 
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Toledo  -  Downtown  Distributor  -  SR-112:   Lucas  County,  2/2 
Ohio.   Construction  of  a  0.9  mile  limited  access  highway, 

starting  at  1-75  and  extending  across  portion  of  Toledo, 
Ohio,  to  end  in  two  downtown  exit  ramps  and  one  entrance 

ramp.   Project  U-1135(l),  LUC-112-0 . 00.   (ELR  Order  #  1790, 
18  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-   206  402-D) 

Defiance  Railroad  Grade  Separation  Replacement:   Defiance       2/2 

County,  Ohio.    Construction  of  a  four-lane  facility  with 
necessary  turning  lanes  and  traffic  control  items,  etc. 

Project  UG-649  (  ),  DEF-15-14.09    (ELR  Order  #  1795,  14  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-  206  405-D) 

Wilson  Mills  Road,  CH  8:   Geauga  County,  Ohio.   Project        2/2 
consists  of  widening  and  resurfacing  the  existing  road  and 
correcting  sight  distances,  from  Caves  Road  to  S.R.  306 
(1.30  miles).   Project  S  1617  (1).   (ELR  Order  #  1800,  6 

pages)   ^NTIS  Order  #  PB-    206  406-D) 

St-  Marys  South  Connector:   Auglaize  County,  Ohio.  2/8 
Construction  of  a  new  east-west  street  across  the  southern 
part  of  the  City  of  St.  Marys.   Project  SU  1638  (1). 

(ELR  Order  #  1806,  10  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  206  377-D) 

County  Road  104  A:   Marion  County,  Ohio.   Reconstruction       2/11 
of  0.504  miles  of  road  by  raising  the  roadway  above  the 
flood  level  and  replacing  a  bridge  over  the  Little  Scioto 
River.   Project  S-1612(l).   (ELR  Order  #  1848,  9  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-  206  571-D) 

r-280:  Lucas  County,  Oregon,  Ohio.   Construction  and  2/22 addition  of  the  following  safety  features  to  1-280  to  the  latest 
federal  standards:   provide  median  barrier,  reconstruct  berms, flatten  ditch  slopes,  resurface  pavement,  etc.   Project 
[-280-2(4)79,  LUC-280-0.00.   (ELR  Order  #  1960,  11  pages) ;ntis  Order  #  PB- 2  06  785-D) 

)regon  Coast  Hwy.  -  Waterline  Dr.  Section  (Newport)  2/10 
Jaterlin  Drive:   Lincoln  County,  Oregon.   Revision  to  part 
5f  the  access  road  leading  to  the  main  entrance  to  Yaquina 
5ay  State  Park  and  to  the  water-front  street  system  of 
jfewport.   (500  feet  in  length)   TOPICS  Project  T-5021(3). 
-ELR  Order  #  1847,  7  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  206  570-D) 
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Oregon  Forest  Highway  Project  Rte  46:   Deschutes  County,        2/14 
Oregon.   Construction  to  current  standards  a  section  of  the 
Oregon  Forest  Highway  46  beginning  approximately  1.5  miles 
northerly  of  Davis  Lake  and  extending  5.8  miles  southerly  to 
a  point  near  the  south  end  of  Davis  Lake  in  Klamath  County. 

(ELR  Order  #  1877,  27  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  574-D) 

Interstate  Route  77  from  Columbia  to  Rock  Hill,  South  2/3 
Carolina.    South  Carolina  Highway  Dept .  in  cooperation  with 
Federal,  State  and  local  governments  plans  to  construct  a 
new  highway  as  a  part  of  the  Interstate  and  Defense  Highway 
System  between  Columbia  and  Rock  Hill.   (60  miles  in  length) 

(ELR  Order  #  1793,  28  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  206  388-D) 

Heckle  By- Pass:   York  County,  Rock  Hill  South  Carolina.         2/9 
Construction  of  the  Heckle  By- Pass  from  S.C.  Rte.  322  to 
S.C.  Rte.  161,  a  distance  of  approximately  4.5  miles.   (ELR 

Order  #  1872,  10  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  555-D) 

Rosewood  Drive:   Richland  County,  Columbia  South  Carolina.      2/9 
Widening  and  extending  of  Rosewood  Drive,  from  Assembly 
Street  to  Garners  Ferry  Road  (U.S.  378),  (2.95  miles). 
Also  Wildcat  Road  would  be  widened  for  multi-lane  travel. 

Project  U-07-1 (  ).   (ELR  Order  #  1873,  11  pages)   (NTIS  Order 
#  PB-2  06  56  7-D) 

Assembly  Street,  Columbia,  South  Carolina.   Extension  2/17 
of  Assembly  Street,  from  Elmwood  Ave.  northerly  to  River 
Drive  (US  176),  a  distance  of  about  0.65  mile.   (ELR 

Order  #  1945,  15  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  783-D) 

Project  F020-7:   Lake  County,  South  Dakota.   Construction       1/25 
from  1  mile  south  of  SH-34/SH-19  intersection  southeast  to 

SH-34  (7.5  miles).   (ELR  Order  #  1755,  5  pages)   (NTIS 
Order  #  PB-2  06  162 -D) 
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ederal  Route  6,  Ellington  Parkway:   Davidson  County,  2/16 
ennessee.   Construction  of  a  2.44  mile  section  of  4  lane 

ighway  in  Nashville.   Seven  residences  and  three  businesses 
ill  be  displaced.   Project  U-006-3(40).   (ELR  Order  # 
906,  55  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  206  641  -D) 

SH-19:   Delta  County,  Texas.   Upgrading  to  4  lanes  from         1/4 
F.M.  1507  in  Paris  through  Gadston  to  SH-19/SH-24  junction 
near  Lake  Creek  (14.7  miles).   Will  displace  28  homes 
and  3  businesses.   (ELR  Order  #  1774,  75  pages)   (NTIS  Order 
#  PB-206  267-D) 

US-287:   Ellis  County,  Texas.   Construction  of  4-lane  2/2 
highway  from  Spur  394  southeast  of  Waxachie  to  near  west 
city  limits  of  Ennis  (10  miles).   Will  displace  6  families 
and  2  farm  outbuildings.   (ELR  Order  #  1775,  21  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  268-D) 

JS  Highway  59:   Cass  and  Bowie  Counties,  Texas .  2/3 
Reconstruction  of  13  miles  of  U.S.  Highway  59  from  F.M. 
Road  2791  in  Queen  City,  north  to  2.4  miles  north  of  Sulphur 
River.   Improvement  will  consist  of  the  addition  of  two  lanes 
md  reconstruction  of  the  existing  facility  where  necessary. 
Requires  relocation  of  10  families.   (ELR  Order  #  1794,  28 

Dages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-   206  387-D) 

State  Highway  350:   Howard  County,  Texas .   Improvements         2/9 
consisting  of  construction  of  a  railroad  overpass  and 
approaches.   (0.9  mile).   Displacement  of  4  businesses. 

(ELR  Order  #  1814,  22  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  206  379-D) 

5tate  Highway  71:   Fayette  County,  Texas.  Development  of        2/8 
Dresent  2-lane  S.H.  71  to  a  4  lane  divided  highway,  from 
L.6  miles  east  of  West  Point  to  the  Bastrop  County  line. 
Dotal  length,  6.9  miles.   (ELR  Order  #  1815,  21  pages) 

(NTIS  Order  #  PB-  206  374-D) 

Spur  Highway  239:   Val  Verde  Coutny,  City  of  Del  Rio,  2/24 
rejcas.   Proposed  relocation  of  Spur  239  from  the  intersection 
3f  U.S  90  and  277  southwest  to  Ave-  R,  thense  westerly  to  the 
J.S.  Border  Port  of  Entry  (3.0  miles)   (ELR  Order  #  1985, 
^5  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  062-D) 
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Leigh  Street  Viaduct:   Richmond,  Virginia.   Demolition  of       2/17 
Marshall  St.  bridge  and  construction  of  a  new  crossing  of  the 
Shockoe  Valley,  the  Lehigh  Street  Viaduct.   Project  SU-127-2(8). 
(ELR  Order  #  1912,  130  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  646-D) 

Revised  draft  (9/23)  SR-2 :   Snohomish  County,  Washington.       1/11 
Addition  of  passing  lanes  in  the  Sultan  vicinity  in  2 
sections.   Revised  draft  pertains  to  Section  2  right  of  way 
and  excavation.   FA?  024-1,  CS  3109  SR  2.   (ELR  Order  # 

1779,  9  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  265-D) 

State  Route  90,  King  County,  Washington.  Construction  of       2/23 
5  miles  of  three  lane  highway.   Erosion  problems  may  develop 
along  the  north  side  of  the  upper  Snogualmie  River  Valley; 
Approximately  3  million   feet  of  timber  will  be  cut  in  the  valley. 

(ELR  Order  #  1963,  33  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  869-D) 

FAP  Route  3,  Stadium  Freeway:   Milwaukee,  Greenfield-,  and       1/31 
West  Milwaukee,  Milwaukee  County,  Wisconsin.   Construction 

to  connect  Stadium  Freeway  and  interchange  on  East-West 
Freeway  (1-94)  to  Greenfield  interchange  on  the  Airport 
Freeway  (1-894)  (5  miles).   4(f)  determination  required  for  use 
of  portions  of  Cherokee  Park,  Jackson  Park,  Kinnickinnic  River 
Parkway,  Manitoba  School  in  Milwaukee  and  Hillcrest  School  in 

Greenfield.   Project  F-03-1  (  ),  1350-1-00.   (ELR  Order 
#  1753,  130  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  178-D) 

Oconomowoc-Pewaukee  Road  U.S.H.  16  and  Oconomowoc  South         2/17 
Beltline  S.T.H.  67:   Waukesha  County,  Wisconsin.  Project 

Consists  of  widening  existing  U.S.H.  16  from  a  two-lane 
conventional  highway  to  a  four-lane  freeway  (11.9  miles) 

Project  F  06-1 (  ),  I.D.  1371-2-00,  S  0444  (  ),  I.D.  3033-1-00. 
(ELR  Order  #  1953,  228  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  206  771-D) 

U.S.H.  45:   Washington,  Dodge  and  Fond  du  Lac  Counties,         2/23 
Wisconsin.    Reconstruction  of  US  41  from  4  lane  divided  highway 
to  a  limited  access  highway.   4(f)  is  attached,  related  to 
the  acquisition  of  26  acres  of  the  Allenton  Marsh  and  Theresa 
Marsh  Wildlife  Areas.   (ELR  Order  #  1961,  78  pages)   (NTIS 

Order  #  PB-  206  872-D) 
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FINAL 

FAS  2317:   Dale  County,  Alabama.   Construction  of  a  steel       1/26 
beam  span  bridge  across  the  Choctawhatchee  River.   Project 

S-2317  (101).   Comments  made  by  USDA,  Army  COE,  EPA,  DOI ,  DOT 
and  Coosa  Valley  Planning  Agency.   (ELR  Order  #  1750,  19 

pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  172 -F) 

US  431:   Henry  County,  Alabama.    Construction  of  11.8  2/9 
miles  of  2-lane  U.S.  431  in  Headland  extending  northerly  to 
a  point  approximately  1.5  miles  south  of  Abbeville  city  limits. 
Project  F-129(6).   Comments  made  by  USDA,  DOI,  EPA.  (ELR 
Order  #  1838,  12  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-202  076-F) 

State  Route  180:   Baldwin  County,  Gulf  Shores,  Alabama.         2/18 
Relocation  of  Alabama  S.R.  180  beginning  at  the  intersection 
of  Alabama  59  and  20th  St.  and  runs  eastward.   4(f)  required 

for  a  portion  of  Gulf  State  Park  in  Gulf  Shores.   Comments 
made  by  Alabama  Dept.  of  Conservation,  DOI,  EPA,  Army  COE, 
FAA,  DOC,  Several  other  state  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  1951, 

49  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-2  06  784-F) 

Lowell-Double  Adobe-McNeal  Highway:   Cochise  County,  1/26 
Arizona .   Widening  and  surfacing  between  Douglas  and 
Bisbee  (13  miles).   Projects  S0208(2),  Prince  Rd.  section; 

S-208(4),  Prince  Rd. -Double  Adobe  section;  S-490(2),  Cochise 
Jr.  College-Double  Adobe  section.   Comments  made  by  EPA,  DOI, 
Ariz.  Game  and  Fish  Dept.  and  Ariz.  State  Museum.   (ELR 
Order  #  1746,  28  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-202  444-F) 

NACO-DON  LUIS  Highway:   Cohise  County,  Arizona.   Project       2/15 

will  provide  a  64  foot  roadway  with  curb,  gutter  and  sidewalk 
and  a  40  foot  roadway  in  the  second  unit.   Project  located 

adjacent  to  the  International  Boundary  between  US  and  Mexico. 
Project  S-SG-204(4).   Comments  made  by  EPA,  DOI,  State  of 

Arizona.   (ELR  Order  #  1917,  29  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-202  325-F) 

Routes  83  and  94:   Town  of  Glastonbury,  Connecticut.  2/9 
Reconstruction  of  .39  mile  of  Route   83  and  -54  mile 

of  Route  94  at  intersection  in  Glastonbury.   Six  acres  of 
meadow  and  woods  required  for  right  of  way.   Project  No. 

SU-S-9(5).   Comments  made  by  DOI,  OE,  3  state  agencies. 
(ELR  Order  #  1818,  57  images)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-201  529-F) 
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SR-7,  US-441:   Palm  Beach  County,  Florida .   Construction  of     1/26 
a  2 -lane  roadway  adjacent  to  existing  2 -lane  highway  and 
resurfacing  existing  highway  (8.6  miles).   Project  S-12(12), 
93210-1503.   Comments  made  by  Army  COE ,  EPA,  HEW,  HUD,  DOI , 
State  Planning  and  Development  Clearinghouse,  Fla.  Game  and 
Fresh  Water  Fish  Commission,  Fla.  Division  of  Planning  and 
Budgeting,  Fla.  Dept .  of  Air  and  Water  Pollution  Control,  Palm 
Beach  Area  Planning  Board,  Broward  County  Planning  Board  and 
City  of  Boca  Raton.   (ELR  Order  #  1748,  3  7  pages)   (NTIS 
Order  #  PB-202  648-F) 

State  Road  808:   Palm  Beach  County,  Florida.   Straightening     2/15 
and  widening  SR  808  from  SR  7  (US  441)  to  SR  5  (US  1 ) ,  a 
distance  of  7  miles  in  the  city  of  Boca  Raton.   Project  US 
298(2).   Comments  made  by  DOI,  DOC,  EPA,  State  and  local 

agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  1919,  29  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-201 
690-F) 

West  Wallace  Interchane  to  East  Wallace  Interchange:   Shoshone  2/10 
County,  City  of  Wallace,  Idaho.   Construction  of  a  1.7  mile 

segment  of  4-lane  divided  Interstate  90  highway.   Project 
1-90-1(47)61.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  Army  COE,  HUD,  HEW,  DOI, 
EPA,  several  State  and  local  offices.   (ELR  Order  #  1849,  59 

pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  201  573-F) 

Wacker  Drive  Extension  (US  Route  7):   Cook  County,  Chicago,     2/15 
Illinois .   Construction  of  a  tri-level  structure,  from 
Michigan  Ave.  to  N.  Lake  Shore  Dr.   Comments  made  by  Army 
COE,  Coast  Guard,  EPA,  DOI,  DOT  and  numerous  state  agencies. 

(ELR  Order  #  1933,  257  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-202  432-F) 

SR-46  and  SR-3  (FAS  Route  S-558) :   Scott  County,  Indiana.       1/26 

Replacement  of  the  grade  separation  over  the  B&O  R.R. 

0.2  mile  south  of  the  SR-56/SR-3  junction  and  relocation  of 

approaches  through  Morgan  Trail  Park.   Comments  made  by  EPA, 

HUD,  and  DOI.   (ELR  Order  #  1743,  34  pages)   (NTIS  Order 
#  PB-202  323-F) 

S.R.  43:   Montgomery  County,  Indiana.   Improvement  of  3.2       2/9 
miles  of  4  lane  divided  highway.   Displacement  of  4  businesses, 
13  residences,  damage  to  15  residences.   Project  191(15)  P.E. 
Comments  made  by  EPA,  DOI,  USDA  and  HUD.  (ELR  Order  # 

1835,  13  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-202  126-F) 
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:-25:   Rawling  County,  Kansas .   Spot  location   improvements     2/15 
rhich  will  replace  three  existing  timber  structures  along  with 

.mprovements  of  the  grade  lines  at  each  location.   Project  25- 
'7.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  DOI ,  EPA,  Army  COE.   (ELR  Order 
^  1916,  26  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-202  788-F) 

US-62,  Blandville  Rd . ,  Paducah,  McCracken  County,  Kentucky .     1/26 
Widening  to  4  lanes  from  US-45  (Lone  Oak  Rd.)  to  KY-1286 
(Friendship  Church  Rd . )   (1.81  miles).   Project  S  318. 
Comments  made  by  EPA,  HEW,  DOI  and  Univ.  of  Ky.   (ELR  Order 
#  1744,  16  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-203  223-F) 

Whitesburg  Bypass:   Letcher  County,  Kentucky .   Construction     1/26 
of  a  segment  of  the  Appalachian  Developmental  System  (Corridor 

I)   from  KY-15  to  US-119.   Will  touch  upon  Whitesburg 
Appalachian  Regional  Hospital  property  and  displace  29  residences. 
Comments  made  by  DOC,  EPA,  HEW,  HUD,  DOI,  DOT,  Ky.  Water 
Pollution  Control  Commission  and  Ky.  Program  Development  Office. 
(ELR  Order  #  1749,  44  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-201  762-F) 

Pikeville-South  Williamson  Road  US  #119:   Pike  County,  2/9 

Kentucky.     Construction  of  a  1.79  miles,  4-lane  segment 
of  the  Appalachian  Developmental  Highway  System.   Will 
necessitate  the  use  of  70  acres  right  of  way  and  the  relocation 
of  26  residences,  3  businesses  and  one  cemetery.   APD  506  (9) 

AP  98-83-19L.   Comments  made  by  Army  COE,  DOI,  EPA,  HUD, 
DOI.   (ELR  Order  #  1830,  32  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-202  003-F) 

US  45  Business  Route:   Fulton  County,  Kentucky.  2/15 
Improvement  on  new  alignment  in  the  urban  renewal  area 
between  the  US  45  Bypass  and  fourth  street  at  Carr  St. 
Project  F-144.   Comments  made  by  City  of  Fulton,  HUD. 

(ELR  Order  #  1924,  18  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  788-F) 

Interstate  Route  410:  St.  Charles  Parish,  Louisiana.  2/9 
State  Project  No.  700-07-72.   Construction  of  10.4  miles  of 
Interstate  410.   Approximately  378  acres  of  agricultural, 
timber  and  freshwater  marsh  land  will  be  required  for  right 
of  way.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  Aifmy  COE,  GSA,  HEW,  DOI, 
and  2  state  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  1825,  37  pages)   (NTIS 
Order  #  PB-  .198  980-F) 
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US-31:   Berrien  County,  Michigan.   Relocation  of  US-31  -       2/9 
total  of  9.4  miles  of  construction.   Will  involve  land 

erosion  and  sedimentation  of  St.  Joseph  River.   F  47-1 (  ). 
Comments  made  by  Army  COE,  HUD,  DOI  USDA,  and  State  of 
Indiana  Highway  Commission.   (ELR  Order  #  1840,  53  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-   206  442-F) 

T.H.  94:   Stearns  County,  Minnesota.   Construction  of  2/9 

18  miles  of  4-lane  T.H.  94.   Displacement  of  farmsteads 

will  hasten  trend  away  from  agricultural  land  use.   Project 
F094-2 (  ),  7380.   Comments  made  by  Army  COE,  EPA,  DOT, 
and  USDA.   (ELR  Order  #  1821,  90  pages)   (NTIS  Order  # 
PB-201  307-F) 

Route  13:   Polk  and  Greene  Counties,  Missouri .   Construction    1/2  5 
of  dual  lane  facility  from  Bolivar  to  Springfield  (24  miles) . 

Project  F-13-2  (8) ,  (9),  (10),  (11),  (12);   U-13-2(13). 
Comments  made  by  HUD,  DOT,  State  Clearinghouse  and  Lakes 
Country  Regional  Planning  Commission.   (ELR  Order  #  1738, 

37  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  175-F) 

Howdershell  Road  Extension:  St.  Louis  County,  Missouri.         2/9 
Reconstruction  of  Howdershell  Road.   Project  T-4189(36) 
Comments  made  by  EPA,  DOI.   (ELR  Order  #  1831,  16  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-203  105-F) 

US  Highway  No.  12:   Golden  Valley  County,  Ryegate,  Montana.     2/15 
Project  will  provide  the  public  with  a  34-foot  wide  roadway  with 
two  12-foot  traffic  lanes  approximately  12.2  miles  in  length. 
Project  F  268(7).   Comments  made  by  EPA,  DOI,  DOC,  USDA,  Army 
COE,  HEW,  HUD,  Montana  Water  Resources  Board,  State  Forester, 
Montana  Dept .  of  Health.   (ELR  Order  #  1923,  52  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-200  373-F) 

Highway  No.  89:   Teton  and  Cascade  Counties,  Montana.  2/15 
Reconstruction  of  9.6  miles  of  Highway  89.   Approximately 
40  acres  of  irrigated  land  will  be  taken  out  of  production. 
Comments  made  by  Army  COE,  EPA,  HUD,  DOI,  DOT.   (ELR  Order 

#  1931,  70  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-200  217-F) 
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:nterstate  Route  15:   Teton  County,  Montana.   Project  begins    2/23 
!.2  miles  north  of  Dutton  and  terminates  one  mile  south  of 

:he  Teton-Pondera  County  Line.   In  addition  to  a  four-lane 
Jivided  highway,  the  project  provides  full  control  of  access 
/ith  appurtenant  local  access  system.   (7.113  miles)   Project 
[  15-6(2)305.   Comments  made  by  DOI ,  HUD,  Army  COE,  Teton  County, 
5tate  of  Montana.   (ELR  Order  #  1988,  36  pages)   (NTIS  Order 

j:  PB-202  082-F) 

N-lOO  and  N-68:   Rockville,  Sherman  County,  and  Ravenna,        1/26 
Buffalo  County,  Nebraska .    Improvement  of  N-lOO  from 
N-10  to  N-58  (8.1  miles)  and  relocation  of  N-68  from  0.5 
mile  north  of  Ravenna  to  N-lOO  (4.5  miles).   Projects 
S-36(4)  and  S-201(5).   Comments  made  by  USDA,  Army  COE,  EPA, 
HUD,  DOI  and  Neb.   Dept.  of  Environmental  Control.   (ELR  Order 

#  1745,  20  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-203  099-F) 

Highway  41:   Saline  County,  Nebraska.   Construction  of  a       2/15 
new  highway  N-41  located  on  a  former  county  road  just  north 
of  Milligan,  east  11.0  miles  to  junction  with  State  Highway 

N-15.   Project  S-185(5).   Comments  made  by  State  of  Nebraska, 
EPA,  DOI,  Army  COE,  USDA,   (ELR  Order  #  1922,  26  pages)   (NTIS 
Order  #  PB-199  236-F) 

Coyles  Corners  -  Short  Clove  SH  9005:   Rockland  County,         2/9 
New  York.  Reconstruction  of  .7  mile  of  Route  304,  presently  2 
lanes,  to  4  lane  divided  highway.   Residences  will  be  displaced. 
Project  No.   8155.00.   Comments  made  by  HUD  and  DOI.   (ELR 
Order  #  1832,  27  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-200  805-F) 

:^oute  17 J,  City  of  Jamestown:   East-West  Arterial,  2/15 
::!hautaugua  County,  New  York .   Construction  of  a  four  lane 
surface  arterial  requiring  a  bridge  over  Chadakoin  River 
and  Erie-Lackawanna  Railroad.   Project  P.I.N.  5289.00,  .01 
and  .02.   Comments  made  by  DOI,  USDA,  HEW,  New  York  State 
iistoric  Trust.   (ELR  Order  #  1929,  59  pages)   (NTIS  Order  # 
=B-199  243-F) 

SH  5283:   St.  Lawrence  County,  New'  York .  Proposed  2/2  3 reconstruction  is  on  N.Y.  US  Route  11  in  town  of 

jDekalb,  extending  6.7+  miles.  Comments  made  by  HUD, 

'USDA,  FPC.  (ELR  Order  #  1986,  21  pages)  (NTIS  Order 
#  PB-199  862-F) 
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US  70-74,  Proposed  Freeway  Connector:   Buncombe  County,         2/15 
North  Carolina.    Construction  of  a  basic  four-lane  divided 

freeway  from  1-40  to  US  70  and  a  basic  six-lane  divided 
freeway  from  US-70  to  the  East-West  Expressway  in  Asheville. 
Project  F-34-l(6),   Comments  made  by  University  of  N.C.,  TVA, 
DOI,  HEW,  EPA,  Army  COE,  USDA,  State  and  local  agencies.   (ELR 

Order  #  1920,  80  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-202  433-F) 

US  421,  from  Sanford  to  Seminole:   Lee-Harnett  Counties,        2/15 
North  Carolina.   Construction  of  a  highway  improvement  for 
US  421,  for  6.9  miles.   Consists  of  widening  to  five  lanes  of 

NC  87  and  construction  of  a  new  two-lane  highway.   Project 
6.801741.   Comments  made  by  State  of  N.C.,  EPA,  OEO,  DOI, 
GSA,  Army  COE,  USDA.  (ELR  Order  #  1921,  34  pages)   (NTIS  ORDER 
#  PB-202  434-F) 

State  Route  US-24:   Lucas  County,  Ohio.   Widening  to  4  lanes    1/26 
from  Lucas  County  133  (Dutch  Rd . )  to  Lucas  County  105  (Jerome 
Rd . )   (1-9  miles)  and  construction  of  an  interchange  between 
Lucas  County  126  (Stitt  Rd.)  and  Lucas  County  105  (Jerome  Rd , ) . 

Project  F-1043(6).   Comments  made  by  DOI,  DOT,  Ohio  Historical 
Society  and  Ohio  Dept .  of  Highways.   (ELR  Order  #  1751,  2  5 

pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  171-F) 

State  Route  93:   Holmes  County,  and  Tuscarawas  County,  Ohio.    2/18 
Construction  of  a  relocated  2-lane  highway  on  non-limited  right 
of  way.   Project  S-969(ll).   Comments  made  by  HUD,  DOI.   (ELR 
Order  #  1918,  22  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-200  204-F) 

County  Road  60:   Washington  County,  Ohio.   Relocation  of        2/15 2,000  feet  of  2-lane  County  Road  60.   One  residence  will 
be  displaced.   Comments  made  by  Army  COE,  EPA,  DOI.   (ELR 
Order  #  1930,  22  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-202 ' 309-F) 

State  Route  39:   Holmes  County,  Ohio.   Relocation  of  S.R.       2/23 
39,  with  a  bridge  over  Lake  Fork  at  a  location  about  2 
miles  east  of  Loudenville.   Comments  made  by  Ohio  Planning 
and  Development  Clearinghouse,  DOI,  Army  COE,  EPA.   (ELR 

Order  #  1987,  24  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-201  097-F) 
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L.R.  1035  Spur  F:   Berks  County,  Pennsylvania.  2/9 
Construction  of  a  limited  access  4  lane  divided  highway. 
Comments  made  by  EPA,  HUD,  DOI .  (ELR  Order  #  1820,  62  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-199  239-F) 

Interstate  78:   Northhampton  County,  Pennsylvania .  2/15 

Improvements  on  a  short  segment  of  1-78  on  new  location. 
The  project  consists  of  two  36-foot  divided  pavements,  dual 
structures  over  the  Delaware  River.   Project  1-1045-0-4-A07- 
055,  1-1045-0-4-A08-055.   Comments  made  by  DOC,  EPA,  Array  COE, 
HUD,  DOI,  various  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania  Offices. 

(ELR  Order  #  1928.  65  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  770-F) 

Woonsocket  Industrial  Highway:   Woonsocket-Cumberland-Lincoln-  2/15 
North  Smithf ield-Rhode  Island.    Construction  of  a  modern- 

fast-safe  and  efficient  highway  beginning  at  the  Louisquisset 
Pike  (S.R.  146)  and  extending  generally  northeasterly  to  Mendon 
Road  (S.R.  122).   Length  of  Route  could  be  anywhere  from  one 
and  three  quarters  to  three  miles.   Comments  made  by  DOI,  Army 
COE,  EPA,  FPC,  USDA,  GSA,  DOC.   (ELR  Order  #  1927,  56  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-199  868-F) 

Haywood  Road  and  Howell  Road:   Greenville  County,  South         2/9 
Carolina.   Construction  of  1.5  miles  of  roadway  between 
Haywood  Road  and  Howell  Road.  Comments  made  by  HUD  and 
County  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  1822,  9  pages)   (NTIS  Order 
#  PB-198  844-F) 

US  176:   Spartanburg  County,  South  Carolina.   Widening  of  US    2/9 
176  from  2  to  4  lanes  for  a  distance  of  5  miles.   Comments  made 

by  HUD,  local  and  regional  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  1837,  11  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-  206  443-F) 

SR-8  and  SR-111:   Sequatchie  County,  Tennessee .  1/26 
Upgrading  from  2.5  miles  south  of  Cagle  to  the  Van  Buren 
County  line  (7.77  miles).   Projects  APD  J11-J13.   Comments  made 
by  USDA,  DOI,  DOT,  TVA ,  State  Office  of  Urban  and  Federal 
Affairs  and  Sequatchie  Valley  Planning  and  Development 

Agency,  Inc.   (ELR  Order  #  1747,* 27  pages)   (NTIS  Order  # PB-206  160-F) 
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State  Route  29:   Scott  Coutny,  Tennessee .   Reconstruction       2/9 
of  3  miles  of  US  27,  from  2  to  4  lane  divided  highway. 
Relocation  of  9  families.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  TVA,  various 

state  of  Tennessee  agencies.   Project  F-031-1 (  ).   (ELR 
Order  #  1823,  23  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-200  220-F) 

Briley  Parkway,  Davidson  County,  Tennessee .  Construction  of     2/9 
11.7  miles  of  circumferential  urban  expressway  around  the 
Nashville  Central  Business  District.   The  displacement  of 
41  familes  and  2  business  will  result.    Comments  made  by 
USDA,  Army  COE,  FHWA,  FAA,  TVA  and  several  state  agencies. 

(ELR  Order  #  1824,  40  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  459-F) 

State  Route  36:   Unicoi  County,  Tennessee.  Construction        2/9 
of  3.79  miles  of  4-lane  limited  access  highway. 
Requires  the  rechanneling  of  two  creeks,  and  1  river. 
Displacement  of  55  families,  1  church.   Project  APD-036-1 
(5),  86001-1205-64  and  86003-1202-64.   Comments  made  by 
Army  COE,  DOI ,  DOT,  HUD,  DOT,   DOC,  HEW,  TVA  and  state 
agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  1841,  108  pages)   (NTIS  Order 
#  PB-202  640-F) 

S.H.  Spur  354:   Dallas  County,  Texas .   Reconstruction  of        2/9 
traffic  circle  from  2  to  4  lanes.   Will  require  17  acres 

of  right  of  way  and  the  displacement  of  5  businesses.   Comments 
made  by  EPA,  HEW-   Project  T  9001(5).   (ELR  Order  # 

1839,  16  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-199  244-F) 

1-80:   Summit  County,  Utah.   Construction  of  4-lane  1/26 
divided  highway  (eastbound  lane  generally  along  US-30) 
from  east  of  Emory  Overhead  through  Echo  Canyon  to  1  mile 

east  of  Castle  Rock.   Project  1-80-4(11)175.   Comments  made  by 
USDA,  EPA,  DOI  and  the  State  Clearing  House.   (ELR  Order 
#  1752,  66  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-200  439-F) 

SR  112,  Jim  Creek  Bridge  Replacement:   Clallam  County,  2/9 
Washington.   Replacement  of  existing  timber  bridge  with 
large  arch  culvert  and  construction  of  850  feet  of  approach 
roadway.  Comments  made  by   State  of  Washington,  EPA,  DOI  and 

HUD.   (ELR  Order  #  1836,  6  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-201  991-F) 

Beloit  -  Elkhorn  Road;   S.T.H.  15:   Rock  and  Walworth  2/9 
Counties,  Wisconsin.  Construction  of  26  miles  of  4  lane 

Highway  15.   Approximately  1250  acres  will  be  required  for 
right  of  way-   Comments  made  by  EPA,  HEW,  HUD,  DOI,.   Project 
I.D.  1093-0-00,  I.D.  1091-0-00,  F  015-1 (  ).   (ELR  Order 

#  1826,  53  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-201  380-F) 
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U.  S.  Coast  Guard 

Contact:       D.B-  Charter,  Jr. 
Commander,  U.S.  Coast  Guard 
Chief,  Environmental  Coordination  Branch 
400  7th  Street,  S.W. 

Washington,  D.C.   20591 

(202)  426-9573 

Title  and  Description  Date 

FINAL 

State  Route  152  Bridge,  Atlantic  County,  New  Jersey.  2/22 
Plans  for  the  construction  of  a  bridge  to  replace  an 
existing  aged  and  deteriorated  highway  bridge  (S.R.  152) 
over  Broad  Thorofare,  New  Jersey  Intracoastal  Waterway. 
Comments  made  by  Atlantic  County  Citizens  Council  on 
Environment,  Inc.,  New  Jersey  Dept.  of  Environmental  Protection 
and  DOC.   (ELR  Order  #  1949,  25  pages)   (NTIS  Order  # 
PB-199  741-F) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  TREASURY 

Contact:  Richard  E.  SI i tor 
Assistant  Director 
Office  of  Tax  Analysis 
Washington,  D.C.   20220 
(202)  964-2797 

Title  and  Description 

DRAFT 

The  proposed  action  would  approve  polyvinyl  chloride  (PVC)      2/14 
for  the  manufacture  of  liquor  bottles.   A  partial  replacement 
of  glass  liquor  bottles  by  the  lighter  PVC  bottles  would 
result.   VJhen  incinerated  the  PVC  material  produces  hydrochloric 
acid,  a  corrosive  agent  and  pollutant.   (ELR  Order  #  1865, 

86  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-2  06  561-D) 

Proposed  tax  on  sulphur  emissions.   Proposal  to  improve  a      2/15 
tax  of  15  cents  a  pound  on  sulphur  oxide  emissions  beginning 
with  the  calendar  year  1976.   Reduction  in  the  tax  rate  or 
exemption  from  tax  would  apply  in  qualified  regions  depending 
upon  the  degree  of  regional  compliance  with  sulphur  oxide  air 
quality  standards  for  the  preceding  year.   (ELR  Order  #1878, 

19  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  206  573-D) 

Modification  in  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  to  encourage  the      2/24 
protection  of  coastal  wetlands,  the  preservation  of  historically 
significant  buildings,  a  greater  degree  of  rehabilitation  in 
urban  areas,  and  the  donation  of  rights  in  land  for  conservation 
purposes.   (ELR  Order  #  1965,  7  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-2  06  868-D) 
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Reqional  Federal  Highway  Administrators 

REGION  1 

(Conn.,  N.H.,  R.I.,  Mass.,  Puerto  Rico,  Me.,  N.J.,  Vt.,  N.Y.) 
Administrator ;   Gerald  D.  Love,  4  Normanskill  Blvd.,  Delmar,  N.Y.  12054 

Tel:  (518)  472-6476 

REGION  2 

(Del.,  Ohio,  Md.,  W.V.,  D.C.,  Penna . ,  Va.) 
Administrator :   August  Schofer,  Rm.  1633,  George  H.  Fallon  Federal 

Office  Bldg.,  31  Hopkins  Plaza,  Baltimore,  Md.  21201 

Tel:   (301)  962-2361 

REGION  3 

(Alabama,  S.C.,  Georgia,  N.C.,  Fla.,  Tenn.,  Miss.) 
Administrator:   Harry  E.  Stark,  Suite  200,  1720  Peachtree  Rd,  N.W., 

Atlanta,  Georgia   30309   Tel:   (404)  526-5078 

REGION   4 

(111.,    Ky.,    Wise,    Indiana,    Mich.) 
Administrator:      Fred  B.   Farrell,    18209  Dixie  Hwy.,    Horaewood,    111.    60430 

Tel:       (312)    799-6300 

REGION  5 

(Iowa,  Neb.,  Minn.,  Mo.,  Ka . ,  N.D.,  S.D.) 
Administrator ;   John  B.  Kemp,  P.O.Box  7186,  Country  Club  Station, 

Kansas  City,  Missouri  64113  Tel:   (816)  361-7563 

REGION  6 

(Ark.,  Oklahoma,  La.,  Texas) 
Administrator:   James  W.  White,  819  Taylor  St.,  Ft.  Worth,  Texas  76102 

Tel:   (817)  334-3232 

REGION  7 

(Arizona,  Hawaii,  Calif.,  Nevada) 
Administrator :   Sheridan  E.  Farin,  450  Golden  Gate  Ave.,  Box  36096, 

San  Francisco,  Calif.  94102   Tel:   (415)  556-3951 

REGION  8 

(Alaska,  Montana,  Wash.,  Idaho,  Oregon) 
Administrator;   Ralph  M.  Phillips,  Rm.  412,  Mohawk  Bldg., 

222  Southwest  Morrison  St.,  Portland,  Ore.  97204 

Tel:   (503)  226-3454    • 

REGION  9 

^(Col.,  Utah,  N.M.,  Wyoming) 
Administrator :   William  H.  Baugh,  Bldg.  40,  Denver  Federal  Center, 

Denver,  Colorado  80225   Tel:   (303)  233-6721 
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AVAILABILITY  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY  COMMENTS  ON 

ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENTS 

Appendix  I  contains  a  listing  of  draft  environmental  impact 
statements  which  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA)  has 
reviewed  and  comnented  upon  in  writing  during  the  period  from 
February  1,  1972,  to  February  27,  1972,  as  required  by  section  102(2) (C) 
of  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969  and  section  309 
of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended.  The  listing  includes  the  Federal 
agency  responsible  for  the  statement,  the  number  assigned  by  EPA 
to  the  statement,  the  title  of  the  statement,  the  classification 

of  the  nature  of  EPA's  comments,  and  the  source  for  copies  of  the comments. 

Appendix  II  contains  a  listing  of  proposed  regulations  reviewed 
by  EPA  during  the  period  from  February  1,  1972,  to  February  27,  1972, 
under  section  309  of  the  Clean  Air  Act.  The  listing  includes  the 
Federal  agency  responsible  for  the  proposed  regulation,  the  title 

of  the  regulation,  the  classification  of  the  nature  of  EPA's  comments, 
and  the  source  for  copies  of  the  comments. 

Appendix  III  contains  definitions  of  the  four  classifications 

of  the  general  nature  of  EPA's  comments.  Copies  of  EPA's  comments 
on  these  draft  environmental  impact  statements  are  available  to 
the  public  from  the  EPA  offices  noted. 

Appendix  IV  contains  a  listing  of  the  addresses  of  the  sources 
for  copies  of  EPA  comments  listed  in  Appendix  I. 

Copies  of  the  draft  environmental  impact  statements  are  available 
from  the  Federal  department  or  agency  which  prepared  the  draft  state- 

ment or  from  the  National  Technical  Information  Service,  U.S.  Depart- 
ment of  Commerce,  Springfield,  Virginia  22151. 



-79- 

CO 
CU 

Q- C3 C/1 <_> ■l-J c 

!- 
(1) 

O 

4- 

^ 
o cu  o| 

<_> 
S-  M-l 
13 o 
O 
00 

CI) 

s- 

3 </i 

+-> +-) 

ro 

c: 

T'
 

OJ 

r— 

£ 

<0 

o s-ol 

O) 

C4-I 

a) 
<^ 

o 1 

I—  CO  I— 

-a  •■-  -r- 

>-        I— 1       , — I—  -I-  OJ 

C_)  I— 

(J    o 

CU  -E- 

I—  s_  a- 

I—        I—        ■—        o 



-80- 

to 
0} 

•1— 

Q. 
O in 
O 

-M 

c 
i- OJ o 

(- ^- 
F 
o 

a>  ol 
o 
S-M-l 
3 o 
o 

OJ 
s- 3 (/I 

+-> ■!-> ro C 

0) ^ 
1 — 

£ ro o 
!- o 
dJ 
CM-1 

CD 

"1 

■1—  l/l 

n3         I —         ■— 

i^         -1-         -1- 

•r-  •■-  fO 



-81- 

7) 
<U 

•  r— 
Q. 
O i/i 

O ■(-) 
c 

t- QJ 
o 
<4- £ 

O 
<U o 
O 
s- 

4- =J O 
o 
00 

0) 
S- 
3 01 

4J +-> (O E ^ 
Ol 

n— 
£ 

<T3 o 
i. o 
<U 
c 

M- 
C3 

O 

•>-  OJ  I— 

o 



-82- 
vt 

0) 

Q. 
O I/) 
CJ 

+J 
c 

s- aj o 

4- 

^ 
o 

cu  o| 
o 

s- 
4- 

3 O 
o (/) 

a) 
s- Z3 to 

4J 
4-> 

(O 
C 

PT 0) 

i- 
r— 

H lO 
C> s-ol 

ai 
CI+-I <u ° 
to 1 

.—  CM  I — 

>> 

S-    S-         I— 

Ol 

.c 
-•-'  >^ 

4-> 

(/) 
o 

3   4-> 

</> 

+-> 

•  r— 

o  c cu 
c 

S- 

•r-     3 

o 
•1 — 

-o 

+->  o 

3 o 

1 — 

o  o 
o Q-  <C 

cu 

r— 

C    (O CJ3 

r- 

^- 

c  en 
.2^ o 

o  to O 

o  -o 

>i 

3 

>) 

c 
m 

+-> 4J 

cu  o 
2 

•1 — •  r— 

-•->  c 

O) 

■M 

c 
3  o 

<u 

-M 

•1 — 

o 

s- 

n3 

o 

o;      " 
Ll. s: 

•  r— 

cu > 

cu  .— 

CM 

■a 

4->  r— 
CM 

to 

LO 

03  •!- 

OO cu 
CM +->  > 

xz 
CO    l/l 

<U 

s_ 
CU 

s-  cu 

+J 

cu 

4-> 

O)    E 

3 > 3 

+->    10 

o 
•1 — 

o 

C   --3 

q; q; q; 

>—+->■— 

fO    (/>  C5 

•r-     CU 

E    •!- 

•!-+->  -O 

CD  C  .— 

S-    3  CU 

•.-   o  •>- 

S-        •.-  > 

Q.      'aj  •<-' 

S_  (U    (^ 

CM  CM  I—  1—  O 
r—  r—  O 



-83- 

00 

OJ 
•  r— 

Q- 
O t/1 
tJ 

+-" c 
S- <\) 
o ^ 
M- £ o 
0)  o| 
o 
s-'+-l 
3 o 
o 
00 

(1) 

s- 
3 1/1 

•P  4->| 
fO c 
7'
 cu 
F 

r— 

i- (O o 
i- o 
OJ 
c 

4- 

CD 
o 

4-> 

>,         ̂ ^  •■- 

CO 

o o 

, — 

:q ^ — % 

=r <a 

c 
s c 

(O 

n 

(U 

•1— 

E 

nj 

-=: 

^— 
r^ 

!- 

o 
t 

s- 

3 

OJ 

I—       I—        re 

>^      .—       .— 

OJ  •> 

+->  o 

3  +-> 
OJ 

S- 

QJ (U  4-) 

4-)    S- 

•I-        re       >— ' 

q: 

I—  Q. 

CM  .—  I— 

I—  r—  Ln  I— 

o 

-•->  =1: 

<u  -0 

O) 

0 

CD-r- 

T3 

00 

-0    S- 

re 1 

•.-     0 

i- 

00 

S-   1— 

0 rD CQ   Ll_ 



-84- 

a) 
i- 

-i 

(/) 
+j -t-> frt c 

P'
 
a) 
F 

p— 
F (O 
O 

s- CJ 

Q) 
CT 14- 
aj C5 
C3 

<X)         •>-  •"- 

CO 

m 

u-> 

en •1 — 

-C 

-a 

o 

i- 

•  r— 

C3 s: 

•I-       •.-       +-> 



-85- 

to 
<u 

•  r— 

Q. 
O CO 
O +J c 
S- 0) 
o 
4- £ 

o 
0)  o| 
O 
s- 

4- 3 O 
o 
00 

<U 
s- 
3 00 
+-> ■!-> 
(0 C 

:z <u 
E 

r~ E 
(0 O 
5- o 
cu 
C  4-1 

°1 

1—  CM  1— 

Q.  1 —  1— 1 

<— 1  o         -^ 



-86- 

<u 

s- 

3 « 

+J 
4-> 

ta 

c 

•z. 

<u 

r— 

£ 

(d 

o s-ol 

(U 

E  «4-l 
<U 

o 
CU 1 

O   CO 

to   •!- 
•I-   o 

ta  <u ■4->  CQ 

i  O) 

•r-     C71 

E    O 

^- 

(U  -i- 

o 
1—   ■4-> 3    (O 

■M 

s-  z 

c: 

<u 

-o   >, 

E OJ    iW 

■P 

t/i  en 

S- 

o 

n3 

Q-^ 
a. 

o  o QJ S-    n3 
Q 

Q.  ca 



-87- 

\ 

APPENDIX  III 

DEFINITION  OF  CODES  FOR  THE  GENERAL  NATURE 

OF  EPA  COMMENTS 

(1)  General  Agreement/Lack  of  Objections:  The  Agency  generally: 

(a)  has  no  objections  to  the  proposed  action  as  described 
in  the  draft  impact  statement; 

(b)  suggests  only  minor  changes  in  the  proposed  action  or 
the  draft  impact  statement;  or 

(c)  has  no  comments  on  the  draft  impact  statement  or  the 
proposed  action. 

(2)  Inadequate  Information: 

The  Agency  feels  that  the  draft  impact  statement  does  not 
contain  adequate  information  to  assess  fully  the  environmental 

impact  of  the  proposed  action.  The  Agency's  comments  call 
for  more  information  about  the  potential  environmental  hazards 
addressed  in  the  statement,  or  ask  that  a  potential  environ- 

mental hazard  be  addressed  since  it  was  not  addressed  in  the 
draft  statement. 

(3)  Major  Changes  Necessary: 

The  Agency  believes  that  the  proposed  action,  as  described 
in  the  draft  impact  statement,  needs  major  revisions  or  major 
additional  safeguards  to  adequately  protect  the  environment. 

(4)  Unsatisfactory: 

The  Agency  believes  that  the  proposed  action  is  unsatisfac- 
tory because  of  its  potentially  harmful  effect  on  the  environ- 

ment. Furthermore,  the  Agency  believes  that  the  safeguards 
which  might  be  utilized  may  not  adequately  protect  the 
environment  from  the  hazards  arising  from  this  action.  The 
Agency  therefore  recommends  that  alternatives  to  the  action 
be  analyzed  further  (including  the  possibility  of  no  action 
at  all). 
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APPENDIX  IV 

SOURCES  FOR  COPIES  OF  EPA  COMMENTS 

A.  Director,  Office  of  Public  Affairs 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Washington,  D.C.  -20460 

B.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  I 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Room  2303 

John  F,  Kennedy  Federal  Bldg. 
Boston,  Massachusetts  02203 

C.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  II 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Room  847 
26  Federal  Plaza 
New  York,  New  York  10007 

D.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  III 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Curtis  Bldg.,  6th  and  Walnut  Streets 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania  19106 

E.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  IV 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Suite  300 
1421  Peachtree  St.,  N.E. 
Atlanta,  Georgia  30309 

F.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  V 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
1  N.  Wacker  Drive 
Chicago,  Illinois  60606 

G.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  VI 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
1600  Patterson  Street 
Dallas,  Texas  75201 
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REMARKS  BY  THE  HONORABLE  RUSSELL  E.    TRAIN 

CHAIRMAN,    COUNCIL  ON  ENVIRONMENTAL  QUALITY, 
BEFORE  THE 

LOS  ANGELES  WORLD  AFFAIRS  COUNCIL 

LOS  ANGELES,   CALIFORNIA  --  MARCH  29,    1972 

NEEDED;     A  DEBATE  ON  NATIONAL  GROWTH 

I  am  delighted  to  have  this  opportunity  to  address  the  World  Affairs 

Covmcil.       Environmental  problems  are  increasingly  engaging  the  atten- 

tion of  nations  throughout  the  world,   and  environmental  cooperation 

among  nations  is  rapidly  becoming  a  major  factor  in  interna:tional 

affairs.       Environmental  issues  are  gut  issues  that  go  to  the  heart  of 

mankind's  ability  to  survive  in  a  world  worth  living  in..     The  problem 

is  global. 

In  1968,   just  before  the  Nixon  Administration  took  office,   I  chaired 

a  conference  on  the  subject  of  "Ecology  and  International  Development.  " 

In  welcoming  the  participating  scientists  to  the  conference,   I  made  an 

observation  which  I  will  repeat  in  another  context  today: 

"I  suspect  that  a  major  reason  ecology  is  so  often  ignored 
is  not  so  much  lack  of  expertise  as  the  fact  that  an  ecological 

awareness  leads  to  the  questioning  of  goals  --  and  this  is  some- 
thing few  wish  to  do.       The  time  has  come  when  questions  must 

be  asked  about  the  validity  of  development  goals  here  and 

abroad  ..." 

Since  1968  we  have  asked  a  great  many  questions,   and  more  than 

ever  before,  Arriericans  have  become  ecologically  aware.      As  the 

President  has  observed,   we  now  recognize  that  -- 

"at  the  heart  of  concern  for  the  environment  lies  our 
concern  for  the  human  condition:  for  the  welfare  of  man 

•himself,   now  and  in  the  future.      As  we  look  ahead  to  the 
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end  of  this  new  decade  of  heightened  environmental  awareness, 
therefore,   we  should  set  ourselves  a  higher  goal  than  merely 
remedying  the  damage  wrought  in  decades  past.       We  should 
strive  for  an  environment  that  not  only  sustains  life  but 
enriches  life,  harmonizing  the  works  of  man  and  nature  for 

the  good  of  all.  " 

This,   of  course,   is  the  goal  we  shall  pursue  at  the  United  Nations 

Conference  on  the  Hiiman  Environment  in  Stockholm.      As  you  know, 

all  U.    N.   member  nations  have  been  invited  to  be  represented  at  the 

Stockholm  Conference  this  Jvuie  to  take  stock,   for  the  first  time  in 

history,   of  our  international  environmental  condition.       The  success  of 

this  conference  may  well  lie  less  in  the  specific  agreements  we  come 

to  there  --  although  we  expect  some  significant  ones  --  than  in  the 

process  of  international  dialogue  and  concern  that  Stockholm  has  brought 

about. 

Over  the  past  two  years  an  unprecedented,  high-level  attention  has 

suddenly  been  focused  on  the  environment  in  nations  across  the  world. 

Big  and  small,    rich  and  poor,    covmtries  everywhere  have  had  to  decide 

first  immediate  and  mundane  issues  --  who  will  represent  us,  how  will 

we  select  our  delegation  to  the  numerous  preparatory  meetings  and 

working  groups?       Then,   in  the  course  of  preliminary  meetings,   larger 

issues  have  had  to  be  addressed  in  various  countries:      What  are  our 

environmental  problems?       What  are  we  doing  to  correct  them?       How 

are  we  organized  to  deal  with  them?     How  are  other  countries  coping 

with  their  environmental  problems? 
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During  the  past  couple  of  years  many  countries  have  established 

a  focal  point  of  responsibility  for  the  environment.       Thus,   in  addition 

to  the  United  States,    significant  reorganizations  have  taken  place  in 

Japan,   Great  Britain,    Canada,   France,    Norway  and  Australia,   among 

others.       Cabinet-level  exchanges  on  the  environment  have  occurred 

between  the  United  States  and  Japan,   and  the  United  States  and  Canada, 

and  heads  of  State  now  routinely  include  the  environment  on  their  agenda 

at  international  meetings. 

Thus,  the  Stockholm  Conference  has  served  as  an  action-forcing 

mechanism,   as  we  hoped  it  would.      As  world  interest  in  the  environ- 

ment has  grown,   our  expectations  have  also  grown,   and  we  now  look 

forward  to  concrete  agreements  in  several  areas.       We  hope  for  an 

international  convention  on  the  control  of  ocean  dumping,   an  area  in 

which  the  United  States  has  provided  strong  leadership,   most  notably 

in  the  Administration's  proposed  legislation  which  would  severely  cur- 

tail ocean  dumping,   legislation  which  has  passed  both  houses  of  the 

Congress  and  is  now  in  conference.       We  are  also  hopeful  that  the 

President's  proposal  for  a  World  Heritage  Trust,  to  provide  interna- 

tional identification  and  uniform  high  standards  of  protection  for  areas 

of  outstanding  natural  or  cultural  value,   will  be  supported.      I  expect 

that  some  agreement  on  the  establishment  of  institutional  arrangements 
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to  conduct  world  environmental  monitoring  will  be  reached  in  Stockholm, 

and  that  a  permanent  new  unit  will  be  created  in  the  United  Nations  to 

provide  policy  guidance  on  environmental  issues. 

The  United  States  has  worked  hard  to  make  the  Stockholm  Confer- 

ence,  and  the  international  environmental  activity  it  symbolizes,   a 

success.     The  President  has  proposed  a  fund  of  $100  million  to  support 

a  five-year  international  environmental  effort  in  several  areas,   and  he 

has  pledged  the  United  States  to  contribute  $40  million  on  a  matching 

oasis  to  that  f\ind.     In  my  travels  and  those  of  my  fellow  Council  members, 

Mr,   Cahn  and  Dr.    MacDonald,   we  have  tried  to  work  out  ways  of  over- 

coming the  very  real  obstacles  to  success  at  Stockholm.       One  of  these 

obstacles  is  the  concern  that  exists  in  some  countries  about  the  extent 

to  which  environmental  progress  entails  economic  costs,   and  possible 

effects  on  growth. 

The  question  whether  we  should  continue  to  regard  growth  --of 

population,    the  economy  and  resource  use  —as  the  primary  measure  of 

our  progress  as  a  society  is  a  very  important  one  and  one  I  want  to  raise 

with  you  today.       This  is  an  issue  that  is  bigger  than  the  Stockholm 

Conference,   and  bigger  than  any  individual  country.     It  is  in  many  ways 

an  issue  for  long-term  consideration  beyond  Stockholm.     There  are  some 

who  say  that  it  is  an  issue  for  affluent  societies  in  their  post-industrial 
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period,   that  lesser  developed  countries,   or  even  poor  Americans, 

cannot  yet  indulge  the  thought  that  growth  and  economic  development 

may  have  to  be  curtailed  if  we  are  to  maintain  an  environment  con- 

ducive to  personal  health  and  well-being. 

I  would  certainly  be  among  the  first  to  sympathize  with  the  argu- 

ment that  economic  development  is  essential  to  the  good  life,   and  that 

a  dynamic  economy  is  necessary  to  many  of  the  social  and  even  envi- 

ronmental goals  of  people  everywhere.       I  believe  it  is  of  the  highest 

priority  to  achieve  a  level  of  full  employment  that  will  provide  all 

Americans  the  opportunity  for  meaningful  employment  --  the  President's 

policies  are  firmly  committed  to  this  goal. 

However,   I  cannot  leave  it  at  that,    for  as  a  public  official  respon- 

sible for  advising  the  President  and  the  Congress  on  environmental 

matters,   I  feel  obliged  to  share  my  thoughts  on  an  issue  which  deserves 

urgent  attention  in  the  United  States  and  elsewhere.       Therefore,   I  would 

like  today  to  call  for  a  national  debate  on  the  desirability  of  growth,    and 

I  would  like  to  suggest  five  areas  where  reflection  and  research  should 

be  directed. 

I  am  aware  that  no  concept  is  more  central  to  western  civilization 

than  continued  growth,  whether  it  be  of  population,  the  economy,  or  of 

technologyo     In  the  United  States  we  have  conquered  a  great  wilderness 
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and  built  the  largest  industrial  machine  in  the  history  of  the  world. 

We  have  greatly  increased  our  agricultural  productivity,   we  have  been 

responsible  for  technological  miracles  from  computers  to  moon  land- 

ings,  and  we  have  attained  an  unprecedented  standard  of  living. 

In  a  sense,   we  are  driven  by  our  own  prosperity.       Keynesian 

economics  has  shown  us  how  to  manipulate  the  economy  to  achieve 

maximum  growth  and  employment.       Most  of  us  march  to  the  tune 

"produce  or  perish"  and  this  has  helped  make  of  Americans  a  nation 

of  high  achievers. 

But  with  all  of  the  benefits  from  continued  economic  growth,   as 

a  people  we  are  beginning  to  question  whether  more  is  really  better: 

--     Communities  from  coast  to  coast  are  more  and  more 

willing  to  forego  new  industries  to  prevent  pollution 

and  impairment  of  the  local  environment.       Public 

debate  in  States  such  as  California,   Colorado,    Oregon, 

Florida  and  others  has  begiin  to  question  the  desirability 

of  growth.       Delaware,   a  heavily  industrialized  eastern 

State,   last  year  called  a  halt  to  heavy  development  of 

its  coastal  zone. 

--    The  President's  Population  Conrunission  has  recently 

reported  that  ".    .    .    There  is  hardly  any  social  problem 
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confronting  this  Nation  whose  solution  would  be  easier  if 

our  population  were  larger  ..."     After  two  years  of 

research,   the  Population  Commission  concluded  that 

"no  substantial  benefits  wotild  result  from  continued 

growth  of  the  Nation's  population.  " 

--     The  Club  of  Rome,   an  international  group  of  scientists 

and  industrialists,   has  recently  sponsored  a  project  at 

MIT  on  The  Limits  of  Growth.       That  study  predicts  that 

current  population,    resource  use  and  other  trends  will 

end  in  disaster  in  the  next  century. 

One  need  not  accept  the  dire  hypotheses  and  methods  underlying 

some  of  the  more  extreme  predictions  to  acknowledge  the  fundamental 

validity  of  the  questions  these  various  groups  are  asking.       They  are 

questions  which  touch  upon  public  policy  choices  in  several  fields,   and 

most  particularly  upon  environmental  policy. 

First  is  the  question  of  the  size  and  distribution  of  our  population. 

The  President  has  referred  to  this  issue  as  "one  of  the  most  serious 

challenges  to  human  destiny  in  the  last  third  of  this  century  ..." 

According  to  the  Population  Commission,    in  the  year  2000  per  capita 

income  may  be  as  much  as  15  percent  higher  under  the  two-child  per 

family,   than  under  the  three-child  growth  rate. 
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Moreover,   the  anticipated  distribution  of  future  population  makes 

clear  that  vinder  even  the  lower  population  growth  projections  we  may- 

have  to  make  substantial  sacrifices  in  the  quality  of  our  lives  to 

accommodate  large  nvimbers  of  people  in  our  urban  regions.       While 

about  70  percent  of  the  U.   S.   population  is  now  concentrated  in  metro- 

politan areas,    85  percent  is  expected  to  reside  there  in  the  year  2000. 

In  that  year,   more  than  six  out  of  every  ten  Americans  will  live  in 

cities  of  one  million  or  more  compared  to  four  out  of  ten  who  now  live 

there,   and  50  percent  will  live  in  the  huge  urban  agglomeration  along 

the  East  Coast  and  adjoining  the  Great  Lakes.      Another  fifteen  percent 

will  live  in  the  area  reaching  from  about  San  Francisco  to  Los  Angeles. 

This  distribution  will  demand  that  we  change  our  lives,   and  perhaps 

our  values,   very  significaaitly.       We  must  learn  to  adjust  to  higher 

density  living,    learn  to  share  our  open  spaces  and  public  facilities  with 

more  and  more  people,   increasingly  forego  use  of  the  automobile  in  favor 

of  public  trauisportation,   and  give  up  some  cherished  habits  of  privacy 

and  solitude. 

These  projected  settlement  patterns  ■will  have  serious  consequences 

for  land  use  and  pollution.      Industrial  activity,   transportation,   and  the 

like  will  be  highly  concentrated  in  large  metropolitan  areas.       Pollution 

control  will  be  more  difficult,   and  higher  levels  of  abatement  will  be 
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imperative.       The  encroachment  of  development  on  the  countryside  will 

make  the  preservation  of  areas  of  critical  environmental  concern,  such 

as  wetlands,   flood  plains  and  scenic  areas,    extremely  difficult. 

In  the  face  of  these  inevitable  adjustments,    it  is  especially  tragic 

to  learn  from  the  Population  Connmission  that  between  the  years  1966 

and  1970,    15  percent  of  all  births  were  unwanted  and  44  percent  were 

unplanned.       Since  1967  the  United  States  has  contributed  more  than 

$260  million  in  support  of  a  worldwide  program  of  population  control 

and  family  planning  activities.      Although  our  population  problems 

here  at  home  may  be  less  severe  than  those  of  some  other  nations,   we 

can  no  longer  deny  that  we  have  them.      And  so  I  think  it  is  time  to  call 

upon  every  American  to  consider  the  implications  of  the  future  popula- 

tion growth  and  distribution  that  has  been  predicted  for  us  as  it  affects 

his  own  choices  and  values. 

The  second  question  on  which  we  should  begin  to  focus  scientific 

and  popular  attention  concerns  the  carrying  capacity  of  the  earth  itself. 

We  must  begin  to  ask  ourselves  whether  food  production  will  continue  to 

be  adequate  for  population  increasing  at  exponential  rates?       Whether  we 

will  in  time  deplete  certain  resources  and  thereby  bring  zin  end  to 

increased  industrial  production?      And  whether  we  can  depend  on  tech- 

nology and  the  market  structure  to  allocate  resources  and  continue  to 

meet  high  levels  of  productive  endeavor? 
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One  group  recently  addressed  these  questions  in  Great  Britain  and 

concluded  that  the  British  population  is  twice  as  large  as  it  should  be 

for  sustained  resource  use.       Another  group,   as  I  have  already  men- 

tioned, has  developed  a  mathematical  model  which  purports  to  show 

that  continued  population  growth,    resource  depletion  and  pollution 

would  have  catastrophic  consequences  in  the  next  century. 

I  offer  no  conclusive  answers  to  this  question.       Since  the  time  of 

Malthus  few  people  have  questioned  the  adequacy  of  resources  to  sup- 

port growth  and  we  should  not  be  surprised  if  current  efforts  are 

somewhat  primitive  and  \insophisticated.      And  above  all,   we  should 

not  allow  cosmic  issues  to  distract  us  from  the  societal  housebreaking 

that  modern  man  has  so  recently  begun  --  the  dirty  job  of  cleansing  the 

air  and  the  waters  of  the  wastes  we  have  disposed  in  thenn. 

Nevertheless,  a  thoughtful  civilization  would  be  foolish  to  dismiss 

lightly  the  grave  considerations  that  are  involved  in  the  examination  of 

the  sufficiency  of  resources  to  support  continued  economic  and  popula- 

tion growth.  And  so  I  call  for  a  national  debate  upon  this  question,  and 

'.  suggest  that  we  consider  not  only  the  adequacy  of  resources  and  the 

possible  technological  developments  that  may  render  productivity  sus- 

tainable, but  that  we  also  inquire  into  tiie  ability  of  our  institutions  to 

» 
cope  with  change,   to  get  food  and  goods  to  where  people  are,  and  to 
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protect  us  from  some  of  our  own  breakthroughs  when,   for  example,   a 

green  revolution  proves  vulnerable  to  insects,   or  enhanced  agricultural 

productivity    causes  farmers  to  inundate  the  cities  in  search  of  work. 

The  institutional  questions  are  especially  critical  because  we  must 

look  to  government  to  anticipate  change  well  before  it  occurs.       For 

example,   population  tends  to  build  on  the  previous  generation,    and 

increases  can  be  built  into  the  system.       If  all  U.    S.    families  henceforth 

had  only  two  children,   population  would  not  level  off  for  70  years.     Per- 

sistent pollutants  even  if  stopped  now  would  continue  through  the  ecosystem 

for  years.      Hence,    our  traditional  response  to  problems,    generally  when 

they  become  acute,   is  inadequate  when  we  have  to  deal  with  long  lag  times. 

A  third  and  related  issue  concerns  resource  use  and  the  ability  of 

the  market  to  allocate  resources  in  the  future.       Most  of  the  earth's 

resources  are  plentiful  in  total  but  their  numbers  are  limited  using  cur- 

rent methods  of  extraction.      As  resources  become  scarce,   their  prices 

will  go  up  and  substitutes  will  be  sought  or  new  mining  methods  employed. 

Both  of  these  will  greatly  increase  the  costs,   and  at  some  point  in  time, 

the  question  must  be  asked  whether  the  devotion  of  significant  amounts 

of  money  to  this  end  will  lessen  the  overall  productive  capacity  of  our 

economy.       We  must  ask  whether  the  market  allocates  long-term  needs 

in  an  effective  manner  or  whether  prices  only  rise  as  a  resource  is 
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close  to  depletion.      Instead  of  dismissing  these  matters  with  an  ideo- 

logical reflex,   we  must  apply  careful  analysis  for  it  is  by  no  meanadear 

that  the  market  place  and  technology  will  solve  all  of  our  problems  in 

an  even-handed  manner. 

A  fourth  issue  on  which  I  recommend  national  attention  concerns 

technology.       Can  we  rely  upon  technology  to  continue  to  increase  at 

the  same  rate  as  population,   and  if  we  can,   what  will  be  the  side  effects 

of  technological  progress?       Acceleration  of  growth  demands  that  new 

technology  developments  increase  at  least  as  rapidly  as  population 

growth.       Yet  we  may  create  new  problems  as  technologies  are  intro- 

duced without  proper  testing  and  analysis  of  their  implications.       These 

questions  \inderscore  the  great  need  for  technology  assessment.       Tech- 

nology assessment  should  deal  not  only  ̂ vith  hardware  items  like  new 

energy  technology  and  transportation  technology,   but  should  also  explore 

the  implications  of  monocultural  agricultural  systems,   information 

technology  and  its  impacts  on  privacy,    and  the  like. 

The  issue  we  face  here   is  how  to  develop  technology  in  such  a  way 

as  to  make  use  of  its  benefits  while  at  the  same  time  anticipating  poten- 

tially harmful  side  effects  and  taking  those  actions  which  reduce  the  risk 

of  developing  technology.      The  problem  is  particularly  severe  in  that  the 

side  effects  are  often  second  or  third  order,   their  anticipation  difficult, 

and  the  development  of  adequate  safeguards  complex. 
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A  fifth  issue  I  would  pose  to  you  is  somewhat  out  of  my  area  of 

responsibility,  but  is  undoubtedly  implied  in  much  that  I  have  said. 

That  is  the  question  of  income  distribution.      If  a  policy  of  restrained 

growth  were  to  be  pursued,    it  is  unreasonable  to  expect  the  poor  to 

stay  back  while  the  w^ealthy  settle  in.       Here  at  home,    as  well  as  in 

foreign  countries,   the  tensions  that  threaten  to  tear  apart  the  social 

order  would  be  considerably  reduced  if  economic  circumstances  were 

more  equitable. 

On  the  one  hand,   a  growing  economy  produces  a  larger  pie  for  all 

to  share.       If  the  pie  is  not  increased  there  may  be  miore  competition 

for  the  same  sized  pie. 

On  the  other  hand,  as  the  Population  Commission  has  pointed  out, 

reduced  population  growth,  while  it  will  lead  to  a  lower  GNP  will  lead 

to  greater  per  capita  income  for  all. 

Perhaps  the  most  perplexing  problem  facing  any  growth  strategy 

is  how  to  continue  to  maintain  a  high  quality  of  life  and  meaningful 

employment  opportunities  without  the  continued  burgeoning  of  the  pro- 

duction of  goods.      The  challenge  will  obviously  entail  innprovements  in 

services,    education,   the  arts  and  recreation,   and  probably  with  greater 

amounts  of  leisure  time.       It  may  well  be  possible  actually  to  lower  pro- 

duction and  yet  maintain  the  same  level  of  goods  satisfaction  through 

production  of  longer  lived  goods. 
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All  of  these  questions  suggest  that  we  must  improve  our  analyt- 

ical techniques  to  xuiderstand  the  future.       This  means  not  only  better 

projections  of  future  trends,  but  a  more  profound  understanding  of 

the  interrelationship  among  a  wide  variety  of  factors  such  as  popula- 

tion,  food,   industrial  growth,    resources  and  pollution.       We  must 

improve  our  ability  to  assess  technology  all  the  way  from  personal 

conveniences  to  agricultural  production  to  new  energy  sources  and 

to  new  chemical  products. 

We  must  begin  to  understand  the  policy  options  before  us.       For 

example,   if  we  vinderstand  better  the  impact  of  resource  depletion  and 

marketplace  allocations  ,  we  can  examine  alternatives  such  as  earlier 

substitution  and  recycling.       Understanding  population  distribution,   we 

can  better  devise  our  land  use  policies  to  meet  tomorrow's  problems. 

Understanding  pollution  trends  will  help  us  know  when  to  change  certain 

materials  and  products  and  how  to  develop  better  abatement  technologies. 

Above  all,   we  need  a  national  debate  on  growth.      States  and  com- 

mvinities  should  begin  to  plan  and  discuss  their  short-  and  long-term 

alternatives  for  land  use,   population  growth,   and  industrialization. 

(The  President's  National  Land  Use  Policy  legislation  now  pending  in 

Congress  wovild  encourage  the  States  to  undertake  a  far  more  vigorous 

role  in  controlling  land  use  arfd  in  giving  direction  to  growth. )    Federal 
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agencies  working  with  State  and  local  governments  should  give  these 

matters  more  attention  and  should  provide  greater  research  funds. 

Our  academic  institutions  should  begin  to  provide  analyses  and  studies 

that  give  decision-makers  a  greater  range  of  policy  alternatives. 

We  can  no  longer  escape  our  responsibilities.       In  the  past  we 

have  acted  as  though  our  land,   air,   water  and  other  resources  were 

limitless.       We  have  now  learned  from  experience  that  this  is  not  true. 

New  analytical  tools  are  beginning  to  give  us  a  clue  as  to  the  potential 

for  serious  problems  in  the  future  if  we  do  not  develop  policies  and 

programs  to  deal  with  them  now.      If  we  do  not  think  about  the  future, 

we  have  abdicated  our  most  basic  public  and  private  responsibilities. 

Personally,   and  as  a  father  of  teenage  children,   I  should  point  out 

that  I  have  been  impressed  by  the  way  in  which  young  people  have  chal- 

lenged the  smugness  of  our  traditional  assumptions  about  growth.       Long 

before  most  of  us,   the  yoiuig  have  identified  the  quality  of  life  issue  as 

separate  and  distinct  from  the  quantity  issue.       Many  young  people  have 

been  saying  in  their  concern  for  the  under  privileged,   their  openness  to 

each  other,   their  regard  for  nature  and  their  disregard  for  accumulating 

goods,   that  another  path  towards  happiness  is  possible.       The  question 

I  wish  to  raise  for  national  debate  is  whether  it  may  not  also  be  necessary. 
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We  in  the  United  States  have  a  historic  opportiinity.     The  problems 

we  face  --  poverty,   pollution,   the  urban  crisis  --  we  share  with  all 

the  world.       Often,  because  we  face  them  first,    our  solutions  and  our 

performance  become  the  measure,  mold     the  expectations,   of  what  is 

possible. 

It  is  the  task  of  the  national  Administration  to  chart  an  orderly 

course  through  a  confusing  and  disorderly  time,   to  accommodate  the 

need  for  institutional  change  as  quickly  as  possible  without  wrecking 

what  is  essential  and  useful  in  our  processes  of  government.       We  in 

this  Administration  are  fully  committed  to  the  reappraisal  of  the  goals 

of  technology  and  its  consequences  that  is  implicit  in  the  environmental 

awareness,   and  I  believe  that  as  a  people  we  are  ready  to  ask  some  of 

the  hard  questions. 

As  we  begin  to  ask  them  we  will  require  not  only  sophistication, 

but  also  conciliation,   moderation,   and  respect  for  each  other's  deeply 

felt  wishes  and  desires.      A  posture  of  disciplined  application  to  the 

business  at  hand  is  difficult  to  maintain  in  an  atmosphere  charged  with 

passion  as  the  coming  debate  is  sure  to  be.       But  it  is  the  only  approach 

capable  in  the  long  r\in  of  achieving  the  broad  goals  and  the  better 

quality  of  life  we  seek. 
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SOURCES  FOR  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENTS 

In  order  to  receive  more  efficient  and  prompt  service, 
requestors  are  urged  to  order  draft  and  final  impact  statements 

from  the  Department  of  Commerce's  National  Technical  Information 
Service  (NTIS)  rather  than  the  preparing  agency.   Each  state- 

ment will  be  assigned  an  order  number  that  will  appear  in  the 
102  Monitor  (at  the  end  of  the  summary  of  each  statement)  and 

also  in  the  NTIS  semi-monthly  Announcement  Series  No.  68, 

"Environmental  Pollution  and  Control."   (An  annual  subscription 
costs  $5-00  and  can  be  ordered  from  the  NTIS,  U.S.  Department 
of  Commerce,  Springfield,  Virginia   22151.) 

Final  statements  will  be  available  in  microfiche  as 

well  as  paper  copy.   A  paper  copy  of  any  statement  can  be  ob- 
tained by  writing  NTIS  at  the  above  address  and  enclosing 

$3.00  and  the  order  number.   A  microfiche  costs  $0.95. 
(Paper  copies  of  documents  that  are  over  300  pages  are  $6.00.) 

NTIS  is  also  offering  a  special  "package"  in  which  the 
subscriber  receives  all  statements  in  microfiche  for  $0-35  per 
statement - 

Statements  will  still  be  available  for  public  scrutiny 
in  the  document  rooms  of  the  various  agencies.   However,  only 
limited  copies  will  be  available  for  distribution - 

Yet  another  possible  source  of  statements  is  from  the 
Environmental  Law  Institute,  1346  Connecticut  Avenue,  N.W- , 
Washington,  D.C.   20036.   To  order  a  document,  please  indicate 
the  Department,  date,  and  ELR  Order  #  (given  at  the  end  of 
each  summary).   The  Institute  charges  $0.10  per  page,  and  as 
you  will  note  the  number  of  pages  is  also  given  at  the  end  of 
the  summaries.   Please  enclose  the  correct  amount  of  money 
with  your  order  and  mark  the  envelope  to  the  attention  to  the 
"Document  Service." 
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60URCE  FOR  BACK  ISSUES  OF 
THE  102  MONITOR 

Because  the  supply  of  past  issues  of  the  102  Monitor  is  not 
sufficient  to  meet  all  requests,  a  list  is  provided  below 
indicating  where  the  various  issues  of  the  102  Monitor 
appeared  in  the  Congressional  Record.   You  may  wish  to  order 
these  Congressional  Records  from  the  Superintendent  of 
Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C. 
20402  ($.25  per  copy). 

page  E  3607)  -  April  28,  1971 

page  E  5151)  -  May  27,  1971 

page  E  6023)  -  June  16,  1971 

page  E  8458)  -  July  28,  1971 

page  E  9483)  -  September  13,  1971 

page  E  10002)  -  September  24,  1971 

page  E  11596)  -  November  1,  1971 

page  E  12213)  -  November  15,  1971 

Vol 1,  No3.  1,  2 &  3 

Congressional Record 

Vol .  1,  No.  4 

Congressional Record 

Vol 1,  No.  5 

Congressional Record 

Vol 1,  No.  6 

Congressional Record 

Vol 1,  No.  7 

Congressional Record 

Vol 1,  No.  8 

Congressional Record 

Vol .  1,  No.  9 

Congressional Record 

Vol 
.  1,  'No  10 

Congressional Record 

Vol.  1.  No  11 

Congressional  Record 

Vol.  1,  No.  12 

Congressional  Record 

Vol.  2,  No.  1 

Congressional  Record 

Vol.  2,  No.  2 

Congressional  Record 

page  E  13322)  -  December  11,  1971 

page  E  76)  -  January  18,  1972 

page  E  1886)  -  March  2,  1972 

page  E  2409)  -  March  13,  1972 
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ON  THE  FOLLOWING  PAGES  ARE  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENTS  RECEIVED 
BY  THE  COUNCIL  FROM  MARCH  1  THROUGH  MARCH  31,  1972 

Note:  At  the  head  of  the  listing  of  statements  re- 
ceived from  each  agency  is  the  name  of  an  individual 

who  can  answer  questions  regarding  those  statements. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Contact: 

Dr.  T.C.  Byerly 
Office  of  the  Secretary 
Washington,  D.C.  20250 

(202)  388-7803 

Title  and  Description  Date 

Agricultural  Research  Service 

DRAFT 

Agricultural  Research  Center,  Beltsville,  Maryland .  Ap-        3/10 
proximately  1,2  00  tons  of  digested  sewage  sludge  will  be 
utilized  on  4  acres  of  soil  to  evaluate  its  use  as  a  soil 

amendment.  (ELR  Order  #  3050,  13  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB- 
207  544-D) 

Animal  and  Plant  Health  Service 

FINAL 

Imported  Fire  Ant  Cooperative  Federal-State  Control  and        3/17 
Regulatory  Program.   Proposed  aerial  treatment  of  20 
million  acres  in  the  South  and  Southwest  with  1.7  grams 
of  mirex  per  acre,  in  order  to  control  the  imported  fire 

ant.   The  lasting  effect  of  the  pesticide  are  not  fully 
known.   It  is  slow  to  break  down,  and  its  residue  is  easily 
absorbed  by  biological  organisms.   Comments  made  by  DOC, 
EPA,  and  HEW.   (ELR  Order  #  3051,  103  pages)   (NTIS  Order 
#  PB-205  344-F) 
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Forest  Service 
DRAFT 

Tonto  Working  Circle,  Tonto  National  Forest,  Arizona.  A        3/17 
proposal  to  allow  timber  cutting  on  the  Tonto  Working 
Circle.  Dust,  smoke,  and  fire  hazards  will  increase  with 
the  cutting.  (ELR  Order  #  3090,  33  pages)  (NTIS  Order  # 
PB-207  564-D) 

Coronado  National  Forest,  Arizona.   Proposed  spraying  of       3/27 

2,175  acres  with  2,4, 5-T  herbicide,  in  order  to  destroy 

mesquite  trees.  '  Mesquite  trees  will  be  dying  and 
defoliating  for  a  minimum  of  3  years;  there  will  be  a 
reduced  area  for  honey  bees.   (ELR  Order  #  4036,  20 

pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  746-D) 

Palzo  Restoration  Project,  Shawnee  National  Forest,  2/23 
Williamson,  Saline  and  Gallatin  Counties,  Illinois . 

Project  will  attempt  to  utilize  treated  municipal  waste 
to  reclaim  abandoned  strip  mined  land  which  is  presently 
causing  severe  water  pollution  problems.   (ELR  Order  # 

2014,  64  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-207  061-D) 

Sinulaw  National  Forest,  Oregon.  The  proposed  use  of  the       3/9 
herbicides  2,  4-D,  2,  4,  5-T,  Amitrole-T,  Atrazine,  Pico- 
loram,  and  Dicamba  to  control  specific  types  of  vegetation. 

Some  non-target  plants  will  be  destroyed.  (ELR  Order  #  2  081, 
32  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-2  07  46  5-D) 

Pelican  Butte  Winter  Sports  Development,  Klamath  County,        3/17 
Oregon .  Proposed  development  of  a  comprehensive  winter 
sports  complex.  Clearing  the  area  will  affect  soil,  water, 
and  visual  resources.  Increase  in  resident  and  transitory 
populations  will  occur,  with  related  impact.  (ELR  Order  # 

3088,  15  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-207  570-D) 

Chairlift  #  2,  Mt.  Ashland,  Oregon.   Proposed  construction      3/30 
of  a  2nd  chairlift  at  an  existing  winter  sports  complex. 
The  lift  will  increase  the  chances  of  polluting  the  Ashland 

Mionicipal  Watershed.   (ELR  Order  #  4075,  16  pages^  (NTIS 
Order  #  PB-  2  07  770-D) 
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Office  of  Budget  and  Finance 
FINAL 

H.R.  8714  and  S.  1943.  Bills  which  would  make  provisions       3/1 
of  the  Poultry  Products  Inspection  Act  (21  U.S.C.  451- 
470)  applicable  to  rabbits  slaughtered  for  hvunan  food. 

(ELR  Order  #  3049,  4  pages  each)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-2  07- 
670-F) 

Rural  Electrification  Administration 
DRAFT 

Cochise  and  Pima  Counties,  Arizona .   Proposed  change  of  pur-    3/2  0 
pose  for  $5,409,028  of  a  prior  REA  loan,  in  order  to  con^ 
struct  73  miles  of  230  kV  transmission  line  and  16  miles  of 

115  kV  line.  The  lines  will  be  intrusions  upon  the  landscape. 

(ELR  Order  #  4023,  60  pages)  (NTIS,  Order  #  PB-207  573-D) 

El  Paso,  Elbert,  and  Lincoln  Counties,  Colorado.  An  ap-        3/20 
plication  by  Tri-State  Generation  and  Transmission  Assoc, 
Inc.  for  a  loan  of  $3,708,600  from  REA,  in  order  to  con- 

struct 80  miles  of  2  30  kV  transmission  line  from  Midway 
to  Limon,  including  a  substation  at  Limon.  The  line  will 
be  an  intrusion  upon  the  landscape.  (ELR  Order  #  4022,  60 

pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-207  587-D) 

Alma  and  Cassville  Stations,  Buffalo  County,  Wisconsin.   A     3/16 
proposed  REA  loan  of  $11,320,000  to  the  Dairyland  Power 

Cooperative  to  finance  air  pollution  reducing  plant  modifi- 
cations.  The  installation  would  minimize  fly  ash  emissions. 

(ELR  Order  #  3091,  199  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-207  560-D) 

Soil  Conservation  Service 
DRAFT 

Coushatta,  Red  River  Parish,  Louisiana.   Proposed  construction       3/l( 
of  7.6  miles  of  flood  prevention  channels,  with  appurtenant 
structures.   Approximately  20  acres  of  woodland  will  be  lost. 

(ELR  Order  #  4003,  15  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-207  575-D) 
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FINAL 

Butler  and  Chase  Counties,  Kansas .  Conservation  land  treat-     3/7 
ment  over  two  watersheds,  with  construction  of  thirty  flood- 
water  retarding  structures.  Approximately  18  miles  of  in- 
termittant  streams  will  be  inundated.  Comments  made  by  Army 
COE,  EPA,  HEW,  DOI,  and  state  agencies.  (ELR  Order  #  2  086, 

58  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-2  00  794-F) 

Cameron-Creole  Watershed,  Lousiana.  Construction  of  19  miles    2/22 
of  levee,  35  miles  of  channel,  and  6  water  control  struc- 

tures, in  order  to  exclude  excessively  saline  water  from 
100,800  acres.  Approximately  800  acres  of  privately  owned 
marshland  and  200  acres  of  the  Sabine  National  Wildlife  Re- 

fuge will  be  taken  by  the  project.  Comments  made  by  Army  COE, 
EPA,  HEW,  DOI,  DOT,  state,  and  local  agencies.  (ELR  Order  # 

2053,  71  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  202  445-F) 
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ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

Contact: 

For  Non-Regulatory  Matters: 
Joseph  J.  DiNunno 
Director,  Office  of  Environmental  Affairs 
Washington,  D.C.  29545 

(202)  973-5391 

For  Regulatory  Matters: 
Christopher  L.  Henderson 
Assistant  Director  of  Regulation  for 
Administration 

Washington,  D.C.  20545 

(202)  973-7531 

Title  and  Description  Date 

DRAFT 

Colorado,  Utah,  and  New  Mexico.  Proposed  leasing  of  2  5,000      3/22 
acres  of  AEC  controlled  land  along  the  Uravan  Mineral  Belt 

to  private  industries .  The  purpose  of  the  action  is  to  en- 
courage maximum  recovery  of  the  remaining  resources  of  ura- 

nium and  vanadium  in  the  area.  (ELR  Order  #  4011,  130  pages) 

(NTIS  Order  #  PB_207  582-D) 

Docket  Nos.  50-254  and  50-265,  Quad  Cities  Nuclear  Power       3/6 
Power  Station,  Units  1  and  2,  Rock  Island  County, 
Illinois.   Proposed  issuance  of  an  operating  license  to 
the  Commonwealth  Edison  Co.  and  the  Iowa-Illinois  Gas 
and  Electric  Co.  for  the  operation  of  two  units,  at  2,511 
MWt  each.   About  125  miles  of  transmission  lines  have 

been  constructed.   Heating  of  2270  cfs  of  Mississippi 

River  water  23 °F  above  ambient  will  be  needed  for  cooling 
until  May,  1976,  when  new  controls  will  lessen  the  amount 
needed  to  1160  cfs.   (ELR  Order  #  2055,  132  pages) 

(NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  242-D) 
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Morris,  Grundy  County,  Illinois.   The  proposed  issuance  of  an    3/17 
operating  permit  to  the  General  Electric  Company  for  the 
operation  of  the  Midwest  Fuel  Recovery  Plant.   The  plant  will 
recover  uranium,  plutonium,  and  neptunium  from  irradiated 
nuclear  fuels.   It  has  a  capacity  of  300  tons  of  enriched 
uranium  oxide  fuel  per  year.   There  is  potential  for 
detrimental  effects  from  released  fluoxide;  this  will  require 

monthly  testing.   (ELR  Order  #  3053,  83  pages)  (NTIS -  Order  # 
PB-  2  07  549-D) 

Proposed  Issuance  of  an  operating  license  to  Consumers 
Power  COo  Inc.  for  Palisades  Nuclear  Generating  Plant,         3/3 

Van  Buren  County,  Michigan.   The  plant  uses  a 

pressurized-water  reactor  having  an  initial  power  rating 
of  2,200  (MWT)  with  an  output  of  715  MW  electrical  of 
which  15  MW  is  used  in-plant.   After  Jan.  1,  1974,  two 
rows  of  mechanical-draft  evaporative  cooling  towers  will 
be  in  operation  to  remove  the  heat  from  the  condensed 
water;   Michigan  water  will  be  with  drawn  and  61,320  gpm 

returned  to  the  Lake  at  no  more  than  5°F  above  the 
ambient  Lake  temperature.  (ELR  Order  #  2026,  294  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  117-D) 

Docket  #  50-341,  Enrico  Fermi  Atomic  Power  Plant  Unit-2,       3/7 
Monroe  County,  Michigan.   Proposed  issuance  of  a  permit 
to  the  Detroit  Edison  Co.  for  construction  of  an  1150 

M  We  boiling-water  reactor  cooled  by  wet,  natural  draft 
cooling  towers.   A  maximum  of  19,500  gal/min  of  Lake 
Erie  water  will  be  evaporated  from  the  cooling  tower 
and  the  residual  heat  removal  pond.   (ELR  Order  #  2048, 

123  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  249-D) 
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FINAL 

Plant  Units  1  and  2,  Midland,  Michigan.   Proposed  issuance     3/29 
of  construction  and  operating  permits  to  the  Consumers 
Power  Company.   The  plant  will  have  two  pressurized  water 
reactors  that  will  generate  1,300  liW  for  distribution.   In 
addition  4,050,000  Ibs/hr  of  steam  will  be  delivered  to  the 
Dow  Chemical  Company  for  industrial  use.   An  880  acre 
cooling  pond  will  be  constructed  for  use  by  the  plant;  1100 

acres  will  be  taken,  and  25  residences  displaced;  nonradio- 
active chemical  wastes  will  be  discharged  to  the  Tittabawasse 

River;  small  quanities  of  radioactive  gaseous  and  liquid 
wastes  will  be  discharged  to  the  environment;  958  acres  will 
be  taken  for  transmission  lines.   Comments  made  by  USDA, 
Army  COE,  DOC,  EPA,  FPC,  HEW,  HUD,  DOI,  state  and  local 
agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4072,  183  pages)   (NTIS  Order  # 
PB-205  573-F) 

Oconee  County,  South  Carolina.   Proposed  issuance  of  an        3/27 

operating  license  to  the  Duke  Power  Company  for  Oconee 

Nuclear  Station,  Unit  #  1.   (The  statement  will  also 

serve  for  future  consideration  of  permits  for  Units 

2  and  3)   Each  unit  of  the  Nuclear  Station  has  a  pres- 
surized water  reactor  with  an  electrical  output  of 

922  mw  and  a  waste  heat  generation  of  16  50  mw.   The 

nuclear  station  is  integrated  into  the  applicant's 

Keowee-Toxaway  Project  in  an  arrangement  that  provides 

water  for  condenser  cooling  as  well  as  hydroelectric 

power.   Environmental  impact  of  the  3-unit  nuclear 

station  includes  the  following:   loss  of  2000  acres 

for  the  plant  and  exclusion  area;  flooding  of  27,000 

acres  to  form  2  lakes;  displacement  of  900  residents; 

conversion  of  7,800  acres  of  farm  and  forest  land 

to  transmission'  line  right-of-way;  discharge  of  chemicals 
into  Hartwell  Reservoir;  discharge  of  small  amo\in  ts 

of  radioactive  gaseous  and  liquid  wastes  to  the  enviro
n- 

ment,  comments  made  by  USDA,  Army  COE,  DOC,  EPA,  HEW, 

HUD,  DOI,  DOT,  state,  regional,  and  local  agencies. 

(ELR  Order  #  4045,  363  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-204 
910-F) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Contact: 

Robert  L.  Gilliat 
Office  of  General  Counsel 
Room  3E977 

Department  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington,  D.  C.   20301 

(202)  Ox  5-3272 

Title  and  Description  Date 

DRAFT 

Exercise  EXOTIC  DANCER  V,  Jones,  Onslow,  Pender,  Duplin,        3/28 
Craven,  Carterest,  and  Lenoir  Counties,  and  Croatan  National 
Forest,  North  Carolina.  The  proposed  exercise  is  a  Joint 
Chiefs  of  Staff  directed  military  maneuver,  to  be  conducted 
by  the  Atlantic  Command.  It  will  involve  air,  sea,  and  land 
forces.  Increases  in  local  ambient  air  and  water  pollutant 

levels,  and  in  noise,  solid  waste,  rubbish,  sewage,  and  gar- 
bage production  will  result.  Arrangements  have  been  made  to 

minimize  the  possibilities  of  forest  fires.  (ELR  Order  # 

4037,  77  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  741-D) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 
DEFENSE  SUPPLY  AGENCY 

Contact: 

William  P.  Weston,  General  Counsel 
Defense  Supply  Agency 
Cameron  Station 

Alexanderia,  Virginia   22314 

(703)  274-6156 

'itle  and  Description Date 

DRAFT 

The  subject  of  the  statement  is  the  procurement  of  coal  by 

the  Defense  Supply  Agency  for  military  and  Federal  govern- 
ment activities  in  the  United  States.  Underground  and/or 

surface  mining  operations  in  the  following  states  are  con- 
sidered: Alabama,  Alaska,  Colorado,  Illinois,  Indiana. 

Kentucky,  New  Mexico,  North  Dakota,  Ohio,  Oklahoma, 
Pennsylvania,  Utah,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and  Wyoming. 

(ELR  Order  #  2088,  61  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  469-D) 

3/8 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 
DEPARTMENT  OF  AIR  FORCE 

Contact : 

Col.  Cliff  M.  Whitehead 
Room  5E  42  5,  The  Pentagon 
Washington,  D.  C.   20330 

(202)  OX  5-2889 

Title  and  Description  Date 

DRAFT 

Sonic  Booms.  A  study  of  the  environmental  impact  of  super-      3/3 
sonic  flight.  Adverse  effects  discussed  are:  cumulative 

physiological-psychological  effect  on  animal  life;  annoy- 
ance and  startle  effects;  and  damage  to  structures.  (ELR 

Order  #  2085,  31  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  467-D) 

Advanced  Ballistic  Reentry  System  (ARBES)  Radioactive  3/15 

Sensors.   The  ARBES  program  would  conduct  test  flights,  on 

the  Western  Test  Range  and  on  the  White  Sands  Missile 

Range,  of  reentry  vehicles  having  radioactive  sensors 
imbedded  in  the  nosetip  and  heatshield.   Flights  would 
be  launched  from  Vandenburg  AFB,  California,  with  impact 
on  the  Marshall  Islands,  and  from  Green  River,  Utah,  with 

impact  on  the  White  Sands  Missile  Range  in  New  Mexico. 
An  adverse  environmental  effect  would  be  the  dispersion 
of  a  small  amount  (less  than  3  Curies)  of  Cobalt  57  or 

Tantalum  182  into  the  upper  atmosphere  from  material 

ablation.   (ELR  Order  #  4010,  61  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB- 
207  577-D) 
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Over  the  Horizon  (OTH)  Radar  System.   The  CONUS  OTH-B  System  is   3/14 
an  over  the  horizon  backscatter  radar  which  uses  ionospheric 
refraction  techniques  to  illuminate  targets  beyond  the  optical 
horizon.   Two  sites  are  proposed,  one  to  be  located  in  Maine, 
the  other  in  the  state  of  Washington.    Adverse  environmental 
effects  include:   radiation  hazards  to  personnel  and  wildlife 

within  180'  of  the  antenna,  and  to  those  wearing  cardiac  pace- 
makers within  5100'  of  the  antenna;  emission  of  diesel  exhaust 

fumes  from  a  6MW  standby  power  plant;  noise  pollution;  and 
clearing  of  foliage  from  600  acres  at  each  site.   (ELR  Order 

#  4017,  72  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  572-D) 

Tyndall  Air  Force  Base,  Florida.   The  proposed  outleasing      3/22 
of  150  acres  of  land  on  Tyndall  AFB  to  Bay  County.   The 

land  would  be  used  for  the  construction  and  operation  of  ̂  
secondary  wastewater  treatment  plant  for  four  jnunicipalities 

and  two  industries.   Thirty- five  HGD  of  wastewater  with 
an  estimated  BOD  of  23  mg/1  will  be  discharged  to  St. 
Andrew  Bay.   The  Military  Pt.  area  will  be  changed  from 
its  natural  state  to  that  of  a  sewage  lagoon;  the  use  and 

production  of  the  natural  resources- forest,  fish,  wild- 
life, and  recreation,  will  be  lost.   (ELR  Order  #  4060, 

122  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-207  733-D) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 
DEPARTMENT  OF  ARMY 

Contact: 

George  A.  Cunney,  Jr. 
Acting  Chief,  Environmental  Office 
Directorate  of  Installations 

Office  of  the  Deputy  Chief  of  Staff 
for  Logistics 

Washington,  D.  C.   20310 

(202)  OX  4-4269 

Title  and  Description  Date 

DRAFT 

Fort  Peck,  Montana.  Proposed  high  explosive  cratering  ex-      3/13 
periments,  known  collectively  as  DIAMOND  ORE.  Phases  II  B 
and  II  C  of  DIAMOND  ORE,  planned  for  the  fall  of  1972  and 

the  summer  of  1973,  respectively,  use  chemical  high  explo- 
sives  (HE)  to  simulate  nuclear  energy  source  cratering. 

Craters  produced  by  the  explosions  will  vary  in  depth, 

from  25'  to  30 ' ,  and  in  radius  from  52'  to  52 ' .   Present 
plans  call  for  backfilling  and  reseedi  ig  the  cratered  area. 

(ELR  Order  #  3021,  55  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  472-D) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 
DEPARTMENT  OF  ARMY 

Corps  of  Engineers 

Contact : 

Colonel  William  L.  Barnes 
Executive  Director  of  Civil  Works 
Atten:   DAEN-CWZ-C 
Office  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers 
1000  Independence  Avenue,  S.  W. 
Washington,  D.  C.   20314 

(202)  693-7168 

ritle  and  Description 

)RAFT 

Date 

'hoenix,  Maricopa  County,  Arizona.   Construction  of  a  deten- 
:ion  basin  and  associated  channel  works,  for  flood  control. 

;elr  Order  #  4005,  15  pages) (ntiS  Order  #  PB-  207  580-D) 
3/15 

New  Melones  Lake,  Stanislaus  River,  California.   Proposed 

construction  of  New  Melones  Dam,  a  625'  high  rockfill 
structure  which  will  create  New  Melones  Lake,  a  multi- 

purpose (flood  control,  irrigation,  power  generation, 
recreation,  reservoir  and  downstream  fisheries,  and  water 
quality  control)  lake  with  a  gross  pool  surface  area  of 
12,500  acres.   The  power  plant  will  have  an  installed 
capacity  of  300,000  kW.   Approximately  22,700  acres  of 
land  will  be  required  by  the  project;  numerous  historical 
and  Indian  sites,  as  well  as  significant  wildlife  habitat, 
will  be  inundated;  and  Whitewater  stretches  of  the 
Stanislaus  River  will  be  lost.   (ELR  Order  #  3041,  124 

pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  435-D) 

3/15 
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Guilford  Harbor,  Connecticut.   Maintenance  dredging  of  two      3/17 
channels  and  an  anchorage  basin  in  Guilford  Harbor.   Temporary 
damage  to  marine  life  will  occur,   (ELR  Order  #  4007,  10  pages) 

(NTIS  Order  #  PB-  2  07  57^D) 

Chicago  River,  Cook  County,  Illinois.  Clearing  a  12  mile       3/6 
length  of  the  North  Bend  of  the  Chicago  River  of  debris. 
(ELR  Order  #  2087,  11  pages)  (ntiS  Order  #  PB-  207  464-Dj 

Wells  County,  Indiana .  Removal  and  burning  of  two  log  jams      3/8 
on  the  Salamonie  River.  The  purpose  of  the  action  is  to 
control  possible  flood  conditions.  (ELR  Order  #  2083,  9 

pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207   453-D) 

Red  River  Emergency  Bank  Protection,  Louisiana  and  Arkansas.    3/24 

Proposed  construction  of  emergency  flood  control  structures 
at  11  sites  along  the  Red  River  between  the  Mississippi 
River  and  Index,  Arkansas.   Approximately  920  acres  of 
land  will  be  lost  to  the  project,   (ELR  Order  #  4035,  29 

pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  2  07  72  5-D) 

Assateague  Island,  Maryland.  Construction  of  a  1760'  3/6 
long  research  pier  on  an  8.4  acre  site,  midway  between 
Ocean  City  and  Chincoteague  inlet.  The  facility  will 
support  operation  of  instruments  and  gages  by  the  Coastal 
Engineering  Research  Center.   The  structure  will  be 
visible  for  up  to  15  miles  under  optimum  visibility. 

(ELR  Order  #  2060,  54  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  264-D) 

St.  Catherine  Sound,  Maryland.   Maintenance  dredging  of  the    3/17 
Wicomico  River  Channel  and  St.  Catherine  Sound.   Temporary 
damage  to  marine  life  will  occur.   (ELR  Order  3089,  12  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  56  5-D) 

Andrews  River,  Massacnusetts .   Proposed  maintenance  dredging  3/17 
of  the  channel  and  anchorage  basin.   Short-term  damage  to 
marine  life  will  result.   (ELR  Order  #  3087,  9  pages)  (ntis 
Order  #  PB-207  561-D) 
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Flood  control  on  Saginaw  River,  Michigan  and  Tributaries: 
Flint  River  at  Flint,  Swartz  and  Thread  Creeks.   Project       2/28 
consists  of  channel  realignments  and  modifications  of 
approximately  11,000  feet  of  the  main  stem  of  the  Flint 
River  &  approximately  8,900  feet  of  Swartz  and  Thread 

Creeks.   Also  planned  is  a  concrete-lined  channel  and 
concrete  floodwalls.  (ELR  Order  #2003,  27  pages) . (NTIS 
Order  #  PB-207  077-D) . 

Rouge  River  Flood  Control  Project,  Wayne  County,  Michigan.      3/13 
Enlargement,  realignment,  and  paving  of  the  mainstream  of 
the  Rouge  River,  from  the  Detroit-Dearborn  city  limits  to 
Michigan  Ave.  in  Dearborn,  a  distance  of  5.8  miles.  The 
natural  river  bottom  will  be  replaced  by  concrete  pavement; 
an  existing  greenbelt  will  be  permanently  lost;  and  reduced 
water  levels  could  alter  upstream  i.lora.  (ELR  Order  #  2089, 

24  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  451-D) 

Treasure  Island,  Dunklin  County,  Missouri.   Construction       3/20 

of  a  150  cf s  pumping  plant  to  augment  a  25  cfs  p\amping  plant  now 
serving  a  leveed  area.   (ELR  Order  #  4002,  13  pages)  (NTIS 
Order  #  PB-  2  07  576-D) 

Hampton  Harbor,  New  Hampshire.  Proposed  maintenance  dredging    3/17 

of  the  channel  and  anchorage  basin.   Short-term  damage  to 
marine  life  will  result.   (ELR  Order  #  3086,  12  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  563-D) 

Military  Ocean  Terminal,  Sunny  Point,  North  Carolina.  3/28 
Proposed  dredging  of  3.2  million  yards  of  material  every 
two  years,  with  occassional  intermittent  dredging,  from 
basins  and  navigation  channels.   The  spoil  would  be 

deposited  in  dike  areas.   Sixty- four  acres  of  cypress  swamp 
and  2  7  acres  of  ponds  would  be  lost  due  to  the  action. 
The  area  provides  habitat  for  ospreys,  American  alligators, 
and  other  wildlife-   Marine  life  would  also  be  destroyed 
by  the  dredging,   (ELR  Order  #  4038,  197  pages)  (NTIS 
Order  #  PB-207  726-D) 

Lower  Col\imbia  River,  Oregon  <md  Washington.   Construction  of  3/20 
bank  protection  walks  along  channels  in  the  flood  plain  of  the 
Columbia  River.   Loss  of  shoreline  habitat  and  scenic  value 
will  occur.   (ELR  Order  #  3085,  33  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB- 
207  562-D) 
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Susquehanna  River  Basin,  Pennsylvania.   Raising  of  22,400'  of  3/14 
levee,  1065'  of  steel  sheet-pile  wall,  installing  of  1930'  of 
new  sheet  pile  wall,  and  providing   rip  rap.   Increased 

sediment  loads  from  run-off  will  result  from  the  project,  as 
well  as  adverse  visual  effects.   (ELR  Order  #  3081,  36  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  56  7-D) 

Bullocks  Point  Cove,  Rhode  Island.   Maintenance  dredging  of    3/17 
channels,  mooring  and  turning  basins.   Temporary  damage  to 
marine  life  will  result.   (ELR  Order  #  4004,  10  pages) 

(NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  574-D) 

Obion  and  Forked  Deer  Rivers,  Tennessee  and  Kentucky. Proposed  3/14 
concrete  lining  of  channels  on  Harris  Fork  Creek  and  South 
Fulton  Branch;  enlargement  of  channels  from  South  Fulton  to 
the  junction  with  North  Fork,  Obion  River  (a  distance  of  10 
miles),  for  flood  control.   Timberland  and  wildlife  habitat 

will  be  lost.   (ELR  Order  #  3078,  48  pages)   (NTIS  Order  # 
PB-  207  557-D) 

Alpine  Lake  Project,  Alpine,  Texas,   Recommendation  for 

Congressional  authorization  of  a  small  reservoir  to  provide    3/1 

flood  control  for  the  town  of  Alpine,  Texas.   (ELR  Order 

#2002,  23  pages).  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-207  078-D) . 

New  Kent  County,  Virginia.   Proposed  treatment  of  the  waters    3/28 

of  the  Walker  Dam  Impoundment  with  a  50-50  mixture  of  diquat 

and  potassium  endothal.   The  purpose  of  the  treatment  is 

to  control  the  Brasilian  waterweed.   Elodea  fish  will  be 

killed;  a  reduction  of  the  amount  of  oxygen  in  the  water 

will  occur;  the  reservoir  will  be  rendered  not  potable  for 

one  week; and  there  is  potential  for  damage  to  an  adjacent 

farm.     (ELR  Order  #  4074,  14  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB- 207  771-D) 

FINAL 

San  Leandro  Creek,  Alameda  County,  California.   Construc
tion 

of  both  the  trapezoidal  earth  channel  and  the  rectangular      2
/29 

concrete  channel  with  riprap  transitions  in  order  to  provide 

flood  control.   Comments  made  by  EPA,  HEW,  HUD,  DOI,  DOT, 

Coast  Guard,  City  of  Oakland.  (ELR  Order  #  1998,  77  pages) 

(NTIS  Order  #  PB-207  056-F) . 
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Ventura  Marina,  Ventura  County,  California.  Construction      3/1 

of  a  detached  breakwater  1500'  long;  dredging  of  800,000 

cu.  yrds.  to  fonti  a  sand  trap  in  the  lee  of  the  break- 
water; construction  of  recreational  facilities  and 

parking  lots;  maintenance  of  three  jetties  and  an 
entrance  channel.   The  purpose  of  the  project  is  to 

improve  navigation.   Comments  made  by  EPA,  DOI,  state  and 
local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  2066,  49  pages)   (NTIS 
Order  #  PB-204  166-F) 

Crescent  City  Harbor,  Del  Norte  County,  California.   Proposed  3/15 

construction  of  a  20'  deep  inner  harbor,  200'  wide  at  the 
entrance  and  extending  north  a  distance  of  325';  and  a  400' 
extension  of  the  inner  harbor  breakwater.   Dredging  and 

blasting  will  cause  destruction  of  marine  life.   Comments 
made  by  USDA,  DOC,  EPA,  DOI,  NOAA,  state  agencies  and 
concerned  citizens.   (ELR  Order  #  3056,  48  pages)  (NTIS  Order 
#  PB-204  380-F) 

Panama  City  Harbor,  Florida.   Proposed  dredging  and  deep-      3/22 
ening  of  harbor.   Marine  ecosystems  will  be  lost,  (including 
400  acres  of  bay  bottom,  and  60  acres  of  land  will  be 
covered  by  dredge  spoils.   Comments  made  by  DOC,  EPA,  HEW, 
DOI,  DOT  and  one  state  agency.   (ELR  Order  #  4027,  28  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-200  196-F) 

Waimano  Stream  Flood  Control  Project,  Oahu,  Hawaii.  Con-        3/2 
struction  of  3,400'  of  reenforced  concrete  channel  and  re- 

lated roadway  culvert  modifications,  in  order  to  improve 
flood  carrying  capabilities.  Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA, 
Navy,  DOT,  state,  and  local  agencies.  (ELR  Order  #  2052, 
22  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  198  882-F) 

Lake  Forest,  Lake  County,  Illinois.   RepT^cement  of  3G '  of       3/15 

permeable  steel  sheet  piling  grain  by  an  impermeable  110' 
section  and  extension  of  a  second  section  by  140'.  The  pur- 

pose of  the  project  is  prevention  of  beach  erosion.  Comments 

made  by  USDA,  USCG,  EPA,  DOI,  state  and  local  agencies.  (ELR 
Order  #  PB-2  04  66  3-F) 

i 
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Fort  Scott  Lake,  Marmaton  River,  Kansas.   Construction  of  a   3/17 

multi-purpose  (flood  control,  water  quality  control,  water 
supply,  recreation,  and  wildlife  enhancement)  lake.   The 
lake  will  inundate  5,000  acres,  eliminate  25  miles  of 
river,  tributary  streams  and  wildlife  habitat;  displace 
395  people  and  one  town.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA,  DOI , 
state  and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  3064,  37  pages) 

(NTIS  Order  #  PB-201  520-F) 

Mermantau  River-,  Louisiana .  Enlargement  and  realignment  of      3/9 
43  miles  of  navigation  channel  in  Bayous  Nezpique  and  des 
Cannes,  in  the  Mermentau  River,  and  in  Lake  Arthur.  A  loss 
of  2,000  acres  of  wildlife  habitat  will  occur.  Unspecified 
numbers  of  archeological  sites  are  also  located  in  the  area. 
Comments  made  by  EPA,  HEW,  DOI,  and  state  agencies.  (ELR 

Order  #  3008,  48  pages)  NTIS  Order  #  PB-  2  00  776-F) 

Desmoines  River,  Jackson,  Minnesota .  Proposed  construction      3/15 
of  earthen  levees,  concrete  floodwalls,  closure  structures, 
a  ponding  area,  and  modification  of  sanitary  and  storm  sewer 

systems.  The  purpose  of  the  action  is  flood  control.  Approxi- 
mately 2  5  acres  of  land  will  be  lost  to  the  project.  Com- 

ments made  by  EPA,  DOI,  state  and  local  agencies.  (ELR  Order 
#  PB-198  726-F) 

Little  Blue  Channel  Improvement,  Little  Blue  River,  Missouri.   3/10 
Construction  of  channel  realignment  structures  and  a  ring 
levee  around  Lake  City  Army  Ammunition  Plant  in  Jackson  Co. 

The  purpose  of  the  project  is  flood  control.  It  will  det- 
rimentally alter  22  miles  of  stream  environment  and  ripar- 

ian wildlife  habitat,  and  result  in  lowered  fish  production 
and  loss  of  wildlife  habitat.  Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA, 
DOI,  stare  and  local  agencies,  and  concerned  citizens.  (ELR 

Order  #  3026,  48  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  202  916-F) 

Las  Cruces,  Don  Ana  County,  New  Mexico.   Proposed  construction  3/15 
of  a  dry  flood  control  dam  and  diversion  ditch  with  outlet 
works,  spillway  structures  and  an  open  discharge  channel. 
Loss  of  an  unspecified  amount  of  wildlife  habitat  will 
occur.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA,  DOI,  International 
Boundary  and  Water  Commission,  state  and  local  agencies,  and 
concerned  citizens.   (ELR  Order  #  3063,  50  pages)   (NTIS  Order 
#  PB-  202  923-F) 
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Chowan  River,  North  Carolina,  and  Blackwater  River,  Virginia.  3/17 
Construction  of  three  cutoff  channels  to  control  flooding. 

Twenty-eight  acres  will  be  inundated  and  other  acreage  will 
be  covered  with  spoil.   Comments  made  by  EPA,  DOI,  and  state 

agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  3084,  23  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-206 
258-F) 

Skiatook  Lake,  Osage  County,  Oklahoma.  Construction  of         3/10 
Skiatook  Lake,  on  Hominy  Creek.  The  purposes  of  the  project 
include  water  supply  and  quality  control,  recreation, fish 
and  wildlife  management,  and  flood  control.  Approximately 
10,540  acres  of  land  will  be  permanently  inundated  and  an 

additional  3,410  acres  will  be  periodically  inundated.  Fifty- 
seven  families,  one  state  highway,  several  roads,  pipelines, 
and  other  utilities,  and  2  5  graves  will  be  displaced  by  the 

project.  Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA,  DOI,  state  and  local  a- 
gencies,  and  concerned  citizens.  (ELR  Order  #  3027,  199  pages) 

(NTIS  Order  #  PB-207  460-F) 

Gulf  Intercoastal  Waterway,  Texas .   Proposed  relocation  of  two  3/15 
portions  of  the  authorized  shallow-draft  navigation  project  in 
Matagorda  and  Corpus  Christi  Bays.   Dredging  and  filling  will 
destroy  marinelife,  wildlife,  and  their  habitats.   Comments 
made  by  USDA,  EPA,  DOI,  NOAA,  state,  local,  and  regional 

agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  3  071,  58  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-198 
927-F) 

San  Gabriel  River,  Laneport,  North  and  South  Fork  Lakes,        3/2  7 

Texas .   Proposed  construction  of  the  above  three  lakes 

for  purposes  of  flood  control,  water  conservation,  fish, 
wildlife,  and  recreational  uses.   Approximately  2  5,350 

acres  of  land  and  28  miles  of  stream  will  be  lost  to  the' 

project;  habitat  for  white-tailed  deer,  small  game  and 
birds,  and  the  entire  wild  turkey  population  will  be 

inundated;  archeological  sites,  old  homesteads,  and 
n\imerous  farms  and  residences  will  be  permanently  lost. 

Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA,  DOI,  DOT,  state,  regional 

and  local  agencies,  and  concerned  citizens.   (ELR  Order 

#  4069,  349  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-207  736-F) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  NAVY 

Contact: 

Joseph  A.  Grimes,  Jr. 
Special  Civilian  Assistant  to  the 

Secretary  of  the  Navy- 
Washington,  D.  C.   20350 

(202)  697-0892 

Title  and  Description  D^te 

FINAL 

Naval  Air  Station,  Lemoore,  California.  The  acquisition  of      3/2 

440  acres  in  order  to  construct  sewage  treatment  and  evapo- 
ration ponds.  This  land  will  be  lost  for  its  present  agri- 

cultural use.  Comments  made  by  CEQ,  EPA,  DOI.  (ELR  Order  # 

2035,  43  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-199  018-F) 

Cross  Cay  Island,  Caribbean  Sea.   Proposed  relocation  of       3/21 
Navy  target  facilities  from  Culebra,  Commonwealth  of 

Puerto  Rico,  to  Cross  Cay,  an  uninhabited  island  2800'  x 
1400',  2.5  nautical  miles  away.   Clearing  of  a  shallow 
boat  channel,  preparation  of  an  access  runway,  helicopter 
landing  pad  and  target  area  will  be  necessary.   Some 
destruction  of  marine  life  will  result.   Comments  made  by 
USDA,  DOC,  EPA,  and  the  Mayor  of  Culebra.   (ELR  Order  # 

4051,  57  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  051-F) 

Norfolk  Station,  Norfolk,  Virginia.  Proposed  acquisition       3/22 

of  508  acres  of  railroad  yard  facilities  at  Sewell's  Point. 
Naval  facilities  will  be  constructed  on  the  site.  Comments 

made  by  EPA,  DOI,  and  state  agencies.  (ELR  Order  #  4014, 

16  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-201  855-F) 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 

Contact: 

Sheldon  Meyers 
Director,  Office  of  Federal  Activities 
Room  3630   Waterside  Mall 

Washington,  D.C.   2  046  0 

(202)  755-0940 

Title  and  Description  Date 

DRAFT 

Bethany  Beach  Regional  Wastewater  Treatment  Plant,  Sussex      3/16 

County,  Delaware .  Proposed  construction  of  a  sewerage  pro- 
ject to  serve  Bethany  Beach.  At  issue  is  the  extent  to  which 

completion  of  the  project  will  affect  development  of  sea- 
sonal homes.  (ELR  Order  #  3070,  99  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB- 

207  542-D) 

FINAL 

Proposed  Water  Quality  Control  facilities,  Soldotna, 
Alaska.   Construction  of  sanitary  sewage  treatment  facilities   3/1 
facilities.   Wastes  will  be  treated  by  an  extended 

aeration  biological  process;   Effluent  will  be  discharged 
after  disinfection  into  the  Kenai  River  via  an  outfall 

approximately  21  miles  upstream  from  its  moutho   Comments 
made  by  Army,Coe,  DOI,  DOC;  Coast  Guard,  Kenai  Peninsula 
Borough.  (ELR  Order  #  1999,  48  pages).,   (NTIS  Order  # 
PB-204  662-F) 

Carmel,  Monterey  County,  California .  Construction  of  an        3/8 
ocean  outfall  sewer  extension  in  Carmel  Bay.  The  project 

v/ill  lower  existing  conditions  of  pollution  near  the  shore- 
line. It  will  also,  however,  discharge  wastewater  in  an 

area  that  is  included  in  a  proposed  enlargement  of  the  Pt. 

Lobos  Underwater  Reserve  of  the  California  State  Park  sys- 
tem. Comments  made  by  Army  COE,  poc,  HEW,  DOI,  USCG,  state 

and  local  agencies,  and  concerned  citizens.  (ELR  Order  # 

2084,  73  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  202  585-F) 
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Lead  -  Deadwood  Sanitary  District  No.  1,  South  DaTcota.  3/15 
The  proposed  project  would  combine  all  municipal  and 
industrial  wastes  from  the  cities  of  Lead  and  Deadwood, 

and  Homes take  Mining  Co.,  in  one  interceptor  pipeline, 
and  convey  the  waste  along  the  route  of  Whitewood 

Creek  to  a  tailings  -  stabilization  pond  for  treat- 
ment by  detention  and  bacterial  action.   Approximately 

600  acres  of  land  will  be  taken  by  the  project;  the 
potential  would  exist  for  groundwater  contamination. 
Comments  made  by  USDA,  Army  COE,  Food  and  Drug,  HEW, 
HUD,  DOI,  state  and  local  agencies,  and  concerned 
citizens.   (ELR  Order  #  4049,  121  pages)  (NTIS  Order 
#  PB-204  669-F) 
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FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

Contact: 

Fredrick  H.  Warren 
Advisor  on  Environmental  Quality 
441  G  Street,  N.  W. 

Washington,  D.  C.   20426 

(202)  386-6084 

Title  and  Description  Date 

DRAFT 

Project  #  2528,  Clay  and  Randolph  Counties,  Alabama.  Pro-       3/2 
posed  approval  of  license  for  Alabama  Power  Co.  to  construct 

a  140'  high,  956'  long  concrete  dam  on  the  Tallapoosa  River; 
an  earth-rock  fill  dike;  a  resulting  10,661  acre,  24  mile 
long  reservoir;  and  a  two  generator  (67,500  kw  each)  power- 

house, with  appurtenant  facilities.  (ELR  Order  #  2042,  58 
pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  260-D) 

Fresno  and  Madera  Counties,  California .  Proposed  approval      3/1 
of  renewal  license  for  major  Big  Creek  No.  2A  and  No.  8, 
Project  No.  67.  The  project  consists  of  two  powerhouses 
with  a  total  capacity  of  138,00  kw;  several  diversion  dams, 
conduits,  natural  channels  and  reservoirs;  and  existing  and 
proposed  recreation  facilities.  (ELR  Order  #  2031,  154  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-  2  07  12  3  -D) 

Project  #  77,  Lake  and  Mendocino  Counties,  California.  Pro-     3/8 
posed  approval  of  renewal  license  for  the  Pacific  Gas  and 
Electric  Co.  to  operate  a   9,040  kw  hydroelectric  powerhouse, 
along  with  two  dams,  two  lakes  (2380  tot&l  acres),  tunnels, 

penstocks,  and  8890'  of  conduit.  (ELR  Order  #  2063,  31  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-207  243-D) 
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Project  No.  176,  San  Diego  County,  California.  Proposed  ap-     3/8 
proval  of  a  renewal  operating  license  for   Escondido  Mutual 
Water  Co.'s  Lake  Wohlford  Project.  The  project  consists  of  a 
combination  rock  and  hydraulic  fill  dam,  a  224  acre  reservoir, 

and  the  Rincon,  and  Bear  Valley  powerhouses,  with  a  total  in- 
stalled capacity. of  760  kw.  (ELR  Order  #  3010,  89  pages) 

(NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  457-D) 

Project  120,  Fresno   Madera,  Tulare,  Kern,  and  Los  Angeles      3/26 
counties,  California. Proposed  approval  of  a  renewal  license 

for  the  Southern  California  Edison  Co.'s  Big  Creek  No.  3 
Project  120.   The  project  consists  of  a  dam  and  spillway, 

a  reservoir  and  diversion  tunnel,  4  penstocks  and  a  power- 
house with  a  total  installed  capacity  of  107,100  kw.   (EIR 

Order  #  4068,  71  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  732-D) 

Project  #  1218,  Dougherty  and  Lee  Counties,  Georgia.  Pro-      3/17 
posed  approval  of  a  renewal  operating  license  to  the  Georgia 
Power  Co.  for  its  Flint  River  Project.  The  project  consists 

of  2  dams,  a  connecting  dike,  a  3-generator  powerhouse,  a 
reservoir,  and  appurtenant  facilities.  (ELR  Order  #  3077, 
46  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  555-D) 

Project  2336, Lloyd  Shoals  Project,  Georgia.   Proposed  3/23 
approval  of  an  application  for  development  of  4  recreation 
use  areas  at  project  #  2336,  a  hydroelectric  station 
of  the  Georgia  Power  Co.   Total  acreage  involved  is  458.5, 
with  proposed  picnicking,  camping,  boating,  fishing,  and 
swimming  facilities.   (ELR  Order  #  4033,  18  pages)  (NTIS 

Order  #  PB-  207  678-D) 

Wilder  Project  No.  1892,  Grafton  County,  New  Hampshire  and     3/1 
Windsor  and  Orange  Counties,  Vermont.   Proposed  issuance  of 
•a  new  operating  license  to  New  England  Power  Co.  for  con- 

tinued operation  of  an  existing  32,400  kw  hydroelectric 
generating  facility  with  a  3,100  acre,  45  mile  long  pond. 
(ELR  Order  #  2027,  59  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-207  118-D) 
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Project  #  1855,  Cheshire  and  Sullivan  Counties,  New  3/15 
Hampshire,  and  Windham  and  Windsor  Counties,  Vermont. 

Proposed  approval  of  an  application  by  the  New  England 
Power  Co.  for  a  renewal  operating  permit  for  its 
Bellows  Falls  Project.   This  is  a  40,800  kw  run-of.- 
river  hydroelectric  generating  facility  with  a  2,800 
acre  26-mile  long  pond.   (ELR  Order  #  2028,  57  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-  2  07  PB-122-D) 

Connecticut  River,  Cheshire,  New  Hampshire  and  Windham,         3/1 
Vermont.   Proposed  approval  of  a  renewal  operating  license 

for  New  England  Power  Co.'s  Vernon  Project  No.  1904.   This 
is  a  24,400  kw  hydroelectric  generating  facility  with  a 
2,550  acre,  26  mile  long  pond.   (ELR  Order  #  2030,  48 

pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-207  119-D) 

South  Plainfield,  New  Jersey,  and  Staten  Island,  New  York.      3/27 
Proposed  construction  of  a  gasification  plant  at  South 

Plainfield  and  a  15  mile,  20"  pipe  to  terminal  and  storage 
facilities  which  will  be  constructed  on  Staten  Island. 

The  Tecon  Gasification  Company  is  the  applicant  for  the 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and  other  permits 

involved.   Approximately  400  acres  of  land  will  be  com- 
mitted to  the  project;  emission  of  carbon  dioxide, 

methane,  and  sulfur  oxide  will  result.   (ELR  Order  # 

4050,  125  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  720-D) 

Project  #  1888,  Dauphin,  Lancaster,  and  York  Counties  3/16 
Pennsylvania.   Proposed  approval  for  a  renewal  operating 

license  to  the  York  Haven  Power  Company.   The  project  con- 
sists of  a  main  dam  across  the  Susquehanna  River,  a 

secondary  dam,  a  headrace  wall,  a  3  1/2  mile  long  reservoir, 
and  a  powerhouse  containing  20  generators  with  a  total 
(combined)  capacity  of  19,620  kw.   (ELR  Order  #  3082,  41 

pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-207  566-D) 

Project  #  2705,  Newhalem  Creek,  Seattle,  Washington.  Pro-      2/28 
posed  approval  of  a  renewal     license  for  the  City  of 

Seattle  to  continue  operating  a  2,500  Kva  generating  unit, 

with  a  10'  overflow  crest  diversion  dam,  a  3,300'  tunnel, 
and  penstock.  (ELR  Order  #  203«9,  21  pages)  (NTIS  Order  # 
PB-  2  07  2  34-D) 
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GENERAL  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION 

Contact: 

Rod  Kreger 
Acting  Administrator 

GSA-AD 
Washington,  D.  C.   20405 

(202)  343-6077 

Alternate: 

Aaron  Woloshin,  Director 
Office  of  Environmental  Affairs 

GSA-AD 
Washington,  D.  C.   20405 

(202)  343-4161 

Title  and  Description  Date 

DRAFT 

Federal  Triangle,  Washington,  D.C.    In  order  to  provide      2/28 
office  space  for  Federal  personnel  the  following  steps 
are  proposed:   demolition  of  the  Old  Post  Office  Building 
(but  retention  of  its  clock  tower)  and  construction  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Service  Building  Extension  on  its 
site;  construction  of  a  Pennsylvania  Avenue  Annex  to  the 
Post  Office  Building,  between  the  existing  Post  Office 
and  the  District  Building;  construction  of  a  Grand  Plaza, 

with  a  two-level,  1,487  car  capacity  parking  structure 
beneath.   (ELR  Order  #  2045,  53  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB- 
207  238-D) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH.  EDUCATION  AND  WELFARE 

Contact: 

Robert  Lanza 

Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Health  and  Scientific  Affairs 

Room  4062  HEWN 

Washington,  D.  C.   20202 

(202)  962-2241 

Title  and  Description  Date 

DRAFT 

National  Center  for  Toxicologic al  Research,  Pine  Bluffs,        3/2 
Arkansas.  Development  of  existing  facilities  for  use  by  the 
Center,  with  initial  action  to  be  conversion  of  29,000  sq. 
ft.  of  space  to  animal  holding  and  research  use.  Cost  of 
this  first  phase  renovation  will  be  $  3,000,000.  (ELR  Order 

#  2037,  41  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  259-D) 

Model  Secondary  School  for  the  Deaf,  Gallaudet  College,         3/8 
Washington,  D.C.  Construction  of  permanent  facilities  for 
the  Model  Secondary  School,  and  ancillary  facilities  at 
Gallaudet  College.  The  school  will  serve  450  resident  and 
150  day  students.  (ELR  Order  #  2072,  19  pages)   (NTIS 
Order  #  PB-  207  244-D) 

Cape  Giradeau,  Missouri.  Proposed  construction  of  a  new  St.     3/3 
Francis  Medical  Center,  planned  to  be  a  complete  health  care 
complex,  with  a  first  phase  capacity  of  160  bedSc  (ELR  Order 
#  2050,  24  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  246  -D) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Contact: 

Richard  H.  Broun 

Director,  Environmental  and  Land  Use  Planning  Division 

Washington,  D.C,   20410 

(202)  755-6186 

Title  and  Description  Date 

DRAFT 

Welfare  Island  New  Coitmunity,  New  York,  New  York.   Proposed     3/23 
HUD  certification  of  Welfare  Island  as  an  elgible  new 
coramunity  according  to  Section  712  of  the  Urban  Growth  and 
New  Community  Development  Act  of  1970.   (ELR  Order  #  4044, 

32  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  2  07  740-D) 

Harbison  New  Community,  Richland  and  Lexington  Counties,        3/23 
South  Carolina.   Proposed  HUD  guarantee  of  a  $12,000,000 
loan  for  development  of  a  new  community  over  a  20  year 

period.   (ELR  Order  #  4056,  26  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB- 
207  745-D) 

FINAL 

Low  Rent  Public  Housing  Project  No.  5-108,  New  York,  New       3/28 
York.   Proposed  construction  of  three  24-story  residential 
building  of  840  (total)  units.   Increase  in  use  of  public 
facilities  and  utilities  will  result.   Comments  made  by 
USDA,  Army  COE,  AEC,  DOC,  EPA,  FPC,  GSA,  DOT,  local  agencies, 
and  concerned  citizens.   (ELR  Order  #  4052,  114  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-205  670-F) 

Marshall  Union  Apartments,  Portland,  Oregon.   Proposed  con-     3/13 
struction  of  a  12-story  high-rise  structure  of  243  apartment 
ur^its,  designed  specifically  for  senior  citizens.   The  visual 
impact  of  the  structure  is  considered  in  the  statement. 
Comments  made  by  EPA,  HEW,  state  and  local  agencies,  and 
concerned  citizens.   (ELR  Order  #  3034,  39  pages)   (NTIS 
Order  #  PB-203  312-F) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  INTERIOR 

Contact: 

Office   of   Coiranunications 
Room   7214 
Washington,  D.  C.   20240 

(202)  343-6416 

Title  and  Description  Date 

FINAL 

Trans-Alaska  Pipeline,  Alaska.   Application  from  Alyeska       3/20 
Pipeline  Service  Co.  for  a  48-inch  oil  pipeline  right-of- 
way   across  Federal  lands  in  Alaska  between  a  point  south  of 
Prudhoe  Bay  on  the  North  Slope  and  Port  Valdez,  a  port  on 
the  south  coast.   The  company  would  design,  construct, 
operate,  and  maintain  the  789  mile  long  pipeline  system. 
Impact  would  result  from  construction,  operation,  and 
maintenance,  and  would  occur  on  abiotic,  biotic,  and  socio- 

economic components  of  the  human  environment  far  beyond 
the  relatively  small  part  of  Alaska  which  would  be  occupied 
by  the  pipeline  system  and  oil  field.   The  statement 
includes  six  volumes,  with  three  supplemental  vol\imes  on  the 
economic  and  security  aspects  of  the  pipeline.   Titles  are 
as  follows:   Volume  I,  Introduction  and  Summary;  Volume  II, 

Environmental  Setting  of  the  Proposed  Trans-Alaska  Pipeline, 
Volume  III,  Environmental  Setting  Between  Port  Valdez, 
Alaska,  and  West  Coast  Ports;  Volume  IV,  Evaluation  of 

Environmental  Impact;  Volxome  V,  Alternatives  to  the  Pro- 
posed Action  and  Voliame  VI,  Other  Sections  and  Attachments. 

(ELR  Order  #   4034)   (NTIS  Order  #'s  Volume  I-VI,  PB-206 
921-1  to  PB-206  921-6,  respectively;  or  PB-206  921-Set; 
supplemental  material.  Volumes  I-III,   PB-205-744,  PB-205 
745,  and  PB-207  254,  respectively) 

Bureau  of  Mines 

DR?\FT 

Federal  Mine  Health  and  Safety  Academy,  Buckley,  West  Virginia.  3/15 

Proposed  construction  of  a  600  student,  multi-building  facility. 
The  school  would  train  mine  inspectors  to  help  administer  the 
Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and  Safety  Act  of  1969.   (ELR  Order 

#  3074,  34  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  543-D) 
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Bureau  of  Reclamation 
DRAFT 

Lake  Havasu,  Arizona.   Construction  of  the  Havasu  Intake       3/7 
Channel  and  Pumping  Plant,   and  the  Buckskin  Mountains 

Tunnel.  The  pumping  plant  will  house  six  500  cfs  pumps, 
which  will  pump  water  from  Lake  Havasu  through  two  13-foot- 

diameter  pipes  3000'  up  the  hillside  to  the  tunnel  inlet 
portal.  These  facilities  are  part  of  the  Central  Arizona 
Project.  (ELR  Order  #  3009,  24  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB- 
207  454-D) 

Lake  Berryessa,  Napa  County,  California.   A  proposed  management  3/10 
plan  for  the  development  of  Lake  Berryessa  as  a  recreational 

area.   (ELR  Order  #  3083,  116  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207 
554-D) 

Cibolo  Creek,  Wilson  County,  Texas.   Proposed  construction     3/27 
of  an  earthfill  dam  on  Cibolo  Creek.   The  reservoir  would 

inundate  10,000  to  16,260  acres  of  land,  displace  75 
families,  eliminate  24  miles  of  fish  habitat,  and  necessitate 

the  relocation  of  one  highway,  utility  systems,  and  archeo- 
logical  resources.   (ELR  Order  #  4067,  39  pagc:s)  (NTIS  Order 
#  PB-2  07  72  9-D) 

FINAL 

Mountain  Park  Project.  Kiowa  County,  Oklahoma.   Proposed       3/27 
construction  of  a  thin-arch  concrete  dam  on  Otter  Creek, 
a  diversion  dam  on  Elk  Creek,  and  a  10.8  mile  diversion 
canal,  with  pipelines  to  deliver  municipal  and  industrial 
water.   Approximately  5  miles  of  stream  and  9,280  acres 
will  be  inundated  by  the  project;  35  homes,  7.5  miles  of 
railway,  5  miles  of  highway  and  11  miles  of  transmission 
line  will  have  to  be  relocated.   Comments  made  by  USDA, 

DOI,  state  agencies  and  concerned  citizens.   (ELR  Order 

#  4064,  45  pages)  (NTIS  0-der  #  PB-  207  728^) 
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Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife 

DRAFT 

Endangered  Species  Conservation.   Proposed  legislation  to      3/21 
provide  for  the  conservation,  protection,  and  propagation 
of  species  and  subspecies  of  fish  and  wildlife,  domestic 

and  foreign,  that  are  threatened  with  extinction  or  likely 
within  the  foreseeable  future  to  become  threatened  with 

extinction.   (ELR  Order  #  4041,  26  pages)  (NTIS  Order  # 
PB-  207  731-D) 

Green  Lake  National  Fish  Hatchery,  Hancock  County,  Maine.       3/16 
Consruction  of  a  fish  hatchery  for  the  propagation  of 
Atlantic  Salmon,  to  help  restore  the  species  in  New  England 
waters.  (ELR  Order  #  3075,  45  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-2  07 
541-D) 

National  Park  Service 
DRAFT 

City  of  Refuge  National  Historical  Park,  Honoj&au  Bay,  Hawaii.   3/15 
Proposed  master  plan  for  management  of  the  Park,  which  will 
serve  as  a  center  for  preservation  of  Hawaiian  culture  of  the 
Kona  Coast.   Approximately  50  people  may  be  displaced  by  the 

action.   (ELR  Order  #  4021,  79  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-2  07 
583-D) 

White  Sands  National  Monument,  New  Mexico.   A  proposed         3/2  9 
revised  master  plan  for  maintenance  of  the  Monioment  during 
the  next  five  years.   Missile  impact  within  the  moniiment 
necessitates  the  use  of  vehicles  and  other  mechanical 

equipment.   Designation  as  wilderness  is  therefore  pre- 
cluded.  (ELR  Order  #  4070,  44  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB- 

207  776-D) 
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Yellowstone  National  Park -Yellowstone  Wilderness  DES  72-28.     2/7 
Wyoming.   The  National  Park  Service  proposes  that  1.96  3,000 
acres  of  Yellowstone  National  Park  be  designated  as  wilder- 

ness.  (ELR  Order  #  1817,  56  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-207 
265-D) 

Yellowstone  Master  Plan,  Yellowstone  National  Park  DES         2/7 

72-30.   Wyoming.   Proposed  action  would  provide  a  master 
plan  for  future  management  activity  in  Yellowstone  National 

Park.   (ELR  Order  #  2056,  67  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-207 
262-D) 

Grand  Teton  National  Park  -  Master  Plan  DES  72-31,  Wyoming .     2/7 
Proposed  master  plan  for  the  management  and  use  of  Grand 
Teton  National  Park.  The  plan  would  provide  for  increased 

public  use  of  the  park.  (ELR  Order  #  2057,  64  pages)  (NTIS 
Order  #  PB-  207  263-D) 

Trois  Tetons  Wilderness  Area,  Wyoming .  Proposed  establishment   2/7 
of  a  110,700  acre  wilderness  area  in  Grand  Teton  National 

Park.  The  area  would  embrace  most  of  the  park's  mountainous 
western  section  and  part  of  the  lowlands.  (ELR  Order  #  1816, 

49  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-207  252-D) 

Office  of  Saline  Water 

DRAFT 

San  Luis  Obispo  County,  California.  Construction  of  a  pro-      3/2 
totype  seawater  desalting  plant  and  conveyance  system,  sche- 

duled for  completion  in  late  1977.  The  plant  would  be  of 

multiflash  design,  with  a  capacity  of  40  MGD.  Some  distur- 
bance of  coastline  and  loss  of  wildlife  habitat  will  result. 

(ELR  Order  #  2040,  122  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  2  72-D) 

Southwestern  Power  Administration 

DRAFT 

Texas,  Oklahoma,  Arkansas  and  Missouri-Operation  and 
Maintenance  of  1700  miles  of  existing  transmission  lines       2/24 
and  32  substations  and  switching  stations.   These  actions 
will  be  taken  during  FY  1973.  (ELR  Order  #  1997,  10  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #PB-207  068-D) 
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INTERSTATE  COMMERCE  COMMISSION 

Contact: 

James  Tao 
Room  5107 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
12th  and  Constitution  Avenue,  NW 

Washington,  D.C.   2  042  3 

(202)  783-2097 

Title  and  Description  Date 

DRAFT 

Increased  Freight  Rates  and  Charges,  1972.   Proposed  ^AfO 
approval  or  disapproval  of  selected  increase  proposals  for 
commodity  groupings  to  replace  the  2.5%  surcharge 
recently  allowed  to  become  effective  on  a  temporary 
basis,  to  be  applied  by  the  railroads  in  rendering 
service  throughout  the  United  States.   The  surcharge 

may  have  an  adverse  effect  on  the  movement  of  re- 
cyclable materials.   (ELR  Order  #  4061,  13  pages) 

(NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  730-D) 

The  following  statement  was  mistakenly  referred  to  in  the  March, 

1972  issue  of  the  102  Monitor  as  a  Federal  Power  Commission 

proposal. 

DRAFT 

Pueblo  County,  Colorado.  Proposed  construction  of  2.54       2/16 

miles  of  railway  track  by  the  Colorado  and  Wyoming 

Railway  Co.  This  will  require  approximately  51.51  acres 
of  land.  Finance  Docket  No.  27022.  (ELR  Order  #  1914, 

10  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  759-D) 
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NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND  SPACE  ADMINISTRATION 

Contact: 

Ralph  E.  Cushman 
Special  Assistant,  Office  of 

Administration 
NASA 

Washington,  D.  C.   20546 

(202)  962-8107 

Title  and  Description  Date 

FINAL 

Jet  Propulsion  Laboratory,  Los  Angeles  County,  California.      2/18 
The  statement  describes  the  mission,  facilities,  and  com- 

munity setting  of  the  laboratory.  At  present  the  lab  sup- 
ports NASA  principally  in  the  conduction  of  research,  de- 

velopment, and  flight  project  activities  related  to  explo- 
ration of  the  planets  and  interplanetary  space  with  automa- 

ted spacecraft.  Comments  made  by  EPA.  (ELR  Order  #  1950, 

37  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  332-F) 
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NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 

Contact: 

William  J.  Hoff,  General  Counsel 
Room  501 
National  Science  Foundation 
1800  G  Street,  N.  W. 

Washington,  D.  C.   20550 
(202)  632-4386 

Title  and  Description  Date 

FINAL 

National  Hail  Research  Experiment.   A  proposed  5-year  series    3/15 
of  experiments  (beginning  in  the  s\ammer  of  1972)  which  will 
involve  silver  iodide  seeding  of  hail  cells.   The  purpose 
of  the  project  is  the  development  and  testing  of  techniques 
for  modifying  hailstorms  t(b  suppress  the  formation  of  hail 
and  damaging  size.   The  test  area,  a  50  mile  square,  is 
centered  on  the  Pawnee  National  Grasslands,  in  northeastern 

Colorado.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  AEC,  DOD,  EPA,  DOI ,  NASA, 
DOT,  and  concerned  citizens.   (ELR  Order  #  3052,  21  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-207  539-F) 
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PACIFIC  NORTHWEST  RIVER  BASINS  COMMISSION 

Contact : 

Robert  Vining 
Post  Office  Box  908 

Vancouver,  Washington   6856  0 

(206)  695-3606 

Title  and  Description  Date 

DRAFT 

Puget  Sound  and  Adjacent  Waters  Comprehensive  Plan.   A         2/23 
draft  study  of  the  Puget  Sound  and  adjacent  waterways.   The 
needs  for  providing  water  quality  control,  flood  control, 
industrial  and  municipal  supply,  and  recreation  are 
discussed.   (ELR  Order  #  2070,  17  pages)   (NTIS  Order  # 
PB-207  240-D) 



DRAFT 
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POSTAL  SERVICE 

Contact: 

James  J.  Wilson 
Assistant  General  Counsel 

Contracts  &  Property  Division 
Room  2226 
Postal  Service 

Washington,  D.  C.   20260 

(202)  961-7637 

Title  and  Description Date 

United  States  Post  Office,  Honolulu,  Hawaii .  Construction 

of  a  one-story  general  industrial-type  building  with  a 
two-story  office  wing.  Auxiliary  construction  consists  of 
parking  areas,  paved  maneuvering  areas,  an  underpass,  and 

all  necessary  utilities  and  landscaping.  Facility  will  oc- 
cupy about  400,000  gross  sq.  ft.  (ELR  Order  #  302  5,  2  0  pages) 

(NTIS  Order  #  PB-  2  07  470-D) 

3/13 
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TENNESSEE  VALLEY  AUTHORITY 

Contact: 

Robert  H.  Marquis 
General  Counsel 
TVA 

Knoxville,  Tennessee   37902 

(615)  522-7181  ext.  2552 

Title  and  Description  Date 

FINAL 

Nolichucky  Project  ,  Greene  County,  Tennessee.   Proposed        3/10 
strengthening  of  the  dam  on  the  Nolichucky  River,  retire- 

ment of  its  power  plant,  and  developnent  of  a  waterfowl" 
sanctuary  and  nature  study  program.   The  sanctuary  would 
encompass  2,200  acres;  total  project  cost  is  estimated  at 
$2,700,000.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  DOC,  DOD,  EPA,  HEW,  HUD, 
FPC,  OEO,  state  and  local  agencies  (ELR  Order  #  3035,  57 
pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-204  844-F) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Contact: 

Martin  Convisser* 
Director,  Office  of  Program  Co-ordination 
400  7th  Street,  SW 
Washington,  D.C.   20590 

(202)  462-4357 

Title  and  Description  Date 

Federal  Aviation  Agency 
DRAFT 

Phoenix,  Maricopa  County,  Arizona.   Proposed  additions        2/28 

to  a  formerly  privately-owned  airport,  recently  pur- 
chased by  the  City  of  Phoenix.   These  would  include 

rehabilitation  of  present  runway,  construction  of  a 

"touch  and  go"  runway,  construction  of  an  administration 
building,  etc.   (ELK  Order  #  2049,  80  pages)  (NTIS  Order 
#  PB-  207  273-D) 

Napa  County  Airport,  California.   Proposed  land  acquisition    3/17 
and  construction  of  a  lighted  taxiway  and  apron.   Four 
families  will  be  displaced  by  the  action.   (ELR  Order  # 

3092,  35  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-207  584-D) 

Hollywood  International  Airport,  Ft.  Lauderdale,  Florida.      3/7 
Request  for  Federal  financial  assistance  for:   extension 

of  runways  and  taxiways;  installation  of  VASI,  reloca- 
tion of  perimeter  road,  etc.   (ELR  Order  #  2065,  68 

pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  266-D) 

Fitzgerald,  Georgia.   Request  for  Federal  financial  3/7 
assistance  to:   acquire  18  acres  of  clearing;  extend  and 
widen  existing  irunway  in  order  to  accommodate  70%  of  the 

turbo-jet  powered  aircraft  of  less  than  60,000  lbs.; 
install  medium  intensity  lighting.   (ELR  Order  #  2071, 

48  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  2t)7  239-D) 

Mr.  Convisser 's  office  will  refer  you  to  the  regional 
office  from  which  the  statement  originated.  See  page 
86. 
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Thomson-  McDuffie  Airport,  McDuffie  County,  Georgia.   Request   3/15 for  Federal  funds  in  order  to  expand  existing  facilities  to 
accommodate  70%  of  turbojet  powered  aircraft  of  less  than 
60,000  lbs.   Eleven  acres  of  land  will  be  lost  to  the  project 
(ELR  order  #  3062,  41  pages)  (ntis  Order  #  PB-  207  545-D) 

Perry-Fort  Valley  Airport,  Perry,  Georgia.   Construction  of 
basic  transport  runway  and  related  facilities  which  will       2/28 
accommodate  70%  of  the  basic  transport  fleet  of  turbojet 
powered  aircraft  weighing  less  than  60,000  lbs.   There 
will  be  approximately  10  acres  of  land  cleared  as  a  result 

(ELR  Order  #  2001,  35  pages,)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-207  070-D) 

General  Lyman  Field,  Hilo,  Hawaii.   Proposed  Federal  3/23 financial  assistance  to  construct  a  new  terminal  and 
related  facilities.   Air  quality  and  water  tables  will 
be  affected  by  the  action  (ELR  Order  #  4025,  59  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  673-D) 

Coles  County  Memorial  Airport,  Mattoon-Charleston,  Illinois. 
Relocation  and  construction  of  the  NW,  SE  runway  with  high     2/28 
intensity  lighting,  construction  of  new  apron,  acquisition 
of  248  acres  of  land  is  required.   (ELR  Order  #2000,  57 
pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-207  069-D) 

Outland  Municipal  Airport,  Mt.  Vernon,  Illinois.  2/28 
Proposed  land  acquisition , extension  of  runway  and 
taxiway,  installation  of  lighting,  etc.   (ELR  Order 
#  2051,  121  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  2  74-D) 

Monroe  and  St.  Clair  Counties,  Illinois.   The  proposed         3/15 project  involves  acquisition  of  18,650  acres  and  construc- 
tion of  a  new  airport  to  serve  the  St.  Louis  metropolitan 

area.   The  project  will  result  in  noise  pollution,  air 
emission,  short  term  impact  related  to  construction,  and 
the  displacement  of  families,  farms,  businesses,  and  other 
properties.   (ELR  Order  #  3072,  792  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB- 
207  589-D-l  and  PB-207  589-D-2  [2  volumes]) 

Kokomo  Airport,  Howard  County,  Indiana.   Proposed  land         3/23 
acquisition,  relocation  of  utilities,  extensive  runways, 
lighting,  etc.    Noise  pollution  will  increase  accordingly. 
(ELR  Order  #  4026,  40  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  672-D) 
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Ottumwa  Industrial  Airport,  Wapello  County,  Iowa.  2/28 

Request  for  Federal  financial  assistance  to  install 

Instrument  Landing  System  (ILS)  and  Approach  Lighting 

System  (ALS).   (ELR  Order  #  2038,  15  pages)  (NTIS 
Order  #   PB-207  235-D) 

St.  Joseph  County,  Michigan.   Construction  and  lighting       3/2 

of  5700'  X  75'  N/S  runway,  three  taxiways,  an  administra- 
tion building,  an  apron,  and  related  parking  area. 

(ELR  Order  #2044,  28  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  251-D) 

Grand  Rapids,  Kent  County,  Michigan.   Proposed  construction    3/24 

of  a  new  3  500'  x  75'  runway  and  taxi  system;  installation 

of  VASI,  fencing,  addition  to  terminal,  etc.   (ELR  Order 

#  4039,  29  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  723-D) 

Waseca  County,  Minnesota.   Request  for  Federal  financial       3/22 

assistance  to  lengthen,  pave,  light,  etc.  the  Waseca 

City  Airport.   (ELR  Order  #  4024,  13  pages)  (NTIS  Order  # 
PB-  207  674-D) 

Holly  Springs,  Marshall  County,  Mississippi.   Request  for      3/15 
Federal  financial  assistance  to  acquire  83  acres  and  construct 

a  3200'  x  60'  runway,  a  taxiway,  an  apron,  and  an  access  road. 
(ELR  Order  #  3  060,  15  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  540-D) 

Gulf  Central  Airport,  Hancock  County,  Mississippi.   Proposed    3/22 

request  for  Federal  financial  aid  to  strengthen  and  extend 

existing  runway,  taxiways,  apron,  etc.   The  purpose  of  the 

project  is  to  enable  the  airport  to  handle  large  transport 

aircraft.   Noise  and  other  pollution  levels  will  increase 

accordingly.   (ELR  Order  #  4030,  16  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB- 
207  676-D) 

Grant,  Perkins  County,  Nebraska.   Proposed  land  acquisition,    3/22 

construction  of  runway,  taxiway,  etc.,  to  replace  present 

turf  field  which  serves  7  aircraft.   (ELR  Order  #  4029, 

31  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  675-D) 

Golden  Valley  County,  North  Dakota.   Construction  of  an       3/2 

airport  facility  with  one  3400'  x  60'  runway,  one  300'  x 
30'  taxiway,  a  150'  x  150 'apron,  and  an  access  road  of 

850'  X  24'.   Approximately  149  acres  of  land  will  be 

used  by  the  project.   (ELR  Order  #  2036,  15  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-  2  07  2  36-D) 
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Williamsburg  County,  South  Carolina.   Request  for  federal      3/2 funds  to  build  a  public  use  airport  on  an  existing  private turf  strip.   The  proposed  project  will  be  able  to 
accommodate  aircraft  of  less  than  12,500  lbs.,  with 
future  expansion  to  accommodate  "business  jet"  aircraft 
expected.   Five  additional  acres  of  land  will  be  used  by 
the  project.   (ELR  Order  #  2034,  14  pages)  (NTIS  Order  # 
PB-  207  250-  D) 

Hoven  Municipal  Airport,  Hoven,  South  Dakota.   Proposed        3/22 
land  acquisition,  runway  extension,  etc.   Noise  level  will 
increase.   (ELR  Order  #  4028,  26  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB- 
207  671-D) 

FINAL 

St.  Mary's  Alaska.   Request  for  Federal  financial  3/3 assistance  to  construct  runway  extensions  at  St.  Mary's 
Airport.   Comments  made  by  DOI,  DOT,  state  and  local 
agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  2061,  15  pages)   (NTIS  Order 
#  PB-204  565-F) 

Sitka,  Alaska.  Construction  of  a  runway  extension;  re-        3/16 location  of  REIL,  VASI,  etc.  Comments  made  by  Army  COE 
usee,  DOC,  EPA,  state  and  local  agencies.  (ELR  Order  #' 3066,  26  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  2  05  193-F) 

Aniak  Airport,  Aniak,  Alaska.  Reconstruction  and/or  ex-       3/16 tension  of  existing  facilities,  including  runway  apron, 
nn?  M^?;  and  access  road.  Comments  made  by  Army  COE,  HEW, 

l^lrc^n/    ̂ f   ̂^^^^   agencie.  (ELR  Order  #  3067,  22  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-205  332-F)  i'  ̂    / 

Auburn  Municipal  Airport,  Placer  County,  California.  3/3 Acquisition  of  land  and  construction,  marking,  and 
lighting  of  a  new  runway,  with  VASI-2,  beacon,  fencing, etc.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  Army  COE,  EPA,  DOI,  DOT, and  one  state  agency.   (ELR  Order  #  2067,  25  pages) (NTIS  Order  #  PB-205  197-F) 
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Honolulu  International  Airport,  Honolulu,  Hawaii .  Proposed     3/1 

Federal  financial  assistance  for  the  construction  of  "Reef 

Runway."  Involves  filling,  grading,  and  paving  a  12,000'x 
2  00 'runway,  a  1000'  runway  safety  area  on  each  end,  and 
2  50'  shoulders.  Also  involved  is  construction  of  a  protec- 

tive structure  1,050'  seaward  of  and  parallel  to  the  run- 
way. Loss  of  1,240  acres  of  coral  reef,  land,  dredged  coral 

pits,  and  lagoon;  186  acres  of  migratory  bird  feeding  area; 
and  possible  loss  of  tuna  bait  feeding  grounds  will  result. 
Comments  made  by  USDA,  Army  COE,  DOD,  EPA,  FPC ,  HUD,  DOI , 
NOAA,  state  and  local  agencies,  and  concerned  citizens. 

(ELR  Order  #  2013,  97  pages)  (NTIS  Order  PB-203  235-F) 

Macomb  Airport,  McDonough  County,  Illinois.   Request  for      3/14 
Federal  financial  assistance  to  acquire  108  acres  of  land 
and  extend,  light  and  mark  runway.   Comments  made  by  USDA, 
DOI,  DOT,  and  state  and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  3039, 
32  pages)  {  NTIS  Order  #  PB-205  794-F) 

Purdue  University  Airport,  city  of  Lafayette,  Tippeconoe 
County,  Indiana .   Extension  of  runway,  lighting  and  2/25 
marking,  installation  of  VASI;   Overlaying  of  runway,  etc. 
Comments  made  by   State  of  Indiana.  (ELR  Order  #  2015, 

24  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #PB-203  603-F) 

Fort  Dodge  Municipal  Airport,  Webster  County,  Iowa.   Request    3/14 
for  Federal  financial  assistance  to  construction,  mark  and 

high  intensity  light  a  NE/SW  runway  (150'  x  6500');  reconstruct 
the  entrance  road;  reconstruct  and  light  the  general  and 
commercial  aviation  aprons,  etc.   Approximately  385  acres 

will  be  acquired  for  the  project,  and  2-5  families  will  be 
displaced.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  DOC,  DOI,  state  and  local 

agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  3028,  83  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-201 
767-F) 

Hannibal,  Marion  County,  Missouri.   Request  for  Federal       3/3 
financial  assistance  for  new  construction  at  the  Hannibal 

Municipal  Airport.   The  project  would  include:   extension 

of  Runway  16/34  to  4000'  x  75',  construction  of  a  parallel 
taxiway,  4000'  x  40';  acquisition  of  89  acres;  installa- 

tion of  MIRL,  REIL  and  VASI;  construction  of  a  crosswind 

runway,  3200'  x  75'  and  taxiway,*  3200 '  x  40 ' ;  and  con- 
struction of  a  deep  well.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA, 

DOI,  local  and  state  agencies,  and  concerned  citizens. 

(ELR  Order  #  2058,  28  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-204-962-F) 



-64- 

Fall  City  Richardson  County,  Nebraska.   Request  for  Federal     3/14 

financial  assistance  to  acquire  39  acres  of  land  to  con- 
struct a  3400'  X  60'  NW/SE  runway  and  apron,  and  to  install 

MIRL,  VASI,  a  lighted  windcone  and  segmented  circle  at  the 
Falls  City  Municipal  Airport.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  ARMY 
COE,  EPA.  DOI,  HUD,  and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  3031, 

28  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-204  665-F) 

Herkimer  County  Airport,  Herkimer  County,  New  York.   Request    3/14 

for  Federal  financial  assistance  to  acquire  land  and  con- 

struct a  4000'  X  75'  runway,  with  apron,  taxiway  and  access 
road,  lighting,  AVASI  and  REILS,  etc.   One  family  will  be 
displaced.   Comments  made  by  Army,  COE,  DOI,  DOT,  state  and 
local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  3032,  27  pages)  (NTIS  Order 
#  PB-193  960-F) 

Adirondack  Airport,  Saranac  Lake,  New  York.   A  proposed        3/17 
request  for  Federal  financial  assistance  to  acquire  land 
and  reconstruct  existing  airport  facilities.   Eighteen 
acres  of  land  will  be  required  by  the  project;  noise  and 
other  pollutant  levels  will  rise  accordingly.   Comments 
made  by  USDA,  Army  COE,  EPA,  HUD,  DOI,  state  and  local 
agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4006,  30  pages)   (NTIS  Order  # 
PB-  207  581-F) 

Rockingham  County  Airport,  Reidsville,  North  Carolina.   A      3/28 
proposed  request  for  Federal  financial  assistance  to 
construct  a  general  purpose  airport  capable  of  accommodating 
all  propeller  aircraft  of  less  than  12,500  pounds.  (ELR 

4063,  16  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-204  2  59-F) 

Electric  City,  Grant  County,  Washington.   Request  for         3/3 
Federal  financial  assistance  to  construct  the  Grand 

Coulee  Dam  Airport.   The  project  consists  of:   a  3000'  x 

50'  runway;  a  taxiway  and  apron;  a  wind  cone  and 
segmented  circle;  fencing;  and  an  access  road.   Banks 
Lake,  adjacent  to  the  airport,  is  a  resting  area  for 
migratory  waterfowl,  particularly  the  Canada  Goose. 

Bird-aircraft  conflict  could  therefore  arise.   Comments 

made  by  USDA,  EPA,  DOI,  DOT,  and  one  state  agency. 
(ELR  Order  #  2059,  13  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-205  196-F) 
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Wayne  and  Cabell  Counties,  West  Virginia,  and  Boyd  County,     3/6 
Kentucky.   Request  for  Federal  financial  assistance  for 
Tri-State  Airport.   The  project  would  include  acquisition 
of  150  acres,  extension,  lighting  and  marking  of  runways, 
etc.   The  displacement  of  5  residences  will  result. 
Comments  made  by  Army  COE,  DOC,  HEW,  DOT,  state  and 
local  agencies  and  concerned  citizens.   (ELR  Order  #  2062, 

60  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-205  333-F) 

Federal  Highway  Administration 
DRAFT 

Project  S-275-H,  Elmore  Country,  Alabama .   Reconstruction      3/8 
of  Alabama  State  Route  14,  with  both  2  and  4  lane  sections, 
for  a  distance  of  approximately  17  miles.   Approximately 
528  acres  of  land,  18  residences  and  1  business  will  be 

lost  to  the  project.   (ELR  Order  #  3006,  19  pages) 

(NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  456-D) 

Project  S-1755-A,  Montgomery  County   Alabama.   Construction    3/13 
of  a  4  lane  divided  highway  for  a  total  distance  of  2.3  miles 

and  total  cost  of  $5,000,000.   Fifty  acres  of  land  will  be 

required  by  the  project;  90  families  and  10  businesses  will 

be  displaced.   (ELR  Order  #  3022,  17  pages)  (NTIS  Order  # 
PB-  207  438-D) 

Project  S-0953(l),  Douglas  Island,  Alaska.   Proposed  con-      3/10 
struction  of  a  5.3  mile  road  to  provide  access  to  the 
recreational  area  in  the  Fish  Creek  Basin.   A  4(f)  state- 

ment is  included  as  all  land  involved  is  parkland.   (ELR 

Order  #  3042,  69  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  436-D) 

Project  1-17-2(44),  Yavapai  County,  Arizona.   Construction     3/14 

of  a  section  of  4  lane  I.R.  17,  a  controlled  access  high- 

way, for  a  total  distance  of  6.78  miles.   (ELR  Order  #  3033, 

18  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  411-D) 
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Project  #  12-73,  Manchester-Bolton-Coventry-Andover,  Columbia,  2/25 
Connecticut.   Proposed  construction  of  a  12.6  mile  section 
of  four-lane  I.S.  84.  A  4(f)  statement  included  is  concerned 
with  encroachment  upon  the  Nathan  Hale  State  Forest.  (ELR 

Order  #  2043,  128  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  2  71  -D) 

Vernon,  Tolland,  and  Willington,  Connecticut.   Reconstruc-      3/10 
tion  of  a  section  of  I.R.  86,  widening  the  paved  area  by 
30%  to  50%.   Nine  families  and  two  businesses  will  be 

displaced.   A  4(f)  statement  attached  refers  to  encroach- 
ment upon  the   Nipmuck  State  Forest.   (ELR  Order  #  3023, 

166  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  452-D) 

New  Castle  County,  Delaware.  Reconstruction  of  5.8  miles  of    3/6 

Naaman's  Road  into  a  four  lane  highway.  Ten  residences  will 
be  displaced,  an  unspecified  amount  of  land  will  be  taken, 
and  several  streams  will  possibly  be  polluted  by  the  pro- 

ject. (ELR  Order  #  2074,  35  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207 
247-D) 

State  Road  540,  Polk  County,  Florida o   Reconstruction  of  a     2/28 
two-lane  facility  to  a  four  lane  facility  between  9th  St, 
Winter  Haven,  Florida,  and  US  27,  S.R.  540.  (ELR  Order 

#  1996,  27  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-207  071-D) 

State  Road  865,  Lee  County,  Florida.   Replacement  of  the 
substandard  Matanzas  Pass  and  Hurricane  Bay  bridges  and        2/28 

approaches;  a  distance  of  approximately  4,200  feet. 

Approximately  10  to  20  individuals  will  be  displaced. 

(ELR  Order  #  1995,  20  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-207  073-D) 

Project  S-709(l),  Brevard  County,  Florida.   Proposed  recon-     3/16 
struction  of  1.7  miles  of  S.R.  516.   A  substantial  amount 

of  Indian  River  bottom  will  be  filled  due  to  the  project. 

(ELR  Order  #  3069,  115  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  571-D) 

State  Road  20,  Washington  County,  Florida.   Proposed  Con-      3/21 
struction  of  11.0  miles  of  2  lane  S.  R.  20.   an  unspecified 
amount  of  timberland  will  be  lost  to  the  project.   (ELR 

Order  #  4032,  64  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  677-D) 
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Jackson  County,  Florida.   Proposed  reconstruction  of  1.0       3/24 

mile  of  SR-71.   (ELR  Order  #  4047,  21  pages)   (NTIS  Order  # 
PB-207  742-D) 

Taylor  County,  Florida.   Proposed  reconstruction  of  6 . 1        3/24 

miles  of  S.R.  20  (U.So  27).   The  number  of  persons  dis- 
placed depends  upon  which  of  several  alternate  routes 

is  used.   (ELR  Order  #  4052,  26  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB- 
207  721-D) 

Walton  County,  Florida.   Proposed  reconstruction  of  16.8       3/27 

miles  of  2-lane  F.A.S.  Route  12.   An  unspecified  amount 
of  land  will  be  lost  to  the  project.   (ELR  Order  #  4053, 

18  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-207  72  7-D) 

Escambia  County,  Florida.   Proposed  reconstruction  of  S.R.      3/21 

95  (U.S.  29),  a  4-lane  highway.   The  total  length  of  the 

project  is  8.2  miles  (ELR  Order  #  4055,  19  pages)  ("liTIS 
Order  #  PB-  207  722-D) 

Project  US-680(4),  Pinelle a  County,  Florida.   Proposed         3/30 
reconstruction  of  1.4  miles  of  S.R.  699  from  2  to  4  lanes. 

(ELR  Order  #  4076,  34  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207   775-D) 

Project  F-120-1,  Fulton  County,  Georgia.   Proposed  construe-    3/13 
tion  of  7  miles  of  highway.   There  are  several  lakes  in  the 
area;  an  unspecified  amount  of  land  will  be  lost  to  the 

project.   (ELR  Order  #  3073,  55  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB- 
207  547-D) 

F.A.S.  Route  119,  Cook  County,  Illinois.   Construction  of      3/9 
a  4  lane  highway  and  bridge  project  with  a  total  length  of 
3,700'.    The  project  is  being  built  to  replace  3  existing bridges.   A  4(f)  statement  is  included  due  to  encroachment 
upon  wooded  park  area.   (ELR  Order  #  3047,  108  pages) 
(^NfTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  434-D) 
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Project  F-263(   ),  LaSalle  County,  Illinois.   Proposed         3/17 
reconstruction  of  12.0  miles  of  I.R.  23.   One  family  will 
be  displaced  and  the  highway  will  be  moved  closer  to 
existing  homes.   (ELR  Order  #  3068,  46  pages)   (NTIS  Order 
#  PB-  207  552-D) 

U.S.  Highway  30,  Allen  County,  Indiana.  Construction  of  a      2/29 
divided,  four  lane  highway,  approximately  9.5  miles  in 
length,  from  U.S.  41  at  Dyer  to  Fort  Wayne,  Indiana. 

(ELR  Order  #  2012,  34  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB.  -  207  059-D) 

Project  S-1127(l)  Miami  Coxonty,  Indiana.   Proposed  con-        3/24 
struction  of  a  new  bridge  across  the  Wabash  River  on 
Wayne  Street  in  Peru,  Indiana.   (ELR  Order  #  4040,  17 

pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  737-D) 

Riley  and  Geary  Counties,  Kansas .  Construction  of  6.1  miles     3/2 

of  two-lane  highway,  K-18,  at  Ogden,  on  a  four-lane  right- 
of-way.  It  is  planned  that  a  second  stage  to  the  project 

will  construct  two  additional  lanes.  (ELR  Order  #  2041,'  60 
pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  261  -D) 

Johnson  Coiinty,  Kansas.   Proposed  reconstruction  of  6.5        3/17 
miles  of  1-35.   An  unspecified  amount  of  land  will  be  lost 
to  the  project.   (ELR  Order  #  3055,  92  pages)  (NTIS  Order  # 
PB-2  07  548-D) 

Johnson  Co\inty,  Kansas.   Reconstruction  of  12  miles  of  K-7,     3/15 

including  bridge  construction.   A  4(f)  statement  will  be 

required  as  some  land  involved  in  parkland.   (ELR  Order  # 

3080,  29  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-207  568-D) 

Shawnee  County,  Kansas.   Proposed  reconstruction  of  0.208      3/27 
mile  of  roadway.   A  4(f)  statement  is  required  as  a  section 

of  the  right-of-way  is  public  park  land.   (ELR  Order  # 
4046,  16  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-207  743-D) 

Pike  County,  Kentucky.  Reconstruction  of  U.S.  119  and  U.S.      3/3 
23,  for  a  total  distance  of  3.8  miles.  Fifty-eight  families, 

four  groceries,  one  church,  and  two  cemeteries  will  be  dis- 
placed by  the  project.  The  construction  will  also  require 

225  acres  of  land  for  right-of-way.  (ELR  Order  #  2054,  23 
pages)   (JJTIS  Order  #  PB-  2  07  241-D) 

Pike  County,  Kentucky .  Reconstruction  of  3.55  miles  of  U.S.     3/7 

119,  from  a  two  to  a  four  lane  highway.  A  permanent  loss 

of  185  acres,  and  the  displacement  of  77  residences  and  21 
businesses  will  result.  (ELR  Order  #  2082,  24  pages)  (NTIS 

Order  #  PB-  207  471-D) 
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F.A.P.  21,  Cumberland  County,  Kentucky .   Relocation  and        3/13 

reconstruction  of  Corridor  "J",  a  section  of  the  Appalachian 
Developmental  Highway  System,  for  a  total  of  6.4  miles. 
The  project  is  of  2  lane  initial  and  4  lane  ultimate 
construction.   Approximately  250  acres  will  be  lost  to  the 

project;  23  residents  and  2  businesses  will  be  displaced. 
ELR  Order  #  3037,  26  pages)  (ntiS  Order  #  PB-  207  416-D) 

Route  2  and  4,  Calvert  County,  Maryland.   Construction 

of  a  second  roadway  to  the  existing  facility  beginning         2/29 

.24  miles  south  of  Maryland  Route  402  (Danes  Beach  Rd) 
to  0.38  mile  southeast  of  Maryland  Route  509 

(Governor  Run  Road),  for  total  distance  of  5.68  miles. 

Ten  residents  and  three  business  establishments  will 

be  displaced.   (ELR  Order  #  2005,  32  pages).  (NTIS 
Order  #  PB-207  072-D) 

Route  235,  Saint  Mark's  County,  Maryland.   Reconstruction 
of  a  section  of  Maryland  Route  235  from  0.8  mile  north  of      2/29 
Hollywood  to  St.  Andrews  Church  Road  from  a  single  two 
lane  highway  to  a  dual  highway  facility.   The  total  length  of 
the  proposed  facility  is  5.0  miles.   An  unspecified 
number  of  residents  will  be  displaced.  (ELR  Order  #  2006, 

26  pages) .  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-207  075-D) 

I.S.  70N,  Baltimore,  Maryland.   Proposed  construction  of       3/16 

1.0  mile  of  6-lane  I-70N,  a  controlled  access  freeway, 
with  one  major  interchange.   Twelve  businesses  will  be 
displaced.   A  4(f)  statement  is  required  as  2  5  acres  of 
parkland  would  be  taken  by  the  project.   (ELR  Order  # 

4008,  52  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  579-D) 

Project  1-696-8,  Oakland  County,  Michigan.  Construction  of     3/2 
1-696,  a  multi-lane  highway,  from  Lasher  Road  easterly  to 
1-75,  a  total  distance  of  8.0  miles.  An  unspecified  number 

of  residences  will  be  displaced.  A  4(f)  statement  is  in- 

cluded due  to  the  project's  interference  with  three  parks, 
one  golf  course,  and  the  Detroit  Zoological  Park.  (ELR  Order 

#  2047,  129  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB  -  207  253  -D) 

Lapeer  and  St.  Clair  Counties,  Michigan.   Proposed  construe-    3/15 
tion  of  M-21,  a  40  mile  long  freeway.   An  unspecified  amount 
of  land  will  be  lost  to  the  project;  water,  air,  and  noise 
pollution  will  increase.   (ELR  Order  #  3054,  33  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-207  559-D) 
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1-94,  Hennepin  County,  Minnesota.   Construction  of  a  new       3/14 
2.63  mile  section  of  1-94  and  reconstruction  of  a  smaller, 
existent  section  in  Minneapolis  and  Brooklyn  Center.   The 

total  length  of  the  project  is  4.4  miles.   A  4  (f)  state- 
ment is  included  due  to  encroachment  upon  two  local  parks. 

An  unspecified  number  of  homes  and  business  will  be  lost 

to  the  project.   (ELR  Order  #  3040,  51  pages)   (ntiS  Order  # 

PB-  2  07  414-D) 

Faribault  County,  Minnesota.   Proposed  construction  of  6.3      3/22 

miles  of  4-lane  highway,  in  2  sections,  involving  1-90  and 
T.H.  169.   An  unspecified  niomber  of  residences,  businesses, 
and  land  will  be  lost,  dependent  upon  which  of  several 
routes  are  used.   (ELR  Order  #  4031,  57  pages)  (ntiS  Order  # 
PB-  207  679-D) 

Route  25,  Dunklin  County,  Missouri.   Construction  of  two  12'    3/14 
lanes  of  highway  in  two  unconnected  sections  with  a  total 
length  of  2.6  miles.   Approximately  47  acres  and  one  residence 
will  be  lost  to  the  project.   (ELR  Order  #  3029,  20  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  413-D) 

Route  1-44,  St.  Louis,  Missouri.   Proposed  reconstruction  of    3/20 
1.1  miles  of  1-44  from  6  to  8  lanes.   An  unspecified  number 
of  homes  and  one  school  will  be  lost  to  the  project.   (ELR 

Order  #  4012,  32  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  585-D) 

Routes  J  &  M,  Reynolds  County,  Missouri.   Proposed  construction  3/20 
of  6.7  miles  of  2  lane  roadway.   Eighty  acres  of  land  will  be 
lost  to  the  project.   A  4(f)  statement  is  required  as  some  of 
the  land  is  in  a  state  park.   (ELR  Order  #  4013,  28  pages) 

(NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  586-D) 

Project  F-20(l),  U.S.  191,  Gallatin  and  Madison  counties,       2/29 

Montana.  Construction  of  a  highway  spur  between  U.S.  191 

and  Primary  Route  50,  a  distance  of  9.7  miles.  (ELR  Order 

,#  2011'  33pages)  (NTIS  Order  #207  060-D) 

Richardson  County,  Nebraska.   Proposed  reconstruction  of       3/24 
of  15.9  miles  of  U.  S.-73.   Six  residences  will  be  dis- 

placed by  the  project.   (ELR  Order  #  4048,  11  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-2  07  744-D) 
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US  64,  Transylvania  County,  North  Carolina.   Construction  of 
a  highway  improvement  for  US  64  between  Rosman  and  Brevard     2/29 
for  a  distance  of  about  6o2  miles.   Project  will  consist  of 
a  new  four  lane  divided  highway  with  two  lanes  on  the  western 
4.2  mile  portion  of  Harry  Blake  Road.  (ELR  Order  #  1994, 

32  pages) .  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-207  076-D) 

Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota.   Reconstruction  of  Fifth  Street     3/2 

North  for  a  distance  of  11  city  blocks.   One  business  and 

an  unspecified  amount  of  land  will  be  required  for  right- 

of-way.   A  4(f)  statement  is  included  for  park  land-   (ELR 

Order  #  3007,  14  pages)  (NiIS  Order  #  PB-  207  461-D) 

Project  FU-606,  USR-35,  Jackson  County,  Ohio.  Construction 
of  approximately  4.8  miles  of  new  four  lane,  median,  divided   2/28 

highway.   Begins  on  existing  Rt.  USR-35  ending  at  the 
existing  interchange  of  USR-35  W,  SR-124.  Thirteen  families 
will  be  displaced  as  a  result  of  the  project.  (ELR  Order 

#  2004,  6  pages) .  (NTIS  Order  #PB-207  071-D) 

State  Route  146,  Muskingham  County,  Ohio.  Reconstruction       3/2 
of  2.6  miles  of  S.R.  146,  a  two  lane  highway.  Five  resi- 

dences will  be  displaced  by  the  project.  A  4  (f)  statement 

is  included  due  to  proposed  acquisition  of  public  recrea- 
tional land.  (ELR  Order  #  2046,  14  pages)   (NTIS  Order  # 

PB-  207  248  -D) 

Project  S-1152(5),  Wood  County,  Ohio.   Proposed  recon-         3/24 
struction  of  3  miles  of  Township  Road  #  107  from  2  to  4 
lanes.   Four  residences  and  fifty  acres  of  land  will  be 
lost  to  the  project.   (ELR  Order  #  4043,  15  pages)  (NTIS 
Order  #  PB-2  07  73  9-D) 

Project  F-625(  ),  Lawrence  County,  Ohio.   Proposed  con-        3/27 
struction  of  10  miles  of  new  4-lane  limited  access  highway. 
Approximately  106  families,  businesses,  and  farms  will  be 
displaced  by  the  action.   A  4(f)  statement  would  be  required 
as  public  use  land  will  be  utilized.   (ELR  Order  #  4066,  20 
pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  2  07  73  5-D) 

Pittsburgh,  Allegheny  County,  Pennsylvania.  Construction       3/1 
of  2.8  miles  of  eight-lane  I.S.  279,  a  limited  access  high- 

way. The  project  begins  at  Legislative  Route  1021,  Section 
2,  and  proceeds  north  to  L.R.  1021,  Section  4.  Dwellings 
displaced  by  the  project  include  214  residences,  11  busi- 

nesses, an  2  churches.  A  4(f)  statement  is  included  due  to 
interference  with  the  William  B.  Sherer  Playground.  (ELR 
Order  #  2032,  55  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  120-D) 
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Legislative  Route  1142,  Centre  County,  Pennsylvania .   Con-      3/9 
struction  of  L.S.  1142,  a  4-lane  limited  access  highway, 
for  a  distance  of  7.4  miles.   The  loss  of  an  unspecified 
amount  of  farmland  and  number  of  homes  will  result;  two 
streams  will  be  crossed  by  the  project.   (ELR  Order  # 

3005,  24  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  459-D) 

L.R.  16059,  Clarion  County,  Pennsylvania.   Proposed   con-      3/30 
struction  of  5.7  miles  of  Legislative  Route  16059,  a  new, 

2-lane  free-access  roadway.   A  4(f)  statement  is  required 
as  the  highway  will  require  land  from  Cook  Forest  State 
Park.   (ELR  Order  #  4073,  67  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207 
76  9-D) 

P.R.  149,  Puerto  Rico.   Proposed  construction  of  7.49  miles     3/28 

of  P.R.  149,  a  non-controlled  access  highway.   The  Manati 
River  will  be  crossed  by  the  project  ;  25  families  will  be 

displaced.   (ELR  Order  #  4065,  21  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB- 
207  734-D) 

Charleston,  South  Carolina.  Construction  of  3.9  miles  of       3/6 

the  James  Island  Expressway,  a  multi-lane  highway.  An  un- 
specified  amount  of  marshland  will  be  affected  by  the 

project,  and  the  development  of  James  Island  will  be  has- 
tened.. (ELR  Order  #  2064,  31  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207 

237-D) 

Hamilton  County,  Tennessee .  Widening  of  the  Chickamauga  Dam    2/28 
Bridge  and  construction  of  a  new  bridge  with  State  Route 

153  connection  one  mile  downstream.  The  length  of  the  con- 
nector route  is  2.2  miles.  Seven  residences  and  five  busi- 
nesses will  be  diplaced  as  a  result  of  the  action.  (ELR 

Order  #  2029,  22  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  116-D) 

F-05-l(   ),  Wise  County,  Virginia.   Reconstruction  of  3/9 
alternate  State  Route  58  from  3  to  4  lanes 
for  a  total  distance  of  2.771  miles.   The  project  will 

disrupt  the  ecological  balance  of  a  stream  system  and 
remove  a  portion  of  a  school  playground.   (ELR  Order  # 

3004,  31  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  458-D) 
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nities of  Pasco  and  Kennewick,  Washington.  Construction        3/2 

Df  a  new  bridge,  2,475'  long,  with  2,700'  (total)  approaches, 
over  the  Columbia  River.  The  new  structure  will  parallel 

jn  older  (1921)  bridge,  which  is  considered  obsolete.  Ap- 
proximately three  acres  of  right-of-way  will  be  required. 

(ELR  Order  #  2033,  13  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB  -  207  245-  D) 

Duwamish  River,  Seattle,  Washington.   Proposed  construction    3/17 

of   a  5-lane  bascule  bridge  across  the  200'  channel.   The 
lavigable  width  of  the  channel  will  be  lessened  by  the 

action.   (ELR  Order  #  306  5,  49  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB- 
>07  546-D) 

State  Route  525,  Snohomish  County,  Washington.   Relocation     3/14 
and  reconstruction  of  S-R.  525,  a  4  lane  highway  with 
auxiliary  lanes  and  full  access  control.   Thirty-nine 
families  will  be  displaced  and  an  unspecified  amount  of 
land  lost.   (ELR  Order  #  3030,  23  pages)  (NTIS  Order  # 
PB-  2  07  412 -D) 

Projects  S  0642 (  )  and  S  0455 (  ),  Dane  County,  Wisconsin.       3/22 
Proposed  reconstruction  of  2.37  miles  of  roadway.   Siltation 
of  Ph-easant  Branch  Creek  will  result.   (ELR  Order  #  4042, 14  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-207  738-D) 

FINAL 

Project  1-59,  Jefferson  County,  Alabama, ,  Proposed  construe-   3/9 
tion  of  10.5  miles  of  4  lane  1-59.   Approximately  173 
people  will  be  displaced  by  the  project.   Comments  made 
by  USDA,  Army  COE,  DOC,  EPA,  DOI,  Navy,  DOT,  and  state 
agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  3018,  51  pages)   (NTIS  Order  # 
PB-201  233-F) 

Project  1-459-4(1),  Jefferson  County,  Alabama.  Construe-       3/21 
tion  of  highway  1-459  for  a  total  distance  of  23.4  miles. 
The  highway  will  displace  768  persons  and  4  businesses. 
Comments  made  by  USDA,  Army  COE,  DOC,  HUD,  DOI ,  state,  and 
local  agencies.  (ELR  Order  #  3096,  48  pages)  (NTIS  Order  # 
PB-  201  233-F) 
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Kenai  River  Crossing,  Kenai,  Alaska.   Proposed  construction    3/17 
of  3  miles  of  4  lane  highway  on  the  Kenai  Penisula.   The 
road  will  cross  a  tideland  area  which  is  used  as  a  nesting 
area  by  migratory  waterfowl.   Measures  have  been  proposed 
to  protect  the  nesting  of  the  snow  goose.   Comments  made  by 
USDA,  HUD,  DOI,  DOT,  state  and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order 

#  3076,  132  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  20  7  556-F) 

Project  #  F-061-l(6),  Fairbanks,  Alaska.  Proposed  construe-     3/21 
tion  of  a  4  lane  limited  access  highway  in  urban  Fairbanks, 

from  Gaffney  Road  to  Farmer's  Loop  Road.  An  unspecified  nvim- 

ber  of  residences  will  be  displaced.  A  4(f)  statement  is  re- 

quired for  park  land  which  would  be  taken  by  the  project. 

(ELR  Order  #  3094,  156  pages)  (NTIS  Order.  #  PB-  202  141-F) 

Project  S-079(l),  Northway,  Alaska.   Construction  of  7.6  miles  3/22 
of  2  lane  highway.   Comments  made  by  DOI  and  state  agencies. 

(ELR  Order  #  4020,  32  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-203  108-F) 

Project  1-10-1(21),  Ehrenberg-Phoenix  Highway,  Interstate      2/28 
10,  YuTia  County,  Arizona.  Construction  of  1.5  miles  of  high- 

way and  connections.  Comm-2nts  made  by  EPA,  state,  and  local 
agencies.  (ELR  Order  #  2008,  17  pages) (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  201 
568-F) 

State  Highway  1,  Santa  Barbara  County,  California.   Recon-     3/9 
struction  of  5.7  miles  of  S.H.  1.  This  is  the  final  section 

of  a  four  lane  planned  access  freeway  from  south  of  Lompoc 
to  Santa  Maria.  Two  present  and  one  future  interchanges  are 
planned.  Comments  made  by  USAF,  HEW,  DOI,  state  and  local  a- 
gencies.  (ELR  Order  #  3001,  94  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  200 
335-F) 

Route  6;,  Wallingford,  rT>nnf>nticut.   Proposed  reconstruction   3/13 
of  Route  68,  for  a  total  length  of  approximately  1.4  miles. 
Fourteen  families  will  be  displaced  by  the  action.   Comments 
made  by  USDA,  Army  COE,  DOC,  EPA,  FPC,  HUD,  DOI,  state  and 
local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  3046,  50  pages)   (NTIS  Order 
#  PB-200  026-F) 

Project  RS-  96(4),  Woodbridge,  Connecticut.  Proposed  re-       3/21 
construction  of  a  0.85  mile  section  of  Route  69.  Comments 

made  by  USDA,  Army  COE,  EPA,  DOI,  state,  and  local  agen- 
cies. (ELR  Order  #  3093,  61  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  201 

528-F) 
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Project  #  F-010-1(19),  Volusia  County,  Florida.  Recon-  3/9 
struction  of  10.4  miles  of  U.S.  92,  from  2  to  4  lanes. 
An  unspecified  amount  of  marsh  and  wood  land  will  be  lost 
to  the  project.  Comments  made  by  USDA,  DOC,  EPA,  HUD,  DOI , 
and  state  agencies.  (ELR  Order  #  2  092,  62  pages)  (NTIS 

Order  #  PB-2  00 '769-F) 

Project  F-031-l(13),  Polk  County,  Florida.  Proposed  re-        3/13 
construction  of  SR  700  (U.S.  98)  for  a  total  length  of 
5.6  miles.  An  unspecified  number  of  displacements  will 
occur,  depending  upon  which  of  several  alternate  routes 
are  taken.  Comments  made  by  USDA,  Army  COE,  EPA,  DOI, 
and  state  and  local  agencies.  (ELR  Order  #  3  044,  53  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-2  02  304-F) 

Project  1-75-7(42)448,  Pinellas  Coiinty,  Florida.   Proposed     3/21 
construction  of  24.3  miles  of  1-7  5.   Approximately  84 
families  will  be  displaced  by  the  action;  2204  acres  will 
be  lost  to  the  project.   A  4(f)  statement  is  required  as 
public  use  land  will  be  taken  by  the  project.   Comments 
made  by  USDA,  Army  COE,  EPA,  HUD,  DOT,  state,  and  local 
agencies,  and  concerned  citizens.   (ELR  Order  #  4059,  521 

pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-204  462-F) 

Project  F-057-l(3),  Cherokee  County,  Georgia.   Proposed        3/13 
construction  of  3,0  miles  of  the  Canton  By-Pass.   The 
highway  passes  through  an  area  with  n\amerous  minor 
streams  and  tributaries.   Comments  made  by  Army  COE,  DOC, 
DOI,  and  DOT.   (ELR  Order  #  3043,  51  pages)   (NTIS  Order 
#  PB-202  918-F) 

Project  No.  63-A-05-68,  Oahu,  Hawaii.   Construction  of        2/29 
a  traffic  interchange  at  the  intersection  of  Likelike 
Highway  (FAP  Route  63)  and  Kahekili  Highway,  (FAP 
Route  83).   Twelve  residences  will  be  displaced  and 
small  agricultural  holdings  will  be  affected  by  the 
project.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  Army  COE,  DOC,  DOI, 
DOT,  state  and  local  agencies,  and  concerned  citizens. 

(ELR  Order  #  2023,  117  pages)   (NTIS  Order  PB-  201  582-F) 
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U.S.  45,  Effingham  County,  Illinois.  Reconstruction  of  U.S.  45  2/28 
from  two  to  four  lanes,  beginning  at  Wabash  Ave.  in  Effingham 
and  extending  to  Township  Road  123,  a  distance  of  2.0  miles. 
Twenty-one  residences  and  nine  commercial  establishments  will 
be  displaced.  Comments  made  by  EPA,  DOI,  state,  and  local 
agencies.  (ELR  Order  #  2017,  38  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  201 
712-F) 

Madison  County,  Illinois.   Reconstruction  of  Federal  2/28 
aid  Secondary  Route  765,  beginning  at  Illinois  Route  111 
and  extending  eastwardly  for  2.5  miles.   Approximately 
41  acres  of  land  will  be  needed  for  right-of-way. 
Comments  made  by  EPA,  HEW,  DOI,  state  and  local  agencies. 
(ELR  Order  #  2018,  51  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-200-752-F) 

Cass  County,  Illinois.   Reconstruction  of  F.  A.  Route  48  for  a  3/9 
total  distance  of  1.5  miles.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  DOC,  EPA, 
HUD,  DOI,  and  state  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  2095,  34  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-202  084-F) 

Project  S-1086(l),  Grant  County,  Indiana.   Proposed  con-       3/22 

struction  of  a  bridge  and  2,  600"  approaches.   A  4(f) 
statement  is  necessary  as  a  local  park  would  be  infringed  M 
upon.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA,  HUD,  and  DOI.   (ELR 

Order  #  4057,  36  p^ges)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-201  235-F) 

Project  APD-127(30),  Pike  County,  Kentucky.   Proposed  recon-    3/9 
struction  of  4.95  miles  of  U.  S.  23,  a  4-lane  highway. 
Approximately  380  acres  of  land  will  be  lost  to  the  project. 
Comments  made  by  USDA,  DOC,  EPA,  HUD,  DOI,  state  and  local 

agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  3002,  44  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB- 
202  002-F) 

Project  S-346(l),  Whitley  County,  Kentucky.   Construction      3/9 
of  a  bridge  and  approaches;  the  total  length  of  the  project 
is  0.16  miles.   Seven  residences  and  2  acres  of  land  will 

be  lost  to  the  project.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA,  DOI, 
TVA  and  state  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  3098,  27  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-202  430-F) 

Project  S  10(9),  Wayne  County,  Kentucky.   Reconstruction  of  a  new  3/^ 
section  of  KY  90,  a  4  lane  highway,  for  approximately  4  miles. 

Approximately  95  acres  will  be  lost  to  the  project  and  18  resi- 
dences displaced.   Comments  made  by  AEC,  Army  COE,  DOI,  TVA, 

state  and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  3099,  45  pages)  (NTIS 

Order  #  PB-199  573-F) 
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Project  F-125  (   ) ,  Davies  County,  Kentucky.   Proposed  widening  3/22 
of  1.55  miles  of  highway.   Comments  made  by  EPA,  DOI ,  TVA,  and 
state  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4018,  23  pages)   (NTIS  Order  # 
PB-202  178-F) 

S-9102(8)  St.  Mary's  County,  Maryland.   Proposed  widening  of    3/22 
Md.  Route  235,  for  a  distance  of  1.392  miles.   Comments  made  by 
USDA,  HUD,  state  and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4019,  16 

pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-200  760-F) 

Project  F-20  (36),  Douglas  County,  Nebraska .  Reconstruc-        3/21 
tion  of  a  0.9  mile  section  of  U.S.  6  in  Omaha.  One  resi- 

dence and  an  unspecified  number  of  businesses  will  be 
displaced  by  the  project.  Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA,  DOI, 
state,  and  local  agencies.  (ELR  Order  #  3097,  25  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-2  01  85  7-F) 

Hudson  Coiinty,  New  Jersey.   Construction  of  a  six  lane        2/28 
controlled  access  highway,  I.R.  280,  from  the  Strichel 
Bridge  in  Harrison  to  I.R.  95  in  Kearny,  a  distance  of 
2.3  miles.   Approximately  120  families,  14  commercial, 
and  11  industrial  structures  will  be  displaced. 
Comments  made  by  DOI,  DOT.   (ELR  Order  #  2022,  29  pages) 

(NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  117-  F) 

San  Miguel  and  Quay  Counties,  New  Mexico. Reconstruct ion  of      2/28 
5.5  miles  of  State  Road  104,  from  the  county  line  east  to- 

ward Tucumari.  Comments  made  by  USDA,  Army  COE,  and  state 

agencies.  (ELR  Order  #  2016,  22  pages) (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  199 
610-F) 

Amador  Ave.,  in  Las  Cruces  from  Alameda  to  S.R.  292, 
New  Mexico.   The  proposed  improvement  is  an  integral  part      2/28 
of  the  highway  master  plan  for  Las  Cruces.   Comments 
made  by  USDA.  (ELR  Order  #  2024,  23  pages)  (NTIS  Order 
#  PB-201  243-F) . 

Rome,  Oneida  County,  New  York.   Proposed  construction  of  several  3/1 
miles  of  arterial  highway  in  the  city  of  Rome.   Approximately 

3800'  of  the  Mohawk  River  will  be  rechanneled  by  the  project; 
43  residences,  2  farms,  5  businesses,  and  1  church  will  be  lost. 
Comments  made  by  EPA,  DOI,  state  and  local  agencies.   (ELR 

Order  #  2075,  50  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-199  258-F) 
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Project  PIN  13320.00,  Franklin  and  Essex  Counties,  New  York.'   3/9 
Proposed  reconstruction  of  0.55  miles  of  highway.   A  4(f) 
statement  is  attached,  as  the  project  is  located  in  the 
Adirondack  Park.   Comments  made  by  DOI .   (ELR  Order  #  2099, 
81  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-200  802-F) 

Webster,  New  York.  Construction  of  the  final  section  of  ex-    2/2  9 
pressway  from  Five  Mile  Line  Road  to  County  Line  Road,  a 
distance  of  5.3  miles.  Comments  made  by  USDA  and  HEW.  (ELR 
Order  #  2  009,  16  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  2  00  333-F) 

State  Road  2480,  Mecklenburg  County,  North  Carolina.  Widen-    2/27 
ing  of  S.R.  2480,  from  its  intersection  with  1-85  to  S.R. 

2  502,  a  distance  of  1 . 3  miles.  Comments  made  by  USDA,  Army, 
COE,  EPA,  GSA,  HUD,  DOI,  OEO,  and  state  agencies.  (ELR  Order 
#  2010,  40  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  200  211-F) 

Madison  County,  North  Carolina.   Reconstruction  of  NC  213      2/28 
from  Marshall  to  Mars  Hill,  a  distance  of  7.2  miles. 

Sixteen  residences  and  one  business  will  be  displaced; 
one  archaeological  site  will  be  disturbed.   Comments 
made  by  USDA,  Army  COE,  GSA,  DOI,  OEO,  TVA,  state  and 
local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  2020,  33  pages)   (NTIS 
Order  #  PB-199  579-F)  r 

Greenville,  Pitt  County,  Nprth  Carolina.   Widening  of         2/28 
State  Route  1707  between  US.  264   Bypass  and  Cutanche 
Street  at  11th  St. ;  widening  of  one  block  section  of 
Cutanche  St.   One  business  will  be  displaced  and  3.5 

acres  required  for  right-of-way.   Comments  made  by  USDA, 
Army  COE,  EPA,  GSA,  DOI,  OEO,  state  and  local  agencies. 
(ELR  Order  #  2021,  31  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-202  087-F) 

Buncombe  and  Madison  Counties,  North  Carol inao   Proposed  con-  3/9     f 
struction  of  a  new  4-lane  highway  between  Weaverville  and 
Marshall,  a  total  distance  of  8.8  miles.   Eighteen  families 
will  be  displaced  by  the  project,  and  an  unspecified  amount 
of  woodland  lost.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  Army  COE,  DOC,  EPA, 
GSA,  DOI,  OEO,  TVA,  state  and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  # 

2091,  51  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-199  618-F) 

Kings  Mountain  Bypass,  Gaston  and  Cleveland  Counties,  North    3/9 
Carolina.  Relocation  and  reconstruction  of  U.S.  74,  from  two 
to  four  lanes,  for  a  distance  of  7.3  miles.  Approximately 

120  families  and  3  businesses  will  be  displaced  by  the  pro- 
ject. Comments  made  by  USDA,  Army  COE,  EPA,  GSA,  DOI,  OEO, 

state,  and  regional  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  2  093,  47  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-  200  326-F) 
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U.S.  16  9,  Tulsa  and  Rogers  Counties,  Oklahoma.  Reconstruc-      2/2  9 
tion  of  U.S.  169,  a  primary  state  highway,  from  Collinsville 
16.7  milesnortheast  to  Talala.  Comments  made  by  DOI ,  state, 
and  local  agencies.  (ELR  Order  #  2007,  27  pages)  (NTIS 
Order  #  PB  -  207  055-  F) 

Tillman  County,  Oklahoma.  Reconstruction  of  1,5  miles  of        3/1 U.S. 183  Approximately  37  acres  of  grassland  will  be  lost  to 
the  project.  Comments  made  by  EPA,  DOI,  and  state  agencies. 
ELR  Order  #  2076,  19  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  199  578-F) 

Project  F-198,  Payne  County,  Oklahoma.  Addition  of  two  paral-   3/1 
lei  lanes  to  existing  two  lane  S.H.  51  for  9.5  miles  east  from 

Interstate  35.  Approximately  175  acres  of  pasture  will  be  lost 
as  a  result.  Comments  made  by  EPA,  DOI,  and  state  agencies. 
(ELR  Order  #  2078,  18  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  202  122-F) 

S.H.  99,  Osage  County,  Oklahoma.   Proposed  relocation  of       3/13 
S.H.  99,  for  a  total  length  of  9.6  miles.   Approximately 
200  acres  of  land  will  be  lost  to  the  project.   Comments 
made  by  EPA  and  DOI.   (ELR  Order  #  3045,  20  pages)   (NTIS 
Order  #  PB-199  619-F) 

Power  Highway,  Coos  County,  Oregon.   Proposed  reconstruction  of  3/22 
19  miles  of  2  lane  highway.   Comments  made  by  EPA,  DOI,  and  state 

agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4015,  21  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  588 
F) 

C\amberland  County,  Pennsylvania.   Relocation  of  o.8  miles      2/28 
of  Legislative  Route  21051  in  order  to  eliminate  curves. 
The  condemnation  of  one  dwelling  and  the  crossing  of  a 
small  tributary  is  necessary.   Comments  made  by  EPA,  DOI, 
state  and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  2019,  26  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-201  248-F) 

Crile  Appalachia  Access  Road,  Washington,  Pennsylvania.   Proposed  3/21 

construction  of  a  1300'  access  road  to  serve  an  industrial  park. 

Comments  made  by  EPA,  DOI,  state  and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order 

#  3098,  31  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-202  298-F) 

Chesterfield  and  Marlboro  Counties,  South  Carolina.  Recon-      3/1 
struct ion  of  sections  of  S.C.  Route  9  from  two  to  four  lanes. 

Approximately  30  residences  and* 11  businesses  will  be  dis- 
placed as  a  result.  Comments  made  by  HUD,  state,  and  local 

agencies.  (ELR  Order  #  2077,  23  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB- 
207  233  -F) 
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il, s.  17,  Georgetown  County,  South  Carolina,   Reconstruction  of  3/9 
6.8  miles  of  U.S.  17,  from  2  to  4  lanes.   Five  businesses  and 

one  residence  will  be  lost  to  the  project.   Comments  made  by 

HUD.   (ELR  Order  #  2090,  15  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-207  463-F) 

Bryan  Drive,  Harry  County,  South  Carolina.   Proposed  recon-     3/9 
struction  of  Bryan  Drive  for  a  total  length  of  7.9  miles. 
Noise,  air,  and  dust  pollution  will  occur,  with  erosion 
and  siltation  possible.   Comments  made  by  Army  COE,  and 

HUD.   (ELR  Order  #  3020,  18  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-207 
462 -F) 

Corridor  "F,"  Campbell  and  Claiborne  Counties,  Tennessee.       3/9 
Three  projects  in  the  State  Route  63  corridor  are  involved. 
The  proposed  action,  reconstruction  of  10.54  miles  of  S.R. 
63,  would  displace  nine  residences  and  cross  several  streams. 
Comments  made  by   USDA,  Army  COE,  EPA,  DOI ,  TVA ,  state  and 
local  agencies,  and  concerned  citizens.  (ELR  Order  #  2094, 
91  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-202  899-F) 

Project  F-055-1 (   ),  Robertson  County,  Tennessee „   Proposed     3/9 
construction  of  7,. 68  miles  of  2-lane  highway.   An  unspecified 
amount  of  land  and  number  of  residences  will  be  lost  to  the 

project.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  Army  COE,  DOI,  TVA,  state 
aid  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  3000,  78  pages)  (NTIS  Order 

#  PB-2  07  468-F) 

State  Route  5,  Chester  and  Madison  Counties,  Tennessee.         3/9 

Construction  of  a  4-lane  highway  to  provide  a  contin- 

uous facility  from  Henderson  to  Jackson.   Six  creeks  will 

be  crossed,  16  houses  and  1  business  and  an  unspecified 

amount  of  land  will  be  lost  as  a  result  of  the  action. 

Comm.ents  made  by  USDA,  Army  COE,  DOI,  TVA,  DOT,  and 

state  and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  3012,  51  pages) 

(NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  433-F) 

U.S.  67,  Ellis  County,  Texas.  Construction  of  a  four  lane       3/1 

divided  highway,  with  frontal  roads  and  grade  separations 

at  intersecting  roadways,  from  1  mile  north  of  Midlothian 

to  the  Dallas  County  line.  The  total  distance  is  3.2  miles. 

Three  families  and  one  business  will  be  displaced.  Comments 

made  by  DOC,  EPA,  state,  and  local  agencies,  (ELR  Order  2073 

43  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  2  07  2  32  -F) 
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Project  1-21-1,    Lubbock  County,  Texas.   Reconstruction  of       3/9 
6.45  miles  of  U.  S.  87.   Five  residences  and  five  businesses 
will  be  displaced  as  a  result  of  the  project.   Comments  made 
by  USDA,  Alnny  COE,  HEW,  HUD,  and  DOT.   (ELR  Order  #  2097, 
27  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-201  709-F) 

U.S.  69,  Angelina  County,  Texas .   Reconstruction  of  U.S.  69  from  3/9 
2  to  4  lanes  for  a  distance  of  4.0  miles.   Two  families  will  be 

displaced  by  the  project  and  sections  of  9  front  lawns  lost. 
Comments  made  by. USDA,  EPA,  and  state  and  local  agencies.   (ELR 

Order  #  3013,  18  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-199  863-F) 

Project  F-1081,  Galveston  County,  Texas.   Reconstruction  of     ̂ /^ 
existing  2-lane  state  highway  146  to  a  6-lane  limited  access 
highway,  and  construction  of  a  new  bridge.   The  total  length 
of  the  project  is  4.9  miles.   An  unspecified  amount  of  land 
will  be  lost  to  the  project.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA,  HEW, 
DOT,  state  and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  3014,  30  pages) 

(NTIS  Order  #  PB-200  758-F) 

Project  1-35-4,  Bell  County,  Texas .   Reconstruction  of  I-      3/9 
35  from  4  to  6  lanes,  for  a  total  length  of  3.5  miles. 
Two  families  and  four  businesses  will  be  displaced  by  the 
action.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  Army  COE,  HEW,  DOT,  state 
and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  3017,  28  pages)   (NTIS 
Order  #  PB-202  127-F) 

F-022-l(6),  Salina,  Utah.  Construction  of  a  two  lane,  40'       3/9 
wide  highway,  from  Salina  Connection  to  1-70,  a  total  dis- 

tance of  two  miles.  One  residence  will  be  displaced  by  the 

action.   Comments  made  by  EPA,  HUD,  DOI ,  state  and  local 

agencies.  (ELR  Order  #  3003,  36  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB- 
202  801-F) 

Project  S-43 (   ) ,  Amherst  County,  Virginia.   Proposed  recon-   3/9 
struction  of  2.061  miles  of  Route  622.   Four  families  will  be 
displaced  by  the  project.   Comments  made  by  EPA,  DOI,  and 
state  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  2096,  39  pages)  (NTIS  Order 
#  PB-202  316-F) 

Route  460,  Prince  Edward  County,  \73.rqinia.   Construction  of  8.4   3/21 

miles  of  2-lane  highway  and  15  bridges.   An  unspecified  amount 

of  land  will  be  lost  to  the  project.   Comments  made  by  EPA,  DOI, 

and  state  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4000,  31  pages)  (NTIS  Order 

#  PB-  207  558-D) 
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Project  F-07-1,  Henry  County,  Virginia.   Construction  of  18.06   3/21 

miles  of  4-lane  highway  to  by-pass  Martinsville.   Approximately 
230  individuals  will  be  displaced,  along  with  7  businesses;  an 

unspecified  amount  of  land  will  be  lost.   Comments  made  by 

USDA,  HUD,  DOI,  and  state  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4001,  48 

pages) (NTIS  Order  #  PB-200  322-F) 

1-90-1,  King  County,  Washington.  Reconstruction  of  SR  90       3/21 
from  four  to  six  lanes,  for  a  distance  of  4.06  miles.  Com- 

ments made  by  USDA,  Army  COE,  EPA,  HUD,  state  ,  and  local 

agencies.  (ELR  Order  #  3095,  76  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB- 
2  04  16  7-F) 

SiR.  169,  King  County,  Washington.   Reconstruction  of  1.50  miles  3/22 
of  2  lane  S.R*  169.   The  displacement  of  3  homes  and  2  businesses 
will  result.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  Army  COE,  EPA,  HUD,  state 
and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4016,  44  pages)  (NTIS  Order  # 
PB-201  858-F) 

Project  APD-200(24),  Mercer  County,  West  Virginia.   Proposed    3/9 
construction  of  2.79  miles  of  4-lane  divided  highway. 
Thirty  three  residences  and  one  business  will  be  displaced 

by  the  highway;  there  is  expressed  concern  that  water  run- 
off will  effect  groundwater  quality.   Comments  made  by 

USDA,  Army  COE,  DOC,  EPA,  DOI,  state  and  local  agencies, 
and  concerned  citizens.   (ELR  Order  #  3019,  159  pages) 

(NTIS  Order  #  PB-201  705-F) 

Project  S  0260(1),  Dane  County,  Wisconsino   Proposed  recon-    3/9 
struction  of  County  Truftk  Highway  "D"  for  a  total  length  of 
6.08  miles.   An  unspecified  amount  of  land  will  be  lost  to  the 
project.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA,  HUD,  DOI,  DOT,  state  and 
local  agencies.   (ELR  .Order  #  3015,  33  pages)  (NTIS  Order  # 
PB-202  657-F) 

Project  F-03-2 (   ),  Winnebago  County,  Wisconsin.   Proposed     ^/^ 
reconstruction  of  U.S.  41  to  limited  access  freeway  standards. 
An  unspecified  number  of  residences  and  amount  of  land  will  be 
lost  to  the  project.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA,  HEW,  HUD, 
DOI,  and  state  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  3016,  29  pages)  (NTIS 
Order  #  PB-200  940-F) 
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Robert  Street  Bridge  and  Approaches,  Jefferson  County,  City 
of  Fort  Atkinson,  Wisconsin.   Relocation  of  the  Robert         2/29 
Street  structure  and  approaches,  a  length  of  approximately 
1500   feet.      Coiranents  made  by  EPA,    HUD,    HEW,    DOI,    USDA, 
State  of  Wisconsin.   (ELR  Order  #  2025,  18  pages)  (NTIS 
Order  #  PB-203  096-F) . 

Natrona  County,  Wyoming.   Reconstruction  of  2.2  miles  of      3/7 
streets  on  the  outskirts  of  Casper.   A  4(f)  statement 
is  included  to  cover  the  Fort  Caspar  Historic  Site. 
Comments  made  by  USDA,  Army  COE,  EPA,  DOI,  state  and 
local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  2069,  91  pages)   (NTIS 
Order  #  PB-201  300-F) 

Urban  Mass  Transportation  Administration 

DRAFT 

Manhattan,  New  York.   An  application  by  the  City  of  New  York    3/17 
for  Federal  financial  assistance  in  constructing  the  Second 
Avenue  Subway.   The  grant  would  cover  2/3  of  the  $381,000,  000 

project.   (ELR  Order  #  3079,  55  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-207 
56  9-D) 
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■  U.S.  COAST  GUARD 

Contact: 

D.B.  Charter,  Jr. 
Commander,  U.S.  Coast  Guard 
Chief,  Environmental  Coordination  Branch 
400  7th  Street,  SW 

Washington,  D.C.   2  0591 

(202)  426-9573 

Title  and  Description 

FINAL 

Date 

Shoreline  Erosion  Control  Project,  Light  Station  Point        3/3 
Loma,  San  Diego  County,  California.   Installation  of 
800  lineal  ft.  of  rubble  mount  revetment  at  the  base  of 

the  bluff  in  order  to  prevent  its  erosion.   Comments 
made  by  Army  COE,  DOC,  EPA,  DOI,  DOT,  mayor  of  San  Diego 
and  the  San  Diego  Historical  Society.   (ELR  Order  #  2068, 

15  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-202  177-F) 

Point  Conception,  California.  Proposed  testing  of  a  high 
seas  oil  containment  barrier,  in  order  to  furnish  veri- 

fication of  the  prototype  design.  The  test  will  determine 
the  combined  effects  of  waves  and  currents  on  barrier  mo- 

tions and  oil  retention  efficiency  in  rough  water.  Two 

tests,  one  using  900  bbls .  of  soybean  oil  in  3-5  foot  seas 
and  the  second  without  oil  in  5-10  foot  seas,  will  be  con- 

ducted in  international  waters  5  to  30  miles  west  of  Point 

Conception.  Comments  made  by  Army,  COE,  USN,  state  agencies 
of  California,  Florida,  and  Mississippi,  and  local  California 

agencies.  (ELR  Order  #  3038,  34  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  2  04 
564-F) 

3/14 

U.  S.  Coast  Guard  Reserve  Training  Center,  Yorktown,  Virginia.  3/14 
Proposed  reconstruction  of  an  access  road  and  construction  of 
family  housing.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  DOI,  DOT,  and  the 
state  of  Virginia.   (ELR  Order  #  3058,  14  pages)  (NTIS  Order 
#  PB-204  163-F) 
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U,  S.  WATER  RESOURCES  COUNCIL 

Contact: 

W.  Don  Maughan 
U.  S.  Water  Resources  Council 
2120  L  Street,  N.  W. 
Washington,  D.  C.   2003  7 

(202)  254-6468 

Title  and  Description  Date 

DRAFT 

Big  Muddy  River  Basin,  Illinois.   The  statement  is  a  study      3/10 
of  the  problems  and  needs  of  the  river  basin,  with  proposed 
projects  and  programs.   Structural  projects  proposed  by  the 
plan  include  construction  of  10  reservoirs.   Significant 
Indian  cultural  remains  are  located  in  the  basin.   (ELR 

Order  #  3036,  20  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  415-D) 

Genesee  River  Basin,  New  York.   The  statement  is  a  study        3/13 
of  the  problems  and  needs  of  the  river  basin,  with  proposed 
projects  and  programs.  Structural  projects  proposed  by  the 
plan  include  construction  of  16  upland  reservoirs;  10  re- 

, servoirs  in  the  Ontario  Lake  Plain;  the  Canaserago  multi- 
purpose project;  and  the  Stannard  multi-purpose  reservoir 

(ELR  Order  #  3024,  22:pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  437-D) 
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Reqional  Federal  Highway  Administrators 

REGION  1 

(Conn.,  N.H.,  R.I.,  Mass.,  Puerto  Rico,  Me.,  N.J.,  Vt.,  N.Y.) 
Administrator ;   Gerald  D.  Love,  4  Normanskill  Blvd.,  Delmar,  N.Y.  12054 

Tel:  (518)  472-6476 

REGION  2 

(Del.,  Ohio,  Md.,  W.V.,  D.C.,  Penna.,  Va.) 
Administrator :   August  Schofer,  Rm.  1633,  George  H.  Fallon  Federal 

Office  Bldg.,  31  Hopkins  Plaza,  Baltimore,  Md.  21201 

Tel:   (301)  962-2361 

REGION  3 

(Alabama,  S.C.,  Georgia,  N.C.,  Fla.,  Tenn.,  Miss.) 
Administrator:   Harry  E.  Stark,  Suite  200,  1720  Peachtree  Rd,  N.W., 

Atlanta,  Georgia   30309   Tel:   (404)  526-5078 

REGION  4 

(111.,  Ky.,  Wise,  Indiana,  Mich.) 
Administrator :   Fred  B.  Farrell,  18209  Dixie  Hwy.,  Homewood,  111.  60430 

Tel:   (312)  799-6300 

REGION  5 

(Iowa,  Neb.,  Minn.,  Mo.,  Ka.,  N.D.,  S.D.) 
Administrator :   John  B.  Kemp,  P.O.Box  7186,  Country  Club  Station, 

Kansas  City,  Missouri  64113  Tel:   (816)  361-7563 

REGION  6 

(Ark.,  Oklahoma,  La.,  Texas) 
Administrator :   James  W.  White,  819  Taylor  St.,  Ft.  Worth,  Texas  76102 

Tel:   (817)  334-3232 

REGION  7 

(Arizona,  Hawaii,  Calif.,  Nevada) 
Administrator :   Sheridan  E.  Farin,  450  Golden  Gate  Ave.,  Box  36096, 

San  Francisco,  Calif.  94102   Tel:   (415)  556-3951 

REGION  8 

(Alaska,  Montana,  Wash.,  Idaho,  Oregon) 
Administrator:   Ralph  M.  Phillips,  Rm.  412,  Mohawk  Bldg., 

222  Southwest  Morrison  St.,  Portland,  Ore.  97204 

Tel:   (503)  226-3454 

REGION  9 

(Col.,  Utah,  N.M.,  Wyoming) 
Administrator :   Willieun  H.  Baugh,  Bldg.  40,  Denver  Federal  Center, 

Denver,  Colorado  80225   Tel:   (303)  233-6721 
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AVAILABILITY  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY  COMMENTS  ON 

ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENTS 

Appendix  I  contains  a  listing  of  draft  environmental  impact 
statements  which  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA)  has 
reviewed  and  commented  upon  in  writing  during  the  period  from 
February-28,  1972,  to  March  31,  1972,  as  required  by  section 
102(2)(C)  of  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969  and 
section  309  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended.  The  listing  includes 
the  Federal  agency  responsible  for  the  statement,  the  number 
assigned  by  EPA  to  the  statement,  the  title  of  the  statement, 

the  classification  of  the  nature  of  EPA's  comments,  and  the  source 
for  copies  of  the  comments. 

Appendix  II  contains  a  listing  of  proposed  regulations  reviewed 
by  EPA  during  the  period  from  February  28,  1972,  to  March  31,  1972, 
under  section  309  of  the  Clean  Air  Act.  The  listing  includes  the  Federal 
agency  responsible  for  the  proposed  regulation,  the  title  of  the 

regulation,  the  classification  of  the  nature  of  EPA's  comments, 
and  the  source  for  copies  of  the  comments. 

Appendix  III  contains  definitions  of  the  four  classifications 

of  the  general  nature  of  EPA's  comments.  Copies  of  EPA's  comments 
on  these  draft  environmental  impact  statements  are  available  to  the 
public  from  the  EPA  offices  noted. 

Appendix  IV  contains  a  listing  of  the  addresses  of  the  sources 
for  copies  of  EPA  comments  listed  in  Appendix  I. 

Copies  of  the  draft  environmental  impact  statements  are  available 
from  the  Federal  department  or  agency  which  prepared  the  draft  statement 
or  from  the  National  Technical  Information  Service,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  Springfield,  Virginia  22151. 

Sheldon  Meyers 
Director 
Office  of  Federal  Activities 
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APPENDIX  III 

DEFINITION  OF  CODES  FOR  THE  GENERAL  NATURE 

OF  EPA  COMMENTS 

(1)  General  Agreement/Lack  of  Objections:  The  Agency  generally: 

(a)  has  no  objections  to  the  proposed  action  as  described 
in  the  draft  impact  statement; 

ip)     suggest  only  minor  changes  in  the  proposed  action  or 
the  draft  impact  statement;  or 

(c)  has  no  comments  on  the  draft  impact  statement  or  the 
proposed  action. 

(2)  Inadequate  Information: 

The  Agency  feels  that  the  draft  impact  statement  does  not 
contain  adequate  information  to  assess  fully  the  environmental 

impact  of  the  proposed  action.  The  Agency's  comments  call 
for  more  information  about  the  potential  environmental  hazards 
addressed  in  the  statement,  or  ask  that  a  potential  environ- 

mental hazard  be  addressed  since  it  was  not  addressed  in  the 
draft  statement. 

(3)  Major  Changes  Necessary: 

The  Agency  believes  that  the  proposed  action,  as  described 
in  the  draft  impact  statement,  needs  major  revisions  or  major 
additional  safeguards  to  adequately  protect  the  environment. 

(4)  Unsatisfactory: 

The  Agency  believes  that  the  proposed  action  is  unsatisfactory 
because  of  its  potentially  harmful  effect  on  the  environment. 
Furthermore,  the  Agency  believes  that  the  safeguards  which 
might  be  utilized  may  not  adequately  protect  the  environment 
from  the  hazards  arising  from  this  action.  The  Agency  there- 

fore recommends  that  alternatives  to  the  action  be  analyzed 
further  (including  the  possibility  of  no  action  at  all). 
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APPENDIX  IV 

SOURCES  FOR  COPIES  OF  EPA  COMMENTS 

A.  Director,  Office  of  Public  Affairs 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Washington,  D.C.  20460 

B.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  I 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Room  2303 
John  F.  Kennedy  Federal  Bldg. 
Boston,  Massachusetts  02203 

C.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  II 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Room  847 
26  Federal  Plaza 
New  York,  New  York  10007 

D.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  III 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Curtis  Bldg,,  6th  and  Walnut  Streets 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania  19106 

E.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  IV 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Suite  300 
1421  Peachtree  St. ,  N.E. 
Atlanta,  Georgia  30309 

F.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  V 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
1  N.  Wacker  Drive 
Chicago,  Illinois  60606 

G.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  VI 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
1600  Patterson  Street 
Dallas,  Texas  75201 
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H.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 

Region  VII 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
1735  Baltimore  Street 
Kansas  City,  Missouri  64108 

I.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  VIII 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Lincoln  Tower,  Room  916 
1860  Lincoln  Street 
Denver,  Colorado  80203 

J.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  IX 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
100  California  Street 
San  Francisco,  California  94102 

K.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  X 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
1200  6th  Avenue 
Seattle,  Washington  98101 
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MORE_  STATES  ENACT  EIT7IR0NMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENT  REQUIREMENTS 

Last  July  the  102  Monitcl  reported  that  California,  Washington, Delaware,  Montana,  and  Puerto  Ricoi/   had  enacted  statutes  re- 
quiring environmental  impact  statements  on  State  actions  analo- 

gous to  the  statements  required  on  Federal  actions  by  Section 
102  (2)  (C)  of  the  National  Environmental  Protection  Act  (NEPA) , 
Similar  provisions  have  now  been  enacted  by  three  additional 
States:  Wisconsin,  North  Carolina,  and  Indiana.!/   m  addition, 
at  least  one  State,  Hawaii,  has  implemented  impact  statement 
requirements  through  Executive  Order .^/    Legislative  proposals 
for  comparable  provisions  are  pending  in  over  a  dozen  States. 4/ 

1/  See  102  Monitor,  Vol.  1,  No.  5  (July,  1971).  For  relevant portions  of  the  texts  see  Appendix  A, 
1/  See  Wisconsin:  Laws  of  1971.  chap.  274  (published  April  29, 

1972);  North  Carolina  Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1971, 
General  Statutes  of  North  Carolina,  chap.  11 3A;  Indiana: 
Pub.  Law  98,  1972  General  Assembly  Laws  (awaiting  publica- 

tion) .  The  North  Carolina  Act  provides  for  expiration  on 
September  1,  1973,  unless  extended.  A  recently  enacted 
"Virgin  xa  Environmental  Quality  Act"  has  no  provisions  for impact  statements,  the  req\iirement  having  been  deleted  in 

legislative  session.  See  Va 

24 

25 

26 

91 
106 

CONTENTS 

More  States  Enact  En- 
vironmental Impact 

Statement  Requirements 
Workshop  Discussion 
Paper:   State  Environ- 

mental Policy  Acts, 
March  15-18 
Sources  for  102  state- 
ments 
Sources  for  back  issues 
of  the  102  Monitr 
Order  blank  for  102 

Monitor  subscriptions 
EPA  listings 
Cumulative  summary 

3/ 

4/ 

Code  tit,  10,  chap.  16,  arts. 
1-2,  §§  10-176  to  10-185. 
Executive  Order,  August  23, 1971. 

Arizona,  Colorado,  Connecti- 
cut, Florida,  Hawaii,  Idaho, 

Illinois,  Kentucky,  Massachu- 
setts, Minnesota,  Ohio,  Okla- 

homa, and  New  Mexico  are  all 
reported  to  be  considering 
variations  on  similar  legisla- 
tion. 
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Although  State  requirements  continue  to  be 
modeled  for  the  most  part  on  Section  102(2) (c)  of 
the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act,  a  number  of 
differences  in  approach  are  evident,  particularly 
with  respect  to  the  scope  of  the  impact  requirement. 
The  scope  of  the  requirement  has  been  adjusted  in 
at  least  two  ways:   first,  with  respect  to  the  range 
of  actions  that  will  require  an  impact  statement; 
second,  with  respect  to  the  entitites  required  to 
file  such  statements. 

The  latter  question  is  resolved  in  NEPA  by 

making  the  §102  requirement  applicable  to  "all 
agencies  of  the  Federal  Government."   On  the  State 
level  the  question  is  whether  the  requirement 

should  similarly  be  made  applicable  to  all  govern- 
mental agencies  functioning  within  the  State,  or 

whether  distinctions  should  be  drawn,  for  example, 
between  local  and  State  agencies.   Most  of  the 
State  provisions  appear  to  limit  applicability 

to  "agencies  of  the  State"  without  indicating 
whether  this  description  is  intended  to  encompass 
governmental  units  below  the  highest  level.   The 

California  Act,  however,  contains  specific  pro- 
visions dealing  with  the  responsibilities  of 

local  agencies ,  5/   the  Puerto  Rican  Act 

applies  to  "all  agencies  of  the  Government,"  and 
the  Washington  Act  specifically  includes  "all 
branches  of  government  of  this  State,  including 
State  agencies,  municipal  and  public  corporations, 

and  counties." 

5/   See  Appendix  B. 
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One  interesting  development  on  the  State 
level  in  terms  of  the  entities  required  to  file 
impact  statements  is  the  extension  of  the  require- 

ment to  certain  essentially  private  activities. 
The  North  Carolina  Act,  for  example,  provides  in 
a  separate  section  that: 

[t]he  governing  bodies  of  all 
cities,  counties,  and  towns  acting 
individually,  or  collectively,  are 
hereby  authorized  to  require  any 

special-purpose  unit  of  government 
and  private  developer  of  a  major 
development  project  to  submit 
detailed  statements  . . .  of  the 

impact  of  such  projects.  5/ 

A  similar  provision  is  contained  in  a  separate 
Wisconsin  enactment.  7/ 

With  respect  to  the  range  of  actions  requiring 
impact  statements,  most  State  provisions  parallel 

the  Federal  requirements  in  covering  "major," 
environmentally  "significant"  actions.   One  fre- 

quently recurring  issue  is  whether  such  actions 
include  only  projects  carried  out  by  the  State 
agency  itself,  or  extend  as  well  to  such  State 

6/   North  Carolina  Environmental  Policy  Act,  §113A-8 
(emphasis  added) .   The  Act  further  defines 

"major  development  project"  to  include  "shopping 
centers,  subdivisions  and  other  housing  develop- 

ments, and  industrial  and  commercial  projects" 
Ibid.,  §113A-9(1) 

2/   See  Assembly  Bill  873,  "An  Act  to  Amend  30.19(4), 
31.06(3)  and  to  create  23.11(5)  of  the  General 

Laws . " 
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" actions"  as  the  granting  of  a  license  or  permit 
to  carry  on  private  activity.   The  California 

Act,  for  example,  applies  to  any  State-proposed 

"project"  which  could  have  a  significant  effect 
on  the  environment,  and  the  question  of  whether 

the  term  "project"  extends  to  licensing  actions 
is  currently  being  tested  in  the  California 
courts.  8/   Other  State  Acts  exclude  licensing 
activities  either  explicitly,  as  in  the  case  of 
Indiana,  9/  or  indirectly,  as  in  the  case  of 
North  Carolina,  which  limits  application  of  the 

impact  statement  requirement  to  "actions  involving 
expenditure  of  public  moneys  for  projects  and 
programs  significantly  affecting  the  quality 
of  the  environment  .  .  .." 

In  light  of  the  increased  interest  in  State 
legislation  in  this  area,  this  issue  of  the  102 

Monitor  reprints  the  discussion  paper  developed 

at  a  recent  State-Federal  Workshop  on  State  Environ- 
mental Policy  Acts,  indicating  some  of  the  issues 

that  a  State  might  consider  in  adopting  legislation 
requiring  environmental  impact  statements.   The 
variety  of  approaches  being  explored  by  States  in 
responding  to  the  same  environmental  concerns 

which  led  to  enactment  of  NEPA  promises  to  provide 
a  valuable  opportunity  for  experimentation  and 
exchange  of  experience  in  making  the  governmental 
decision  process  more  responsive  to  environmental 
concerns. 

8/   Friends  of  Mammoth  v.  Mono  County  Board  of 
Supervisors  (Calif.  3D  Civil  No.  13255). 

9/    Public  Law  98,  section  6. 
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WORKSHOP  DISCUSSION  PAPER: 

STATE  ENVIRONMENTAL  POLICY  ACTS, 
March  15-18 

The  discussion  in  the  workshop  focused  on  problems  of 
drafting  and  implementing  a  State  Environmental  Policy  Act. 
Using  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  as  an  example, 
and  drawing  on  the  experience  of  States  which  had  passed 

similar  Acts,*  a  number  of  issues  were  raised  for  consideration 
by  any  State  proposing  to  adopt  an  Environmental  Policy  Act. 
These  issues  were  presented  in  terms  of  ways  in  which  a 
State  Act  might  profitably  differ  from  the  Federal  Act  in 
order  to  reflect  either  differences  between  State  and  Federal 

Governments  or  the  results  of  experience  to-  date  under  the 
National  Act. 

Listed  below  are  the  major  points  raised  for  considera- 
tion, together  with  a  brief  report  of  the  workshop  discussion 

on  each  point.   In  many  cases,  the  considerations  on  both 
sides  of  an  issue  were  explored  without  reaching  a  definite 
conclusion.   In  other  cases,  some  form   of   consensus  emerged 
from  the  discussion.   The  following  summarizes  these  results. 

Issues  to  Consider  in  Drafting  A  state 
Environmental  Policy  Act 

(1)   What  differences  should  be  made  between  State 
Act  and  NEPA  to  reflect  State-Federal 
differences : 

(a>   Section  101 

(i)   Should  there  be  the  same  broad 
declaration  of  policy? 

— It  was  generally  agreed  that  a 
broad  declaration  of  environmental 

policy  was  desirable.   The  real  problem 
however,  was  thought  to  be  one  of  relating 
this  broad  declaration  to  other  specific 
provisions  of  law  for  implementing  the 

*See  Appendix  A, 
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policy.   An  Act  which  had  only  a  policy 
declaration,  without  an  "action- forcing" 
mechanism  would  probably  be  ineffective. 
At  the  same  time  in  adopting  an  "action- 
forcing"  mechanism,  one  should  be  aware 
that  the  policy  declaration  will  affect 
the  obligations  which  such  a  mechanism 
places  on  governmental  units. 

(ii)   Should  there  be  a  definition  of  environ- 

ment?" 
No  views  were  expressed  concerning 

the  desirability  of  the  need  to  define 
"environment"  in  the  Act  itself.   Some 
members  of  the  workshop  indicated,  how- 

ever, that  a  definition  of  this  term  was 
important  at  some  point  in  implementing 
an  Environmental  Policy  Act.   One  State 
has  developed  a  list  of  environmental 
indices  to  help  define  the  term.   The 

general  problem  posed  by  attempts  at 
definition  is  the  problem  of  the  relation- 

ship between  "environmental"  concerns  on 
the  one  hand,  and  more  traditional  social, 
economic,  and  technical  concerns  on  the 
other.   An  excessively  broad  definition 

of  the  "environment"  would  tend  to  obli- 
terate the  distinction  among  these 

different  concernsy  vhile  an  overly  narrow 
definition  would  eliminate  legitimate 
factors  from  an  environmental  assessment 
of  a  project. 

(iii)  Is  the  range  of  State  concerns  likely  to 
be  broader  or  narrower  than  the  range  of 
concerns  expressed  in  Section  101(b)  (l)-(6; 

It  was  not  suggested  that  the  range 
of  environmental  concerns  would  differ 

for  States.   It  was  pointed  out  that  the 
factors  listed  in  §101  (b)  (1 ) -  (6 )  would 
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be  viewed  as  partially  defining  the  term 

"environment,"  thus  leading  to  the  problems 
discussed  above.   The  effect  of  an  action 

on  population  patterns  was  discussed  as 
an  example  of  the  range  of  considerations 
which  probably  should  be  included  in  an 

"environmental"  analysis. 

(iv)   Should  express  provisions  be  made  with 

respect  to  public  availability  of  infor- 
mation or  public  hearings? 

It  was  agreed  that  some  provision  should 

be  made  for  public  availability  of  infor- 
mation and  public  comment. 

(b)   Section  102 

(i)   Is  the  requirement  that  agencies  use  a 

"systematic,   interdisciplinary  approach" 
a  realistic  one  when  applied  to  State 

agencies? 

In  theory,  this  requirement  is  unobjec- 
tionable as  an  expression  of  the  thorough- 

ness with  which  agency  actions  should  be 
evaluated.   In  practice,  however,  there 
may  be  a  real  problem  in  securing  an 
adequate  budget  and  staff  to  make  the 

requirement  realistic  in  every  govern- 
mental agency.   A  number  of  possible 

solutions  to  this  problem  were  discussed, 
including  the  possibility  of  using  outside 
contractors,  the  possibility  of  drawing 
on  existing  expertise  in  other  agencies 
and  the  possibility  of  centralizing  the 
environmental  analysis  in  a  single  agency. 
It  was  suggested  that  States  might  wish 
to  supplement  the  range  of  expert  agencies 
contacted  for  comment  by  including  relevant 
Federal  agencies. 
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(ii)   Are  there  State  agency  actions  which  do 
not  have  Federal  counterparts  and  which 
might  present  unanticipated  problems  in 
complying  with  the  impact  statement 
requirements? 

—   Zoning  actions  and  similar  land-use 
decisions  do  not  seem  to  have  a  Federal 

counterpart.   Applying  an  impact  statement 
requirement  to  all  local  zoning  board 
decisions,  for  example,  might  prove 
excessively  burdensome.   Some  States  may 
also  face  problems  in  applying  an  impact 
statement  requirement  to  both  State  and 
local  agencies  (although  no  such  problems 
have  apparently  been  encountered  in  the 

case  of  California).* 

States  adopting  an  Environmental  Policy 
Act  should  be  aware  of  peculiar  local- 
State  relationships  under  existing 
constitutions  or  State  laws  which  may 
need  to  be  taken  into  account. 

(iii)   Is  there  any  reason  why  the  same  NEPA 
section  102(2)  (C)  procedures  should  not 
be  used  on  both  the  Federal  and  State 
levels? 

—   Although  this  question  was  not 
explicitly  answered,  a  number  of  alter- 

natives to  the  impact  statement  process 
were  discussed,  including  the  possibility 
of  replacing  the  impact  statement  process 
requirement  with  a  central  agency  having 
environmental  veto  power  (discussed 
further  below) ,  and  the  possibility  of 
requiring  impact  statements  only  when 
requested  by  specified  agencies.   If  the 
decision  to  follow  the  impact  statement 
procedure  is  made,  the  balance  of 
considerations  would  favor  a  State 

practice  similar  to  the  Federal  practice. 

*See  Appendix  B. 
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(2)   What  differences  should  be  made  in  a  State  Act  to 

reflect  experience  to  date  under  NEPA? 

(a)   Environmental  Impact  Statements 

(i)   What  provisions  should  a  State  Act 
include  in  order  to  avoid  duplication  on 
a  project  which  represents  both  Federal 

and  State  "action?" 

It  was  generally  agreed  that  duplica- 
tion should  be  avoided  where  both  Federal 

and  State  agencies  are  involved  in  the 
same  project.   It  is  proposed  under  the 

California  Act  ,  for  example,  that  a  guide- 
line be  issued  to  avoid  the  requirement 

of  two  impact  statements. 

In  the  course  of  discussion,  other  problems 
were  raised  in  connection  with  State-Fed- 

eral involvement  in  the  same  projects.   It 
was  suggested  that  thought  should  be  given 

to  which  agency — State  or  Federal — was  the 
most  suitable  one  to  prepare  an  impact 
statement  in  cases  where  Federal  involve- 

ment was  perhaps  less  than  that  of  the 
State.   It  was  also  urged  that  thought 
be  given  to  the  problem  of  projects 
financed  through  several  Federal  agencies 
(or  financed  as  a  result  of  revenue 
sharing)  in  which  case,  in  the  absence  of 
specifically  defined  State  responsibility, 
there  may  be  no  environmental  assessment 
at  all.   Both  of  these  possibilities  seemed 
to  indicate  a  possible  need  for  increased 

State  responsibility  in  preparing  environ- 
mental analyses.   As  State  environmental 

impact  statement   procedures  are  evolved, 
further  consideration  can  be  given  to  the 
relationship  of  the  State  analysis  to  the 
analysis  required  of  federal  agencies  under 
NEPA. 
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Are  there  major  State  agency  actions 
which  should  not  be  subject  to  the  impact 
statement  requirement  (e.g.,  environmental, 
protective  regulatory  actions  taken  by  an 
agency  similar  to  the  EPA) . 

—   Two  types  of  actions  were  suggested 
as  possible  candidates  for  exemption  from 
an  impact  statement  requirement:   (1) 
Environmental  protective  regulatory 
activities;  and  (2)  Actions  which  have 

only  "beneficial"  environmental  effects. 

In  opposition  to  these  suggestions,  it 
was  pointed  out:   (1)   that  both  types  of 
activities  may  have  secondary  detrimental 
effects  which  should  be  explored  in  an 
impact  statement;  (2)  that  actions  which 
protect  the  environment  may  nevertheless 
not  protect  enough;  and  (3)  that  decisions 

as  to  what  is  or  is  not  "beneficial"  may 
themselves  be  suspect. 

In  favor  of  the  suggested  exemptions,  it 
was  pointed  out  that  a  State  which  faces 
difficulties  in  enacting  a  completely 
comprehensive  Act,  may  want  to  attack  the 

major  problems  first.   These  are  the  prob- 

lems of  "developmental"  as  opposed  to 
"environmental"  agencies,  and  of  "adverse" 
as  opposed  to  "beneficial"  environmental 
effects . 

(iii)   Should  a  new  State  Act  contain  provisions 
explaining  how  the  Act  should  be  applied 
to  actions  commenced  prior  to  passage  of 
the  Act? 

It  was  generally  agreed  that  a  State 

Act  should  explicitly  address  the  "retro- 
activity" problem  in  order  to  avoid  later 
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confusion.   In  favor  of  applying  an  Act 

to  ongoing  programs  and  uncompleted  projects 

already  under  way,  the  Federal  experience 

was  cited  which  requires  impact  statements 

for  remaining  major  actions,  while  per- 
mitting prior  commitments  to  be  taken 

into  account  in  balancing  the  environ- 
mental costs  against  the  economic  and 

technical  gains.   In  favor  of  applying  an 

Act  only  to  new  projects,  the  possibility 
of  avoiding  confusion  and  delay  of  projects 

already  under  way  was  stressed.   In  choosing 

among  these  positions  it  was  suggested  that 
a  State  should  consider  the  amount  of 

"backlog"  projects  which  will  be  affected 
by  retroactive  application.   If  the  State 
limits  the  availability  of  funds  to  a 

given  fiscal  year,  this  should  also  be 

considered  in  approaching  a  "backlog" 
problem. 

(iv)   Should  a  State  Act  describe  the  standard 

of  judicial  review  to  be  applied  under  the 
Act?   What  standard  should  courts  apply? 

A  variety  of  citizen  suit  provisions 
were  discussed  as  were  various  standards 

of  judicial  review  of  agency  compliance 
with  State  Environmental  Policy  Act.   It 
was  noted  that  States  which  had  adopted 
broad  citizen  suit  provisions  have  not 

experienced  the  flood  of  suits  which  had 
been  forecast.   No  consensus  emerged, 
however,  concerning  the  desirability  of 

such  provisions.   With  respect  to  standards 

of  judicial  review,  most  members  seemed  to 

agree  that  agency  decisions  should  not  be 
subject  to  de  novo  judicial  review,  but 
instead  more  traditional,  limited  standards 
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of  review  should  apply.   States  proposing 
an  Environmental  Policy  Act  should  consider 
whether  existing  standards  of  judicial  review 
of  administrative  action  would  be  applied 
or  whether  explicit  standards  of  review 
need  to  be  spelled  out  in  the  Act. 

(v)   Should  an  impact  statement  requirement  be 
extended  beyond  State  agency  actions  to 
environmentally  significant  private  actions? 

—   No  consensus  emerged  for  extending  an 
impact  statement  requirement  beyond  actions 
taken  by  governmental  units.   The  general 
problem  was  raised  of  the  extent  to  which 

a  governmental  "handle"  (i.e.  permit, 
license,  etc.)  on  an  otherwise  private 
action  should  justify  or  permit  complete 
environmental  regulation  of  the  activity. 
A  number  of  instances  were  cited  in  which 

such  authority  had  been  exercised. 

(b)   Administration  of  the  Act 

(i)   Should  a  State  Act  create  a  central  agency 

to  prepare  and/or  evaluate  impact  state- 
ments? 

--   The  advantage  of  a  central  agency  to 
prepare  or  evaluate  impact  statements 
lies  in  the  possibility  of  avoiding 
duplication  of  effort  and  of  possibly 
insuring  more  objective  environmental 
appraisals.   The  advantage  of  requiring 
each  agency  to  prepare  the  statement  lies 
in  the  possibility  that  this  will  increase 
the  environmental  consciousness  of  the 

agency.   Which  choice  is  preferable  is 
probably  best  left  to  the  decision  of 
individual  States. 
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(ii)   Where  should  the  responsibility  for 

implementation  of  the  Act  and  issuance 

of  guidelines  be  located? 

It  was  generally  agreed  that  some 

check  in  the  form  of  guidelines  or  the 

ability  to  require  impact  statements 

should  be  located  outside  the  action- 

agency.   The  Governor's  Office  appeared 
to  be  a  suitable  place  for  locating  the 

responsibility  for  issuing  guidelines. 

The  possibility  of  creating  a  central 

agency  with  "veto"  power  was  discussed, 
without  reaching  a  conclusion. 
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APPENDIX   A 

1.   National  Environmental  Policy  Act,  42  U. S.C.  §433 2 j 

"(2)  all  agencies  of  the  Federal  Government  shall  — 

" (C)  include  in  every  recommendation  or  report 
on  proposals  for  legislation  and  other  major  Federal 
actions  significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment,  a  detailed  statement  by  the 

responsible  official  on — 
(i)  the  environmental  impact  of  the  proposed 

action, 

(ii)  any  adverse  environmental  effects  which 
cannot  be  avoided  should  the  proposal  be  implemented, 

(iii)  alternatives  to  the  proposed  action, 

(iv)  the  relationship  between  local  short-term 
uses  of  man's  environment  and  the  maintenance  and 
enhancement  of  long-term  productivity,  and 

(v)  any  irreversible  and  irretrievable  commit- 
ments of  resources  which  wou Id  be  involved  in  the 

proposed  action  should  it  be  implemented, 

"Prior  to  making  any  detailed  statement,  the  responsible 
Federal  official  shall  consult  with  and  obtain  Ihe  comments 

of  any  Federal  agency  which  has  jurisdiction  by  law  or 
special  expertise  with  respect  to  any  environmental 
impact  involved.   Copies  of  such  statement  and  the  comments 
and  views  of  the  appropriate  Federal,  State,  and  local     . 

agencies,  which  are  authorized  to  develop  and  enforce      ' 
environmental  standards,  shall  be  made  available  to  the 
President,  the  Council  on  Environmental  Quality  and  to  the 
public  as  provided  by  section  552  of  title  5,  United  States 
Code,  and  shall  accompany  the  proposal  through  the  existing 

agency  review  processes;" 

Cal.  Public  Resources  Code,  §§21100,  21104  (West  1970)  : 

"§21100.   All  state  agencies,  boards  and  commissions 
shall  include  in  any  report  on  any  project  they  propose 
to  carry  out  which  could  have  a  significant  effect  on  the 
environment  of  the  state,  a  detailed  statement  by  the 
responsible  state  official  setting  forth  the  following: 

I 
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(a)  The  environmental  impact  of  the  proposed 
action. 

(b)  Any  adverse  environmental  effects  which  cannot 
be  avoided  if  the.  proposal  is  implemented. 

(c)  Mitigation  measures  proposed  to  minimize 
the  impact. 

(d)  Alternatives  to  the  proposed  action. 
(e)  The  relationship  between  local  short-term  uses 

of  man's  environment  and  the  maintenance  and  enhancement 
of  long-term  productivity. 

(f)  Any  irreversible  environmental  changes  which 
would  be  involved  in  the  proposed  action  should  it  be 
imp lemented. 

"§21104.   Prior  to  the  making  of  a  detailed  statonent, 
the  responsible  state  official  shall  consult  with,  and 
obtain  comments  from,  any  governmental  agency  which  has 
jurisdiction  by  law  or  special  expertise  with  respect 

to  any  environmental  impact  involved. " 

3.   Montana  Environmental  Policy  Act,  Montana  Session  Laws  of 
1971,  Ch.  238  §4(b)  (March  9,  1971): 

" (b)   all  agencies  of  the  state  shall 

*    *    * 

"(3)   include  in  every  recommendation  or  report 
on  proposals  for  projects,  programs,  legislation  and 
other  major  actions  of  state  government  significantly 
affecting  the  quality  of  the  human  environment,  a  detailed 
statement  on — 

" (i)   the  environmental  impact  of  the  proposed  action, 

" (ii)   any  adverse  environmental  effects  which  cannot 
be  avoided  should  the  proposal  be  implemented, 

"  (iii)   alternatives  to  the  proposed  action, 

" (iv)   the  relationship  between  local  short-term  uses 
of  man's  environment  and  the  maintenance  and  enhancement 
of  long-terro  productivity,  and 
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" (v)   any  irreversible  and  irretrievable  commit- 
ments of  resources  which  would  be  involved  in  the  pro- 
posed action  shoimld  it  be  implemented. 

"Prior  to  making  any  detailed  statement,  the 
responsible  state  official  shall  consult  with  and 
obtain  the  comments  of  any  state  agency  which  has 
jurisdiction  by  law  or  special  expertise  with  respect 
to  any  environmental  impact  involved.   Copies  of  such 
statement  and  the  comments  and  views  of  the  appropriate 
state,  .federal,  and  local  agencies,  which  are  authorized 
to  develop  and  enforce  environmental  standards,  shall 
be  made  available  to  the  governor,  the  environmental 
quality  council  and  to  the  public,  and  shall  accompany 

the  proposal  through  the  existing  agency  review  processes." 

4.   Public  Environmental  Policy  Act,  Puerto  Rico  Session  Laws 
of  1971,  Law  No.  9  §4(2)  (June  18,  1970): 

"all  agencies  of  the  Government  shall: 

" (C)   include  in  every  recommendation  or 
report  on  proposals  for  legislation  and  other 
governmental  actions  significantly  affecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment,  a  detailed 
statement  by  the  responsible  official  on: 

" (i)   the  environmental  impact  of  the 
proposed  actions, 

" (ii)   any  adverse  environmental  effedts 
which  cannot  be  avoided  should  the  proposal  be 
implemented, 

"  (iii)   alternatives  to  the  proposed 
action, 

" (iv)   the  relationship  between  local  short- 
term  uses  of  man's  environment  and  the  maintenance 
and  enhancement  of  long-term  productivity,  and 
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" (v)   any  irreversible  and  irretrievable 
commitments  of  resources  which  would  be  involved 

in  the  proposed  action  should  it  be  implemented. 

"Prior  to  making  any  detailed  statement,  the  responsible 
official  shall  consult  with  and  obtain  the  comments  of  any 

agency  which  has  jurisidction  by  law  or  special  expertise 
with  respect  to  any  environmental  impact  involved.   Copies 
of  such  statement  and  the  comments  and  views  of  the 

appropriate  agencies,  which  are  authorized  to  develop  and 
enforce  environmental  standards,  shall  be  made  available 

to  the  Governor,  the  legislative  bodies,  the  Environmental 
Quality  Board,  and  to  the  public,  and  shall  accompany  the 

proposal  through  the  existing  agency  review  processes." 

State  Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1971,  Washington  Session 
Laws  of  1971,  Ch.  109  §3(2)  (May  10,  1971): 

"...  all  branches  of  government  of  this  state,  including 
state  agencies,  municipal  and  public  corporations,  and 
counties  shall: 

" (c)  Include  in  every  recommendation  or  report  on 
proposals  for  legislation  and  other  major  actions  significantly 

affecting  the  quality  of  the  environment,  a  detailed  state- 
ment by  the  responsible  official  on: 

" (i)  the  environmental  impact  of  the  proposed  action; 

" (ii)  any  adverse  environmental  effects  which  cannot 
be  avoided  should  the  proposal  be  implemented; 

" (iii)  alternatives  to  the  proposed  action; 

" (iv)  the  relationship  between  local  short-term 
uses  of  man ' s  environment  and  the  maintenance  and  enhance- 

ment of  long-term  productivity;  and 

" (v)  any  irreversible  and  irretrievable  commitments 
of  resources  which  would  be  involved  in  the  proposed  action 
should  it  be  implemented; 
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" (d)  Prior  to  making  any  detailed  statement,  the 
responsible  official  shall  consult  with  and  obtain  the 
comments  of  any  piiblic  agency  which  has  jurisdiction  by 
law  or  special  expertise  with  respect  to  any  environ- 

mental impact  involved.   Copies  of  such  statement  and  the 
comments  and  views  of  the  appropriate  federal,  province, 
state,  and  local  agencies,  which  are  authorized  to  develop 
and  enforce  environmental  standards,  shall  be  made  avail- 

able to  the  governor,  the  department  of  ecology,  the 
ecological  commission,  and  the  public,  and  shall  accompany 

the  proposal  through  the  existing  agency  review  processes." 

Coastal  Zone  Act,  Delaware  House  Bill  No.  300  as  amended, 

(passed  June  28,  1971) : 

§7002.   Definitions 
*    *    * 

(c)   'Environmental  Impact  Statement*  means 
a  detailed  description  as  prescribed  by  the  State 
Planning  Office  of  the  effect  of  the  proposed  use 
on  the  immediate  and  surrounding  environment  and 
natural  resources  such  as  water  quality,  fisheries, 
wildlife  and  the  aesthetics  of  the  region. 

§7004.   Uses  allowed  by  permit  only.   Non- con forming 
uses, 

(a)   .  .  .manufacturing  uses.  .  .are  allowed 
in  the  Coastal  Zone  by  permit  only.  .  . 

§7005.   Administration  of  this  chapter. 

(a)   The  State  Planning  Office  shall  administer 

this  chapter.   All  requests  for  peinnits  for  manufactur- 
ing land  uses  and  for  the  expansion  or  extension  of 

non-conforming  uses  as  herein  defined  in  the  Coastal 
Zone  shall  be  directed  to  the  State  Planner.   Such 

requests  must  be  in  writing  and  must  include.  .  . 

(3)   an  Environmental  Impact  Statement.  "The  State 
Planner  shall  hold  a  public  hearing  and  may  request 

further  information  of  the  applicant." 
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Wisconsin,  Laws  of  1971,  Ch.  274  (  Apr.  29,  1972  )  : 

§2.   Governmental  Consideration  of  Environmental  Impact. 

*      *      * 

(2)  All  agencies  of  the  state  shall: 

(c)  Include  in  every  recommendation  or  report  on  proposals 
for  legislation  and  other  major  actions  significantly  affecting 

the  quality  of  the  hioman  environment,  a  detailed  statement,  sub- 
stantially following  the  guidelines  issued  by  the  United  States 

Council  on  Environmental  Quality  under  P.L.  91-190,  42  U.S.C.  § 
4  331,  by  the  responsible  official  on: 

1.  The  environmental  impact  of  the  proposed  action; 

2.  Any  adverse  environmental  effects  which  cannot  be 

avoided  should  the  proposal  be  implemented; 

3.  Alternatives  to  the  proposed  action; 

4.  The  relationship  between  local  short-term  uses  of  man's 
environment  and  the  maintenance  and  enhancement  of  long-term 
product  i V  i ty ; 

5.  Any  irreversible  an.d  irretrievable  commitments  of  re- 
sources which  would  be  involved  in  the  proposed  action  should 

it  be  implemented; 

6.  Such  statement  shall  also  contain  details  of  the  bene- 
ficial aspects  of  the  proposed  project,  both  short  term  and  long 

term,  and  economic  advantages  of  the  proposal. 

7.  Prior  to  making  any  detailed  statement,  the  responsible 
official  shall  consult  with  and  obtain  the  comments  of  any  agency 
which  has  jurisdiction  or  special  expertise  with  respect  to  any 
environmental  impact  involved.  Copies  of  such  statement  and  the 

comments  and  views  of  the  appropriate  agencies,  which  are  author- 
ized to  develop  and  enforce  environmental  standards  shall  be  made 

available  to  the  governor,  the  department  of  natural  resources 
and  the  public.  Every  proposal  other  than  for  legislation  shall 

receive  a  public  hearing  before  a  final  decision  is  made.  Holding 
a  public  hearing  as  required  by  another  statute  fulfills  this 
section. 
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If  no  public  hearing  is  otherwise  required,  the  responsible 
agency  shall  hold  the  hearing  in  the  area  affected.  Notice 
of  the  hearing  shall  be  given  by  publishing  a  class  1  notice, 
under  ch .  985,  at  least  15  days  prior  to  the  hearing  in  a 
newspaper  covering  the  affectfd  area.  If  the  proposal  has 
state-wide  significance,  notice  shall  be  published  in  the 
official  state  newspaper; 

North  Carolina  Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1971,  General  Statues 
of  1971,  ch.  113A: 

§  113A  -  4.  Cooperation  of  agencies;  reports;  availibility  of 
information.  -  The  General  Assembly  authorizes  and  directs  that, 
to  the  fullest  extent  possible: 

(2)  Any  State  agency  shall  include  in  every  recommendation 

or  report  on  proposals  for  legislation  and  actions  in- 
volving expenditure  of  public  moneys  for  projects  and 

programs  significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the  en- 
vironment of  this  State,  a  detailed  statement  by  the 

responsible  official  setting  forth  the  following: 
a.  The  environmental  impact  of  the  proposed  action; 
b.  Any  significant  adverse  environmental  effects 

which  cannot  be  avoided  should  the  proposal  be 
impl ement ed ; 

c.  Mitigation  measures  proposed  to  minimize  the  impact; 
d.  Alternatives  to  the  proposed  action; 
e.  The  relationship  between  the  short-term  uses  of  the 

environment  involved  in  the  proposed  action  and  the 

maintenance  and  enhancement  of  long-term  productivity 
and 

f.  Any  irreversible  and  irretrievable  environmental 

changes  which  would  be  involved  in  the  proposed  ac- 
tion should  it  be  implemented. 

Prior  to  making  any  detailed  statement,  the  responsible 
official  shall  consult  with  and  obtain  the  comments  of 

any  agency  which  has  either  jurisdiction  by  law  or 

special  expertise  with  respect  to  any  environmental  im- 
pact involved.  Copies  of  such  detailed  statement  and 

comments  shall  be  made  available  to  the  Governor,  to 

such  agency  or  agencies  as  he  may  designate,  and  to  the 
appropriate  multi-county  regional  agency  as  certified 
by  the  Director  of  the  Department  of  Administration, 
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shall  be  placed  in  the  public  file  of  the  agency  and 
shall  accompany  the  proposal  through  the  existing  agency 
review  processes.  A  copy  of  such  detailed  statement 
shall  be  made  available  to  the  public  and  to  the  counties 

.municipalities,  institutions  and  individuals  upon  re- 
request  . 

Indiana  Public  Law  98,  1972  General  Assembly  Laws: 

"All  agencies  of  the  State  shall  .  .  . 

.  .  .  include  in  every  recommendation  or  report  on  pro- 
posals for  legislation  and  other  major  actions  significantly 

affecting  the  quality  of  the  human  environment,  a  detailed  state- 
ment by  the  responsible  official  on-  - 

(1)  the  environmental  impact  of  the  proposed  action, 
(2)  any  adverse  environmental  effects  which  cannot  be  avoided 

should  the  proposal  be  implemented, 
(3)  alternatives  to  the  proposed  action, 

(4)  the  relationship  between  local  short  -  term  uses  of  man's 
environment  and  the  maintenance  and  enhancement  of  long  - 
term  productivity,  and 

(5)  any  irreversible  and  irretrievable  commitments  of  resources 
which  would  be  involved  in  the  proposed  action  should  it 
be  implemented. 

Executive  Order,  Office  of  the  Governor  of  Hawaii  ,  April  23, 
1971: 

the  heads  of  all  affected  State  agencies  shall; 

(b)  Include,  in  every  recommendation  or  report  on  pro- 
posals for  legislation,  and  any  other  major  State  actions  or  projects 

utilizing  State  funds  and  /  or  State  lands,  that  significantly 
affect  the  quality  of  the  human  and  natural  environment,  a  de- 

tailed statement  by  the  responsible  official  on  (1)  the  environ- 
mental impact  of  the  propsed  action,  (2)  any  adverse  environmental 

effects  which  cannot  be  avoided  should  the  proposal  be  i  mplemented. 
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(3)  alternatives  to  the  proposed  action,  (4)  the  relationship 

between  local  short  -  term  uses  of  man's  environment  and  the 
maintenance  and  enhancement  of  long-term  productivity,  and 
(5)  any  irreversible  and  irretrievable  commitments  of  resources 
which  would  be  involved  in  the  proposed  action  should  it  be 
imple  mented; 
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APPENDIX  B 

The  relative  portions  of  the  California  Act  dealing 

with  local  agencies  are  as  follows: 

Chapter  4.   Local  Agencies 

21150.  State  agencies,  boards,  and 
commissions,  responsible  for  allocating 
state  or  federal  funds  on  a  project-by- 
project  basis  to  local  governmental 
agencies  for  land  acqutsition  or  con- 

struction projects  which  may  have  a  significant 
effect  on  the  environment,  shall,  unless 

exempted  by  formal  procedures  developed 
under  the  provisions  of  Section  21103 
require  from  the  responsible  local 
governmental  agency  a  detailed  statement 
setting  forth  the  matters  specified  in 
Section  21100  prior  to  the  allocation 
of  any  funds   other  than  funds  soley  for 
planning  purposes. 

21151.  The  legislative  bodies  of  all 
cities  and  counties  which  have  an  officially 
adopted  conservation  element  of  a  general 
plan  shall  make  a  finding  that  any  project 
they  intend  to  carry  out,  which  may  have 
a  significant  effect  on  the  environment 
is  in  accord  with  the  conservation 

element  of  the  general  plan.   All 
other  local  governmental  agencies 
shall  make  an  environmental  impact 

report  on  any  project  they  intend 

to  carry  out  which  may  have  a  sig- 
nificant effect  on  the  environment 

and  shall  submit  it  to  the  appropriate 
local  planning  agency  as  part  of  the  report 

required  by  Section  65402  of  the  Govern- 
ment Code . 
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SOURCES  FOR  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENTS 

In  order  to  receive  more  efficient  and  prompt  service, 
requestors  are  urged  to  order  draft  and  final  impact  statements 

from  the  Department  of  Commerce's  National  Technical  Information 
Service  (NTIS)  rather  than  the  preparing  agency.   Each  state- 

ment will  be  assigned  an  order  number  that  will  appear  in  the 
102  Monitor  (at  the  end  of  the  siommary  of  each  statement)  and 

also  in  the  NTIS  semi-monthly  Announcement  Series  No.  68, 

"Environmental  Pollution  and  Control."   (An  annual  subscription 
costs  $5.00  and  can  be  ordered  from  the  NTIS,  U.  S.  Department 
of  Commerce,  Springfield,  Virginia   22151.) 

Final  statements  will  be  available  in  microfiche  as 

well  as  paper  copy.   A  paper  copy  of  any  statement  can  be 
obtained  by  writing  NTIS  at  the  above  address  and  enclosing 
$3.00  and  the  order  niimber.   A  microfiche  costs  $0.95. 
(Paper  copies  of  documents  that  are  over  300  pages  are  $6.00.) 

NTIS  is  also  offering  a  special  "package"  in  which  the 
subscriber  receives  all  statements  in  microfiche  for  $0.35  per 
statement. 

Statements  will  still  be  available  for  public  scrutiny 
in  the  document  rooms  of  the  various  agencies.  However,  only 
limited  copies  will  be  available  for  distribution. 

Yet  another  possible  source  of  statements  is  from  the 
Environmental  Law  Institute,  1346  Connecticut  Avenue,  N.  W. , 
Washington,  D.  C.   20036.   To  order  a  document,  please  indicate 
the  Department,  date,  and  ELR  Order  #  (given  at  the  end  of 
each  summary).   The  Institute  charges  $0.10  per  page,  and  as 
you  will  note  the  jiumber  of  pages  is  also  given  at  the  end  of 
the  summaries .   Please  enclose  the  correct  amount  of  money 
with  your  order  and  mark  the  envelope  to  the  attention  of  the 

" Docioment  Service .  " 
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SOURCE  FOR  BACK  ISSUES  OF 

THE  102  MONITOR 

Because  the  supply  of  past  issues  of  the  102  Monitor  is  not 
sufficient  to  meet  all  requests,  a  list  is  provided  below 
indicating  where  the  various  issues  of  the  102  Monitor 
appeared  in  the  Congressional  Record.   You  may  wish  to  order 
these  Congressional  Records  from  the  Superintendent  of 
Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C. 
20402  ($.25  per  copy). 

Vol.  1,  Nos.  1,  2,  &  3 

Congressional  Record  (page  E  3607)  -  April  28,  1971 
Vol.  1,  No.  4 

Congressional  Record  (page  E  5151)  -  May  27,  1971 
Vol.  1,  No.  5 

Cnngrpssinnal  Record  (page  E  6023)  -  June  16,  1971 
Vol.  1,  No.  6 

Congressional  Record  (page  E  8458)  -  July  28,  1971 
Vol.  1,  No.  7 

Congressional  Record  (page  E  9483)  -  September  13,  1971 
Vol.  1,  No.  8 

Congressional  Record  (page  E  10002)  -  September  24,  1971 

Vol.  1,  No.  9 

Congressional  Record  (page  E  11596)  -  November  1,  1971 
Vol.  1,  No  10 

Congressional  Record  (page  E  12213)  -  November  15,  1971 

Vol.  1,  No  11 

Congressional  Record  (page  E  13322)  -  December  11,  1971 

Vol.  1,  No  12 

Congressional  Record  (page  E  76)  -  January  18,  1972 
Vol.  2^  No.  1 

Congressional  Record  (page  E  1886)  -  March  2,  1972 
Vol.  2,  No.  2 

Concrressional  Record  (page  E  2409)  -  March  13,  1972 

Vol.  2,  No.  3 

Congressional  Record  (page  E  3778)  -  April  13,  1972 
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To  Superintendent  of  Docu- 
ments, Government  Print- 

ing OFfice,  Washington, 
D.C.    20402 

Dote 
.,  19- 

Name 

Street  oddren 

City 

State        Zip  Code 

FOtt  use  or  suPT.  or  docs. 

Enclosed  .   

To  be  mailed 
laler   

Subscription   

Refund   

Coupon  Refund  . 

Postase  _   

CATALOO  NO. 
QUAN- 
TITY 

DBSIRKD 
TITLB  OF  PUBLICATION 

PRICE 
PER 
COPY 

TOTAL 

$   

FOR  ADDITIONAL  SPACE  AHACH  ANOTHER  SHEET.                          TOTAL  AMOUNT  ENCLOSED.. 

$   
IMPORTANT 

PIcaic  include  your  ZIP  CODE  when  filling  out  the  mailins  label  below. 

U.S.  GOVERNMENT  PRJNTING  OFFICE 

PUBLIC  DOCUMENTS  DEPARTMENT 

WASHINGTON,  D.C.       20402 

OFFICIAL  BUSINESS 

RETURN  AFTER  5  DAYS POSTAGE  AND  FEES  PAD 
U.S.  GOVEIU4MENT  PUNTING  OPnCB 

Name    

Street  address  - 

City  and  State ZIP  Code 
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ON  THE  FOLLOWING  PAGES  ARE  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENTS  RECEIVED 
BY  THE  COUNCIL  FROM  APRIL  1   THROUGH  APRIL  30,  1972 

Note:  At  the  head  of  the  listing  of  statements  re- 
ceived from  each  agency  is  the  name  of  an  individual 

who  can  answer  questions  regarding  those  statements. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Contact: 

Dr.   T.C.  Byerly 
Office  of  the  Secretary 
Washington,  D.C.   2  02  50 

(202)  388-7803 

Title  and  Description  Date 

I  Agricultural  Stabilization  and  Conservation  Service 

FINAL 

Cameron,  Willacy,  Hidalgo,  and  Stan  Counties,  Texas .  The       ^/'^ 
proposed  action  would  allow  a  new  Continental  Cane  Sugar 
Producing  Area,  of  2  5,700  acres,  in  the  Lower  Rio  Grande 

Valley  of  Texas,  It  is  intended  that  the  acreage  be  com- 
mitted to  sugar  early  in  1^72.  Sugar  production  involves 

considerable  burning  of  the  cane  to  remove  trash.  A  sugar 
processing  plant  would  be  part  of  the  action.  Its  effluent 
would  be  discharged  to  an  existing  floodway.  Total  capital 
investment  of  the  action  is  estimated  at   $28,800,000,  in- 

cluding the  factory,  farms,  and  farm  and  transportation 
equipment.  Comments  made  by  EPA.  (ELR  Order  #  4117,  73  pages) 

(NTIS  Order  #  PB-  206'2b3-F) 
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Animal  and  Plant  Health  Service 

FINAL 

1972  Gypsy  Moth  Suppression  and  Regulatory  Program.   Proposed   3/31 
USDA  cooperation  with  state  agencies  in  Connecticut,  Delaware, 
Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
South  Carolina,  Vermont,  Virginia,  and  Wisconsin  to  suppress 
and/or  regulate  the  gypsy  moth.   Approximately  200,000 
acres  would  be  sprayed  with  carbaryl .   Certain  beneficial 

non-target  insects  and  arthropods  will  be  reduced  in  number; 
the  possibility  exists  for  run-off  into  area  water  supplies. 
Comments  made  by  DOC,  HEW,  DOI ,  state  agencies,  and  concerned 

citizens.   (ELR  Order  #  4079,  255  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB- 
205  589-F) 

Farmers  Home  Adiainistration 

FINAL 

O'Brien  and  Sioux  Counties,  Iowa.   Proposed  issuance  of  a       3/31 
1,900,000  loan  to  Rural  Water  System  #  1  in  order  to  develop 
water  resources  to  serve  over  500  rural  families  in  a  170 

sq.  mile  area.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA,  HEW,  DOI,  and 
concerned  citizens.   (ELR  Order  #  4081,  60  pages)   (NTIS 
Order  #  PB-202  790-F) 

Forest  Service 
DRAFT 

Multipurpose  Brushland  Modification  on  Seven  Plant  Associ-     4/20 
ations  on  National  Forest  Lands,  California.   Proposed 
reduction  of  brushland  sites,  through  the  use  of  mechanized 
equipment,  prescribed  burning,  and  herbicides;  and  replanting 
with  grasses  and  f orbs .   The  purpose  of  the  action  is  to 
mitigate  the  potential  for  brush  wildfires  and  subsequent 
flooding.   (ELR  Order  #  4242,  62  pages)  (ntiS  Order  #  PB- 
208  373-D) 
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Lolo  National  Forest,  Missoula  County,  Montana .   Proposed      4/19 
aerial  spray  demonstration  (in  cooperation  with  the  Depart- 

ment of  Defense),  on  approximately  3,000  acres  of  western 
spruce  budworm  infested  timber  on  the  Ninemile  Range  District. 
Zectran  is  the  agent  to  be  used.   One  of  the  project  objectives 
is  to  test  the  suitability  of  using  large  cargo  aircraft  as 

spray  planes  in  forest  environment.   Some  non- target 
terrestial  and  aquatic  insects  are  susceptible  to  Zectran. 
ELR  Order  #  4232,  51  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  208  381-D) 

Road  Construction  Program,  Kootenai  National  Forest,  Montana .   4/20 
Proposed  3-year  road  construction  program,  primarily  in 
order  to  support  timber  cutting.   Approximately  5,000  acres 
will  be  stripped  of  vegetative  cover;  40%  of  this  acreage 
will  be  permanently  removed  from  vegetative  production. 
Some  big  game  range  will  be  lost.   (ELR  Order  #  4238,  28 
pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  372-D) 

Serial  Tramway,  Port  of  Cascade  Locks,  Oregon.   Proposed       4/6 
::onstruction  of  a  tramway  to  a  point  of  land  above  the 

Columbia  River  with  a  view  of  the  "Great  Gorge  of  the 
Columbia."   Topping  and  removal  of  trees  will  be  necessary; 
the  introduction  of  visitors  by  a  mechanical  means  to  a 
point  of  land  now  seldom  visited  will  affect  the  ecosystem 
Df  the  area.   (ELR  Order  #  4140,  53  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB- 
07  914-D) 

Rogue  River  National  Forest,  Oregon  and  California.   Proposed   4/25 

implementation  of  the  10-year  Timber  Management  Plan,  which 
includes  construction  of  access  roads,  and  clearcutting  and 
shelterwood  cutting  of  trees.   Siltation  of  streams  because 
Df  surface  erosion  is  expected.   (ELR  Order  #  4261,  26  pages) 

(NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  577-D) 

Snyder  Hill  Planning  Unit,  Colville  National  Forest,  4/19 
Washington.   Proposed  implementation  of  a  revised  Multiple 
Use  Plan.   Approximately  6,500  acres  of  roadless  area  would 
be  provided  with  road  and  managed  for  timber,  wildlife, 
aesthetic,  and  research  values.   Soil  disturbance,  erosion, 
and  stream  sedimentation  will  occur  due  to  road  con- 

struction and  and  logging.  (ELR  Order  #  4234,  42  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-  208  380-D) 
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Cooperative  Spruce  Budworm  Suppression  Project,  Aroostock      4/20 
and  Penobscot  Counties,  Maine.   Proposed  treatment  of 
500,000  acres  of  state  and  private   woodlands  with  Zectran, 

in  order  to  suppress  the  spruce  budworm.   Non-target  areas 
and  insects  will  also  be  affected.   Comments  made  by  USDA, 
DOC,  EPA,  HEW,  state  and  local  agencies,  and  concerned 
citizens.   (ELR  Order  #  4241,  88  pages)   (NTIS  Order  # 
PB-206  057-F) 

Siskiyou  National  Forest,  Oregon  and  California.   Proposed     4/25 

application  of  the  herbicides  2,4-D  and  2,4, 5-T  or  atrazine 
on  11,358  acres  in  204  separate  tracts.   The  intent  of  the 
action  is  to  reduce  vegetative  competition  to  conifer  crop 
trees.   The  visual  impact  of  the  treated  tract  will  be 
undesirable  for  several  years;  temporary  harmful  effects  to 
aquatic   life  may  result;  changes  in  wildlife  habitat  will 
occur,  with  big  game  browse  area  being  reduced.   Comments 
made  by  USDA  (ARS) ,  EPA,  DOC  (NOAA) ,  state  and  local  agencies, 
and  concerned  citizens.   (ELR  Order  #4267,  56  pages)   (NTIS 
Order  #  PB-206  404-F) 

Rural  Electrification  Administration 

DRAFT 

New  Madrid  Station  Unit  2,  New  Madrid  County,  Missouri. 
Proposed  loan  of  $72,180,000  to  Associated  Electric  Co- 

operative, Inc.  in  order  to  help  finance  a  600,000  kw 
coal-fired  steam-electric  generating  unit.   Thermal 
discharge   to  the  Mississippi  River  will  be  2620  x 
10   Btu/hr.  at  full  load.   (ELR  Order  #  4166,  273  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB  -  208  179-D) 

4/11 
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Soil  Conservation  Service 
DRAFT 

Oliver  Bottoms  Resource  Conservation  and  Development  Pro-      4/7 
ject,  Sebastian  County,  Arkansas .   Proposed  installation 
of  1.4  miles  of  channel  improvement  and  appurtenant  pipe 
overfall  structures  for  grade  stabilization  and  erosion 
control  on  a  521  acre  watershed.   (ELR  Order  #  4154,  8 

pages)  (ntiS  Order  #  PB-  208  044-D) 

Eagle-Tumbleweed  Draw  Watershed  Project,  Chaves  and  Eddy        4/12 
Counties,  New  Mexico.   Proposed  watershed  and  flood 
control  structures,  including  a  floodwater  retarding 
structure,  2  diversions  and  an  outlet  channel.   Approximately 
1229  acres  of  rangeland  would  be  committed  to  the  project. 

(ELR  Order  #  4177,  17  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  208  176-D) 

4/14 

Chicod  Creek  Watershed,  Pitt  and  Beaufort  Counties,  North 
Carolina.   Proposed  construction  of  66  miles  of  stream 
channel  works,  11  rock  dams,  30  water  control  structures, 

10  sediment   traps,  1  warm-water  impoundment,  2  wildlife 
wetland  preservation  areas,  and  land  treatment  measures. 
The  purposes  of  the  action  are  watershed  protection  and 
flood  control.   Approximately  576  acres  would  be  lost  to 
the  project;  five  miles  of  stream  fishery  habitat  would 

be  lost.   (ELR  Order  #  4188,  46  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB- 
208  299-D) 

Pickett  Creek  Watershed,  Marion  County,  West  Virginia.  a/iq 
Proposed  conservation  land  treatment  measures  con- 

struction of  one  floodwater  retarding  structure,  and 

7,030'  of  channel  work,  including  levees,  floodwalls, 
and  stream  channel  improvements.   Twenty- two  residences 

will  be  displaced,  and  3,500'  of  free-flowing  stream 
eliminated,  as  a  result  of  the  action,  (ELR  Order  #4126, 

17  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  208  385-D) 
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Eden  Watershed,  Yazoo  County,  Mississippi .   The  watershed       4/26 
consists  of  11,528  acres  of  delta  land  and  1,992  acres  of 
bluff  hill  land.   The  project  consists  of  conservation 
land  treatment  supplemented  by  one  floodwater  retarding 
structure,  three  grade  stabilization  and  sediment  control 
structures,  25  miles  of  stream  channel  enlargement,  and 

4  miles  of  new  channel.   Sixty-six  acres  will  be  committed 
to  the  project;  water  quality  levels  will  be  decreased 
because  of  turbidity.   Comments  made  by  Army  COE,  EPA, 
HEW,  DOI,  and  state  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4289,  32  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-202  301-F) 

Winters  Creek  Watershed,  Scotts  Bluff  County,  Nebraska.        4/25 
Proposed  conservation  land  treatment,  and  construction  of 
one  floodwater  retarding  structure  and  7.2  miles  of 
channel  enlargement.   Construction  of  the  project  will 
necessitate  periodic  inundation  of  400  acres  of  grassland 
which  is  in  the  flood  pool  area;  this  land  is  presently 
considered  to  be  wildlife  habitat.   Comments  made  by  Army 
COE,  EPA,  HEW,  DOI,  and  the  Governor  of  Nebraska.   (ELR 

Order  #  4266,  20  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  584-F) 
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ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

Contact: 

For  Non-Regulator  Matters: 
Mr.  Joseph  J.  DiNunno,  Director 
Office  of  Environiriental  Affairs 

Washington,  D.  C.   20545 

(202)  973-5391 

For  Regulatory  Matters: 

Mr.  Christopher  L.  Henderson 
Assistant  Director  of  Regulation  for 
Administration 

Washington,  D.  C.   200545 

(202)  973-7531 

Title  and  Description 

DRAFT 

Date 

Fort  St.  Vrain  Nuclear  Generating  Station,  Weld  County, 
Colorado.   Proposed  issuance  of  an  operating  license  to  the 
Public  Service  Co.  of  Colorado  for  the  Fort  St.  Vrain 

Station.   The  station  will  utilize  a  high-temperature  gas- 
cooled  reactor  and  a  conventional  steam-turbine  generator 
which  will  generate  842  MWt  and  330  MWe.   Approximately 
1000  curies  of  gaseous  radioactive  wastes  and  0.04  curie 
of  liquid  radioactive  waste  will  be  released  per  year  to 
the  environment.   (ELR  Order  #  4236,  154  pages)  (NTIS  Order 
#  PB-  208  371-D) 

Marine  Yankee  Atomic  Power  Station,  Montsweag  Bay,  Maine. 
Proposed  issuance  of  an  operating  license  to  the  Marine 
Yankee  Atomic  Power  Co.  for  the  station.   The  plant  uses  a 
pressurized  water  reactor  with  net  electrical  output  of 
855  MW.   (Salt)  cooling  water  will  be  withdrawn  from  the 
Back  River  on  Montsweag  Bay,  and  discharged  to  Bailey  Cove. 
These  waters  are  part  of  the  Sheepscot  River  estuary. 

Cooling  water  will  be  heated  to  25°F  above  ambient,  and 
will  enter  Bailey  Cove  (to  Montsweag  Bay)  at  950  cfs;  sea 
worms  and  soft  shell  clams  in  the  Cove  will  be  killed. 

Approximately  350  additional  hours  of  fog  per  year  may 
result  from  the  operation  of  the  plant.   ELR  Order  # 

4301,  121  pages)   (NTIS 'Order  #  PB-208  647-D) 

4/19 

4/27 
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Indian  Point  Nuclear  Generating  Plant  Unit  2,  Westchester      4/14 
County,  New  York.  The  plant  will  have  three  units,  each  with 
a  pressurized  water  reactor.  This  statement  refers  to  the 
issuance  of  an  operating  license  to  the  Consolidated  Edison 
Co.  of  New  York,  Inc.,  for  Unit  2,  but  considers  the  environ- 

mental impact  of  simultaneous  operation  of  Units  1  and  2 . 
Another  statement  will  be  prepared  for  Unit  3.  The  electric 
output  of  Unit  2  is  873  MWe.  A  total  of  2600  cu.ft./sec.  of  water 

for  once-through  cooling  and  service  water  systems  will  be 
drawn  from  the  Hudson  River  and  heated  by  15°  F  prior  to  dis- 

charge through  a  canal  to  the  River;  it  has  not  been  adequately 
demonstrated  by  the  applicant  that  thermal  discharge  standards 

meet  New  York  State  criteria;  dissolved  oxygen  levels  in  dis- 
charge wa.ter  may  be  reduced  to  3  ppm  or  less  -  aeration  may  be 

required;  the  operation  of  Units  1  and  2   with  the  present 

cooling  system  has  the  potential,  because  of  mechanical,  ther- 
mal, and  chemical  (chlorine)  conditions,  for  Ic^g  term  environ- 

mental impact  on  the.  aquatic  biota  inhabiting  the  Hudson  River 
which  could  result  in  permanent  damage  to  the  fish  population 
in  the  river.  Long  Island  Sound,  the  adjacent  New  Jersey  coast, 
and  the  New  York  Bight.  (ELR  Order  #  4210,  405  pages)  (NTIS  Order 

#  PB-208  314-D) 

Vermont  Yankee  Power  Station,  Windham  County,  Vermont.         4/14 
Proposed  issuance  of  an  operating  license  to  the  Vermont 
Yankee  Nuclear  Power  Corp.  for  the  operation  of  the 
Station.   The  project  consists  of  a  single  unit  boiling 
reactor  with  a  power  rating  of  1593  MW(t),  which  will 
have  a  power  output  of  540  MW(e) .   The  reactor  will  be 

cooled  by  a  once-through  flow  of  water  pumped  from,  and 
returned  to,  Vernon  Pond,  an  existing  impoundment  of  the 
Connecticut  River.   Mechanical  cooling  draft  towers  will 

also  be  used.   Pond  water  will  be  heated  from  50  to  10°  F 
by  cooling  water  effluent;  residue  chemicals  will  be 

introduced  to  the  pond;  radioactive  effluents  may  be  re- 
leased; local  air  may  be  contaminated  with  fog  formed  by 

condensed  water  vapor  from  the  cooling  towers.  (ELR  Order 

#  4192,  209  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  208  311-D)  * 
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Surry  Power  Station  Units  1  and  2,  Surry  County,  Virginia.       4/7 

Proposed  issuance  of  an  operating  permit  to  the  Virginia 

Electric  and  Power  Co.  for  the  operation  of  Surry  Units 

1  and  2.   Each  unit  has  a  pressurized-water  reactor  with  a 

power  output  of  2,441  MWt  which  will  produce  822.5  MWe . 

Gross  capacities,  however,  are  expected  to  be  2,546  MWt 

and  855  MWe  each.   Waste  heat  of  12  billion  BtuAr.  will  be 

dissipated  by  pumping  cooling  water  from  the  James  River 

through  the  station's  steam  condensers  and  back  into  the 

river.   Water  from  the  James  will  be  heated  14°  F/gal.; 

the  discharge  will  be  made  5.7  miles  upstream  from  intake 

in  order  to  minimize  thermal  effects  upon  nearby  oyster 

seed  beds;  fish  and  plankton  will  be  lost  at  intake;  minor 

quantities  of  chemical  waste  will  be  discharged  to  the 

James;  negligible  quantities  of  radioactive  gaseous  and 

liquid  effluents  will  be  released.   (ELR  Order  #  4141, 

209  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  208  049-D) 

Highland  Uranium  Mill,  Converse  County,  Wyoming.   Proposed     4/25 
issuance  of  an  operating  license  to  the  Humble  Oil  and 
Refining  Co.  for  the  Highland  Uranium  Mill.   The  mill  is 
a  conventional  acid-leach,  solvent  extraction  uranium  ore 
processing  plant  with  a  capacity  of  2000  tons  of  ore  per 
day.   The  statement  considers  the  impact  of  both  mining 
and  milling.   Approximately  3200  acres  will  be  temporarily 
(12-14  years)  used;  120  million  cu.  yds.  will  be  removed  as 
overburden  from  600   acres  in  open-pit  mining  operations; 
500-1500  gpm  of  local  ground  water  will  be  used  in  the 
processing  and  released  back  to  the  environment;  stabilized 
tailings  pile  will  cover  250  acres  and  consist  of  11  million 
tons  of  tailings  containing  solid  waste  chemicals  and  low 
concentrations  of  radioactive  uranium,  with  by-products; 
small  quantities  of  chemicals  and  radioactive  materials  will 
be  discharged  to  the  environs.  (ELR  Order  #  4278,  41  pages) 

(NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  574-D) 
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Liquid  Metal  Fast  Breeder  Reactor  (LMFBR)  Demonstration  Plant  4/14 

The  statement  is  in  support  of  AEC's  action  to  effect  the 
design,  development,  construction,  and  operation  of  the 
LMFBR  Demonstration  Plant  as  part  of  the  overall  LMFBR 
research  and  development  effort.   The  Demonstration  Plant 
will  be  a  300  to  500  MW  electrical  sodi\am-cooled,  fast 
neutron  reactor,  designed  to  produce  more  fuel  than  it 

consumes.   It  will  be  constructed  and  operated  under  a  co- 
operative arrangement  with  the  nuclear  and  utility  industries. 

Specific  design  and  location  have  not  yet  been  chosen; 
general  criteria  and  LMFBR  technology  have  been  used  in  the 
preparation  of  the  statement.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  DOC, 
EPA,  FPC,  HEW,  DOI,  DOT,  the  state  of  New  York,  and  concerned 
citizens.   (ELR  Order  #  4189,  411  pages)   (NTIS  Order  # 
PB-200  778-F) 

Rocky  Flats  Plant,  Jefferson  County,  Colorado.   Proposed       4/26 
acquisition  of  4,620  acres  of  additional  land  surrounding 
the  2,520  acres  presently  owned  by  the  AEC.   This  would 
provide  a  1  to  1.5  mile  buffer  zone  around  the  400  acre 
industralized  area  of  the  plant.   The  plant  is  a  key 
facility  for  the  fabrication  of  plutoniiom  components  for 
nuclear  weapons.   The  land  in  question  is  presently 
utilized  for  grazing  animals;  it  is  on  the  verge,  however, 
of  being  developed  for  residential  and  industrial  uses. 
The  purpose  of  the  action  is  to  minimize  the  types  of 
problems  which  often  arise  from  the  proximity  of  industrial 
facilities  to  residential  communities.   The  land  would  be- 

come a  greenbelt  area.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  DOC,  DOD, 
EPA,  DOT,  the  state  of  Colorado,  and  concerned  citizens. 

(ELR  Order  #  4285,  46  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  081-F) 
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Rio  Blanco  Gas  Stimulation  Project,  Rio  Blanco  County,  4/28 
Colorado.   Proposed  simultaneous  detonation  of  three  30 

kiloton  nuclear  explosives,  5000'  to  7000'  below  the 
surface  in  a  natural-gas-bearing  geologic  formation  under- 

lying a  site  27  miles  from  Meeker,  in  Rio  Blanco  County. 
The  purpose  of  the  project  is  the  gathering  of  data  on 
the  feasibility  of  using  nuclear  explosions  to  stimulate 

natural  gas  production  from  low-permeability  reservoirs. 
The  action  will  result  in  ground  motion  from  the  deto- 

nations, with  architectural  damage  to  nearby  structures; 
release  of  radioactivity  to  the  atmosphere  during 

production  testing  of  the  gas  and  the  possible  resultant 
low-level  exposures  to  some  local  residents;  and 
entrapment  in  the  gas  formations  of  radioactive  materials, 
at  or  near  the  points  of  detonation.   Comments  made  by 
USDA,  DOC,  DOD,  EPA,  HEW,  and  the  state  of  Colorado. 

(ELK  Order  #  4318,  262  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-205  782-F) . 

Rover  Fuels  Processing  Facility,  National  Reactor  Testing       4/26 
Station,  Idaho.   Proposed  modification  of  a  portion  of  the 
existing  Idaho  Chemical  Processing  Plant  to  store  and 
subsequently  reclaim  usable  Rover  fuels.   Rover  fuel, 
from  the  joint  AEC-NASA  nuclear  rocket  project,  contains 
approximately  2600  kg  of  highly  enriched  uranium.   The 
facility  would  take  one  acre  of  land;  small  quantities 

of  radioactive  fission  products  would  be  released;  non- 
radioactive chemicals  would  also  be  released.   Comments 

made  by  USDA,  DOC,  DOD,  EPA,  FPC,  HEW,  DOI,  and  DOT. 

(ELR  Order  #  4284,  185  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-205  780-F) 

Power  Burst  Facility  (PBF),  National  Reactor  Testing  4/27 
Station,  Idaho.  Proposed  use  of  an  existing  reactor  in  the 
AEC  nuclear  safety  program.  The  PBF  would  be  operated  with 
a  sudden  increase  in  power  level  for  a  short  period  of  time 
(burst  of  power)  in  order  to  subject  test  fuel  elements  to 
severe  operating  conditions.   Radioactive  waste  systems 
have  been  modified  to  provide  more  control  over  effluent 
releases.   Operation  will  commence  this  year.   Comments 
made  by  USDA,  DOC,  EPA,  HEW,  DOI,  and  the  state  of  Idaho. 

(ELR  Order  #  4294,  121  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-204  915-F) 
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Radioactive  Solid  Waste  Voliime  Reduction  Facility,  Los         4/25 
Alamos  County,  New  Mexico.   Proposed  construction  of  a 
demonstration  facility  for  reduction  of  solid  radioactive 
waste  volumes.   Sorting,  compaction,  and  incineration 

procedures  would  be  developed  for  low-level  plutonium- 
contaminated  wastes  which  are  presently  stored  in  enclosed 
trenches.   A  maximum  of  10  grams  of  plutonium  and  one 
millicurie  of  mixed  fission  products  would  be  allowed  at 
the  facility  at  one  time.   Combustibles  will  be  handled; 
protective  measures  will  therefore  be  taken  to  minimize 
the  consequences  of  fire.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  DOC, 
DOD,  EPA,  HEW,  DOI ,  DOT.   (ELR  Order  #  4292,  85  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-204  915-F) 

Plutonium-238  Fuel  Fabrication  Facility,  Savannah  River 
Plant  (SRP) ,  Aiken  and  Barnwell  Counties,  South  Carolina. 
Proposed  construction  of  facilities  for  converting 

plutonium-238  oxide  into  compacted  shapes  for  use  as  fuel 
in  Radioisotope  Thermoelectric  Generators  (RTG's).  .  RTG's 
have  been  used  to  provide  electrical  power  aboard 
communications  and  weather  satellites,  and  on  the  surface 

of  the  moon.   Small  (less  than  .01  of  one  per  cent  of  the 
Federal  guidelines)  releases  of  238pu  are  unavoidable. 
Comments  made  by  USDA,  DOC,  DOD,  EPA,  HEW,  DOI,  DOT,  and 
the  state  of  South  Carolina.   (ELR  Order  #  4298,  78  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-205  779-F) 

Radioactive  Waste  Evaporator  and  Auxiliaries,  Hanford  Plant 
Plant,  Benton  County,  Washington.   Proposed  construction 
of  new  facilities  at  Hanford  to  process  liquid  radioactive 
wastes  into  solid,  retrievable,  salt  cake  form.   The  three 
evaporators  presently  in  use  are  considered  to  be  of 
inadequate  capacity.   Approximately  one  billion  gallons  of 
cooling  water  per  year  will  be  released  to  a  surface  pond 
in  the  nearby  desert.   There  a  portion  will  evaporate  and 
the  remainder  will  percolate  to  ground  water  level.   This 
water  will  contain  no  radioactivity.   Radioactive  effluents 
will  be  treated  before  being  discharged  to  an  enclosed 
trench.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  DOC,  DOD,  EPA,  HEW,  and 

DOT.   (ELR  Order  #  4283,  96  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-206 
083-F) 
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Contaminated  Soil  Removal  Facility,  Hanford  Plant,  Benton      4/26 
County,  Washington.   Proposed  construction  of  a  facility 
which  would  remove  plutonium  from  an  existing  closed 
trench  (Z-9) .   The  trench  was  used  between  1955  and  1962 
as  a  subsurface  disposal  facility  for  contaminated  liquids 
from  the  Plutonium  Finishing  Plant  at  Hanford.   It  is 
estimated  that  100  kilograms  of  plutonium  are  contained 
in  1800  cu.  ft.  of  soil.   High  efficiency  filters  will 
allow  only  an  insignificant  amount  of  plutonium  to  be 
released  to  the  air.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  DOC,  DOD, 
EPA,  HEW,  DOT,  and  the  state  of  Washington,   (ELR  Order 

4286,  85  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  084-F) i 
Wagon  Wheel  Gas  Stimulation  Project,  Sublette  County,  4/28 
Wyoming .   Proposed  sequential  detonation  of  five,  100-kiloton 

nuclear  explosives,  9000'  to  12,750'  below  the  surface  in  a 
natural-gas-bearing  geologic  formation  underlying  a  site 
in  the  Green  River  Basin  19  miles  south  of  Pinedale  and  18 

miles  east  of  Big  Piney  in  Sublette  County.   The  purpose  of 
the  project  is  the  gathering  of  data  on  the  feasibility  of 
using  nuclear  explosions  to  stimulate  natural  gas  production 
from  low- permeability  reservoirs.   The  action  will  result  in 
ground  motion  from  the  detonations,  with  architectural  damage 
to  nearby  structures;  release  of  radioactivity  to  the 
atmosphere  during  production  testing  of  the  gas  and  the 

possible  resultant  low-level  exposures  to  some  local  resi- 
dents; and  entrapment  in  the  gas  formations  of  radioactive 

materials,  at  or  near  the  points  of  detonation.   Comments 
made  by  USDA,  DOC,  DOD,  DOT,  the  state  of  Wyoming,  and 
concerned  citizens.   (ELR  Order  #  4325,  207  pages)   (NTIS 
Order  #  PB-206  082-F) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Contact: 

Dr.  Sidney  R.  Caller 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for 

Environmental  Affairs 

Department  of  Commerce 
Washington,  D.  C.   20230 

(202)  967-4335 

Title  and  Description  Date 

DRAFT 

Expo  '74,  Spokane  County,  Washington.  The  project  is  a  4/5 
proposed  international  exposition,  the  theme  of  which  is 

"How  Man  Can  Live,  Work  and  Play  in  Harmony  With  His  En- 
vironment." The  effects  of  the  Expo's  structures  on 

noise,  air  and  water  quality  and  waste  disposal  are  dis- 
cussed. (ELR  Order  #  4131,  126  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB- 

208  048-D) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 
DEPARTMENT  OF  AIR  FORCE 

Contact: 

Colonel  Cliff  M.  Whitehead 
Room  5E  425,  The  Pentagon 

Washington,  D.  C.   20330 

(202)  OX  5  -  2889 

Title  and  Description  
Date 

DRAFT 

Air  Force  Academy  Airmanship  Program,  Colorado  Springs,         4/3 

Colorado.   Proposed  relocation  of  T-41  training 
facilities  from  Peterson  Field  to  the  Academy  Airstrip. 

(ELR  Order  #  4090,  115  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  908-D) 

Elgin  Air  Force  Base,  Florida.   Proposed  outleasing  of  land     4/4 
to  the  Gulf  Power  Company  in  order  to  install  new  230,000 
volt  power  transmission  lines  which  would  back  up  the 
existing  power  net.   Approximately  812  acres  of  land  would 
be  required;  certain  weather  conditions  would  introduce 
ozone  into  the  atmosphere;  some  vegetation  will  be  lost. 

(ELR  Order  #  4111,  20  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  922^0) 

Keesler  Air  Force  Base,  Mississippi.   Proposed  extension  of     ̂ ^-^^ 

the  runway  from  5000'  to  6000',  in  order  to  accommodate 

flights  by  C-9  aircraft.   (ELR  Order  #  4184,  15  pages) 

(NTIS  Order  #  PB-  208  193-D) 

Pacific  Cratering  Experiments  (PACE) ,  Eniwetok  Atoll,  4/19 
Marshall  islands.  Proposed  detonation  of  a  series  of 

high-explosive  charges  at  the  air-ground  interface  of 
selected  islands,  in  order  to  approximate  the  effects  of 
nuclear  bursts  upon  hard  strategic  systems.   Craters 

will  be  caused  by  the  blasts;  chemical  and/or  radio- 
chemical contaminants  may  enter  the  water.  (ELR  Order  # 

4229,  63  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  369-D) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 
DEPARTMENT  OF  ARMY 

Contact: 

Mr.  George  A.  Cunney,  Jr. 
Acting  Chief,  Environmental  Office 
Directorate  of  Installations 

Office  of  the  Deputy  Chief  of  Staff 
for  Logistics 

Washington,  D.  C.   20310 

(202)   OX  4-4269 

Title  and  Description Date 

FINAL 

Western  Medical  Institute  of  Research,  Presidio  of  San 

Francisco,  California.   Proposed  construction  of  research 

facilities  for  Phase  II  of  the  Institute's  three  phase 
construction  project.   Comments  made  by  EPA,  HUD,  DOI, 
and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4054,  30  pages)   (NTIS 
Order  #  PB-199  312-F) 

3/2  9 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 
DEPARTMENT  OF  ARMY 

Corps  of  Engineers 

Contact: 

Colonel  William  L.  Barnes 
Executive  Director  of  Civil  Works 

Attn:   DAEN-CWZ-C 
Office  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers 
U.  S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 
1000  Independence  Avenue,  S.  W. 
Washington,  D.  C.   20314 

(202)  693-7168 

Title  and  Description  Date 

DRAFT 

Small  Boat  Harbor,  King  Cove,  Alaska.   Proposed  construction   4/26 

of  a  1250"  long  earthfille  dike  and  a  210'  rock  groin,  and 
dredging  of  a  400'  long  channel  and  11  acre  anchorage  basin. 
The  project  would  provide  protected  mooring  for  resident 
and  transient  fishing  vessels.   Approximately  23.8  acres  of 
marine  and  waterfowl  habitat  will  be  lost  to  the  project. 

(ELR  Order  #  4287,  26  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  572-D) 

Lytle  and  Warm  Creeks,  San  Bernardino  County,  California .       4/12 
Proposed  construction  of  concrete  channel  structures, 
levees,  a  bypass  weir,  etc.  on  Lytle  and  Warm  Creeks  in 
the  Santa  Ana  River.   Loss  of  natural  stream-bed  areas 
would  result.   (ELR  Order  #  4181,  57  pages)  (NTIS  Order 
#  PB-  208  194-D) 

Russian  River  Basin,  Sonoma  and  Mendocino  Counties,  4/11 

California.   Proposed  construction  of  rip  rap,  flexible 
fence,  and  jacklines  at  seven  sites  on  the  Russian  River. 
The  purposes  of  the  action  are  channel  improvement  and  bank 
stabilization.   Riparian  ha})itat,  and  Indian  and  Russian 

fur  trader  archeological  sites  will  be  lost;  the  river's 
potential  inclusion  in  the  National  Wild  and  Scenic  Rivers 
System  will  be  affected.   (ELR  Order  #  4183,  35  pages) 

(NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  177-D) 
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Santa  Paula  and  Mud  Creeks,  Ventura  County,  California.   Pro-   4/25 

posed  construction  of  a  debris  basin  and  reinforced  concrete 
channels  on  the  two  creeks.   The  purpose  of  the  project  is 
flood  control.   Some  riparian  vegetation  would  be  eliminated. 

(ELR  Order  #  4262,  13  pages)  (ntIS  Order  #  PB-208  578-D) 

Norwalk  Harbor,  Fairfield  County,  Connecticut.   Proposed        4/28 

periodic  maintenance  dredging  of  the  inner   10'  entrance channel  and  basin  to  authorized  dimensions.   An  estimated 

75,000  cu.  yds.  of  sediment  would  be  removed  and  dumped  in 

an  approved  spoil  area .   Temporary  turbidity  will  damage 

marine  ecosystems.   (ELR  Order  #  4305,  12  pages)  'NTIS  Order 
#  P5-2  08  6  50-D 

Beach  Erosion  Project,  Brevard  County,  Florida.   Proposed 

partial  restoration  and  periodic  nourishment  of  4.8  miles       4/^b 
of  shoreline,  at  2  sites.   A  total  of  1,591,00  cu.  yds. 
of  material  would  be  dredged  from  offshore  for  use  at  the 
sites.  Dredging  will  temporarily  degrade  water  quality, 
cause  the  beach  to  be  closed  for  public  use,  and  destroy 
benthic  animals  at  dredging  and  deposit  sites.   (ELR  Order 

#  4280,  49  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  552-D) 

Bal  Harbour,  Dade  County,  Florida.  Proposed  restoration  of  an  4/27 
0.85  mile  stretch  of  beach.   Fill  would  be  obtained  from  an 

ocean  borrow  pit  1.5  miles  off  shore.   Approximately  1.8 
million  cu.  yds.  would  be  dredged  and  filled.   Marine  life 
at  both  dredging  and  dumping  sites  will  be  disturbed  and/or 
destroyed.   (ELR  Order  #  4296,  15  pages)  (NTIS  Order  # 
PB-208  575-D) 

Ana  Marie  Key,  Manatee  County,  Florida.   Proposed  construe-     4/27 
tion  of  a  beach  erosion  control  project  along  the  Gulf  Shore 
of  the  Key.   Revetment  and  groins  will  be  constructed,  and 

fill  will  be  dredged  and  dumped,  to  provide  75'  of  additional 
beach  at  mean  high  water  along  3.2  miles  of  shoreline. 
Temporary  turbidity  will  disturb  marine  ecosystems.   (ELR 

Order  #  4297,  40  pages)    (NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  553-D) 
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Bayou  Plaquemine,  Iberville  Parish,  Louisiana.   Proposed       3/31 

filling  of  Bayou  Plaquemine  to  an  elevation  26'  above 
m.s.l.  from  west  end  of  closed  lock  structure  to  a  point 

approximately  200'  west  of  the  Texas  and  Pacific  Railway 
bridge,  preparatory  to  the  construction  of  Highway  1  re- 

location fill  will  be  obtained  by  dredging  the  Mississippi 
River  Waterway.   Several  businesses  will  be  lost  to  the 
action;  a  4(f)  statement  will  be  required  as  public  land 

will  be  taken.   (ELR  Order  #  4080,  127  pages  )(ntiS  Order  # 

PB-  207  772-D) 

Oil  and  gas  exploration,  Louisiana.   Determination  of  4/11 
permissibility  for  a  permit  to  explore  for  oil  or  gas  or 
develop  production  of  such  resources  or  other  mineral 
resources  in  navigable  waterways  of  the  Gulf  of  Mexico. 

State-owned  water  bottoms  on  the  Gulf  and  directly 
connected  thereto  are  included;  inland  waterways  and  those 
not  directly  connected  to  the  Gulf  are  not  included;  land 

areas,  non-navigable  waterways,  and  privately  owned  water- 
ways are  not  included.   Granting  of  such  permits  would 

create  obstructions  to  navigation  and  fishing;  temporary 
turbidity;  altered  salinity  and  circulation  of  marsh 
areas;  possible  significant  damage  to  ecosystems  as  a 
result  of  exploration,  dredging  and  disposal,  spillage 
and  leakage  of  petroleum  and  gas,  and  burning  of  wastes 
and  gases,   (ELR  Order  #4175,  81  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB- 

20'-3  188-D) 

Plaquemine  Lock  Closure,  Iberville  Parish,  Louisiana.   Pro-     4/14 
posed  construction  of  an  earthen  levee,  which  would  perma- 

nently close  Plaquemine  Lock.   The  purpose  of  the  action 
is  flood  control.   (ELR  Order  #  4195,  18  pages)   (NTIS  Order 
#  PB-208  298-D) 

Monroe  Floodwall,  Monroe,  Louisiana .   Proposed  construe-       4/17 

tion  of  a  1,750'  folding  floodwall  structure  on  the 
Ouachita  River.  (ELR  Order  #  4223,  8  pages)  (NTIS  Order 

#  PB-  2  08  3  74-D) 
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Wicomico  River,  Salisbury,  Maryland.   Proposed  filling  of      4/6 

South  Prong  of  the  river  with  dredge  spoil  from  the  North 

Prong.   Hydraulic  ecosystems  would  be  disturbed  by  the 

dredge  and  fill  operation.   (ELR  Order  #  4133,  8  pages) 

(NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  905-D) 

YazOD  Basin,  Delta  Area,  Mississippi.   Proposed  construe-        4/11 
tion  of  a  pilot  study  program  of  bank  stabilization  works. 
Types  of  stabilization  works  to  be  considered  include 

vegetation,  Gobi-block  matting,  transverse  stone  dikes, 
stone  dike  tool  protection,  articulated  concrete  mats, 
and  other  appropriate  works.   The  estimated  costs  of  the 
project  is  $9,500,000.   Temporary  disturbance  and  damage 
to  streambanks  and  vegetation  will  occur.   (ELR  Order  # 

4174,  59  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  208  189-D) 

Bowie  Dam  and  Lake,  Pascagoula  River  Basin,  Mississippi        4/24 
and  Alabama.   The  statement  is  a  legislative  action 
involving  proposed  construction,  if  authorized  by  Congress, 
of  a  multipurpose  reservoir,  for  flood  control,  water  supply, 
recreation,  and  fish  and  wildlife  enhancement.   An  unspecified 
number  of  residences  will  be  displaced.   Approximately  5,500 
acres  will  be  inundated  by  the  project;  rare  or  endangered 
species  for  which  this  serves  as  habitat  include  the  Bald 

Eagle,  the  Perigine  Falcon,  the  Ivory-billed  Woodpecker, 

Bachman's  Warbler,  and  the  American  Alligator.   (ELR  Order 
#  4247,  126  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  468-D) 

Cold  Spring  Inlet,  Cape  May  County,  New  Jersey.   Proposed      4/24 
dredging  of  channel  and  maintenance  of  jetties,  with  spoil 
being  dumped  in  the  Atlantic  Ocean.   Temporary  turbidity 
will  disturb  marine  ecosystems.   (ELR  Order  #  4249,  12  pages) 

(NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  466-D) 

Absecon  Inlet,  Atlantic  County,  New  Jersey.   Proposed  4/20 
maintenance  dredging  of  the  inlet  channel  for  navigational 
purposes.   Temporary  turbidity  during  dredging  will  disturb 
marine  ecosystems.  (ELR  Order  #  4240,  11  pages)  (NTIS  Order 
#  PB-  208  377-D) 
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Manasquan  River,  Monmouth  County,  New  Jersey.   Maintenance      4/21 
dredging  of  inlet  channel,  and  maintenance  of  jetties  and 
bulkheads.   Dredged  material  will  be  deposited  in  the 
Atlantic  Ocean.   Temporary  turbidity  will  disturb  marine 
ecosystems.   (ELR  Order  #  4246,  12  pages)  (NTIS  Order  # 
PB-208  469-D) 

Monongahela  River,  Fayette  and  Greene  Counties,  Pennsylvania.   4/14 
Proposed  replacement  of  existing  navigation  facilities  at 
Lock  and  Dam  7,  and  Lock  8.   Increases  in  turbidity  and 
sedimentation  will  degrade  aquatic  environmental  quality. 
(ELR  Order  #  4194,  15  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  297-D) 

Cordell  Hull  Dam  and  Reservoir,  Cumberland  River,  Tennessee.    3/31 

Proposed  construction  of  a  dam  including  a  100  Mw  power 
facility;  a  spillway;  and  a  13,900  acre  reservoir-   The 
purposes  of  the  project  are  navigation,  hydroelectric  power, 
and  recreation.   Construction  is  more  than  80%  complete; 
conversion  of  a  72  mile  stretch  of  stream  to  a  lake  will 

result  in  the  displacement  of  residents,  utilities,  roads, 
and  cemetaries.   (ELR  Order  #  4110,  20  pages)   (NTIS  Order 
#  PB-207  921-D) 

Ediz  Hook  Beach  Erosion  Control,  Clallam  County,  Washing-      4/10 
ton.   Proposed  rock  revetment  and  beach  nourishment  of 
10,000'  of  the  seaward  shore  of  Ediz   Hook.   Material  from 
the  revetment  would  come  from  existing  quarries;  beach 
material  from  a  source  near  Port  Angeles.   The  purpose  of 
the  project  is  to  provide  protection  for  Port  Angeles 
Harbor.   (ELR  Order  #  4155,  56  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB- 
208  046-D) 

Milwaukee  Diked  Disposal  Area,  Milwaukee  Harbor,  Wisconsin.     4/28 
Proposed  establishment  of  a  contained  disposal  area  for 
spoil  dredged  from  Lake  Michigan.   Forty- four  acres  of 
aquatic  habitat  within  the  existing  harbor  would  be 
committed  to  the  plan.   (ELR  Order  #  4322,  25  pages) 
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FINAL 

Small  Boat  Harbor  Project,  Bethel,  Alaska.   Proposed  4/14 
dredging  of  a  5100'  long  access  channel  and  a  1700'  long 
harbor  area.   The  purpose  of  the  project  is  to  provide  all- 
tide  access  to  the  harbor.   Turbidity  from  dredging  will 
disturb  marine  ecosystems;  water  quality  levels  will 
decrease  as  a  result  of  dredging,   concomitant  erosion,  and 
the  use  of  outboard  motors.   Comments  made  by  DOC,  EPA,  DOI , 
DOT,  and  state  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4196,  34  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-199  620-F) 

Blaine  Creek,  Lawrence  County,  Kentucky.   Proposed  con-        4/14 
struction  of  a  dam  and  other  facilities,  for  purposes  of 
flood  control,  water  quality  control,  recreation,  fish  and 
wildlife  enhancement.    Approximately  20,800  acres  will 
be  committed  to  the  project;  213  residences,  6  churches, 

4  commercir.l  buildings,  and  93  cemeteries  will  be  dis- 
placed.  Comments  made  by  EPA,  DOI,  and  one  state  agency. 

(ELR  Order  #  4203,  49  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-200  941-F) 

Scituate  Harbor,  Plymouth  County,  Massachusetts .   Proposed     4/14 
dredging  of  32  acres  in  order  to  provide  mooring  space  for 
commercial  and  recreational  boats.   Temporary  turbidity  will 
disturb  marine  ecosystems.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  USCG, 
DOI,  state  and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4198,  22  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-202  804-F) 

Whitman  River,  Worcester  County,  Massachusetts .   Proposed      4/14 
construction  of  a  dam,  lake,  recreation  facilities,  and 

appurtenant  structures.   The  purposes  of  the  project  are 
flood  control,  water  quality  improvement,  recreation,  and 

industrial  water  supply.   Twenty-seven  residences,  one 
business,  and  638  acres  will  be  lost  to  the  project. 
Comments  made  by  EPA, DOI ,  state  and  local  agencies.   (ELR 

Order  #  4202,  140  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  312-F) 
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Roseau  River,  Roseau  County,  Minnesota.   Proposed  channel      4/14 
enlargement  and  straightening  along  43.7  miles  of  the 
river;  construction  of  2  reaches  of  levee;  and  a  possible 
10-mile  reach  of  channel  work  in  Canada  to  be  funded  by  the 
United  States.   Approximately  2400  acres  will  be  lost  to 
the  project;  the  river  will  be  rendered  a  less  desirable 
habitat  for  both  fish  and  waterfowl.   Comments  made  by 
USDA,  EPA,  DOI,  and  one  state  agency.   (ELR  Order  #  4199, 

41  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  295-F) 

Minnesota  River,  Blue  Earth  and  Nicollet  Counties,  Minnesota .   4/14 

Proposed  construction  of  levees,  floodwalls,  road  relocations, 
interior  drainage  systems  and  intermittent  ponds.   The  pur- 

pose of  the  action  is  flood  control.   Several  residences  will 
be  displaced  and  existing  ecosystems  eliminated.   This  is  a 
revised  final.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA,  HEW,  and  state 

agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4204,  39  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB- 
208  294-F) 

Western  Unit  Flood  Protection  Project,  Billings,  Montana.       4/14 

Proposed  construction  of  a  diversion  project  along  the 
western  edge  of  Billings  in  order  to  intercept  flood  flows 
from  irrigation  and  drainage  ditches  and  to  direct  these  flows 

around  developed  areas.  Sixty-six  acres  would  be  committed 
to  the  project.  Comme.Tts  made  by  USDA,  EPA,  DOI,  and  state 

agencies.  (ELR  Order  #  4205,  24  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-204 
575-F) 

Jefferson  River,  Gallatin  County,  Montana.   Proposed  con-      4/14 
struction  of  an  earth  filled  levee  and  a  drainage  collector 

ditch  approximately  14,700'  long.   The  purpose  of  the 
project  is  flood  control.   Twenty-eight  acres  would  be 
lost  to  the  action.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA,  DOI, 
state  and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4197,  33  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  296-F) 

Gallinas  River,  Las  Vegas,  New  Mexico.   Proposed  clearing      4/14 

of  5,200'  of  river  channel  of  obstructing  vegetation  and 
sediment  deposits.   The  purpose  of  the  action  is  flood 
control.   Comments  made  by  EPA,  DOI,  DOT,  state  and  local 
agencies,  and  concerned  citizens.   (ELR  Order  #  4200,  56 
pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-205  199-F) 
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Portsmouth  State  Park,  Ohio  River,  Ohio.   Proposed  con-        4/24 
struction  of  a  sraal]  boat  harbor  to  accommodate  recreational 

boats.   Changes  in  fish  and  wildlife  habitat,  removal  of 
vegetation,  increase  in  stream  sediment  load,  and  potential 
pollution  from  fuels  and  lubricants  will  result.   Comments 
made  by  USCG,  EPA,  USDI ,  and  state  agencies.   (ELR  Order 

#  4253,  32  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-198  883-F) 

Flat  Rock  and  Valley  View  Creeks,  Tulsa  County,  Oklahoma.       4/24 

Proposed  channelization  of  7400'  of  Flat  Rock  Creek  and 

4500'  of  Valley  View  Creek.   Rip-rap  will  be  used  along 
with  concrete  and  stone  lined  banks;     Valley  View  Creek 
will  be  concrete  lined.   One  residence  will  be  displaced 
and  38  acres  lost  to  the  project;  several  utilities  will 
be  replaced.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA,  HUD,  DOI,  DOT, 
and  concerned  citizens.   (ELR  Order  #  4254,  27  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-198  847-F) 

Scappoose  Drainage  District,  Columbia  River,  Oregon.   Pro-     4/24 
posed  construction  of  2  pumping  stations,  an  interior 
sublevee,  and  other  modifications  to  the  existing  levee 
system.   Twelve  acres  will  be  lost  to  the  project;  a 
lowered  water  table  will  encourage  urban  land  uses,  which 
are  not  recommended  for  floodplain  land.   Comments  made  by 
USDA,  EPA,  DOI,  NOAA,  and  one  state  agency.   (ELR  Order 

#  4258,  89  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-198  847-F) 

Kingstree  Branch  Flood  Control  Project,  Black  River  Basin,      4/24 
South  Carolina.   Proposed  widening  and  deepening  of  an 
existing  canal.   Adjacent  landowners  will  lose  a  portion 

of  their  properties  to  construction  and  right-of-way. 
Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA,  HUD,  DOI,  and  state  agencies. 

(ELR  Order  #  4255,  35  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  101-F) 

Brazos  River  Basin,  Knox  County,  Texas.   Proposed  con-         4/20 
struction  of  a  flood  control  project  consisting  of  a 
channel,  concrete  chute,  stilling  basin,  transition 
section,  and  bridge  replacements.   Approximately  60  acres 
will  be  lost  to  the  project.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA, 
HEW,  HUD,  and  DOI.  (ELR  Order  #4237,  27  pages)  (NTIS 
Order  #  PB-206  460-F) 
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Bonneville  Lock  and  Dam,  Columbia  River,  Skamania  County,       4/14 
Washington.   Proposed  construction  of  an  8  unit  second 

powerhouse  at  the  Bonneville  project.   The  second  power- 
house will  have  the  capacity  of  using  160,000  cu.  ft. /sec. 

of  water.   Total  dependable  capacity  (minus  a  22  MW  loss 
at  the  Dalles )  will  be  562  MW    It  will  be  necessary, 
however,  to  remove  the  existing  town  of  North  Bonneville. 
Approximately  18  million  cu.  yds.  of  material  will  be 
excavated  and  disposed  of;  25  acres  of  wetlands  will  be 
lost;  the  mortality  rate  of  downstream  migrant  fish  will 
increase.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  USCG,  EPA,  FPC,  Bur. 
of  Indian  Affairs,  DOI,  NOAA,  state,  local,  and  regional 
agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4190,  204  pages)   (NTIS  Order 
#  PB-202  133-F) 

Mud  Mountain  Dam,  White  River,  King  and  Pierce  Counties,        4/24 

Washington.   The  dam  is  an  existing  700'  long  425'  high 
earth-core  rockfill  structure.   The  project  would  involve 
a  program  of  lateral  bracing  and  installation  of  abrasion- 
resistant  steel  liner,  in  order  to  reduce  the  frequency 

of  repairs  to  a  9 '  outlet.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  Bureau 
of  Indian  Affairs,  EPA,  NOAA,  state  and  regional  agencies 
and  concerned  citizens.   (ELR  Order  #  4251,  39  pages) 

(NTIS  Order  #  PB-200  931-F) 

Kickapoo   River,  Vernon  County,  Wisconsin.   Proposed  4/19 

construction  of  a  3,960'  long,  103'  high  earth-fill  dam 
which  would  create  a  multi-purpose  (flood  control,  fish 
and  wildlife  production,  and  recreation)  lake.   The  lake 
would  have  a  surface   area  of  1,780  acres,  and  extend  12 
miles  upstream.   A  total  of  9,780  acres  of  land  would  be 
committed  to  the  project;  22.5  miles  of  road  and  33 
bridges  would  need  to  be  replaced;  73  families  would  be 
displaced.   The  statement  is  a  revised  final.   Comments 
made  by  USDA,  EPA,  DOI,  state,  local,  and  regional  agencies, 
and  concerned  citizens.   (ELR  Order  #  4130,  540  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-204  918-F) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  NAVY 

Contact : 

Mr.  Joseph  A.  Grimes,  Jr. 
Special  Civilian  Assistant  to  the 

Secretary  of  the  Navy- 
Washington,  D.  C.   20350 

(202)  697-0892 

Title  and  Description Date 

DRAFT 

Naval  Submarine  Base,  New  London,  Connecticut.   Proposed 

dredging  in  order  to  deepen  and  widen  7.5  miles  of  exist- 

ing navigation  channel  on  the  Thames  River  and  Long 

Island  Sound.   Temporary  turbidity  will  affect  marine 

ecosystems  at  the  site  of  dredging  and  that  of  disposal. 

(ELR  Order  #  4176,  13  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  208  175-D) 

4/10 

Naval  Ammunition  Depot,  Oahu,  Hawaii.   Proposed  acquisition 
of  fee  title  to  approximately  1177  acres  of  land  adjacent 
to  the  West  Lock  Branch  of  the  Naval  Ammunition  Depot.   The 

purpose  of  the  action  is  to  prevent  development  of  land  now 
within  the  explosive  safety  zone.   (ELR  Order  #  4138,  53 

pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207   911-D) 

4/6 



-53- 

FINAL 

Sanguine  System.   Sanguine  is  an  Extremely  Low  Frequency       4/17 
(ELF)  communications  system.   (This  statement  primarily 

covers  the  next  four  years  of  development;  another  environ- 

mental impact  statement  "woulld  be  provided  prior  to  any 
requests  for  authorization  to  construct  an  operational 
system.)   The  Sanguine  System,  when  constructed  and 
deployed,  would  provide  a  survivable  (after  nuclear  attack) 
and  reliable  military  communication  system  for  U.  S. 

Strategic  Forces,  particularly  submarines.   The  surviv- 
ability of  a  Sanguine  System  would  not  only  ensure  an 

ability  to  execute  and  control  strategic  forces,  but  also 
clearly  demonstrate  to  a  potential  enemy  the  requisite 
credibility  of  our  National  Policy  which  states  that  the 
United  States  will  not  initiate  a  nuclear  war.   Approximately 

300  to  500  acres  of  land,  probably  in  Wisconsin,  wou-ld  be 
permanently  committed  to  a  constructed  system.   Comments 
made  by  USDA,  Army  COE,  EPA,  FPC,  HEW,  Navy,  and  concerned 
citizens.   (ELR  Order  #  4219,  1021  pages)   (NTIS  Order  # 
PB-199  732-F) 
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FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

Contact: 

Mr.  Frederick  H.  Warren 

Advisor  on  Environmental  Quality 
441  G  Street,  N.  W. 

Washington,  D.  C.   20426 

(202)  386-6084 

Title  and  Description 
Date 

DRAFT 

Mitchell  Project  #  82,  Chilton  and  Coosa  Counties,  Alabama.    4/14 

Proposed  approval  of  an  application  by  the  Alabama  Power  Co. 
for  a  renewal  permit  on  its  Mitchell  Project.   The  project 
has  a  present  capacity  of  72,500  kw;  the  applicant  proposes 
to  install  an  additional  80,000  kw.   Also  included  in  the 

present  project  are  a  106'  high  x  1,264'  long  dam,  and  a 
reservoir  of  5,850  acres.   (ELR  Order  #  4191,  97  pages) 

(NTIS  Order  #  PB-  208  301-D) 

Rocky  River  Project  #  2632,  Fairfield  and  Litchfield 

Counties,  Connecticut.   Proposed  approval  of  an  application 

by  the  Connecticut  Light  and  Power  Co.  for  its  Rocky  River 

Project.   The  project  consists  of  a  952'  long  earth  dam,  4 
dikes,  a  5,600  acre  reservoir,  a  steel  penstock,  and  a  3 

unit,  32,000  kw  powerhouse.   (ELR  Order  #  4233,  40  pages) 

(NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  365-D) 

4/19 

Project  #  2354,  Tallulah  and  Tugalo  Rivers,  Georgia  and  South 

Carolina.   Proposed  approval  of  the  Georgia  Power  Company's 
plans  to  develop  recreation  facilities  at  its  Project  #2354, 
a  hydroelectric  power  plant.   Primary  development  would  be 
at  a  300  acre  site  near  Tallulah  Falls.   (ELR  Order  #  4257, 

27  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  576-D) 

4/24 
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Lacassine  Project,  Cameron  Parish,  Louisiana.   Proposed  con-    ̂ /-' 
struction  of  22.1  miles  of  30"  pipeline  by  Michigan  Wisconsin 
Pipeline  Co.,  from  Block  71  to  its  compressor  station  near 
Lake  Arthur.   (ELR  Order  #  4130,  24  pages)  (ntiS  Order  #  PB- 

207  926-D) 

Brainerd  Hydroelectric  Project,  Crow   Wing  County,  Minnesota.   4/5 
Proposed  approval  of  an  application  for  a  permit  by  the 
Northwest  Paper  Co.  to  continue  operation  of  the  hydro- 

electric plant  and  dam.   (ELR  Orc^er  #  4126,  26  pages)  (NTIS 
Order  #  PB-  207  897-D) 

Project  #  2692,  Macon  and  Clay  Counties,  North  Carolina. 

Proposed  approval  of  a  renewal  operating  license  for  the        ' 
Nantahala  Power  and  Light  Company's  Project  #  2692.   The 
project  consists  of  1,042'  long,  250'  high  dam,  a  1,605 
acre  reservoir,  a  5.6  mile  conduit,  two  diversion  dams, 
and  a  powerhouse  with  installed  capacity  of  43,200  kw. 

(ELR  Order  #  4087,  63  pages) (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  901-D) 

Schoolfield  Project  #  2411,  Danville,  Virginia.  4/3 
Proposed  approval  of  an  application  by  the  Dan  River  Co. 
for  Project  #  2411.   This  is  a  run-of-river  development 
with  a  5,300  kw  powerhouse.   (ELR  Order  #  4088,  29  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  907-D) 

Project  No.  2545,  Spokane,  Stevens,  and  Lincoln  Counties,       w^ 
Washington*   Proposed  approval  of  a  relicensing  application 
by  the  Washington  Water  Power  Co.  for  its  Spokane  River 

Project  No.  2545.   The  project  consists  of  four  develop- 
ments with  a  combined  generating  capacity  of  99,200  kw. 

It  is  also  proposed  that  one  of  the  developments,  the 
Monroe  Street  Plant,  be  reconstructed.   (ELR  Order  # 

4118,  13  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  913-D) 
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FPC 

FINAL 

Liquified  Natural  Gas  (LNG) ,  Everett,  Massachusetts,  and        3/28 
Staten  Island,  New  York.   Proposed  construction  by  Distri- 
gas  Corp.  of  docking  areas  and  terminal  facilities  for 
imported  LNG.   Dredging  operations  at  the  two  sites  will 
affect  marine  ecosystems.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  Army  COE, 
EPA,  DOI,  state  and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4180, 

62  pages)  (ntiS  Order  #  PB-  208  178-F) 

Project  #  2  030,  Portland,  Oregon.   Proposed  approval  of  an 
amendment  to  the  license  held  by  the  Portland  General 
Electric  Company  for  Project  #2030,  to  enable  the  Company 
to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  fish  hatchery  at  its 
Round  Butte  Powerhouse.   The  hatchery  would  return  1,800 
steelhead  trout  and  1,200  Chinook  salmon  to  the  area 

annually.   (ELR  Order  #  4164,  19  pages)   (ntiS  Order  #  PB- 
199  877-F) 

4/11 
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GENERAL  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION 

Contact: 

Mr .  Rod  Kreger 

Acting  Administrator 
GSA-AD 

Washington,  D.  C.   20405 

(202)  343-6077 

Alternate: 

Mr.  Aaron  Woloshin,  Director 

Office  of  Environmental  Affair
s 

GSA-AD 

Washington,  D.  C.   20405 

(202)  343-4161 

Date litla  and  Description 

DRAFT 

Parcel  A-2,  Sewage  Disposal  Area,  Pleasantown,  California .      4/11 
Proposed  use  of  the  area  by  the  Valley  Community  Services 
District  for  holding  treated  effluent  from  its  sewage 
treatment  plant.   Vehicular  traffic  will  increase  at  the 
site;  breeding  of  mosquitoes  may  result.   (ELR  Order  # 

4168,  12  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  208  184-D) 

FINAL 

Fort  Des  Moines,  Des  Moines,  Iowa.   Proposed  disposal  by        4/21 

GSA  of  198  acres  of  unimproved  land.   Approximately  95  acres 

would  be  assigned  to  HEW  for  conveyance  to  the  city  of  Des 

Moines  for  police  and  fire  department  training  programs; 

103  acres  would  be  assigned  to  the  Bureau  of  Outdoor  Recrea- 

tion for  conveyance  to  Polk  County  for  park  and  recreation 

use.   Comments  made  by  Senator  Miller,  Congressman  Smith, 

USDA,  EPA,  HEW,  and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #4245,  22 

pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-205  446-F) 
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Army  Tank  Automotive  Plant,  Cleveland,  Ohio.   Proposed         4/10 
disposal  of  the  60.17  acre  plant  for  use  by  the  City  of 

Cleveland  as  a  buffer  zone  adjacent  to  the  Hopkins  Inter- 
national Airport.   Comments  made  by  DOD,  EPA,  DOT.   (ELR 

Order  #  4170,  14  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-204  562-F) 



I 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH.  EDUCATION  AND  WELFARE 

Contact: 

Mr.  Robert  Lanza 
Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary 

for  Health  and  Scientific  Affairs 
Room  4062  HEWN 

Washington,  D.  C.   20202 
(202)  962-2241 

Title  and  Description  5^i£ 

DRAFT 

Tri-Service  Incinerator,  Forest  Glenn  Station,  Montgomery 

County,  Maryland.   Proposed  construction  of  an  87.5  tons       ^/ 
per  day  capacity  incinerator  to  dispose  of  trash,  animal, 
and  infectious  research  wastes  from  Walter  Reed  Army 
Medical  Center,  the  National  Institute, of  Health,  and  the 
National  Navy  Medical  Center.   Twelve  acres  of  land  will  be 

committed  to  the  two-furnace  project?  traffic  will  increase 
in  the  area;  emissions  will  result;  sediment  from  construc- 

tion will  be  discharged  to  a  Rock  Creek  tributary.   (ELR 

Order  4108,  124  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB  -207  898-D) 
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DKPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVEL
OPMENT 

Contact: 

Mr.  Richard  Broun,  Director 

Environmental  and  Land  Use  Planning  Di
vision 

Office  of  Community  Goals  and  Standar
ds 

Office  of  Assistant  Secretary  for  Commun
ity 

Planning  and  Management 

Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  Deve
lopment 

Washington,  D.  C.   20410 

(202)  755-6193 

Date 
Title  and  Description 

FINAL 

Water  Treatment  Facilities,  Custer  County,  Oklahoma.  ^y^ 
Proposed  construction  of  5.0  mgd  pretreatment  and  3.0 
mgd  demineralization  water  treatment  facilities  at   Foss 
Reservoir,  near  Clinton.   Cost  of  the  facilities  is  esti- 

mated at  $2,200,000.   Waste  water  and  dissolved  solids 
from  the  plant  would  be  discharged  to  the  Washita  River. 
Comments  made  by  USDA,  Army,  DOC,  EPA,  FPC,  DOI,  state  and 
local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4139,  76  pages)   (NTIS  Order 
#  PB-204  460-F) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Contact : 

Mr.  Bruce  Blanchard 
Director,  Environmental  Project  Review 
Room  7260 

Department  of  the  Interior 
Washington,  D.C.   20240 

(202)  343-3891 

Title  raid  Description  D^^^ 

Bonneville  Power  Administration 

FINAL 

Bonneville  Power  Administration,  Washington,  Oregon,  Idaho,  4/14 

Wyoming,  and  Montana.  Proposed  additions  to  BPA's  electric 
transmission  system,  including  transmission  lines,  sub- 

stations, and  related  structures;  and  maintenance  of  exist- 
ing facilities.  Comments  made  by  USDA,  Army  COE,  AEC,  EPA, 

FPC,  DOI,  and  numerous  state,  regional,  and  local  agencies. 

(ELR  Order  #  4201,  726  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-202  413-F) 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

DRAFT 

Proposed  1972  Outer  Continental  Shelf  Oil  and  Gas  General       3/31 
Lease  Sale  Offshore  Eastern  Louisiana.   Proposed  sale  of 
78  tracts  (366,  440  acres)  of  OSC  lands  in  late  summer, 

1972.   All  tracts  offered  pose  some  degree  of  pollution 
risk  to  the  marine  environment  and/or  adjacent  shoreline. 

(ELR  Order  #  4078,  266  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  792-D) 
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Bureau  of  Mines 
DRAFT 

Strip  Mined  Area  Reclamation  and  Recreation  Center  Develop-     3/3  1 
ment,  Lackawanna  County,  Pennsylvania .   Proposed  reclamation 
of  125  acres  of  strip  mined  area  by  filling  with  spoils, 
grading  and  planting.   The  project  is  to  be  coordinated  with 
one  being  conducted  by  the  county  to  provide  a  recreation 
area/mining  museum.   (ELR  Order  #  4077,  52  pages) (NTIS  Order 
#  PB-  207  777-D) 

Bureau  of  Reclamation 

DRAFT 

Nueces  River,  Nueces  and  San  Patricio  Counties,  Texas .  4/26 
Proposed  construction  of  an  earthfill  dam  and  reservoir  on 
the  Nueces,  22  miles  upstream  from  its  mouth.   The  purposes 
of  the  project  are  water  supply,  recreation,  and  fish  and 
wildlife  enhancement.   Approximately  150  families  would  be 
displaced;  31,340  acres  of  wildlife  habitat  and  21  miles  of 
fish  habitat  would  be  inundated;  the  salinity  of  the  Corpus 
Christ i  estuary  would  be  increased;  productive  capacity  and 
sport  fishing  potential  of  the  estuary  would  be  decreased; 
degradation  of  the  estuarine  environment  and  impairment  of 
its  values  would  occur.   (ELR  Order  #  4291,  47  pages)  (NTIS 
Order  #  PB-208  581-D) 

FINAL 

Tualatin  River,  Washington  County,  Oregon.   Proposed  con-      4/28 
struction  of  an  earthfill  dam  on  Scoggins  Creek,  with  an 

irrigation  system,  and  2  pumping  plants,  and  a  fish  ladder 
at  an  existing  dam  on  the  Tualation  River-   The  purpose  of 
the  project  is  flood  control.   Twelve  miles  of  trout  spawning 
area  will  be  inundated  along  with  1,100  acres  of  private 
land  which  serves  both  for  dairy  farming  and  winter  range 
for  150  deer;  12  miles  of  road  and  8  miles  of  power  line 
will  have  to  be  relocated.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  Army  COE, 
DOC,  EPA,  FPC,  HEW,  DOI ,  DOT,  state  and  local  agencies. 

(ELR  Order  #  4321,  74  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-199  327-F) 
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National  Park  Service 
DRAFT 

Cumberland  Island  National  Seashore,  Camden  County,  Georgia.    4/19 
The  statement  refers  to  a  legislative  proposal  which  would 
establish  Cumberland  Island  as  a  National  Seashore.   This 

action  would  preserve  the  Atlantic  barrier  island  and  the 
related  estuaririe  ecosystem  complex  for  public  recreation, 
improvement  of  environmental  quality  of  life,  and  education 
and  research.   (ELR  Order  #  4231,  38  pages)  (NTIS  Order  # 
PB-  208  379-D) 

Springfield  National  Armory,  Springfield,  Massachusetts .   A     4/28 
legislative  proposal  that  the  armory  be  established  as  a 
National  Historic  Site.   It  is  also  proposed  that  adjacent 
lands  owned  by  the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts  be  subject 
to  development  limitations  and  design  control.   (ELR  Order 

#  4326,  15  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  651-D) 
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NATIQNAL  AERONAUTICS  AND  SPACE  ADMINISTRATION 

Contact: 

Mr .  Ralph  E -  Cushman 

Special  Assistant,  Office  of  Administration NASA 

Washington,  D.  C.   20546 

(202)  962-8107 

Title  and  Description Date 

DRAFT 

The  Space  Shuttle  Program.   The  space  shuttle  is  a  piloted,     4/21 
recoverable,  reusable  space  transportation  system  to  provide 
rapid,  easy,  economical  access  to  space.   The  shuttle  can 
carry  payloads  of  up  to  65,000  lbs.  into  orbit  and  return 
them  to  earth;  it  will  replace  most  present  launch  vehicles 
and  expand  flexibility.   (ELR  Order  #  4243,  91  pages)  (NTIS 
Order  #  PB-208  535-D) 

FINAL 

Apollo  Program.   The  statement  considers  the  environmental     4/17 

impact  of  the  Apollo  Program.  Comments  made  by  EPA.  (ELR 

Order  #  4224,  21  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  208  366-F) 
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NATIONAL  CAPITAL  PLANNING  COMMISSION 

Contact: 

Donald  F.  Bozarth 
Director  of  Current  Planning 

and  Programming 
Washington,  D.  C.   20576 

(202)  382-1471 

Title  and  Description  P^^,^ 
DRAFT 

Comprehensive  plan  for  the  National  Capital,  Washington,  D.C.   3/10 
Proposed  modification  to  the  Comprehensive  Plan  in  order 
to  make  it  conform  to  the  Urban  Renewal  Area.   The 

proposal  involves  relocation  of  the  "Uptown  Center, " 
realignment  of  Fort  Lincoln  Park,  etc.   (ELR  Order  #  2080, 

56  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-207  439-D) 
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PACIFIC  NORTHWEST  RIVER  BASINS  COMMISSION 

Contact: 

Mr.  Robert  Vining 
Post  Office  Box  908 
Vancouver,  Washington   6866  0 

(206)  695-3606 

Title  and  Description  Date 

DRAFT 

Willamette  River  Basin  Comprehensive  Water  and  Related  Land    4/3 
Resource  Study,  Oregon.   Proposed  comprehensive  development 
plan  based  upon  estimated  basin  needs  for  a  future  50  year 
period-   Structural  developments  would  include  52  reservoirs, 
several  major  and  minor  channel  works  for  flood  control  and 

iffrigation  works,  etc.   (ELR  Order  #  4084,  27  pages)   (ntiS 
Order  #  PB-  207  920-D) 
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TENNESSEE  VALLEY  AUTHORITY 

Contact: 

Dr.  Francis  Gartrell 
Director  of  Environmental  Research 

and  Development 
720  Edney  Building 
Chattanooga,  Tennessee  37401 

(615)  755-2002 

Title  and  Description  Date 

FINAL 

Thomas  H.  Allen  Steam  Plant,  Shelby  County,  Tennessee.  ' 
Proposed  additon  of  gas  peaking  units  17-20  to  the  Steam 
Plant,  in  order  to  provide  additional  power  SO2  and  NOj^ 

will  be  emitted;  the  possibility  of  oil  spillage  or  leakage 
will  result.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  DOC,  DOD,  EPA,  FPC, 
HEW,  HUD,  DOI,  DOT,  state  and  regional  agencies.   (ELR  Order 

#  4114,  40  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-199  231-F) 

Colbert  Steam  Plant,  Cobert  County,  Alabama.   Proposed         4/4 
addition  of  gas  turbine  peaking  units  1-8  at  Colbert 
Steam  Plant.   S02  and  NOx  will  be  emitted;   the  possibility 
of  oil  spillage  or  leakage  will  result.   Comments  made  by 
USDA,  DOC,  DOD,  EPA,  FPC,  HEW,  HUD,  DOI,  DOT,  state  and 
regional  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4109,  41  pages)   (NTIS 
Order  #  PB-200  365-F) 

\ 

\ 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Contact: 

Mr.  Martin  Convisser,  Director* 
Office  of  Program  Co-ordination 
400  7th  Street,  S.  W. 

Washington,  D.  C.   20590 

(202)  462-4357 

Title  and  Description  Date 

Federal  Aviation  Agency 
DRAFT 

Litchfield  Municipal  Airport,  Montgomery  County,  Illinois .      4/5 
Proposed  extension  of  runway,  taxiway  and  apron,  installation 

of  lighting,  etc.   (ELR  Order  #  4127,  24  pages)  (ntiS  Order  # 
PB-  207  916-D) 

Town  of  Paris,  Edgar  County,  Illinois.   Proposed  acquisition    4/10 

of  land  and  construction  of  an  E/W  runway  (75'  x  3900'), 
taxiway,  apron,  access  road,  terminal,  etc.   An  unspecified 
amount  of  land  would  be  taken  by  the  project;  local  air, 

noise  and  v^ater  pollutiori  would  increase  accordingly.   (EJL.R 
Order  #  4160,  44  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  208  042 -D) 

Polk  County,  Minnesota.   Request  for  Federal  financial         4/4 

assistance  to  construct  a  new  runway  (75'  x  3500'),  taxi- 

way, install  lighting,  etc.   (ELR  Order  #  4116,  25  pages) 

(NTIS  Order  #  PB-  2  07  909-D) 

Aitkin  Airport,  Aitkin  County,  Minnesota.   Proposed  surfacing   4/l( 
of  runway  (3500'  x  75'),  construction  of  a  taxiway  and 
terminal,  and  installation  of  lighting  and  navigational  aids. 
The  crossing  of  Sissabagamah  Creek  would  be  necessary;  16 
acres  of  public  land  would  be  taken  by  the  project.   (ELR 

Order  #  4157,  41  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  208  054-D) 

Mr.  Convisser' s  office  will  refer  you  to  the  regional 

office  from  which  the  statement  originated.  See  page 
91. 
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Warroad  Municipal  Airport,  Roseau  County,  Minnesota.   Pro-      4/11 

posed  surfacing  of  a  75'  x  3500'  NW/SE  runway,  construction 
of  a  taxiway,  apron,  etc.   (ELR  Order  #  4167,  11  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-  208  185-D) 

Jackson  Municipal 'Airport,  Jackson,  Mississippi.   Proposed      4/11 
extension  of  a  runway  from  6,600'  to  8,500'.   (ELR  Order 
#  4173,  19  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  208  192-D) 

Cleveland  Airport,  Cuyahoga  County,  Ohio.   Proposed  acqui-     4/11 
sition  of  44.532  acres  at  the  northeast  corner  of  the  air- 

port; construction  of  a  Crash/Fire/Rescue  and  Maintenance 
Building,  taxiway,  and  electrical  vault  and  clearance  of 
40,2  wooded  acres.   Nineteen  families  would  be  displaced 
by  the  action.   (ELR  Order  #  4171,  12  pages)   (NTIS  Order  # 
PB-  208  191-D) 

Winnsboro  Airport,  Fairfield  County,  South  Carolina.   Pro-     4/10 
posed  construction  of  a  basic  utility  airport  adequate 
for    propeller  driven  aircraft  of  less  than  12,500  lbs. 
Nineteen  acres  would  be  lost  to  the  action.   (ELR  Order 

#  4169,  33  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  208  190-D) 

FINAL 

Stapleton  International  Airport,  Denver,  Colorado.   Proposed    4/6 

construction  of  a  new  N/S  runway  (200'  x  12,000')   with 
connecting  taxiways.   The  relocation  of  64th  Avenue  and  the 
Rocky  Mountain  Arsenal  railroad  spur  would  be  necessary; 
air  and  noise  pollution  would  increase.   Comments  made  by 
USDA,  Army  COE,  EPA,  HUD,  DOI ,  state  and  local  agencies. 

'(ELR  Order  #  4137,  96  pages)    (NTIS  Order  #  PB-204  557-F) 

Baxley  Municipal  Airport,  Baxley,  Georgia.   Proposed  4/19 
extending  and  widening  of  an  existing  runway,  to  enable 
the  airport  to  accomodate  all  propeller  aircraft  of  less 
than  12,500  lbs.   Approximately  10  acres  of  land  will  be 
lost  to  the  clear  zone  area.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA, 
DOT,  state  and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4127,  31 
pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  a67-F) 
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Pocatello  Airport,  Power  County,  Idaho.   Proposed  extension    4/6 

of  runway  from  8,248"  x  150'  to  9,037  x  150',  construction 
of  taxiways,  installation  of  lighting,  etc.   Comments  made 
by  USDA,  EPA,  HUD,  DOI ,  and  state  agencies.   (ELR  Order 

#  4136,  38  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-204  958-F) 

Miller  Field,  Cherry  County,  Nebraska.   Proposed  extension     4/21 
of  one  runway  and  overlay  of  two  others;  construction  of 
a  hangar,  taxiway  and  a  segmented  circle;  runway  marking, 
etc.   Comments  made  tiy  USDA,  Army  COE,  EPA,  HUD,  and  DOI. 

(ELR  Order  #  4244,  29  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-204  903-F) 

Albany  County  Airport,  Albany  County,  New  York.   Proposed      4/26 

extension  (from  4500'  to  6000')  of  an  existing  runway. 
Six  residences  would  be  displaced  by  the  action,  which 
would  also  necessitate  the  acquisition  of  29.5  acres  of 
land-   Comments  made  by  USDA,  Army  COE,  HUD,  DOI,  DOT, 
state,  local,  and  regional  agencies,  and  concerned 
citizens.   (ELR  Order  #  4290,  172  pages)   (NTIS  Order  # 
PB-204  026-F) 

Ashe  County  Airport,  Ashe  County,  North  Carolina.   Proposed    4/27 
construction  of  a  general  utility  airport  which  would 
accommodate  all  propeller  driven  aircraft  of  less  than 
12,500  lbs.   Twenty-seven  acres  would  be  committed  to  the 
project.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA,  DOT,  state  and  local 
agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4295,  26  pages)   (NTIS  Order  # 
PB-206  552-F) 

Neillsville  Municipal  Airport,  Clark  County,  Wisconsin.         4/19 

Proposed  construction  of  a  new  airport,  including  a  60'  x 
3000'  EW  runway,  a  taxiway,  an  apron,  and  an  access 
road,  etc.   Approximately  170  acres  would  be  committed 
to  the  project.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  Army  COE,  AEC,  EPA, 
FPC,  HEW,  HUD,  DOI,  state  and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order 

#  4128,  51  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-204  576-F) 

Park  Falls  Municipal  Airport,  Price  County,  Wisconsin.         4/13 

Proposed  land  acquisition  and  construction  of  a  75 '  x 
3200'  N/S  runway,  a  connecting  taxiway,  an  apron;  low 
intensity  lighting,  marking,  etc.   Air  and  water  quality 
standards  will  be  affected.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  Army 
COE,  EPA,  HEW,  DOI,  DOT,  state  and  local  agencies.   (ELR 

Order  #  4187,  38  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-204  025-F) 
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Federal  Highway  Administration 
DRAFT 

Proposed  General  Guidelines  for  Consideration  of  Economic,      4/11 
Social,  and  Environmental  Effects  of  Highway  Projects.   The 
statement  is  the  response  of  the  Department  of  Transportation 
to  Section  109(h)  of  Title  23,  U.S.C.   (ELR  Order  #  4163, 

27  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  182-D) 

5-1078(10),  Tehana  County,  California.   Proposed  construe-      4/3 
tion  of  a  replacement  bridge  over  the  Sacramento  River,  on 
F.A.S.  1078.   Total  project  length  is  0.45  mile,  including 
approaches.   A  4(f)  statement  would  be  required  as  land 
from  adjacent  county  and  state  parks  would  be  taken.   (ELR 

Order  #  4086,  23  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  918-D) 

U.S.  50,  Montrose  County,  Colorado.   Proposed  construction      4/14 

of  4.25  miles  of  U.S.  50.   Three  residences  would  be  lost 

to  the  action.   (ELR  Order  #  4193,  29  pages)   (NTIS  Order 

#  PB-208  300-D) 

1-291,  Hartford  County,  Connecticut.   Proposed  construction    4/13 
of  1-291,  which  will  serve  as  a  beltway  around  the  city  of 

Hartford,  connecting  1-91  and  1-86.   The  length  of  the 
project   varies   from  11  to  17  miles  (approximately) 

depending  upon  the  route  chosen.   The  amount  of  land  and 
number  of  residences  to  be  committed  is  not  yet  known.   A 

4(f)  statement  will  be  filed  as  city-owned  lands  would  be 
taken.  (ELR  Order  #  4185,  132  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-208 
180-D) 

U.S.  98,  Polk  County,  Florida .   Proposed  construction  of  a      4/27 
new  bridge  over  Peace  River  and  1.5  miles  of  approaches 
on  a  realigned  segment  of  U.S.  98.   An  unspecified  amount 

of  land  will  be  committed  to  the  project.   A  4(f)  state- 
ment will  be  prepared  as  some  land  involved  is  city-owned. 

(ELR  Order  #  4293,  33  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  582-D) 

F.A.S.  Route  1362,  Palm  Beach  County,  Florida.   Proposed        4/27 
reconstruction  of  2  miles  of  multi-lane  divided  highway. 
(ELR  Order  #  4300,  8  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  535-D) 

I 
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State  Route  16,  Spalding  and  Butts  Counties,  Georgia.   Pro-     4/28 
posed  reconstruction,  possibly  on  a  new  location,  of 

approximately  10  miles  of  S.R.  16  between  U.S.  41  and  1-75. 
Several  alternate  routes  are  under  consideration;  each  of 

them  would  displace  some  residences  and  have  a  detrimental 
impact  upon  the  Cabin  Creek  Watershed.   (ELR  Order  #  4327, 

102  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  643-D) 

1-80  Elmore  County,  Idaho.   Proposed  construction  of  7.7       4/11 
miles  of  1-80.   One  residence,  one  business,  and  approxi- 

mately 163  acres  of  land  would  be  lost  to  the  project; 
large  hillside  cuts  would  necessitate  the  construction  of 
retaining  walls.   (ELR  Order  #  4165,  25  pages)    (NTIS  Order 

#  PB-208  186-D) 

Project  EBU-183,  U.S.  45,  Cook  County,  Illinois.   Recon-         4/4 
struction  of  4.5  miles  of  U.S.  45.   Three  residences  and 

6  businesses  would  be  displaced  by  the  action.   (ELR 

Order  #  4115,  51  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  910-D) 

Project  1-55-6(80),  Will  County,  Illinois.   Proposed  con-       .de- 
struction of  a  combined  Safety  Rest  Area  -  District  State 

Police  Headquarters  on  1-55.   A  4(f)  statement  is  required 
as  land  would  bp  taken  from  Dec    P.1  aines  Conservation  Area. 

(ELR  Order  #  4120,  51  pages)   (NTIS  Or-ier  #  PB-  207  931-D) 

F.A.S.  Route  28,  Ogle  County,  Illinois.   Proposed  recon- 

struction of  0.705  mile  of  F.A.S.  Route  28.   Eleven  acres 

would  be  lost  to  the  project.   (ELR  Order  #  4235,  87  pages) 

(NTIS  Order  #  PB-2C8  375-D; 

Lincoln  Highway  (U.S.  30),  Cook  County,  Illinois.   Proposed     4/27 
reconstruction  (widening)  of  4.6  miles  of  U.S.  30.   Eighteen 
families  and  11  businesses  would  be  displaced  by  the  action. 
A  4(f)  statement  will  be  prepared,  as  land  would  be  taken 
from  a  schoo]  yard  and  pi  avaround .   (EI.R  Order  #  4299,  84 

pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  644-D) 

U.S.  50,  Clay,  Richland,  and  Lawrence  Counties,  Illinois.       4/28 
Proposed  reconstruction  of  40  miles  of  U.S.  50.   The  number 
of  residences  and  businesses  displaced  depends  upon  the 

route  decided  upon.   Some  4(f)  land  may  be  committed.   Con- 
struction is  noi-  scheduled  until  l'^77.   fKT.R  Order  #  4323, 

26  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  645-D) 
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U.S.  50,  Marion  and  Clay  Counties,  Illinois.   Proposed  4/28 
reconstruction  of  30  miles  of  U.S.  50.   Approximately  25 
farm  units,  13  to  25  residences,  and  1800  acres  of  land 
will  be  committed  to  the  project.   (ELR  Order  #  4324,  25 

pages)  (nTIS  Order  #  PB-208  658-D) 

Freeport  Bypass,  F.A.S.  Route  401,  Stephenson  County,  4/28 
Illinois.   Proposed  construction  of  18  miles  of  4-lane 
highway.   Twenty-six  families,  one  business,  and  three  farm 
units  will  be  displaced.   (ELR  Order  #  4328,  81  pages) 

(NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  652-D) 

F.A.S.  Route  S-1095,  St.  Joseph  County,  Indiana.   Proposed      4/24 
reconstruction  of  a  portion  of  S-1095  at  its  intersections 
with  5  railroad  lines;  68  residences  and  9  businesses  would 

be  displaced  by  the  action.   (ELR  Order  #  4250,  24  pages) 

(NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  467-D) 

State  Route  331,  St.  JcGepl>  County,  Indiana.    Proposed         4/26 
reconstruction  of  a  segment  of  S.R.  331  at  its  intersection 
with  a  rail  line.   Twenty-nine  residences,  5  businesses 
and  one  church  would  be  displaced  by  the  action.   (ELR 

Order  #  4281,  35  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  Pr.-208  573-D) 

U.S.  151,  Linn  County,  Iowa.   Proposed  construction  of  13       4/10 
miles  of  U.  S.  151  through  the  cities  of  Cedar  Rapids  and 

Marion.   Depending  upon  which  of  several  alternate  routes 

is  taken,  between  1,530  and  3,770  persons  would  be  dis- 

placed.  (ELR  Order  #  4161,  33  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB- 
208  045-D) 

Project  #S-120,  Washington  County,  Iowa.   Proposed  recon-       4/7 
struction  of  F.A.S.  Routes  595  and  2967  for  a  total  length 

of  6  miles.   A  4(f)  statement  would  be  required  as  some  of 

the  land  needed  is  owned  by  the  Iowa  State  Conservation 

Commission.   (ELR  Order  #  4144,  7  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB- 

208  047-D) 

U.S.  54,  Kingman  County,  Kansas .   Proposed  construction  of      4/20 
9  miles  of  4-lane  U.S.  54,  much  of  it  on  new  location.   An 
unspecified  amount  of  land  will  be  committed  to  the  project. 

(ELR  Order  #  4239,  10  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  376-D) 
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U.S.  33  and  U.S.  119,  Pike  and  Letcher  Counties,  Kentucky.      4/25 
Proposed  reconstruction  of  10.49  miles  of  highway. 
Approximately  250  acres  of  land  would  be  lost  to  the  pro- 

ject and  approximately  100  residences  displaced.   A  4(f) 
statement  would  be  reqiiired  as  school  land  would  be  taken. 
(ELR  Order  #  4265,  44  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  579-D) 

Plaquemines,  Orleans,  and  St.  Bernard  Parishes,  Louisiana .       4/; 
Proposed  construction  of  14.8  miles  of  1-410,  a  controlled 
access  six-lane  highway.   Approximately  540  acres  of  land 
will  be  lost  to  the  project;  three  families  will  be  dis- 

placed; four  major  streams  will  be  crossed.   (ELR  Order  # 

4096,  50  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  912-D) 

1-410,  St.  Charles  Parish,  Louisiana.   Proposed  construction 
of  24.1  miles  of  six-lane  1-410.   Thirty-seven  families  will 
be  displaced,  876.36  acres  of  land  will  be  lost  to  the  pro- 

ject.  (ELR  Order  #  4097,  30  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207 
924-D) 

1-83,  Baltimore  City,  Maryland.   Proposed  construction  of 
0.7  mile  of  6-lane  1-83,  in  the  City  of  Baltimore.   Ten 
residences  and  58  businesses  would  be  displaced;  there 
would  be  acoustic  and  visual  impacts  upon  adjoining  areas. 
The  City  Fish  Market  would  probably  be  displaced.   Several 
historic  sites  and  recreational  areas  along  the  route  would 
be  displaced,  necessitating  the  filing  of  4(f)  statements. 
(ELR  Order  #  4186,  109  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  181-D) 

1-95,  Baltimore  County,  Maryland.   Proposed  construction 
of  5.2  miles  of  8-lane  1-95,  including  a  tunnel;  and  1.0 
mile  of  6-lane  1-395,  0.6  mile  of  6-lane  City  Boulevard 
and  2.5.  miles  of  6-lane  1-83.   An  Alternate  route  is  also 
discussed.   An  unspecified  number  of  buildings  would  be 
displaced.   Several  4(f)  statements  would  be  prepared  as 
recreational  areas  and  historic  sites  would  be  affected, 

including  the  Fort  McHenry  National  Monioment.   (ELR  Order 

#  4218,  166  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  208  382-D) 
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Project  F-10-7 (  ),  Washtenaw  and  Wayne  Counties,  Michigan.      4/5 

Proposed  construction  of  12.3  miles  of  new  Interstate  quality- 
highway  along  routes  M-14  and  1-96.   Approximately  195  parcels 
of  land,  including  wetlands  and  agricultural  areas,  would  be 
lost  to  the  action;  an  unspecified  number  of  homes  would  be 
lost;  a  portion  of  the  Middle  Rouge  River  would  be  channelled; 
a  4(f)  statement  will  be  required  as  parkland  would  be  taken. 

(ELR  Order  #  4121,  52  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  930-D) 

Project  1-275-7(1)21,  Wayne  County,  Michigan.  Proposed  con-  4/5 
struction  of  6.5  miles  of  1-275,  a  6-lane  controlled  access 

highway.  An  unspecified  number  of  residences  and  amount  of 
land  would  be  lost  to  the  action;  a  4(f)  statement  is  required 

as  parkland  would  be  taken.  A  high  local  water  table  makes 
the  disruption  of  groundwater  systems  probable.  (ELR  Order 

#  4122,  37  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  929-D) 

if 
M-24,  Tuscola  and  Huron  Counties,  Michigan.   Proposed  con-      4/10 
struction  of  approximately  15  miles  of  2-lane  M-24  north 
of  Caro.   An  unspecified  number  of  residences  and  amount 
of  land  would  be  lost  to  the  project,  depending  upon  which 
of  several  alternate  routes  is  taken.   (ELR  Order  #  4158, 

40  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  2  08  041-D) 

Project  U-34-1 (  ),  M-53,  Macomb  County,  Michigan.   Pro-         4/10 
posed  construction  of  8  miles  of  M-53,  a  10-lane  depressed- 
freeway  urban  facility,  with  a  center,  (11th)  mass-transit 
lane.   An  unspecified  number  of  structures  and  amount  of 
land  would  toe  committed  to  the  project.   (ELR  Order  #  4159, 

37  parros)   (N'^IS  Order  #  PB-2  08  043-D) 

N-25,  Hitchcock  County,  Nebraska.   Proposed  construction  of    4/12 
a  new  highway,  N-25,  to  connect  U.S.  35  and  U.S.  6.   Total 
length  of  the  project  is  approximately  24  miles,  depending 
upon  which  of  several  routes  is  chosen.   Several  bridges 
will  be  constructed;  an  unspecified  number  of  residences 
and  amount  of  land  will  be  taken,  depending  upon  the 

route.   (ELR  Order  #  4178,  20  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-208 
195-D) 
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Projects  F-221(15)  and  USG-717{2),  Lincoln  County,  Nebraska.    4/12 
Proposed  reconstruction  of  U.S.  83,  built  to  expressway  stan- 

dards, as  a  bypass  :>£  North  Platte,  with  a  proposed  railroad 

vi'^duct  to  the  city.  An  unspecified  amount  of  land  would  be 
taken  by  the  action.  (ELR  Order  #  4179,  28  pages)  (NTIS  Order 
#  PB-208  196-D) 

Nebraska  L-56C,  Lincoln  County,  Nebraska.   Proposed  recon-     4/28 
struction  of  a  1.6  mile  segment  of  L-56C,  between  U.S.  30 
and  U.S.  80;  and  the  construction  of  a  new  bridge  over  the 
South  Platte  River.   An  unspecified  amount  of  land  will  be 
taken  by  the  project;  the  South  Platte  River  Valley  flood 
plain,  with  several  streams,  will  be  crossed.   (ELR  Order 

#  4308,  17  pages)   NTIS  Ordt.r  #  PB-2u8  b54-D) 

Project  9.8122812,  Catawba  County,  Nortn  Carolina.   Pro-         '^/^ 
posed  construction  of  2.1  miles  of  new  highway  between 
the  N.C.  10-16  -  S.R.  1880  intersection  and  S.R.  1739. 
Fourteen  residences  and  35  acres  would  be  taken  by  the 

right-of-way.   The  possibility  of  siltation  in  nearby 
streams  will  occur.   (ELR  Order  #  4089,  20  pages)   (NTIS 
Order  #   PB-  2  07  906 -D) 

4/5 U.S.  221,  Ashe  County,  North  Carolina.   Proposed  reconstruc- 
tion of  7.7  miles  of  U.S.  221,  and  addition  of  a  curb  and 

gutter.   Thirty- three  families  and  one  business  would  be 
displaced;  the  possibility  of  siltation  of  the  New  River  will 

exist.   (ELR  Order  #  4123,  36  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-207  928-D)     , 

1-94,  Morton  County,  North  Dakota .   Proposed  construction 
of  an  interchange  on  1-94  at  the  site  of  the  Collins  ^/^         , 
Avenue  Separation  in  the  city  of  Mandan.   Three  residences 
and  one  business  would  be  displaced  by  the  action.   (ELR 

Order  #  4113,  19  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  923-D) 

Project  US-1169(3),  Cuyahoga  County,  Ohio.   Proposed  re-         ^,^ 
construction  of  2.86  miles  of  S.R.  252.   Six  residences 

would  be  displaced  by  the  action.   (ELR  Order  #  4085, 

13  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  899-D) 

Projects  F-673(  )  and  F-297- (  ),  Hardin  County,  Ohio.   Pro- 
posed construction  of  a  4-lane,  8.16  mile-long  bypass  which     ̂ ^^ 

would  remove  routes  U.S.  30S,  U.S.  68,  and  S.R.  31  from  the 
city  of  Kenton.   Loss  of  an  unspecified  amount  of  farm  land 
will  result.   (ELR  Order  #  4128,  24  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB- 207  917-D) 

I 
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Project  S-1262(6),  Miami  County,  Ohio.   Proposed  widening       4/5 

of  County  Road  25A  from  2  to  4  lanes,  and  construction  of 

several  bridges.   An  unspecified  amount  of  land  would  be 

tost  to  the  project.   (ELR  Order  #  4129,  20  pages)  (NTIS 

Order  #  PB-  2  07  92  7-D) 

Project  ER-1642(1),  Cuyahoga  County,  Ohio.   Proposed  re-       4/5 
placement  of  a  major  bridge  over  the  Cuyahoga  River.   Total 
project  length,  including  approaches  is  .8  mile.    An 
unspecified  amount  of  industrial  land  would  be  taken  by  the 
project.   (ELR  Order  #  4134,  11  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-207 
904-D) 

Project  1-280-2(2),  Wood  County,  Ohio.   Proposed  reconstruc-     4/7 
tion  of  6.6  miles  of  4  lane  1-280  to  the  latest  Interstate 
standards.   Four  families,  four  businesses,  and  an  unspecified 
amount  of  land  will  be  lost  to  the  project.   (ELR  Order  # 

4143,  17  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  208  050-D) 

3/31 
Project  SU-7240(100)C,  Tulsa  County,  Oklahoma.   Proposed 

reconstruction  of  3.5  miles  of  Avery  Drive  from  2  to  4 

lanes.   A  4(f)  statement  will  be  required  as  right-of-way 

would  be  taken  from  Chandler  Park.   (ELR  Order  #4082,  30 

pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-207  773-D) 

Eighth  Street,  West  Wyoming,  Luzerne  County,  Pennsylvania.       4/24 

Proposed  reconstruction  of  3.2  miles  of  Eighth  Street 

partially  on  a  new  location.   Fifty-four  families  and  14 

businesses  would  be  displaced  by  the  action.   (ELR  Order 

#  4256,  40  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  470-B) 

S-21,  Greenville  County,  South  Carolina.   Proposed  widening    4/24 
of  S-21  (Rutherford  Road)  from  the  intersection  of  U.S. 
Routes  25  and  276  north  for  a  total  distance  of  3.81  miles. 

Seventeen  residences  and  6  businesses  would  be  displaced  by 

the  action.   (ELR  Order  #  4248,  13  pages)  (NTIS  Order  # 
PB-208  465-D) 

Project  F-024-3  (  ),  Putnam  County,  Tennessee.   Proposed  con-      ̂ /' 
struction  of  5.0  miles  of  S.R.  42.   Two  streams  will  be 

crossed  by  the  project;  from  10  to  41  residences  will  be 

displaced  depending  upon  which  of  several  alternate  routes 

is  chosen.   (ELR  Order  #  4142,  17  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB- 
208  051-D) 
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State  Route  32,  Granger  County,  Tennessee.   Proposed  con-      4/17 
struction  of  8.09  miles  of  4-lane  S.R,  32.   Ten  residences 
and  an  unspecified  amount  of  land  will  be  lost  to  the 
project.   (ELR  Order  #  4221,  15  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB- 
208  384-D) 

State  Route  24,  Davidson  County,  Tennessee.   Proposed  4/28 
widening  of  0.8  mile  of  highway  from  2  to  4  lanes.   Eight 
residences  and  six  businesses  would  be  displaced  by  the 

action.   (ELR  Order  #  4319,  17  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-208 
656-D) 

Project  F-003-4 (  ),  Dyer  and  Obin  Counties,  Tennessee.         4/28 
Proposed  construction  of  17  miles  of  new  4-lane  highway. 
Wetland  of  the  Obin  River  Bottom  area  will  be  lost,  along 
with  450  to  500  acres  of  productive  agricultural  land.   The 
number  of  residences  displaced  will  depend  upon  the  route 

chosen.   (ELR  Order  #  4320,  13  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-208 
637-D) 

Pro:)ect  F-1128,  S.H.  360,  Tarrant  and  Ellis  Counties,  Texas .    4/7 
Proposed  construction  of  28  miles  of  S.H.  360,  a  4-lane 
freeway.   Approximately  2000  acres  and  an  unspecified  niomber 
of  residences  would  be  lost  to  the  project,  depending  upon 
which  of  several  alternate  routes  is  taken.   (ELR  Order  # 

4153,  35  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #   PB-208  038-D) 

Loop  499,  Cameron  County,  Texas.   Proposed  construction  of      4/13 
highway  Loop  499,  which  would  total  6.8  miles  in  length - 
Thirteen  families  and  four  business  would  be  displaced  by 

the  action.   (ELR  Order  #  4182,  21  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB- 
208  187-D) 

State  Highway  71,  Fayette  County,  Texas.   Proposed  recon-      4/17 
struction  of  10  miles  of  S.H.  71  from  2  to  4  lanes.   Two 

families  and  one  business  will  be  displaced;  210  acres  ' 
of  land  will  be  lost  to  the  project.   (ELR  Order  #  4222,  ' 
30  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  208  367-n) 

1-5,  King  County,  Washington.   Proposed  construction  of  an     4/28 
interchange  on  1-5  at  South  272  St.,  10  miles  south  of  the  J 
Seattle  Corporate  Limits.   An  unspecified  niamber  of 

residences  and  amount  of  land  would  be  taken  by  the  pro- 
ject, depending  upon  the  route  chosen.   (ELR  Order  #  4307) 

17  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  653-D) 
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Project  S-0145(4),  Washington  County,  Wisconsin.   Proposed      ^'^ 
•reconstruction  of  3  miles  of  FAS  Route  145.   Approximately 
16.2  acres  of  land  would  be  lost  to  the  project.   Cedar 
Creek  would  be  exposed  to  contamination.   A  4(f)  statement 
would  be  required  as  land  would  be  taken  from  a  wildlife 

refuge.    (ELR  Order  #  4091,  9  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB- 
207  925-D) 

U.S.  41,  Winnebago  County,  Wisconsin.  Proposed  construction    4/17 

of  an  interchange  at  the  intersection  of  U.S.  41  and  Breeze- 
wood  Lane.   Three  residences  and  an  electric  power  sub- 

station will  be  displaced  by  the  action.   (ELR  Order  #  4220, 

24  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  208  370-D) 

FINAL 

Project  5-1117(102),  Chilton  County,  Alabama.   Proposed 
reconstruction  of  5.2  miles  of  FAS  Route  1117.   Comments 

made  by  USDA,  DOC,  DOD,  DOI ,  state  and  local  agencies. 

(ELR  Order  #  4102,  28  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-201  249-F) 

4/3 

Project  1-65  -  3(54),  Limestone  County,  Alabama.   Proposed      4/5 
construction  of  a  rest  area  on  1-65.   The  project  would 
include  parking,  water,  picnic,  sanitary,  and  tourist 
information  facilities.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  AEC,  Army 
COE,  HUD,  DOI,  TVA,  DOT,  state  and  local  agencies.   (ELR 

Order  #  4124,  43  pages)'  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  207  900-F) 

1-59,  Dekalb  County,  Alabama.   Proposed  construction  of  a      4/14 
rest  area  and  welcome  station  on  1-59,  0.5  mile  south  of  the 
Georgia  state  line.   An  unspecified  amount  of  land  would  be 
lost  to  the  project.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  Army  COE,  AEC, 
EPA,  HEW,  DOI,  and  state  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4207,  43 

pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  313-F) 

Project  F-208(33),  U.S.  431,  Etowak  County,  Alabama.   Pro-      4/25 
posed  construction  of  1.2  miles  of  new  4-lane  highway, 
beginning  at  the  end  of  existing  U.S.  431.   Sixteen  acres 
of  land  would  be  committed  to  the  project;  37  families 
would  be  displaced.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  Army  COE,  EPA, 
HUD,  DOI,  DOT,  state,  local  and  regional  agencies.   (ELR 

Order  #  4271,  48  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  583-F) 
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Project  1-759-7(1),  Etowak  County,  Alabama.   Proposed  con-     4/30 
struction  of  1-759,  the  Gadsen  Spur,  beginning  at  1-59  and 
extending  4.57  miles  to  U.S.  411.   The  project  is  intended 
to  serve  as  a  bypass  around  the  Gadsen  business  district. 

Forty-six  residences  and  2   businesses  would  be  displaced 
by  the  action.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  Army  COE,  EPA,  DOI, 
Navy,  DOT,  and  state  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4274,  44  pages) 

(NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  580-F) 

F.A.S.  Route  414,  Kenai  Peninsula  Borough,  Alaska.   Proposed 

construction  of  9.8  miles  of  F.A.S.  Route  414.   An  unspecified    '^ 
number  of  residences  and  amount  of  land  will  be  lost  to  the 

project.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  HUD,  DOI,  DOT,  state  and 
local  agencies,  and  concerned  citizens.   (ELR  Order  #  4145, 

44  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  2  08  040-F) 

Project  S-0525(5),  Wasilla,  Alaska.   Proposed  reconstruction    4/25 
of  10.2  miles  of  existing  roadway,  providing  it  with  a 
gravel  surface  and  separate  bicycle  path.   Comments  made  by 
USDA,  EPA,  DOI,  and  state  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4270,  46 

pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-202  795-F) 

1-40,  Navajo  County,  Arizona.   Proposed  construction  of  a      4/14 
section  of  1-40,  beginning  on  U.S.  66  and  extending  8.43 
miles  east.   One  residence  and  an  unspecified  amount  of 
land  will  be  lost  to  the  action.   Comments  made  by  USDA, 

Army  COE,  EPA,  state  and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  # 

4209,  41  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-204  465-F) 

Project  U-048-l(5),  Highway  9,  Conway  County,  Arkansas .        4/14 
Proposed  construction  of  3.6  miles  of  2-lane  Highway  9. 
Three  residences  would  be  displaced  by  the  project-   Com- 

ments made  by  USDA,  DOC,  EPA,  DOI,  Dept.  of  State,  state 
and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4206,  27  pages)   (NTIS 
Order  #  PB-202  424-F) 

State  Highway  138,  San  Bernardino  County,  California.   Pro-    4/28 
posed  construction  of  3.9  miles  of  new  4-lane  S.H.  138,  much 
of  it  parallel  to  an  existing  route.   Several  sites  of 
potential  archeological  importance  would  be  damaged  by 
the  project.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA,  HEW,  DUD,  DOI, 
DOT,  and  state  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4317,  85  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-200  022-F) 
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Project  S  0016(34),  El  Paso  County,  Colorado.   Proposed         4/28 
construction  of  3  miles  of  new  4-lane  highway,  built  to 
expressway  standards.   Four  residences  would  be  displaced 
by  the  action.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  DOT,  and  state 
agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4316,  82  pages)   (NTIS  Order  # 
PB-203  617-F) 

4/3 Project  1-86,  Towns  of  Ashford  and  Union,  Connecticut. 

Proposed  reconstruction  of  1-85  for  a  length  of  approximately 
7.16  miles.  Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA,  HUD,  DOI ,  State 
Dept.,  state  and  local  agencies.  (ELR  Order  #  4101,  101 
pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-201  299-F) 

Project  F-024-2  (  ),  S.R.  80,  Palm  Peach  County,  Florida.        4/7 
Proposed  construction  of  S.R.  80  along  a  corridor  between 
S.R.  15  and  S.R.  700.   An  unspecified  amount  of  land  would 
be  lost  to  the  project.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  Army  COE, 
USCG,  DOC,  EPA,  DOI,  DOT,  state  and  local  agencies.   (ELR 

Order  #  4147,  44  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-202  644-F) 

Alt.  U.S.  19,  Pinellas  County,  Florida.   Proposed  con-  4./1  q 
struction  of  1.2  miles  of  multi-lane  highway.   An 
unspecified  amount  of  land  would  be  committed  to  the  pro- 

ject.  Comments  made  by  USDA,  Army  COE,  EPA,  and  state 

agencies.   (EL'<  Order  #  42G4,  47  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB- 
202  170-F) 

4/3 Project  F-413 (  ),  Morgan,  Cass,  and  Schuyler  Counties, 
Illinois.   Proposed  construction  of  51  miles  of  Supple- 

mental Freeway  F.A.P.  413,  a  four-lane,  fully  access 
controlled  facility.   An  unspecified  number  of  residences 
and  amount  of  land  will  be  lost  to  the  project.   Comments 
made  by  USDA,  Army  COE,  DOC,  EPA,  FPC,  DOT,  USCG,  and 
state  and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4095,  91  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-202  073-F) 

F.A.S.  Route  257,  La  Salle  County,  Illinois.   Proposed  4/28 
reconstruction  of  10  miles  of  F.A.S.  Route  257.   An 

unspecified  amount  of  land  will  be  required  for  additional 
right-of-way;  approximately  130,  100  year  old  sugar  maple 
trees,  which  line  the  road  south  of  Harding,  will  be  lost 
to  the  project.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  AEC,  EPA,  and  DOI. 

(ELR  Order  #  4309,  18  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-203  479-F) 
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Project  S-296(5),  Shelby  County,  Indiana.   Proposed  con-  4/3 
struction  of  1  mile  of  highway  to  connect  with  1-74. 
Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA,  HUD,  DOI,  (ELR  Order  #  4099, 

23  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-202  176-F) 

F.A.S.  Route  459,  Tippecanoe  County,  Indiana.   Proposed         4/14 
construction  of  a  bridge  and  approaches  over  the  Wabash 

River,  north  of  Lafayette.   The  present  bridge  is  con- 
sidered too  narrow  to  be  adequate.   Comments  made  by 

ARMY  COE,  EPA,  DOI,  and  state  agencies.  (ELR  Order  # 

4215,  42  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-203  476-F) 

U.S.  55,  Polk  County,  Iowa.   Proposed  reconstruction  of         4/7 

3.0  miles  of  U.S.  55.   Approximately  1200'  of  creek  chan- 
nel change  will  be  required.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA, 

DOI,  state  and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4150,  19 

pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-203  611-F) 

U.S.  50,  Harvey  County,  Kansas.  Proposed  construction  of       4/14 

2.47  miles  of  4-lane  U.S.  50,  with  4  bridges.   An 

unspecified  amount  of  land  would  be  lost  to  the  project. 

Comments  made  by  USDA,  ARMY  COE,  EPA,  HEW,  DOI,  state  and 

local  agencies.  (ELR  Order  #  4214,  33  pages)  (NTIS  Order 
#PB-199  240-F) 

1-70,  Shawnee  County,  Kansas.   Proposed  reconstruction  of      4/14 
0.5  mile  of  1-70  in  Topeka.   A  (small)  unspecified  amount 
of  land  would  be  lost  to  the  project.  Comments  made  by 
USDA,  ARMY  COE,  USCG,  EPA,  HEW,  DOI,  state  and  local 
agencies.  (ELR  Order  #  4216,  31  pages)  (NTIS  Order  # 
PB-201  379-F) 

1-35,  Lyon  County,  Kansas.   Proposed  construction  of  10.5       4/28 
miles  of  1-35,  a  4-lane  divided  highway  with  a  depressed 
median  and  full  access  control.   Approximately  550  acres 
of  land  would  be  committed  to  the  project  and  14  farm 
ponds  filled.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  Army  COE,  EPA,  HEW, 
DOI,  and  state  agencief. .   (ELR  Order  #  4313,  41  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-200  112-F) 

Projects  S-551  and  612,  Floyd  County,  Kentucky.   Proposed       ^/^ 
replacement  of  Bailey  Bridge  and  reconstruction  of  1.10 
miles  of  highway,  on  KY  1426  and  KY  979.   Fifteen  families 
would  be  displaced  and  12  acres  lost  to  the  project. 
Comments  made  by  DOC,  EPA,  DOI,  DOT,  and  one  state  agency. 

(ELR  Order  #  4105,  21  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-202  011-F) 
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KY  16,  (F.A.S.  277)  Boone  County,  Kentucky.   Proposed  con-      4/25 
struction  of  1.04  miles  of  KY16,  a  4  lane  highway,  to 
connect  1-75  and  U.S.  25.   Nineteen  acres  would  be  com- 

mitted to  the_ project;  4  residences  would  be  displaced. 
Comments  made  by  DOT  and  state  agencies .   (ELR  Order  # 
4275,  22  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-199  629-F) 

Project  S-49  (  ),  KY-70,  Hopkins  County,  Kentucky.   Proposed    4/28 
reconstruction  of  0.7  mile  of  Arch  St.  in  the  city  of 

Madisonville.   KY-70  traffic  through  the  city  would  then 
be  ) routed  to  Arch  St.  Seven  residences  and  one  business  would  be 

displaced  by  the  action.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA, 
state  and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4311,  22  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-202  595-F) 

4/7 

Project  F-918-l(13),  Worcester  County,  Maryland.   Proposed 
construction  of  1.6  miles  of  new  highway  and  0.8  mile  of 

existing  highway  on  U.S.  113.   Five  residences  would  be 

displaced  by  the  action.   Comments  nade  by  USDA,  EPA,'  HUD, 
state  and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4152,  41  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-201  502-F) 

U.S.  41,  Marquette  County,  Michigan.   Proposed  reconstruc-     4/25 
tion  (widening)  of  4.3  miles  of  U.S.  41.   Two  residences 
would  be  displaced  by  the  action.   Comments  made  by  USDA, 
Army  COE,  USCG,  EPA,  HUD,  DOI,  DOT,  and  state  agencies. 
(ELR  Order  #  4272,  46  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-204  840-F) 

1-69  and  1-96,  Clinton  and  Eaton  Counties,  Michigan.   Pro-      4/28 

posed  construction  of  approximately  21  miles  of  1-69,  a 
6-lane  highway,  to  connect  with  1-96.   An  unspecified 
number  of  residences  and  amount  of  land  will  be  committed 

to  the  project^ depending  upon  the  route  taken.   Comments 

made  by  USDA,  Army  COE,  EPA,  HUD,  DOI,  state  and  local 

agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4310,  76  pages)   (NTIS  Order  # 
PB-203  107-F) 

Trunk  Highways  12,  23,  and  71,  Kandiyohi  County,  Minnesota.    ^,^ 
Proposed  rerouting  of  the  three  highways  to  a  southwesterly 
bypass  of  the  City  of  Willman.   The  total  project  length  is 
10  miles.   One  farmstead,  one  residence,  one  church,  and  an 

unspecificed  amount  of  land  will  be  lost  to  the  project. 
Comments  made  by  EPA,  Army  COE,  HEW,  HUD,  DOI,  OEO,  and 

DOT.   (ELR  Order  #  4125,  38  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  204 
029-F) 



-84- 

Project  S-6690(l),  St.  Louis  County,  Minnesota.   Proposed        4/V 
reconstruction  of  2-lane  County-State  Aid  Highway  13,  for 
a  total  length  of  4.2  miles.   One  residence,  several  ga- 

rages, and  20  acres  will  be  lost  to  the  project.   Com- 
ments made  by  USDA,  EPA,  HUD,  and  DOI.   (ELR  Order  #  4149, 

26  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-204  966-F) 

Project  SP-0056-l(4)  Winston  County,  Mississippi.   Proposed     ^^'^ 
construction  of  5.5  miles  of  Miss.  Hy.  25,  a  2-lane  highway 
with  right-of-way  for  ultimate  construction  of  a  4-lane 
facility.   An  unspecified  amount  of  land  will  be  lost  to 
the  project.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  Army  COE,  DOC,  and 
state  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4146,  13  pages)   (NTIS  Order 
#  PB-199  627-F) 

1-435,  Clay  and  Platte  Counties,  Missouri.   Proposed  4/14 
construction  of  15.6  miles  of  1-435,  a  freeway  standard 
facility  of  from  4  to  6  lanes.   Seventeen  families  and  an 
unspecified  amount  of  land  will  be  lost  to  the  project. 
Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA,  DOI,  DOT,  state  and  local 
agencies,  and  concerned  citizens.  (ELR  Order  #  4213,  57 
pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PR- 200  329-F) 

State  Route  36,  Marion  County,  Missouri.   Proposed  reloca-     4/25 
tion  and  reconstruction  of  4.8  miles  of  S.R.  36.   Approxi- 

mately 170  acres  would  be  committed  to  the  project. 
Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA,  HEW,  and  DOI.   (ELR  Order  # 
4268,  19  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-203  754-F) 

State  Route  AC,  Buchanan  County,  Missouri.   Proposed  con-      4/28 
struction  of  1.9  miles  of  new,  2-lane  highway  east  of  St. 
Joseph.   Twenty- four  people  would  be  displaced  and  50 
acres,  som.e  of  which  is  wildlife  habitat,  would  be  taken 
by  the  project.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA,  HEW,  HUD,  DOI, 
DOT,  and  state  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4315,  26  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-205  350-F) 

Project  1-80-2(41),  Cheyenne  County,  Nebraska.   Proposed        4/5 
construction  of  3.0  miles  of  1-80  and  5.4  miles  of  N-19. 
One  business  and  an  unspecified  amount  of  land  would  be 
lost  to  the  action.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  Army  COE,  EPA, 
HUD,  and  DOI.   (ELR  Order  #  4132,  29  pages)   (NTIS  Order 
#  PB-201  237-F) 
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Projecn  S-1135i2),  S.R.  292,  Dona  Ana  County,  New  Mexico.       4/28 
Proposed  reconstruction  of  1.1  miles  of  S.R.  292,  part  of 
which  is  located  in  the  city  of  Las  Cruces.  Two  residences 
would  be  displaced  by  the  project.   Comments  made  by  USDA, 
Army  COE,  ETA,  HUD,  DOI ,  DOT,  state  and  local  agencies. 
(ELR  Orcier  #  4314,  31  page;s)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-204  843-F) 

State  Route  9,  Dutchess  County,  New  York.   Proposed  con-        4/25 
struction  of  1.7  miles  of  S.R.  9,  from  2  and  4  lanes  to 
6  lanes.   Fishkill  Creek  would  be  relocated  and  channelized. 

A  4(f)  statement  is  required  as  a  historical  site  (Van  Wyck 
Wharton  House)  would  be  affected  by  the  project.   Comments 
made  by  USDA,  FPC,  and  DOI    (ELR  Order  #  4263,  35  pages) 

(NTIS  Order  #  PD-200  035-F) 

U.S.  9W,  Albany  County,  New  York.   Proposed  reconstruction      4/25 
of  the  Dibbs  Bridge  and  its  approaches,  on  U.S.  9W.   Com- 

ments made  by  USDA,  AEC,  EPA,  FPC,  DOT,  state  and  local 
agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4269,  25  pages)   (NTIS  Order  # 
PB-199  246-F) 

Project  S-453,  Cumberland  County,  North  Carolina.   Proposed      4/3 
reconstruction  of  9.1  miles  of  NC  53-210.   Six  families  and 
one  business  would  be  displaced  by  the  project.   Comments 
made  by  USDA,  EPA,  GSA,  DOI,  state  and  local  agencies. 

(ELR  Order  #  4107,  36  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-201  848-F) 

Project  U.S.  1604,  Cumberland  County,  North  Carolina.   Pro-     4/11 
posed  construction  of  8.3  miles  of  new  4-lane  highway. 
Approximately  25  families  and  8  businesses  will  be  displaced 
by  the  project;  an  unspecified  amount  of  land  will  be  taken. 
Siltation  is  expected,  and  the  local  ground  water  level  will 
be  lowered.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  DOC,  EPA,  GSA,  DOI,  OEO, 
stacc  and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4208,  56  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-A99  625-F) 

U.S.  64,  Edgecombe  County,  North  Carolina.   Proposed  con-       4/25 
struction  of  13.0  miles  of  new  2-lane  highway.   Fourteen 
families  would  be  displaced  and  580  acres  committed  to  the 
project.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  Army  COE,  GSA,  HUD,  DOI, 
state  and  regional  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4277,  43  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-201  845-F) 

Project  F-82,  LeFlore  County,  Oklahoma.   Proposed  relocation    4/3 

and  reconstruction  of  5.4  miles  of  U.  S.  270.   Nine  families 

would  be  displaced  and  85  acres  taken  by  the  project. 

Comments  made  by  state  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4092,  18 

pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-199  574-F) 
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Project  F-236,  Coal  County,  Oklahoma.   Proposed  reconstruc-     4/3 
tion  of  6  miles  of  S.H.  3.   One  family  would  be  displaced 
and  220  acres  would  be  lost  to  the  project.    Comments  made 
by  DOI  and  state  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4093,  20  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-199  593-F) 

Project  F-180,  Garfield  and  Major  Counties,  Oklahoma.   Pro-     4/3 
posed  construction  of   20.15  miles  of  U.S.  60.   Twenty-two 
families,  four  businesses,  and  two  non-profit  organizations 
will  be  displaced  by  the  project;  315  acres  of  grass  and 
farm  lands  will  be  lost.   Comments  made  by  DOI,  and  state 
agencies)   (ELR  Order  #  4098,  23  pages)   (NTIS  Order  # 

PB-200  759-F) 

Project  #  S-6  012,  Payne  County,  Oklahoma.   Proposed  con-         4/3 
struction  of  2  miles  of  FAS  Route  6012.   Thirteen  acres  of 

grasslands  will  be  lost  to  the  project.   Comments  made  by 
USDA,  EPA,  and  state  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4103,  18  pages) 

(NTIS  Order  #  PB-201  849-F) 

Projects  F-152  and  F-252,  Osage  County,  Oklahoma .   Proposed     4/3 
construction  of  20.4  miles  of  U.S.  50,  a  four-lane  highway. 
Approximately  430  acres  would  be  lost  to  the  project. 

Comments  madr^  by  DOI,  state  and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order 
#  41('4,  30  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-200  206-F) 

1-95,  Philadelphia  County,  Pennsylvania.   Proposed  con- 
struction of  5  sections  of  1-95,  totalling  2.15  miles  in         ^/' 

length.   It  is  a  fully  contolled  limited  access  highway, 
varying  in  width  from  6  to  10  lanes.   An  unspecified 
number  of  individuals  and  buildings  would  be  displaced  by 
the  action.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA,  HUD,  and  state 

agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4151,  75  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB- 

203  052-F) 

Traffic  Route  219,  Somerset  Coun'.y,  Pennsylvania.   Pro-         4/14 

posed  construction  of  an  8  mile  length  of  4-lane,  limited 
access  Traffic  Route  219.   The  highway  will  serve  as  a 
connector  from  Maryland,  north  through  Pennsylvania,  to 
New  York.   Approximately  220  acres  and  from  30  to  45 
residences  would  be  lost  in  the  action.   Comments  made 

oy  IXDC,  EPA,  FPC,  HUD,  DOI,  state  and  local  agencies. 

(ELR  Order  #  4211,  76  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-199  623-F) 
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Meeting  Street  Expressway,   Richland  and  Lexington  Counties,      4/3 
Soutli  Carolina.   Proposed  construction  of  3.3  miles  of 

urban  "highway.   Approximately  20  businesses  and  125 
residences  would  be  displaced  by  the  project.   Comments 
made  by  Army  COE,  HUD,  DOI,  DOT,  state,  local,  and  regional 

=9genc\es.   (ELR  Order  #  4105,  31  pages)   (NTIS  Order  # 
PB-200  526-F) 

Project  F-039-1 {  ) ,  McNinn  County,  Tennessee.   Proposed 
construction  of  7  miles  of  S.R.  30,   Six  residences  would 

be  displaced  by  the  project;  several  small  streams  would 
be  crossed.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  FAA,  TVA,  state  and 

local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4148,  44  pages)  (ntiS  Order 
i-r    PB-  208  053-F) 

Project  F  405 {  ) ,  Houston  County,  Texas .   Proposed  recon- 
struction of  6.1  miles  of  U.  S.  287,  from  two  to  four  lanes 

Approximately  147  acres  of  land  will  be  required  by  the 
project;  11  residences,  three  businesses  and  one  church 
will  be  displaced,  two  lakes,  totaling  2.8  acres,  will  be 
drained.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA,  HEW,  DOT,  state 

aqT'"  ies,  and  concerned  citizens.   (ELR  Order  #  4094,  46 
pacje.)   (r:TIS  Order  #  PB-100  012-F) 

4/7 

4/3 

Park  Road  100,  Cameron  County,  Texas.   Proposed  construction 

of  11.7  miles  of  2-lane  highway  on  a  200'  right-of-way.   The 
highway  would  introduce  people  and  vehicles  to  a  totally 
undeveloped  seashore  area,  and  to  Padre  Island.   Damage  to 
existing  protective  sand  dunes  would  occur;  rapid  development 
of  the  area  is  expected  to  result  from  the  project.   Comments 
made  by  Army  COE,  EPA,  and  state  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4119, 

19  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-203  480-F) 

1-27,  Randall  County,  Texas .   Proposed  construction  of  4/14 
20.5  miles  of  1-27,  a  4-lane  divided  controlled  access 
.highway.   Four  residences  and  approximately  955  acres  of 
land  will  be  lost  to  the  project.   Comments  made  by  USDA, 
DOC,  EPA,  HEW,  DOT,  one  regional  agency,  and  concerned 
citizens.  (ELR  Order  #  4212,  61  pages)  (NTIS  Order  # 
PB-199  584-F) 

4/5 
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State  Highway  154,  Harrison  County,  Texas.   Proposed  recon-     4/25 
struction  of  11.7  miles  of  S.H.  154;  5.6  miles  would  be  on 

new  location.   Forty  residences  and  2  businesses  would  be 

displaced  by  the  action.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  Army  COE, 

EPA,  HEW,  DOT,  state,  local  and  regional  agencies.   (ELR 

Order  #  4260,  41  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-202  598-F) 

U.  S.  259,  Morris  County,  Texas.   Proposed  reconstruction,      4/28 
from  2  to  4  lanes,   of  2.15  miles  of  U.  S.  259.   One 
business  would  be  displaced  by  the  action.   Comments  made 
by  USDA,  Army  COE,  HEW,  and  DOT.   (ELR  Order  #  4312,  26 

pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-202  315-F) 

Project  F-037-1 (  ),  Whitman  County,  Washington.   Proposed       ^'^ 
construction  of  5  miles  of  new  two  and  four  lane  limited 

access  highway.   An  unspecified  amount  of  land  will  be 
lost  to  the  project.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  Army  COE,  EPA, 
HUD,  DOT,  state  and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4100,  45 

pages)   NTIS  Order  #  PB-207  915-F) 

S.R.  97,  Chelan  County,  Washington.   Proposed  construction     4/14 

of  2000'  of  2-lane  roadway  and  the  relocation  of  the 
Swakane  Canyon  approach.   The  purpose  of  the  action  is  to 

provide  a  viewing  point  for  Lincoln  Rock,  a  natural  form- 
ation which  resembles  the  profile  of  Abraham  Lincoln.  One 

half  acre  of  apple  orchard  will  be  lost  to  the  project. 
Comments  made  by  EPA,  HUD,  DOT,  state  and  local  agencies, 
and  numerous  concerned  citizens.  (ELR  Order  #  4217,  75 

pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB  -  208  302-F) 

State  Route  101,  Thurston  County,  Washington.   Proposed        4/25 

construction  of  an  interchange  on  S.R.  101.   Comments 

made  by  USDA,  DOC,  EPA,  BOX,  state,  local,  and  regional 

agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4276,  43  pages)   (NTIS  Order  # 
PB-204  258-F) 
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State  Route  90,  King  County,  Washington.   Proposed  recon-      4/25 
struction  of  5  miles  of  S.R.  90,  from  3  to  7  lanes  of 

interstate  standards.   Approximately  153  acres  would  be 

committed  to  the  project;  an  unspecified  niamber  of 

residences  would  be  displaced;  1.3  million  board  ft.  of 

timber  would  be  removed  from  the  hillside  site;  scarring 

and  potential  erosion  problems  along  the  north  side  of 

the  upper  Snoqualmie  River  Valley  would  result.   A  4(f) 

statement  is  required  as  the  project  would  affect  camp- 
grounds.  Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA,  HUD,  DOI,  DOT, 

and  state  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4279,  123  pages)   (NTIS 
Order  #  PB-206  869-F) 

F.A.S.  Route  1452,  Waukesha  County,  Wisconsin.   Proposed   4/25 
construction  of  4  new  miles  of  2-lane  F.A.S.  Route  1462. 

The  facility  will  ultimately  be  rebuilt  to  4-lanes.   The 
Fox  River  will  be  crossed  by  the  project;  an  unspecified 
amount  of  land  will  be  committed  to  the  action.   Comments 

made  by  USDA,  EPA,  HUD,  DOI,  and  state  agencies.   (ELR 

Order  #  4273,  34  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-200  394-F) 
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U.  S.  COAST  GUARD 

Contact: 

D.  B.  Charter,  Jr. 
Coitimander,  U.  S.  Coast  Guard 
Chief,  Environmental  Coordination  Branch 
400  7th  Street,  S.  W. 

Washington,  D.  C.   20591 

(202)  426-9573 

Title  and  Description 

DRAFT 

Baltimore  Harbor  Outer  Crossing,  Baltimore  County,  Maryland, 
Proposed  approval  of  plans  for  a  high  level  fixed  bridge 
across  the  Patapsco  River  from  Hawkins  Point,  Baltimore 
City  to  Sollers  Point,  Baltimore  County.   Approximately 
80,000  cu.  yds.  of  material  would  be  dredged  from  the  river 
and  disposed  in  upland  containment  area.   Land  would  be 

taken  from  two  public  parks  -  Fort  Armistead  and  Baltimore 
County  Park.   (ELR  Order  #  4156,  67  pages)  (NTIS  Order  # 
PB-  208  039-D) 

Edisto  River,  Colleton  County,  South  Carolina.   Proposed 
approval  of  location  and  plans  for  a  pipeline  bridge 
across  the  river.   The  purpose  of  the  bridge  is  to  carry 
fossil  fuel  ash  from  a  steam  electrical  generating  plant 
to  settling  basins  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  river. 
Both  are  properties   of  the  South  Carolina  Electric  and 

Gas  Co.   Approximately  400  acres  of  the  Company's  land 
v\ould  be  committed  to  the  action;  some  of  this  is  wild- 

life habitat.   (ELR  Order  #  4288,  15  pages)   (NTIS  Order 
#  PB-208  551-D) 

Ohio  River  Toll  Bridge,  Cabell  County,  West  Virginia  and 
Lawrence  County,  Ohio.   Proposed  approval  of  plans  for  a high  level  toll  bridge  across  the  Ohio  River,  from  West 
Virginia  State  Route  108.   Twenty-five  residences  and  six 
businesses  will  be  displaced  by  the' project.   A  4(f)  state- 

ment will  be  filed  as  public  land  would  be  taken  by  the 
project.   (ELR  Order  #  4252,  51  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB- 

Date 

4/10 

4/26 

4/24 
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Reqional  Federal  Highway  Administrators 

REGION  1* 
(Conn.,  Me.,  Mass.,  N.H.,  R.I.,  Vt.,  N.J.,  N.Y.,  Puerto  Rico) 
Administrator;   G.  D.  Love,  4  Normanskill  Blvd.,  Delmar,  N.Y.   12054 

REGION  3 

(Del.,  D.C.Md.,  Pa.,  Va.,  W.Va.) 
Administrator:   August  Schofer,  31  Hopkins  Plaza,  Baltimore,  Md.,  21201 

REGION  4 

(Ala.,  Fla.,  Ga . ,  Ky. ,  Miss.,  N.C.,  S.C,  Tenn.) 
Administrator;   H.  E.  Stark,   1720  Peachtree  Rd-,  N.W.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30309 

REGION  5 

(111.,  Ind.,  Mich.,  Minn.,  Ohio,  Wise.) 
Administrator:   F.  B.  Farrell,  18209  Dixie  Hwy.,  Homewood,  111.  60430 

REGION  6 

(Ark.,  La.,  N.M.,  Okla.,  Texas) 
Administrator;   J.  W.  White,  819  Taylor  St.,  Fort  Worth,  Texas   76102 

REGION  7 

(Iowa,  Kansas,  Mo.,  Neb.) 
Administrator:  J.  B.  Kemp,  P.  O.  Box  7186,  Country  Club  Station,  Kansas  City, 
Mo.   64113 

REGION  8 

(Col.,  Montana,  N.D.,  S.D.,  Utah,  Wyoming) 
Administrator:   W.  H.  Baugh  (Acting),  Rm.  242,  Bldg .  40,  Denver  Federal 
Center,  Denver,  Colo.  80225 

REGION  9 

(Arizona,  Calif.,  Hawaii,  Nev.) 
Administrator ;   S.  E.  Farin,  450  Golden  Gate  Ave.,  San  Francisco,  Calif. 94102 

REGION  10 

(Alaska,  Idaho,  Oregon,  Wash.) 
Administrator ;   R.  M.  Phillips,  222  Southwest  Morrison  St.,  Portland,  Oreg . 

97204 

♦Conforms  to  Standard  Federal  Regions  1  &  2 
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AVAILABILITY  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY  COMMENTS  ON 

ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENTS 

Appendix  I  contains  a  listing  of  draft  environmental  impact 
statements  which  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA)  has 
reviewed  and  commented  upon  in  writing  during  the  period  from 
April  1,  1972,  to  April  30,  1972,  as  required  by  section  102(2) (C) 
of  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969  and  section  309 
of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended.  The  listing  includes  the  Federe 
agency  responsible  for  the  statement,  the  number  assigned  by  EPA 
to  the  statement,  the  title  of  the  statement,  the  classification 

of  EPA's  comments,  and  the  source  for  copies  of  the  comments. 

Appendix  II  contains  a  listing  of  proposed  regulations  revievd 
by  EPA  during  the  period  from  April  1,  1972,  to  April  30,  1972, 
under  section  309  of  the  Clean  Air  Act.   The  listing  includes  the 
Federal  agency  responsible  for  the  proposed  regulation,  the  title 

of  the  regulation,  the  classification  of  EPA's  comments,  and  the 
source  for  copies  of  the  comment. 

Appendix  III  contains  definitions  of  the  four  classifications 

of  the  general  nature  of  EPA's  comments.   Copies  of  EPA's  comments 
on  these  draft  environmental  impact  statements  are  available  to    | 
the  public  from  the  EPA  offices  noted. 

Appendix  IV  contains  a  listing  of  the  addresses  of  the  source 
for  copies  of  EPA  comments  listed  in  the  appendixes.  I 

Copies  of  the  draft  environmental  impact  statements  are  avail 
able  from  the  Federal  department  or  agency  which  prepared  the  draf 
statement  or  from  the  National  Technical  Information  Service,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  Springfield,  Virginia  22151. 

Sheldon  Meyers 
Director 
Office  of  Federal  Activities 

Date:  ̂ n-^   3   1972 
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APPENDIX  III 

DEFINITION  OF  CODES  FOR  THE  GENERAL  NATURE 

OF  EPA  COMMENTS 

(1)  General  Agreement/Lack  of  Objections:   The  Agency  generally: 

(a)  Has  no  objections  to  the  proposed  action  as  described 
in  the  draft  impact  statement; 

(b)  suggest  only  minor  changes  in  the  proposed  action  or 
the  draft  impact  statement;  or 

(c)  has  no  comments  on  the  draft  impact  statement  or  the 
proposed  action. 

(2)  Inadequate  Information: 

The  Agency  feels  that  the  draft  impact  statement  does  not 
contain  adequate  information  to  assess  fully  the  environmental 

impact  of  the  proposed  action.   The  Agency's  comments  call  for 
more  information  about  the  potential  environmental  hazards 

addressed  in  the  statement,  or  ask  that  a  potential  environ- 
mental hazard  be  addressed  since  it  was  not  addressed  in  the 

draft  statement. 

(3)  Major  Changes  Necessary: 

The  Agency  believes  that  the  proposed  action,  as  described 
in  the  draft  impact  statement,  needs  major  revisions  or  major 
additional  safeguards  to  adequately  protect  the  environment. 

(4)  Unsatisfactory : 

The  Agency  believes  that  the  proposed  action  is  unsatisfactory 
because  of  its  potentially  harmful  effect  on  the  environment. 
Furthermore,  the  Agency  believes  that  the  safeguards  which 
might  be  utilized  may  not  adequately  protect  the  environment 

from  the  hazards  arising  from  this  action.   The  Agency  there- 
fore recommends  that  alternatives  to  the  action  be  analyzed 

further  (including  the  possibility  of  no  action  at  all) . 
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APPENDIX  IV 

SOURCES  FOR  COPIES  OF  EPA  COMMENTS 

A.  Director,  Office  of  Public  Affairs 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 

401  M  Str-eet,  S.W. 
Washington,-  D.C.    20460 

B.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 

Region  I 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Room  2303 
John  F.  Kennedy  Federal  Building 
Boston,  Massachusetts    02203 

C.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 

Region  II 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Room  84  7 
26  Federal  Plaza 
New  York,  New  York    100  07 

D.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  III 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Curtis  Bldg.,  6th  and  Walnut  Streets 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania    19106 

E.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 

Region  IV 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Suite  300 
1421  Peachtree  Street,  N.E. 
Atlanta,  Georgia    30309 

F.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 

Region  V 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
1  N.  Wacker  Drive 
Chicago,  Illinois    60606 

G.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  VI 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
1600  Patterson  Street 
Dallas,  Texas    75201 
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CEQ  ISSUES  SUPPLEMENTAL  GUIDANCE  TO 

AGENCIES  FOR  IMPROVING  AGENCY  NEPA  PROCEDURES 

(The  following  is  the  full  text  of  a  memorcindxiin 

making  recommendations  to  improve  agency  NE^Xjpro- 
cedures  issued  by  CEQ  May  16,  1972.) 

May  16,  1^2   '' 

MEMORANDUM  FOR  AGENCY  AND  GENERAL  COUNSEL  LIAISON  'ON NATIONAL  ENVIRONMENTAL  POLICY  ACT  (NEPA) 

MATTERS 

Subject:   Recoiranendations  for  In^roving  Agency  NEPA 
Procedures 

CONTENTS 

1  Memorandum  for  Agency 
and  General  Counsel 
Liaison  on  NEPA  Matters 

22  Memorandum  4or  Heads  of 

Agencies 
24  Sources  for  102  Statements 
25  Sources  for  back  issues  of 

the  102  Monitor 
26  Order  blank  for  102 

Monitor  subscriptions 
27  Statements  received  in  May 
84  EPA  listings  (per  Section 

309  of  the  Clean  Air  Act, 
as  jlkmended) 

101  Ciomulative  summary  of 
statements  received 

In  response  to  a  variety  of  a^gency 

inquiries,  we  are  circulating  the 
attached  recommendations  for  im- 

proving agency  NEPA  procedures, 

taking  particular  account  of  judi- 
cial decisions  construing  NEPA.  In 

a  previous  memorandum  dated  Febru- 
ary 29,  1972  (a  copy  of  v^ich  is  a] 

so  attached)  Chairman  Train  drew 
attention  to  the  continuing  need 
for  reviewing  and  imp»€ving  agency 
NEPA  procedures  and  made  two  basic 
recommendations : 
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1.  "In  particular  we  are  interested  in  finding 
ways  of  consolidating  nunibers  of  impact  state- 

ments into  fewer  but  broader  and  more  meaning- 

ful reviews . " 

2.  "On  the  matter  of  applying  the  NEPA  statutory 
language  'major  Federal  actions  significantly 

affecting  the  quality  of  the  "human  environment' 
to  your  particular  agency  programs  and  pinpoint- 

ing the  precise  timing  of  the  NEPA   review  and 
interagency  consultations  called  for,  your  agency 
procedures  must  provide  the  specifics  within 
the  framework  of  the  statute  and  our  Guidelines. 

These  procedures  are  important  both  in  helping 
to  identify^  the  types  of  action  on  which  impact 
statements  are  likely  to  be  necessary  and  those 

where  statements  are  not  called  for." 

In  addition  to  agency  inquiries  about  the  effect  of  court 

decisions,  a  nuiuber  of  agencies  have  raised  procedural 

questions  relating  to  the  interpretation  of  existing 
provisions  of  the  CEQ  Guidelines  which  we  feel  deserve 
clarification  in  a  general  memorandum. 

Agencies  should  consider  the  extent  to  which  the  issues 
discussed  in  this  memorandum  and  Chairman  Train's  mem- 

orandum of  February  29  are  adequately  dealt  with  under 
their  existing  NEPA  procedures.   In  many  cases,  actual 
revision  of  NEPA  procedures  may  not  be  necessary.   In 
other  cases,  procedures  or  practices  may  have  to  be 
modified.   Agencies  are  requested  to  inform  the  Council 
of  the  action  they  take  in  response  to  these  recommenda- 

tions . 

Timothy  Atkeson 
General  Counsel 

Attachments 
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RECOMMENDATIONS  FOR  IMPROVING 
AGENCY  NEPA  PROCEDURES 

A.   Substantive  Issues:   The  Recpaired  Content  of  Environmental 
Statements. 

.1.   Duty  to  Disclose  Full  Range  of  Impacts. 

Court  decisions  under  the  National  Environmental 

Policy  Act  have  established  that  the  "detailed" 
statement  referred  to  in  section  102  of  the  Act 

must  thoroughly  explore  all  known  environmental 
consequences  of  and  alternatives  to  major  proposed 
actions  even  though  this  may  lead  to  consideration 

of  effects  and  options  outside  the  agency's  actual 
control. 

Viewed  as  simply  an  application  of  NEPA ' s  "full 
disclosure"  requirement,  this  basic  principle  is 
meant  to  ensure  that  relevant  officials  and  the 

public  are  alerted  to  the  environmental  impact  of 
Federal  agency  action.   See  EDF  v.  Corps  of 
Engineers,  2  ERC  1260,  1267  (E.D.  Ark.  1971). 

Furthermore,  the  range  of  impacts  which  must  be 
considered  cannot  be  limited  to  the  traditional 

area  of  agency  jurisdiction  or  expertise.   NEPA  in 

essence  adds  a  new  mandate  to  the  enabling  legis- 
lation of  all  agencies,  requiring  the  development 

of  environmental  awareness  for  the  full  range  of 

impacts  of  proposed  agency- action.   By  failing  to 
discuss  reasonably  foreseeable  impacts  or  by  dis- 

cussing those  impacts  in  a  perfunctory  manner,  an 
agency  defeats  the  purpose  of  the  statement  and  lays 
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itself  open  to  the  charge  of  non-compliance  with 
the  Act.* 

In  order  to  ensure  full  compliance  with  this  require- 
ment it  is  desirable  that  agencies  develop  in  advance 

a  list  of  the  typical  impacts  of  those  classes  of 

actions  that  the  agency  regularly  takes.   In  develop- 
ing such  a  list,  agencies  are  reminded  that  impacts 

include  not  only  direct  effects,  but  also  secondary 

effects  such  as  "the  effect  of  any  possible  change  in 
population  patterjis  upon  the  resource  base,  including 
land  use,  water,  and  public  services,  of  the  area  in 

question."   CEQ  Guidelines  §5(a)(ii). 

By  giving  consideration  to  svich  impacts  agencies 
should  also  be  able  to  develop  an  increasingly 
specific  set  of  standards  for  determining  what 

constitutes  "major,"  environmentally  "significant" 
action's.   Application  of  such  standards  to  the 
normal  range  of  agency  actions  will  make  possible 
earlier  and  more  accurate- identification  of  actions 

subject  to  the  §102  requirement. 

*See,  e.g.,  Calvert  Cliffs  v.  AEC,  2  ERC  1779,  1782  (D.C.  Cir. 
1971)  (purpose  of  statement  is  to  aid  agency  in  its  decision 
and  to  fully  inform  other  interested  agencies  and  the  public 
of  environmental  consequences) ;  EDF  v.  Corps  of  Engineers, 
2  ERC  1260,  1267  (E.D.  Ark.,  1971)  (statement  must  alert 
President,  CEQ,  public,  and  Congress  to  all  known  possible 
environmental  consequences) ;  EDF  v.  Hardin,  2  ERC  142  5,  142  6 
(D.  D.C.  1971)  (agency  must  undertake  research  in  planning 
stage  adequate  to  expose  potential  environmental  impact) ; 

■  Ely  V.  Volde,  3  ERC  1286  (4th  Cir.  1971)  (genuine  rather  than 

perfunctory  compliance  with  NEPA   requires  agency  to  explicate 

fully  its  course  of  -inquiry,  its  analysis  and  its  reasoning) ; 
NRDC  v.  Morton,  3  ERC  1558,  1562,  (D.C.  Cir.  1972)  (statement 

is  for  the  guidance  of  ultimate  decisionmakers  —  Congress 
and  the  President  —  as  well  as.  agency,  and  must  provide 
discussion  of  all  reasonable  alternatives) ;  Greene  County  v. 
FPC,  3  ERC  1595,  1600  (2d  Cir.  1972)  (statement  must  present 

"a  single  coherent  and  comp.vehensive  environmental  analysis"). 
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Recommendation  #1:   Agencies  should  develop  a 

list  of  the  full  range  of  impacts  likely  to 

be  involved  in  the  typical  types  of  actions 

they  undertake.   This  will  require  a  listing 
both  of  typical  agency  actions  affecting  the 
environment,  see,  e.g..  Forest  Service  NEPA 

procedures,  36  Fed.  Reg.  23670  (1971),  as 
well  as  a  list  of  related,  potential  impacts, 

see,  e.g..  Water  Resources  Council  "Proposed 
principles  ...,"  36  Fed.  Re^.  24159-62  (1971). 
This  description  of  potential  impacts  will 

help  guide  officials  responsible  for  prepara- 
tion of  impact  statements  by  ensuring  that 

critical  impacts  are  not  overlooked  and  by 
making  possible  earlier,  more  accurate 

identification  of  "major,"  environmentally 

"significant"  actions. 

2:   Duty  to  "Balance"  Advantages  and  Disadvantages  of 
the  Proposed  Action. 

Inherent  in  the  duty  imposed  on  any  agency  by  NEPA 
to  promote  environmental  quality  is  the  obli- 

gation to  weigh  the  possible  environmental  effects 

of  a  proposal  against  the  effects  on  other  public 
values  the  agency  is  mandated  to  consider.   If  the 

environmental  effects'  are  adverse,  the  agency  must 
consider  whether  they  outweigh  the  benefits  of  the 
proposal  in  deciding  whether  to  go  ahead.   This 
implicit  requirement  is  confirmed  by  the  directive 

of  Section  102(2)  (B)  that  a'gencies  develop  methods 
for  giving  "presently  unquantified  environmental 
amenities  and  values  . . .  appropriate  consideration 
in  decisionmaking  along  with  economic  and  technical 

considerations. " 
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However,  NEPA  does  not  specify  whether  this 
balancing  of  environmental  and  other  considera- 

tions must  be  spelled  out  in  the  environmental 
impact  statement  under  Section  102(2)  (C) .   Each 
of  the  five  items  expressly  required  to  be 
included  in  the  statement  relates  to  environ- 

mental effects  —  except  the  third,  which  does 
not  specify  what  type  of  information  should  be 

given  about  "alternatives  to  the  proposed  action." 
From  the  bare  language  of  Section  102(2)  (C) ,  it 
is  not  wholly  clear  whether  the  102  statement  is 
to  catalog  only  the  environanental  effects  of  the 
proposed  action  and  of  alternatives,  or  whether 
the  statement  is  to  discuss  all  of  the  important 
considerations  bearing  on  the  wisdom  of  the 
proposed  action. 

The  legislative  history  suggests  that  Congress  did 

expect  the  102  statement  to  record  the  agency's 
tra*de-offs  of  competing  values.   In  explaining the  bill  on  the  Senate  floor.  Senator  Jackson  said: 

Subsection  102 (c)  establishes  a  procedure 

designed  to  insure'  that  in  instances  where 
a  proposed  major  Federal  action  would  have 
a  significant  impact  on  the  environment 
that  the  impact  has  in  fact  been  considered, 
that  any  adverse  effects  which  cannot  be 
avoided  are  justified  by  some  other  stated 
consideration  of  national  policy,  that  short- 
term  uses  are  consistent  with  long-term 
productivity,  and  that  any  irreversible 
and  irretrievable  coirmiitments  of  resources 
are  warranted.   115  Cong.  Rec.  29055  (Oct.  8, 
1969) .   (Emphasis  added.) 

This  interpretation  is  supported  by  several  state- 
ments in  court  decisions.   In  the  Calvert  Cliffs 

case  the  court  stressed  the  necessity  for  "balanc- 
ing" under'^NEPA  and  the  role  of  the  102  statement 

in  showing  how  the  balancing  was  done: 
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In  some  instances  environmental  costs 

may  outweigh  economic  and  technical 
benefits  and  in  other  instances  they 
may  not.   But  NEPA  mandates  a  rather 

finely  tuned  and  "systematic"  balancing 
analysis  in  each  instance. 

To  insure  that  the  balancing  analysis  is 

carried  out  and  given  full  effect.  Sec- 
tion 102(2) (C)  requires  that  responsible 

officials  of  all  agencies  prepare  a 

"detailed  statement"  covering  the  impact 
of  particular  actions  on  the  environment, 
the  environmental  costs  which  might  be 
avoided,  and  alternative  measures  which 

might  alter  the  cost  benefit  equation. 
2  ERC  at  1781-82. 

Similarly,  in  Natural  Resources  Defense  Council  v. 
Morton,  the  court  observed  that: 

The  impact  statement  provides  a  basis  for 
(a)  evaluation  of  the  benefits  of  the 

proposed  project  in  light  of  its  environ- 
mental risks,  and  (b)  comparison  of  the 

net  balance  for  the  proposed  project  with 

the  environmental  risk  presented  by  alter- 
native courses  of-  action.   3  ERC  at  1561. 

These  judicial  comments  do  not,  however,  t3etract 
from  the  primary  purpose  of  the  102  statement:   the 

assessment  of  the  environmen-tal  effects  of  possible 

actions.   NEPA  was  ena'cted' out  of  a  concern  that 
environmental  considerations  were  not  being  fully 
canvassed  before  action,  and  the  purpose  of  Sec- 

tion 102 (2) (C)  is  primarily  to  require  a  "detailed 
statement"  of  environmental  effects.   Where  an 

agency's  proposal  entails  adverse  environmental 
consequences,  the  102  statement  must  identify  the 
countervailing  interests  that  would  support  a 



-7- 

decision  to  go  ahead.   This  does  not  mean  that 

the  statement  may  be  used  as  a  promotional  docu- 
ment in  favor  of  the  proposal,  at  the  expense  of 

a  thorough  and  rigorous  analysis  of  environmental 
risks.   In  most  cases  it  may  be  impossible  and 
unnecessary  to  discuss  the  countervailing  interests 
in  the  same  detail  as  environmental  factors.   The 

court  in  the  Morton  case  observed  that  "the  con- 
sideration of  pertinent  alternatives  requires  a 

weighing  of  numerous  matters,  such  as  economics, 

foreign  relations  [and]  national  security  ...." 
3  ERC  at  1561.   A  detailed  discussion  of  each  of 

these  subjects  could  require  as  much  space  as  the 
enviroranental  analysis  itself,  destroying  the  focus 
of  the  102  statement  and  undercutting  the  purpose  of 
NEPA.   Wliat  is  necessary  is  a  succinct  explanation 
of  the  factors  to  be  balanced  in  reaching  a  decision, 

thus  alerting  the  agency  decisionmaker,  as  well  as 
the  President,  Congress,  and  the  public  to  the  nature 
of  the  interests  that  are  being  served  at  the  expense 
of  environmental  values. 

Reconimendation  4j^2  ;   Wherever  adverse  envi- 
ronmental effects  are  found  to  be  involved 

in  the  proposed  action,  the  impact  state- 
ment should  indicate  what  other  interests 

and  considerations  of  Federal  policy  might 
be  found  to  justify  those  effects.   The 
statement  should  also  indicate  the  extent 

to  which  these  stated  countervailing 
benefits  could  be  realized  by  following 
reasonable  alternatives  to  the  proposed 
action  that  would  avoid  some  or  all  of 
the  adverse  environmental  effects.   In 

this  connection,  agencies  that  prepare 

cost-benefit  analyses  of  proposed  actions 
should  attach  such  analyses  to  the  environ- 

mental impact  statement. 
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Duty  to  Consider  Opposing  Views. 

In  Committee  for  Nuclear  Responsibility  v.  Seaborg, 

3  ERC  1126  (D.C.  Cir.  1971),  the  Court  of  Appeals 
considered  the  duty  to  discuss  opposing  views  under 
NEPA.   The  Court  observed  that  in  order  for  the  102 

statement  to  meet  adequately  the  "full  disclosure" 
requirement,  it  must  "set  forth  the  opposing  views" 
on  significant  environmental  issues  raised  by  the 

proposal.   To  omit  from  the  statement  any  reference 

whatever  to  such  views  would  be  "arbitrary  and 
impermissible."   Again,  however,  the  court  noted 
that  "only  responsible  views  need  be  included." 
What  is  required  is  "a  meaningful  reference  that 
identifies  the  problem  at  hand"  for  the  agency 
decisionmaker.   3  ERC  at  112  9. 

An  earlier  district  court  opinion  stressed  this 
requirement  in  even  stronger  terms: 

Where  experts,  or  concerned  public  or 
private  organizations,  or  even  ordinary 
lay  citizens,  bring  to  the  attention  of 
the  responsible  agency  environmental 
impacts  which  they  contend  will  result 
from  the  proposed  agency  action,  then 
the  §102  statement  should  set  forth 
these  contentions  and  opinions,  even  if 
the  responsible  agency  finds  no  merit 
in  them  whatsoever.   Of  course,  the 

§102  statement  can  and  should  also 
contain  the  opinion:  <yf.    the  responsible 

agency  with  respect  to  all  such  view- 
points.  The  record  should  be  complete, 

EDF  V.  Corps  of  Engineers,  2  ERC  1260, 
1267  (E.D.  Ark.  1971) . 



-9- 

Again  the  relevance  of  this  requirement  for  agency 

NEPA  procedures  is  primax-ily  a  matter  of  ensuring 
that  opposing  views  are  fairly  treated  and^  dis- 

cussed in  the  process  of  preparing  draft  and  final 
statements. 

Recommendation  #3;   Agencies  should  make  an 
effort  to  discover  and  discuss  all  major 

points  of .view  in  the  draft  statement  itself. 

T-fhere  opposing  professional  views  and  responsible 
opinions  have  been  overlooked  in  the  draft 

statement  and  are  brought  to  the  agency's 
attention  through  the  commenting  process, 

the  agency  should  reviev;  the  positive  and 
negative  environmental  effects  of  the  action 
in  light  of  those  views  and  should  malce  a 
meaningful  reference  in  the  final  statement 
to  the  existence  of  amy  responsible  opposing 
view  not  adequately  discussed  in  the  draft 

statement  with  respect  to  adverse  environ- 

mental effects,  indicating  the  agency's 
response  to  the  issues  raised.   All  substantive 
comments  received  on  the  draft  should  be 

attached  to  the  final  statement,  whether  or 
not  each  such  comment  is  thought  to  merit 

individueil  discussion  by  the  agency  in  the 
text  of  the  statement.   At  the  same  time  that 

copies  are  sent  to  the  Council,  copies  of 
final  statements,  with  comments  attached, 
should  also  be  sent  to  all  entities  — 
Federal,  State  and  local  agencies,  private 

organizations  and  individuals  —  that  made 
substantive  comments  on  the  draft  statement, 

thus  informing  such  entities  of  the  agency's 
disposition  of  their  arguments. 
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4.   pp?)!=;nnab1e  "Alternatives"  to  the  Proposed  Action. 

The  recent  decision  in  NRDC  v.  Morton,  supra,  dis- 

cussed the  "full  disclosure"  requirement  in  relation 

to  the  requirement  that  agencies  consider  the  "alter- 
natives" to  the  proposed  action.   See  also  EDF  v. 

Corps  of  Engineers,  2  ERC  1260,  1269  (E.D.  Ark.  1971) 

(discussing  respects  in  which  consideration  of  alter- 
natives in  proposed  dam  project  was  legally  deficient) . 

The  most  significant  aspect  of  the  Morton  decision  is 

the  court's  conclusion  that  all  alternatives  reasonably 

'available  to  the  Government  as  a  whole  must  be  discussed 
even  if  some  of  those  alternatives  are  outside  the 

control  of  the  agency  preparing  the  statement.   Dis- 
cussion of  such  alternatives  is  required  in  order  to 

guide  the  decision  at  hand  as  well  as  to  inform  the 
public  of  the  issues  and  to  guide  the  decisions  of 
the  President  and  Congress. 

The  court  in  this  case  was  careful,  however,  to 

emphasize  that  it  was  not'  requiring  the  impossible. 
"A  rule  of  reason  is  implicit  in  this  aspect  of  the 
law,  as  it  is  in  the  requirement  that  the  agency 
provide  a  statement  concerning  the  opposing  views 

that  are  responsible."   3  ERC  at  1561  (citing 
Committee  for  Nuclear  Responsibility,  Inc.  v. 

Seaborq,  3  ERC  1126,  1128.r-29  (D.C.  Cir.  1971)).   What 

NEPA  requires  is  "information  sufficient . to 'permit 
a  reasoned  choice  of  alternatives  so  far  as  environ- 

mental aspects  are  concerned."   3  ERC  at  1563. 
Detailed  discussion  is  not  required  of  alternatives 

that  "are  deemed  only  remote  "^d  speculative  possi- 
bilities, in  view  of  basic 'changes  required  in 

statutes  and  policies  of  other  agencies."   3  ERC 
at  1564.   And  the  agencies  need  not  indulge  in 

"'crystal  ball'  inquiry"  in  assessing  the  effects 
of  alternatives.   The  agency  will  have  taken  the 

"hard  look"  required  by  NEPA  if  it  has  discussed 

the  reasonably^  foreseeable  effects  with  a  thorough- 
ness commensurate  with  their  severity  and  the  sig- 

nificance of  the  action. 
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The  relevance  of  this  decision  for  agency  NEPA 

procedures  is  primarily  one  of  ensuring  that  the 

reference  to  "alternatives"  is  interpreted  con- 
sistently with  applicable  judicial  opinions:   In 

most  cases  a  judicial  interpretation  of  a  statutory 

term  does  not  require  an  amendment  of  related  docu- 
ments employing  the  term.   Presumably  the  term  will 

be  applied  and  interpreted  by  an  agency  in  accordance 
with  governing  judicial  decisions.   However,  in  view 
of  the  importance  of  the  Morton  decision  and  in  view 
of  the  conflicting  practices  of  some  agencies  prior 
to  the  decision,  it  seems  preferable  to  expand  the 

reference  to  "alternatives"  in  agency  NEPA  procedures 
at  least  to  the  extent  of  indicating  that  all  reason- 

able alternatives  will  be  evaluated,  even  though  they 

may  not  all  lie  within  the  agency's  control.   Such  a 
revision  would  not  add  in  any  way  to  an  agency's 
current  legal  responsibilities,  and  might  ensure 
that  officials  preparing  the  statements  keep  in  mind 
the  proper  scope  of  alternatives  they  must  consider. 

Recommendation  #4:   Agencies  should  indicate 
that  all  reasonable  alternatives  and  their 

environmental  impacts  are  to  be  discussed, 
including  those  not  within  the  authority  of 
the  agency.   Examples  of  specific  types  of 
alternatives  that  should  be  considered  in 

connection  with  specific  kinds  of  actions 
should  be  given  where  possible.   Such  examples 
should  include,  where  relevant: 

(1)  the  alternative  of  taking  no  action; 

(2)  alternatives  requiring  actions  of  a 
significantly  different  nature  which 
would  provide  similar  benefits  with 
different  environmental  impacts 

(e.g.,  a  fossil  fuel  v.  a  nuclear 
power  plant) ; 
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(3)   alternatives  related  to  different 
designs  or  details  of  the  proposed 
action,  v;hich  would  present  different 

environmental  impacts  (e.g.,  pollu- 
tion control  equipment  on  a  nuclear 

plant) . 

In  each  case,  the  analysis  of  alternatives 
should  be  sufficiently  detailed  and  rigorous 
to  permit  independent  and  comparative  evaluation 
of  the  benefits,  costs  and  environmental  risks 
of  the  proposed  action  and  each  alternative. 

Procedural  Issues;   Preparation  and  Circulation  of 
Environmental  Statements. 

1.   The  "Pre-Draft"  Stage. 

The  issues  discussed  above  with  reference  to 
the  required  content  of  impact  statements 
necessarily  have  implications  for  the  procedures 
that  agencies  follow  in  preparing  such  statements. 
It  has  already  been  noted,  for  example,  that 
agencies  should  make  every  effort  to  anticipate 
and  discuss  all  major  points  of  view  on  the 
impact  of  the  proposed  action  in  the  draft  state- 

ment itself.   A  related  procedural  question  con- 
cerns the  extent  to  which  agencies  should  formally 

seek  advice  from  other  agencies  or  members  of  the 
public  prior  to  preparing  a  draft  statement. 

a:*he  CEQ  guidelines  do  Jiot  require  a  formalized 
"pre-draft"  consultation  process.   Indeed,  the 
reason  for  requiring  a  draft  statement  in  the 

first  place  was  in  order  to  satisfy  the  "prior 
consultation"  requirement  found  in  §102  of  the 
Act,  which  refers  only  to  a  "detailed  statement." 
At  the  same  time,  however,  in  order  for  the  draft 
statement  po   present  an  adequate  basis  for  dis- 

cussion and  comment,  it  must  provide  a  fairly 
thorough  discussion  of  the  impacts  of  the  proposed 
action  and  alternatives.   Where  an  agency  lacks 
the  expertise  for  making  such  an  evaluation,  it 
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should  not  hesitate  to  solicit  help  on  an  informal 

basis  from  other  agencies.   Cooperative  arrange- 
ments of  this  sort  have  already  been  tried  in  a 

number  of  cases.   Furthermore,  in  preparing  a 

draft  statement  any  agency  should  welcome' what- 
ever helpful  information  may  be  forthcoming  from 

other  agencies  or  from  the  public. 

In  order  for  such  information  to  be  forthcoming, 

however,  agencies  would  need  to  develop  means  of 
alerting  other  agencies  and  interested  members 

of  the  public  to  the  fact  that -a  draft  statement 
is  being  prepared.  An  announcement  to  this  effect, 
at  least  with  respect  to  administrative  actions, 
would  serve  three  useful  functions: 

(1)  it  would  enable  agencies  and  interested 
persons  with  relevant  information  to 
make  such  information  available  in  time 
for  use  in  the  draft  statements; 

^. 

(2)  it  would  provide  advance  notice  of  the 
fact  that  a  draft  statement  will  soon 

be  available  for  comment; 

(3)  it  would  furnish  evidence  of  the  point 
in  time  in  the  agency  decisionmaking 
process  that  the  102  process  is  initiated. 

Recommendation  #5;   Agencies  should  devise  an 
appropriate  early  notice  system,  by  which  the 
decision  to  prepare  an  impact  statement  is 
announced  as  soon  as  is  practicable  after  that 
decision  is  made.   (Compare  in  this  respect 

the  "notice  of  intent"  provisions  contained  in 
§8b  of  the  NEPA  procedures  of  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  and  the  provisions  for  early 
public  notice  contained  in  paragraphs  12  and 
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14  of  the  NEPA  procedures  of  the  Corps  of 

Engineers.)   In  connection  with  the  develop- 
ment of  such  a  procedure,  an  agency  should 

consider  maintaining  a  list  of  statements 
under  preparation,  revising  the  list  as 
additions  are  made  and  making  the  list 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Draft  Statement  Reference  to  Underlying  Documents, 

The  concern  that  underlies  many  of  the  judicial 
interpretations  of  the  §102  requirement  is  one 
of  ensuring  that  the  102  process  provides  an 

adequate  opportunity  for  comment  and  partici- 
pation by  other  agencies  a3  well  as  interested 

members  of  the  public. 

In  addition,  the  requirement  that  agencies 
consider  and  respond  to  opposing  views  suggests 
that  the  102  statement  must  consist  of  more  than 
simple  assertions  about  .expected  environmental 
impacts;  the  statement  must  also  reflect  the 
xinderlying  information  on  which  those  assertions 
are  based.   One  of  the  primary  reasons  for  the 
injunction  issued  in  EDF  v.  Corns  of  Engineers, 
for  example,  was  the  discrepancy  between  asser- 

tions made  in  the  impact  statement  and  the 
evidence  on  which  those  assertions  were  based. 

See  2  ERC  at  1267-69.   This  problem  c^n  largely 
be  avoided  by  indicating  in  the  draft  statement 
the  basis  relied  on  for  assertions  that  are 
likely  to  prove  controyersial  or  debatable. 

Recommendation  #6:   Draft  statements 
should  indicate  the  underlying  studies, 
reports,  and  other  information  obtained 
and  considered  by  the  agency  in  preparing 
the  statement.   The  agency  should  also 
indicate  how  such  documents  may  be  obtained. 
If  the  documents  are  attached  to  the  state- 

ment, care  should  be  taken  to  ensure  that 
the  statement  remains  an  essentially  self- 
contained  instrvunent,  easily  understood  by 
the  reader  without  the  need  for  undue 
cross-reference. 
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3.   Publication  and  Circulation  of  Statements. 

Section  10  of  the  CEQ  guidelines  emphasizes  the 

importance  of  preparing  and  circulating  d^raft 

statements  "early  enough  in  the  agency  review 
process  before  an  action  is  taken  in  order  to 

permit  a  meaningful  consideration  of  the  environ- 
mental issues  involved.   The  Council  has  recently 

received  complaints  from  a  number  of  agencies, 
as  well  as  from  members  of  the  public,  that  the 
minimum  periods  established  for  comment  and 
advance  availability  of  statements  are  being 

unduly  shortened  by  the  delay  in  actual  receipt 
of  the  statement.   Confusion  appears  to  have 
developed  over  whether  the  time  periods  are  to 
run  from  the  date  the  agency  mails  the  statement, 
or  from  the  date  the  statement  is  received  by 
the  commenting  group. 

In  accordance  with  §10.(b)  of  the  CEQ  Guidelines, 

the  Council's  policy  has  been  to  calculate  the 
time  periods  from  the  date  the  statement  is 
received  at  the  Council  on  Environmental  Quality. 

This  date  will  appear  in  the  Council's  weekly 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  of  statements 
received  during  the  past  week  as  well  as  in  the 
monthly  102  Monitor.   In  order  to  avoid  future 
confusion  on  this  issue,  agencies  should  ensure  that 
their  practices  in  calculating  the  minimum  time 
periods  reflect  this  policy. 

In  many  cases,  of  course,  a  time  lag  will  still 
occur  betv/een  the  date  of  receipt  of  a  statement 
by  the  Council  and  the  date  of  receipt  by  other 
agencies  or  members  of  the  public.   To  some 
extent,  the  problems  created  by  this  delay  can 
be  avoided  by  adoption  of  the  early  notice 
device  described  in  Recommendation  #5,  supra: 
such  a  device  would  enable  potential  commenting 
entities  to  request  direct  notification  as  soon 
as  the  draft  statement  is  available.   In  large 

measure,  though,  the  problem  of  providing  "timely 
public  information,"  see  Executive  Order  11514, 
§2 (b) ,  requires  agency  initiative  in  publicising 
the  fact  that  a  draft  statement  is  available. 
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Agencies  should  not  rely  solely  on  the  fact  of 
Federal  Register  publication  by  the  Council,  but 

should  consider  adopting  such  practices  as  publi- 

cation in  local  newspapers  and  automatic  notifi- 
cation of  (and  possible  automatic  distribution  of 

statements  to)   organizations  and  individuals  that 

the  agency  knows  are  likely  to  be  interested  in 

the  project. 

Recommendation  #7:   Agencies  should  ensure 
thait  the  minim\im  periods  for  review  and 
advance  availability  of  statements  are 
calculated  from  the  date  of  receipt  of  the 

statement  by  the  Council  on  Environmental 

Quality,  as  noted  in  the'  Council ' s  Federal 
Register  and  102  Monitor  announcements. 
Agencies  should  also  devise  appropriate 
methods  for  publicizing  the  existence  of 

draft  statements,  for  example  by  publica- 
tion in  local  newspapers  or  by  maintaining 

a  list  of  groups  kno\\'n  to  be  interested  in 

the  agency's  activities  and  directly  noti- 
fying such  groups  of  the  existence  of  a 

draft  statement,  or  sending  them  a  copy, 
as  soon  as  it  has  been  prepared. 

4.   Actions  Which  Involve -More  than  One  Agency. 

Some  confusion  has  arisen  in  applying  the  "lead 
agency"  concept  to  actions  involving  more  than 
one  agency.   Section  5(b)  of  the  CEQ  Guidelines 

provides  that  the  lead  agency  is  "the  Federal 
agency  which  has  primar^y  authority  for  committing 
the  Federal  Government  to  a  course  of  action  with 

significant  environmental  impact."   This  descrip- 
tion of  "lead  agency"  v;as  not  meant  to  foreclose 

the  possibility  of  having  a  statement  prepared 
jointly  by  all  agencies  involved  in  the  program 
or  project.   The  critical  consideration  is  that 
the  cumulative  impacts  of  the  entire  project  be 

evaluated,  even  though  each  individual  agency's 
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action  relates  only  to  a  part  of  the  project. 
In  some  cases  it  will  be  most  efficient  for 

the  agencies  involved  to  agree  on  a  single 
lead  agency  to  prepare  the  statement  on  the 
entire  project,  obtaining  assistance  as 

necessary  from  the  other  agencies  involve'd or  from  other  agencies  with  relevant  expertise. 
Relevant  factors  in  determining  the  proper 
agency  to  assume  such  a  role  include:   the  time 
sequence  in  which  the  agencies  become  involved 
in  the  project,  the  magnitude  of  their  respective 
involvement,  and  their  relative  expertise  with 

respect  to  the  project's  environmental  effects. 
But  these  criteria  are  not  absolute  and  do  not 

foreclose  either  a  cooperatively  prepared  state- 
ment, or  advance  agreement  on  designation  of  a 

"lead  agency"  for  purposes  of  ensuring  leadership 
and  assigning  responsibility.   Whichever  procedure 
is  followed,  the  two  critical  considerations 
inherent  in  the  provisions  of  Section  5(b)  are: 
(1)  evaluation  of  the  entire  project;  and  (2) 
preparation  of  the  102  .statement  before  any  of 
the  participating  agencies  has  talcen  major  or 
irreversible  action  with  respect  to  the  project. 

See  Upper  Pecos  Ass'n  v.  Stans,  2  ERC  1418  (10th 
Cir.  1971) ,  pet'n. for  cert,  pending,  40  USLW  3444 
No.  71-1133,  Mar.  6,  1972). 

Reconunendation  #8 ;   In  resolving  "lead  agency" 
questions,  agencies  should  consider  the 
possibility  of  joint  preparation  of  a  state- 

ment by  all  agencies  involved,  as  well  as 
designation  of  a  single  agency  to  assume 
leadership  responsibilities  in  preparing 
the  statement.   In  either  case,  the  state- 

ment sl>ould  contain  an  environmental  evalua- 
tion of  the  entire  project,  and  should  be 

prepared  before  major  or  irreversible  actions 
have  been  taXen  by  any  of  the  participating 
agenoi.es. 
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5.   Statements  which  Cover  More  than  One  Action. 

Related  to  the  above  problem,  is  the  problem  of 
determining  the  proper  scope  of  an  environ- 

mental impact  statement  in  connection  with 
Federal  programs  that  may  involve  a  multi- 

plicity of  individual  "actions."   Section  10(a) 
of  the  CEQ  Guidelines  makes  reference  to  the 

need  for  such  "program"  statements  in  certain 
cases,  and  this  topic  was  explored  in  some 
detail  at  our  agency  review  sessions  in 
December.   In  part,  the  problem  requires 
careful  agency  attention  to  the  definition 
of  the  "action"  that  the  agency  is  \indertaking. 
If  the  definition  is  too  broad  and  the  program 
too  far  removed  from  actual  implementation,  the 
resulting  analysis  is  likely  to  be  too  general 
to  prove  useful.   On  the  other  hand,  an  excessively 
narrow  definition  is  likely  to  result  in  impact 
statements  that  ignore  the  cumulative  effects  of 
a  number  of  individually  small  actions,  or  that 
come  so  late  in  the  process  that  basic  program 
decisions  are  no  longer  open  for  review. 

Individual  actions  that  are  related  either 
geographically  or  as  logical  parts  in  a  chain 
of  contemplated  actions  may  be  more  appropriately 
evaluated  in  a  single_y  program  statement.   Such 
a  statement  also  appears  appropriate  in  connection 
with  the  issuance  of-  rules,  regulations,  or  other 
general  criteria  to  govern  the  conduct  of  a  con- 

tinuing program,  or  in  the  development  of  a  new 
program  that  contemplates,  a  number  of  subsequent 
actions.   Examples  of   _puch  program  statements 

include  the  Interior  Department's  statements  on 
its  oil  shale  program  and  on  its  exploitation  of 
geothermal  steam  under  the  Geothermal  Steam  Act 
of  1970.   In  all  of  these  cases,  the  program 
statement  has  a  number  of  advantages.   It  provides 
an  occasion  for  a  more  exhaustive  consideration 
of  effects  and  alternatives  than  would  be 
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practicable  in  a  statement  on  an  individual  action. 

It  ensures  consideration  of  cun^ulative  impacts  that 

might  be  slighted  in  a  case-by-case  analysis.   And 
it  avoids  duplicative  reconsideration  of  basic 

policy  questions.   The  program  statement  can,  of 
course,  be  supplemented  or  updated  as  necessary 
to  account  for  changes  in  circumstances  or  public 
policy  and  to  measure  cumulative  impacts  over  time. 

A  prograim  statement  will  not  satisfy  the  require- 
ments of  Section  102,  however,  if  it  is  superficial 

or  limited  to  generalities.   Where  all  significant 
issues  cannot  be  anticipated  or  adequately  treated 

in  connection  with  the  program  as  a  whole,  state- 
ments of  more  limited  scope  will  be  necessary  on 

subsequent,  individual  actions  in  order  to  complete 

the  analysis. 

Recommendation  ^9:       In  preparing  statements, 
agencies  should  give  careful  attention  to 
formulating  an  appropriate  definition  of  the 
scope  of  the  project  that  is  the  subject  of 
the  statement.   In  many  cases,  broad  program 
statements  will  be  appropriate,  assessing 
the  environmental  effects  of  a  number  of 

individual  actions  on  a  given  geographical 

area,  or  the  overall  impact  of  a  large-scale 
program  or  chain  of  contemplated  projects,  or 
the  environmental  implications  of  research 
activities  that  have  reached  a  stage  of 
investment  or  commitment  to  implementation 

likely  to  restrict  later  alternatives.   Prepara- 
tion of  program  statements  in  these  cases  should 

be  in  addition  to  preparation  of  subsequent  state- 
ments  on  major  individual  actions  v/herever  such 
actions  have  significant  environmental  impacts 
that  were  not  fully  evaluated  in  the  program 
statement. 
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6.   Environmental  Protective  Regulatory  Activities. 

Section  5(d)  of  the  CEQ  guidelines  indicates  that 
certain  activities  of  the  Environmental  Protection 

Agency  do  not  constitute  "actions"  for  purposes 
of  Section  102.   A  number  of  agencies  have  been 
confused  by  the  reference  in  this  section  to 

activities  "concurred"  in  by  EPA.   That  reference 
is  not  meant  to  permit  agencies  to  avoid  the  102 
process  merely  because  the  views  of  the  EPA  have 
somehow  been  secured  with  respect  to  environmental 
aspects  of  proposed  activities. 

Additional  confusion  has  been  created  by  recent 
district  court  decisions,  severely  restricting  the 
applicability  of  §5(d)  v/ith  respect  to  regulatory 
activities  taken  by  agencies  other  than  the  EPA. 
See  Kalur  v.  Resor,  3  ERC  1458  (D.  D.C.  1971) ; 
Sierra  Club  v.  Sargent,  3  ERC  1905  (W.D.  Wash.  1972] 

These  cases  are  being  appealed.   In  addition,  legis- 
lative proposals  have  been  introduced  seeking 

Congressional  clarification  of  some  of  the  issues 

involved.   In  this  respect,  agencies  should  be 
aware  of  the  testimony  given  by  Chairman  Train  on 
March  22,  1972  before  the  Fisheries  and  Wildlife 
Conservation  Subcommittee  of  the  House  Committee  on 
Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries: 

There  has  been  some  confusion  about  the 

Council's  views  on  the  Kalur  decision 

and  what  clarification  of  NEPA ' s  applica- 
bility to  environmental  protective  regula- 

tory activity  is  -necessary.   In  my  opinion, 
the  most  narrow  .pojssible  legislative  action, 
addressed  only  to  the  water  quality  permit 

program,  is  desirable.   With  respect  to  EPA ' s 
other  environmental  protective  regulatory 
activities  we  are  asking  EPA  to  study  and 
revise  its  NEPA  procedures  to  state  specifi- 

cally^ what  activities  and  authorities  are 
included  under  Section  5(d)  of  our  Guidelines 
and  the  rationale  for  such  inclusion. 
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Recommen elation  #10:   Except  for  the  Water 

Quality  permit  program,  and  those  activities 
of  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency  deter- 

mined by  EPA  and  the  CEQ  to  justify  inclusion 
under  Section  5(d)  of  the  CEQ  Guidelines,  no 
other  agency  actions  should  be  considered  as 
exempted  from  the  requirements  of  Section  102 
under  Section  5(d). 
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EXECUTIVE  OFFICE  OF  THE  PRESIDENT 

COUNCIl.  ON  ENVIRONMENTAL  QUALITY 

722    JACKSON    PLACE.    N.    W. 

WASHINGTON.    D.    C.    20006 f  EB  2  9  1972 

MEMORANDUM  FOR  HEADS  OF  AGENCIES 

Subject:     Continuing  Effort  to  Improve  Agency  NEPA  Procedures 

The  Council  on  Environmental  Quality  Revised  Guidelines  for 
the  impleinentation  of  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
(NEPA)  issued  April  23,    1971,    (36  Fed.    Reg.    7724)  called  for 

your  agency's  issuance  of  NEPA  procedures  applying  the  Act's 
requirements  to  your  particular  programs.     In  virtually  all  cases 
you  have  how  issued  draft  or  final  NEPA  procedures  for  the 
relevant  components  of  your  agency  and  are  operating  under  thein. 

Section  12(b)  of  the  Council's  Guidelines  asked  that  you  make 
a  continuing  assessment  of  your  experience  in  the  iinplementation 
of  NEPA  and  comment  to  us  in  writing  by  December  1,    1971.     In 

order  to' respond  to  those  few  agencies  filing   such  comments  and 
review  general  agency  experience  with  NEPA,   the  staff  of  the 
Council,   OMB  and  EPA  held  extensive  review  sessions  with  most 

Federal  agencies  in  December.     At  these  meetings  a  nunaber  of 
questions  concerning  implementation  of  NEPA  were  raised  informally 
to  which  CEQ  responded. 

We  recognize  that  a  continuing  effort  must  be  made  to  improve 
agency  NEPA  procedures  and  have  assigned  a  significant  staff  effort 

to  monitoring  your  agency's  impact  statements  with  a.  view. to 
identifying  needs  for  such  improvement.     We  have  also  invited  public 
comment  (36  Fed.    Reg.    23666,    Dec.    11,    1971)  on  your  procedures 
as  an  aid  to  this  improvennent.     In  pgirticular  we  are  interested  in 
finding  ways  of  consolidating  numbers  of  impact  statements  into 
fewer  but  broader  and  more  meaningful  reviews. 

On  the  matter  of  applying  the  NEPA  statutory  language  "major 
Federal  actions  significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the  human 

environnient"  to  your  particular  agency  programs  and  pinpointing 
the  precise  timing  of  the  NEPA  review  and  interagency  consultations 
called  for,    your  agency  procedures  must  provide  tlie   specifics  within 
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the  fi-amcwork  of  the  statute  and  our  Guidelines.      These 
procedures  are  iinportant  both  in  helping  to  identify  tlie 
types  of  action  on  which  impact  statements  are  likely  to 
be  necessary  and  those  where  statements  are  not  called 
for.     Our  staff  is  available  to  assist  your  staff  in 

strengthening  your  procedures,    particularly  where  you 
can  supply  us  with  the  necessary  information  as  to  the 
nature  of  your  activity,   the  extent  of  potential  environmental 
impact,    and  the  range  of  alternatives  that  ought  reasonably 
to  be  considered.     We  exp6ct  to  start  meeting  with  staffs  of 

individual  agencies   soon  to  review  possibilities  for  improve- 
ment of  procedures  to  iniplement  NEPA. 

We  find  that  the  courts  are  increasingly  willing  to  sustain 

good  faith  agency  efforts  to  comply  with  NEPA  and  will,    fronn 
time  to  time,    draw  your  attention  to  developments  in  this  area. 
For  the  present  I  am  asking  our  General  Counsel  to  recirculate 
to  your  staff  who  serve  as  liaison  with  the  Council  on  NEPA 
matters  the  informal  guidance  we  have  circulated  since  issuance 

of  the  Council's  Revised  Guidelines  last  April. 

lAtgMn'^4 
Chairman 
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SOURCES  FOR  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENTS 

In  order  to  receive  more  efficient  and  prompt  service, 
requestors  are  urged  to  order  draft  and  final  impact  statements 

from  the  Department  of  Commerce's  National  Technical  Information 
Service  (NTIS)  rather  than  the  preparing  agency.   Each  state- 

ment will  be  assigned  an  order  niomber  that  will  appear  in  the 
102  Monitor  (at  the  end  of  the  summary  of  each  statement)  and 

also  in  the  NTIS  semi-monthly  Announcement  Series  No.  68, 

"Environmental  Pollution  and  Control."   (An  annual  subscription 
costs  $5.00  and  can  be  ordered  from  the  NTIS,  U.  S.  Department 
of  Commerce,  Springfield,  Virginia   22151.) 

Final  statements  will  be  available  in  microfiche  as 

well  as  paper  copy.   A  paper  copy  of  any  statement  can  be 
obtained  by  writing  NTIS  at  the  above  address  and  enclosing 
$3.00  and  the  order  number.   A  microfiche  costs  $0.95. 
(Paper  copies  of  documents  that  are  over  300  pages  are  $6.00.) 

NTIS  is  also  offering  a  special  "package"  in  which  the 
subscriber  receives  all  statements  in  microfiche  for  $0.35  per 
statement. 

Statements  will  still  be  available  for  public  scrutiny 
in  the  document  rooms  of  the  various  agencies.  However,  only 
limited  copies  will  be  available  for  distribution. 

Yet  another  possible  source  of  statements  is  from  the 
Environmental  Law  Institute,  1346  Connecticut  Avenue,  N.  W., 

Washington,  D.  C.   20036.   To  order  a  document,  please  indicate 
the  Department,  date,  and  ELR  Order  #  (given  at  the  end  of 
each  summary).   The  Institute  charges  $0.10  per  page,  and  as 
you  will  note  the  number  of  pages  is  also  given  at  the  end  of 
the  summaries.   Please  enclose  the  correct  amount  of  money 
with  your  order  and  mark  the  envelope  to  the  attention  of  the 

"Document  Service." 
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SOURCE  FOR  BACK  ISSUES  OF 

THE  102  MONITOR 

Because  the  supply  of  past  issues  of  the  102' Monitor  is  not 
sufficient  to  meet  all  requests,  a  list  is  provided  belov; 

indicating  where  the  various  issues  of  the  102  Monitor 

appeared  in  the  Congressional  Record.   You  may  wish  to  order 

these'  Congressional  Records  from  the  Superintendent  of 
Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C. 

20402  ($.25  per  copy) . 

Vol.  1,  Hos.  1,  2,  &  3 

Congressional  Record  (page  E  3607)  -  April  28,  19  1 

Vol.  1,  No.  4 

Conqrensional  Record  (page  E  5151)  -  May  27,  1971 

Vol.  1,  No.  5 

rnngrr^c;c;-ir,n?^1  Rt^cord  (page  E  6023)  -  June  16,  1971 
Vol.  1,  No.  6 

Congressional  Record  (page  E  8458)'  -  July  28,  1971 
Vol.  1,  No.  7 

Congressional  Record  (page  E  9483)  -  September  13,  1971' 
Vol.  1,  No.  8 

Congressional  Record  (page  E  10002)  -  SeptemlD.er  24,  1971 

Vol.  1,  No.  9 

Congressional  Record  (page  E  11596)  -  November  1,  1971 
Vol.  1,  No  10 

Congressional  Record  (page  E  12213)  -  November  15,  1971 

Vol.  1,  No  11 

Congressional  Record  "(page  E  13322)  -•  December  11,  1971 
Vol.  1,  No  12 

Congressional  Record  (page  E  76)  -  January  18,  1972 
Vol.  2,  No.  1 

Congressional  Record  (page  E  1886)  -  March  2,  1972 

Vol.  2,  No.  2 

Congressional  Record  (page  E  2409)  -  March  13,  1972 

Vol.  2,  No.  3 

Congressional  Record  (page  E  377G)  -  April  13,  1972 

Vol.  2,  No.  4 

Congressional  Record  (page  E  492  9)  -  May  13,  1972 
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To  Superintendent  of  Docu- 
ments, Government  Print- 

ins  Office,  Wasliington, 
D.C.    20402 

Dote 

,19- 
lame   

^ct  oddren 

•ty 

fate        Zip  Cod* 

FOR  USE  OF  SUPT.  OF  DOC*. 

Enclosed 

To  be  mailed 
later    

Subscription   

Refund   

Coupon  Refund  . 
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CATALOG  NO. QUAN- 
TITY 

DSSIRED 
TITLB  OF  PUBLICATION 

PRICE 
PER 
COPY 

TOTAL 

s   

FOR  ADDITIONAL  SPACE  AHACH  ANOTHER  SHEET.                          TOTAL  AMOUNT  ENCLOSED.. $   

IMPORTANT 

Please  include  your  ZIP  CODE  when  filling  out  the  mailinj  label  below. 

S.  GOVERNMENT  PRINTING  OFFICE 

^UBLIC  DOCUMENTS  DKPARTMENT 

WASHINGTON,  D.C.       20402 

OFFICIAL  BUSINESS 

RETURN  AFTER  5  DAYS POSTAGE  AND  FEES  PAID 
U.S.  GOVERNMENT  PRINTING  OFHCB 

Name  —   

Street  address  - 

City  and  State ZIP  Code 
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ON  THE  FOLLOWING  PAGES  ARE  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENTS  RECEIVED 
BY  THE  COUNCIL  FROM  MAY  1   THROUGH  MAY  31,   1972 

Note:  At  the  head  of  the  listing  of  statements  re- 
ceived from  each  agency  is  the  name  of  an  individual 

who  can  answer  questions  regarding  those  statements. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Contact : 

Dr.  T.C.  Byerly 
Office  of  the  Secretary 
Washington,  D.C.  20250 

(202)  388-7803 

Title  and  Description  Date 

INAL 

Revised  Poultry  Inspection  Regulations.   The  statement  5/16 
evaluates  proposed  poultry  regulation  revisions  under  the 
Poultry  Productions  Inspection  Act.  The  regulations  apply 
to  the  slaughter,  preparation,  and  handling  of  poultry,  and 
to  the  disposal  of  condemned  carcasses  and  parts.  Comments 
made  by  EPA.  (ELR  Order  #  446^  15  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  EIS 
72  4465  F) 

Agricultural  Stabilization  and  Conservation  Service 

FINAL 

Water  Bank  Program.   Proposed  incentive  payments  to  land-       5/4 
owners  and  operators  for  preserving  wetlands  and  conserving 
migratory  waterfowl  habitat  and  other  wildlife  resources. 

Under  the  program  10-year  agreements  would  be  entered  into 
with  consenting  landowners.   Selected  areas  (having 
wetlands  and  high  potential  for  migratory  waterfowl  nesting) 
are  located  in  56  counties  of  13  states.   The  action  would 

help  reduce  the  loss  of  wetlands,  preserve  wildlife  habitat, 
reduce  water  runoff   and  maintain  water  table  levels.   Comments 

made  by  EPA  and  DOI .   (ELR  Order  #  4367,  64  pages)   (NTIS 
Order  #  PB-206  159-F) 
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Animal  and  Plant  Health  Service 
FINAL 

cooperative  Bo3 1  WppvjI  Diapause  Contrnl  p.^^^^^^   Proposed     5/2 aerial  spraying,  in  fall  1972,   of  100,0-^5^^17  with  fto 1.25  lbs  of  malathion  per  acre.   Four  applications  of 
aldrcarb  Jt  1  to  2  lbs.  per  acre,  will  be  sprayed  on  1,000 acres  m  the  spring.   Acreage  involved  is  located  in  Texas 
New  Mexico,  Nevada,  Arizona,  and  California.   The  purpose  ' Of  the  action  is  the  retardation  of  the  spreading  of  the  bolj 
InHth   ̂ ^^^^!!^°^  ̂ 1-  ̂ "-ts  son.e  beneficial  Lthropods and  other  non- target  organisms,  and  is  toxic  to  bees.   Com- ments made  by  EPA.   (ELR  Order  #  4338,  21  pages)   (NTIS  Order #  PB-208  733-F) 

Forest  Service 

DRAFT 

San  Francisco  Peaks,  Coconino  County,  Arizona.  The  statement   5/15 evaluates  ten  alternative  management  plans  for  the  San 
Francisco  Peaks  area  of  the  Coconino  National  Forest   Each 
plan  IS  designed  to  promote  optimum  conditions  for  particu- lar objectives  (such  as  timber  production,  wildlife  habitat 

^Tc^'^f.^??!^  ?^^^-  ̂ ^^"^   °^^^^  *  ̂^^'^'    60  page^  (NTIS  Order  # EIS  72  4464  D) 

Dcala  National  Forest,  Marion  and  Putnam  Counties,  Florida      5/26 rnitiarion  of  studies  for  the  acquisition  and  management  by the  Forest  Service,  as  part  of  the  Ocala  National  Forest,  of certain  lands  and  structures  associated  with  the  Cross  Florida 
Barge  Canal  along  the  Oklawaha  River.  Also  proposed  is  legis- lative designation  of  the  Oklawaha  as  a  Study  River,  with  im- 
nediate,  temporary  drawdown  of  Rodman  Reservoir  considered  a 
prerequisite  to  an  effective,  comprehensive  study.  (ELR  Order p  4551  62_ pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  EIS  72  4551  D) 

Janta  Fe  National  Forest,  Sandova  and  Santa  Fe  Counties         5/19 Jew  Mexico.   Proposed  transfer  of  13,440  acres  of  the 
lational  Forest  to  the  Cochiti  Pueblo.  The  land  would  be itilized  for  the  grazing  of  animals,  and  would  serve  as  a 
)uffer  between  the  Forest  and  Indian  developments  at  Cochiti 
^ake.  (ELR  Order  #  4501  32  pages)(NTIS  Order  #  EIS  72  4501  D) 
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FINAL 

Beaverjiead  National  Forest,  Beaver  and  Madison  Counties,        5/12 

Montana.   Proposed  spraying  of  2,4-D  herbicide  on  Beaver- 
head rangelands  in  order  to  control  big  sagebrush.  The 

purpose  of  the  action  is  the  increase  of  forage  produc- 
tion for  domestic  livestock.  Non-target  plants  will  also 

be  destroyed;  the  herbicide  will  enter  local  water  systems. 
Comments  made  by  HEW,  state  and  local  agencies.  (ELR  Order  #   4455 
158  pages  J   (NTIS  Order  #  PB  2  06  786  F) 

New  Mexico  and  Arizona .  Proposed  granting  of  rights-of-way 
to  the  Tucson  Gas  and  Electric  Co.  for  construction  of  a  sin- 

gle 345  kV  power line  from  Waterflow,  New  Mexico  to  Tucson, 
Arizona.  The  total  length  of  the  project  is  403  miles,  with 
2  55.5  miles  in  New  Mexico  and  146.5  miles  in  Arizona.  The 

primary  impact  of  the  line  will  be  its  visual  one  upon  the 
landscape.  Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA,  FPC,  DOI ,  state  and 
local  agencies,  and  concerned  citizens.  (ELR  order  #  4358, 

299  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  204  960-F) 

Rural  Electrification  Administration 

DRAFT 

5/3 

Blue  Mesa,  Gunnison  and  Hinsdale  Counties,  Colorado.    The      5/2  3 
statement  is  concerned  with  the  proposed  release  of  REA 

loan  funds  to  the  Colorado  -  Ute  Electric  Assoc,  Inc.,  for 

construction  of  33  miles  of  115  kV  transmission  line  between 

Blue  Mesa  and  Lake  City.  A  new  substation  will  be  built  at 

Lake  City.  The  line  will  be  a  major  intrusion  upon  the  land- 
scape. (ELR  Order  #  452  5,  186  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  EIS  72 

4525  D) 

Maysville  Generating  Station,  Mason  County,  Kentucky.   The      5/23 

proposed  action  involves  loans  of   $37,500,000  from  REA  to 

the  East  Kentucky  Rural  Electric  Cooperative  Corp.  The  funds 

would  be  utilized  to  finance  a  300,000  kV  coal-fired  steam 

electric  generating  station  and  110  miles  of  transmission 
line.  Oxides  of  sulfur  and  nitrogen  will  be  emitted  ;  the 
lines  will  be  intrusions  upon  the  lanascape.  (ELR  Order  # 
4524)         (NTIS  Order  #  EIS  72  4524  D) 
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New  Madrid,  Missouri .   Proposed  granting  of  loan  requests      5/9 
by  the  Federated  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.,  in  order  to 
finance  189  miles  of  345  kV  transmission  line  between 
Dixon  and  New  Madrid,  Missouri;  and  construction  of  a  new 
substation  near  Palmyra.   The  route  will  traverse  the 
Clark  National  Forest  and  several  rivers,  including  the 
Gasconade, which  has  been  designated  for  possible  addition 
to  the  National  Wild  and  Scenic  Rivers  System.   Comments 
made  by  USDA,  EPA,  FPC,  DOI,  DOT,  and  state  agencies. 

(ELR  Order  #  4401,  176  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  958-F) 

Soil  Conservation  Service 

DRAFT 

Banlick  Creek  Watershed,  Boone  and  Kenton  Counties,  5/2  5 

Kentucky.   Application  of  land  treatment  measures  and  con- 
struction of  one  floodwater  retarding  structure  and  2  multi- 

purpose reservoirs.  Approximately  915  acres  of  land  would  be 

committed  to  the  project,  8.5  miles  of  stream  would  be  inun- 
dated, and  48  families  would  be  displaced.  (ELR  Order  #  4536, 
(NTIS  Order  #  EIS  72  4536  D) 

FINAL 

Oolenoy  Watershed.  Pickens  County,  South  Carolina.   Proposed    5/17 
conservation  land  treatment  and  construction  of  6  flood  water 

retarding  structures  and  one  58  acre  multi-use  lake.  Fifty- 
three  acres  of  agricultural  and  wildlife  land  along  with  2.4 
miles  of  stream  will  be  lost  to  the  project.  Comments  made 
by  COE,  EPA,  HEW,  DOI,  state  and  regional  agencies.  (ELR  Order 
#  4491,18  page^  (  NTIS  Order  #  PB  201  687  F) 
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ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

Contact : 

Mr.  Christopher  L.  Henderson 
Assistant  Director  of  Regulation  for 
Administration 

Washington,  D.C.  20545 

(202)  973-7531 

Title  and  Description  Date 
DRAFT  \ 

Joseph  M.  Farley  Nuclear  Plant,  Units  1  and  2,  Houston  County,    5/5 
Alabama.   Proposed  issuance  of  a  construction  permit  to  the 
Alabama  Power  Co.  for  the  plant.   The  station  will  consist 
of  2  pressurized  water  reactors,  each  with  a  capacity  of 

2660  MWt  and  861  MWe,  and  a  maximum  "stretch"  power  of  2774 
MWt  and  898  MWe.   The  Units  would  be  cooled  by  a  closed- 
cycle  system  using  mechanical-draft  towers.   Water  would  be 
utilized  from  the  Chattahoochie  River.   Low  concentrations 

of  radioactive  gaseous  effluents  will  be  released  to  the 
environment;  some  fish  will  be  impinged  on  intake  filters; 
and  some  land  will  be  taken  out  of  cultivation.   (ELR  Order 

#  4382,  205  pages)    (NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  888-D)  I 

Fort  Calhoun  Station,  Unit  No.  1,  Washington  County,  Nebraska.    5/5 
Proposed  continuation  of  the  construction  permit  and 
issuance  of  an  operating  peinnit  to  the  Omaha  Public  Power 
District  for  the  start  up  and  operation  of  Unit  1.   The 
Unit  will  employ  a  pressurized  water  reactor  to  produce  up 

to  1420  MWt  and  a  steam-turbine  generator  to  provide  457 

MWe  (net) .   A  "stretch"  power  level  of  1500  MWt  and  457  MWe 
is  anticipated  and  considered  in  the  statement.   Condenser 

cooling  water  will  be  heated  to  18 °F  above  ambient  and  dis- 
charged at  800  cu.  ft. /sec.  to  a  bend  in  the  Missouri  River. 

(ELR  Order  #  4370,  106  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-  208  889-D) 
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Wm.  Zimmer  Nuclear  Power  Station,  Clermont  County,  Ohio.        5/17 
Proposed  issuance  of  a  construction  permit  to  the  Cincinnati 
Gas  and  Electric  Co.  for  construction  of  the  Station.  A 

boiling  water  reactor  will  be  employed  to  produce  2436  MWt 

and  a  steam-turbine  generator  to  provide  840  MWe  (net) .  Ex- 
haust steam  will  be  cooled  by  Ohio  River  water  circulated 

in  a  natural  draft  cooling  tower.  Non-radioactive  chemical, 
sanitary,  and  other  waste  will  be  discharged  to  the  Ohio 
River;  26,000  curies  of   radioactivity   (including  20  curies 
of  tritium)  in  liquid  wastes  will  be  released  per  year  to  the 

environment;  the  479'  tall  cooling  tower  will  have  a  visual 
impact  upon  the  landscape;  280  acres  of  land  will  be  lost  to 
the  project.  (ELR  Order  #  4485,135  pagfesjNTIS  Order  #  EIS  72 
4485D) 

Aguirre  Nuclear  Plant,  Puerto  Rico.  Proposed  issuance  of       5/19 
a  construction  permit  to  the  Puerto  Rico  Water  Resources 

Authority  for  Plant  Unit  #  1.  The  Unit  will  have  a  pres- 
surized water  reactor  with  an  output  of  1780  MWt   and  583 

MWe.  A  "stretch"  capacity  of  1860  MWt  is  anticipated.  The 
nuclear  unit  will  supplement  two  existing  40  MWe  oil-fired 
gas  turbines  and  two  under-construction  460  MWe  oil-fired 
thermoelectric  generating  units.  Cooling  water  for  Unit  1 
will  be  drawn  from   the  Bay  of  Jobos  and  discharged  to  the 

Aguirre  Ship  Canal  at  the  rate  or  1,000,000  gpm.  Minor  im- 
pact upon  aquatic  life  is  expected.  (ELR  Order  #  4510  147pages 

(NTIS  Order  #  EIS  72  4510  D) 

FINAL 

Pilgrim  Nuclear  Power  Station,  Plymouth  County,  Massachusetts .  5/11 
Proposed  issuance  of  an  operating  license  to  the  Pilgrim  Edison 
Co.  for  the  start-up  and  operation  of  the  Station,  which  is  on 
Cape  Cod  Bay.  The  Station  employs  a  boiling  water  reactor  with 

a  designed  thermal  rating  of  1998  MW  to  produce  655  MW  net  elec- 
trical power.  A  once-through  flow  of  water  from  Cape  Cod  Bay  will 

be  utilized  for  cooling.  The  water  will  be  heated  to  29°  F  above 
the  ambient;  a  local  lobster  fishery  and  an  Irish  Moss  harvesting 
industry  will  be  adversely  affected  by  the  Station.  Comments  made 
by   USDA,  COE,  DOC,  EPA,  FPC ,  DOI ,  and  DOT.  (ELR  Order  #  4444,196 
pages)   (NTIS  Order  #   PB  2  06  6  05  F) 
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Elk  River  Reactor,  Sherburne  County,  Minnesota.   Proposed    5/5 
dismantling  of  the  reactor,  which  was  operated  from  1962 
until  1968  by  the  Rural  Cooperative  Power  Association  (RCPA) . 
RCPA  has  since  waived  its  option  to  buy  the  plant,  and  fuel 
and  control  materials  have  been  removed.   The  site  will  be 

put  to  alternate  use  by  RCPA.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  DOC, 
DOC,  EPA,  FPC,  HEW,  DOI ,  DOT,  and  the  state  of  Minnesota. 

(ELR  Order  #  4381,  119  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-205  234-F) 

Point  Beach  Nuclear  Power  Plant,  Manitowac  County,  Wisconsin.   5/19* 
Proposed  issuance  of  a  license  to  the  Wisconsin  Power  Co.  for 

the  operation  of  Unit  2 .  (The  statement  considers  the  com- 
bined impact  of  Units  1  and  2,  of  1518  MWt  and  497  MWe  each.) 

The  system  will  use  700,000  gpm  of  Lake  Michigan  water  for 

once-through  cooling.  Impact  upon  aquatic  life  may  result  from 
entrainment  on  intake  equipment  and  from  the  discharge  of 
residue  chemicals.  A  very  small  increase  in  radiation  exposure 
to  the  population  will  occur.  Comments  made  by  USDA,  DOC,  EPA, 
FPC,  DOI,  and  DOT.  (ELR  Order  #  4511)  (NTIS  Order  #  EIS 
72  4511  F) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Contact: 

Dr.  Sidney  R.  Caller 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Environmental  Affairs 

Department  of  Commerce 
Washington,  D.C.  2  02  30 

(202)  967-4335 

Title  and  Description  Date 

DRAFT 

1976  International  Exposition,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania.      5/2 
The  statement  is  concerned  with  the  proposed  1975  Exposition, 
a  project  of  the  Philadelphia  1975  Bicentennial  Corporation. 
Areas  of  Philadelphia  affected  by  the  project  would  include 
the  Southwest  Industrial  Area  Site,      the  Eastwick  Urban 

Renewal  Area,  and  sites  near  the  Delaware  and  Schuylkill 
Rivers.   Attendance  is  estimated  at  51  million;  environ- 

mental impact  would  include  increased  traffic  congestion, 
air  quality  degradation,  noise,  water  and  river  quality 
effects,  and  possible  residential  relocation.   (ELR  Order 

#  4339,  149  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  828-D) 

Economic  Development  Administration 

DRAFT 

Santa  Rosa,  Sonoma  County,  California.   Proposed  construe-      5/5 
tion  of  water  and  sewer  lines  to  serve  a  200  acre  industrial 
site.   Increases  in  population  density  and  decreases  in  air 
and  water  quality  will  occur.   (ELR  Order  #  4372,  61  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  850-D) 

Lake  Charles,  Calasieu  Parish,  Louisiana.  Proposed  construe-  5/3 
tion  of  a  diversion  conduit  to  transport  raw  water  from  the 

Sabine  River  to  the  Lake  Charles  industrial  area.  Approxi- 
mately 227  acres  of  farmland  and  woodland  will  be  committed 

to  the  project.  The  potential  effects  upon  marine  life  ̂ ^® 
still  being  considered.  (ELR  Order  #  4351,  65  pages)  (ntiS 
Order  #  PB-208  728-D) 
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Leading  Creek  Conservancy  District,  Gallia,  Meigs,  and  5/24 
Vinton  Counties,  Ohio.   The  proposed  project  is  a  rural 
water  system  which  would  be  designed  and   con£tracted 
to  serve  residential,  commercial,  and  educational  customers, 
and  the  Gavin  Power  Plant.  The  creation  of  solid  mine  and 

liquid  coal  processing  wastes,  as  well  as  sanitary  wastes, 
will  result.  (ELR  Order  #  452  9,  84  pages)  (NTIS  Order  # 
EIS  72  4529  D) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Contact: 

Mr.  Robert  L.  Gilliat 
Office  of  General  Counsel 
Room  3E977 

Department  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington,  D.C.  20301 

(202)  OX  5-3272 

Title  and  Description  Date 

FINAL 

Exercise  EXOTIC  DANCER  V,  Jones,  Onslow,  Pender,  Duplin,     5/5 
Craven,  Carterest,  and  Lenoir  Counties,  and  Croatan  National 
Forest,  North  Carolina.   The  proposed  exercise  is  a  Joint 
Chiefs  of  Staff  directed  military  maneuver,  to  be  conducted 
by  the  Atlantic  Command.   It  will  involve  air,  sea,  and  land 
forces.   Increases  in  local  ambient  air  and  water  pollutant 

levels,  and  in  noise,  solid  waste,  rubbish,  sewage,  and  gar- 
bage production  will  result.   The  exercise  will  take  place 

in  May,  1972.   Arrangements  have  been  made  to  minimize  the 

possibilities  of  forest  fires.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  DOC, 
EPA,  DOI,  DOT.   (ELR  Order  #  4377,  111  pages)   (NTIS  Order 
#  PB-207  741-F) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 
DEPARTMENT  OF  AIR  FORCE 

Contact: 

Colonel  Cliff  M,  Whitehead 

Room  5E  42  5,  The  Pentagon 
Washington,  D.C,  20330 

(202)  OX  5-2889 

Title  and  Description  Da te 

FINAL 

Arnold  Engineering  Development  Center,  Coffee  and  Franklin      5/1; 
Counties,  Tennessee.  Proposed  use  of  the  Air  Force  facility 
by  the  Tennessee  National  Guard.  Use  of  tracked  vehicles 
will  damage  trees;  agricultural  use  of  200  acres  will  be 
terminated;  a  wild  turkey  flock,  deer,  and  other  wildlife 
will  be  dislocated  from  the  2,500  acre  tract.  Comments  by 
USDA,  DOI,  and  other  state  agencies.  (ELR  Order  #  4427, 

39  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-203  238-F) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 
DEPARTMENT  OF  ARMY 

Contact : 

Mr.  George  A,  Cunney,  Jr. 

Acting  Chief,  Environmental  Office 
Directorate  of  Installations 

Office  of  the  Deputy  Chief  of  Staff 
For  Logistics 
Washington,  D.C.  20310 

(202)  OX  4-4269 

Title  and  Description  Date 

FINAL 

Diamond  Laboratories,  Montgomery  and  Prince  Georges  Counties,   5/11 
Maryland.  Proposed  construction  (in  three  phases)  of  the  Harry 
Diamond  Laboratories  on  a  137  acre  site  in  White  Oak.  The 

Laboratories  are  presently  housed  in  research  facilities  at  the 
National  Bureau  of  Standards.   The  old  facilities  will  be  razed, 

beginning  in  May,  1972.  General  purpose  research  at  the  new 
Laboratories  will  generate  gamma  radiation.  Comments  made  by 
EPA,  state,  and  local  agencies,  (ELR  Order  #  4449,  59  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PD  199  313  F) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 
DEPARTMENT  OF  ARMY 

Contact : 

Colonel  William  L.  Barnes 
Executive  Director  of  Civil  Works 

Atten:  DAEN-CWZ-C 
Office  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers 
U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 
1000  Independence  Avenue,  S.W. 
Washington,  D.C.  2  0314 

(202)  693-7168 

Title  and  Description 

DRAFT 

Date! 

Santa  Clara  River,  Los  Angeles  County,  Califoraia.   Proposed 
construction  of  channelization  works  cuid  levees  along  several 
stream 7 tributaries  of  the  Santa  Clara  River.   Natural   stream 

habitat  would  be  lost.   (ELR  Order  #  4399,  96  pages)   (NTIS 

Order  #  PB-208  961-D) 

5/9 

Port  Hueneme  Harbor,  Ventura  County,  California .   Proposed     5/17 
dredging  of  the  Central  Basin  and  Channel  A  of  the  Harbor 

to  a'  depth  of  35 ' .  Marine  ecosystems  will  be  disturbed  and/ 
or  destroyed  by  the  dredge  and  dumping  operations.   Increased 
use  of  the  Harbor  will  increase  the  potential  for  oil  spillage 
and  leakage.  (ELR  Order  #  4486,  29  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  EIS  72 
4486  D) 

Mission  Bay,  San  Diego  County,  California.   Proposed  mainten-   5/17 
ance  dredging  of  the  Bay  entrance,  with  spoil  being  for  beach 
nourishment.  Marine  ecosystems  will  be  damaged  at  the  sites  of 
dredging  and  dumping.  (ELR  Order  #  4489,  19  pages  )  (NTIS  Order  # 
EIS  72  4489  D) 

Deemers  Beach,  Delaware,  and  Kelly  Point,  New  Jersey. 
Proposed  approval  of  a  perm.it  application  by  Delmcarva 
Power  and  Light  Company  to  contract  an  aerial  transmission 
wire  across  the  Delaware  River c  The  line  will  have  aesthetic 

(visua])  impact  and  will  restrict  recreational  boating. 
(ELR  Order  *  4407,  14  pages.)  (NTIS  Order  #  BIS  72  44C7  D) 

5/9 
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Port  Everglades  Harbor,  Broward  County,  Florida.   Proposed     5/5 
deepening  and  modifying  of  harbor  dimensions  in  order  to 
enable  the  handling  of  larger  ships.   Approximately  2,940,000 
cu .  yds.  of  material  would  be  dredged  by  the  action,  and  a 
submerged  reef  formed.   Increased  pollution  of  the  harbor 
could  result  from  use  by  larger  ships.   (ELR  Order  #  4375, 

51  pages)    (NTIS  Order  #  PB-2 08  873-D) 

Kansas  River,  Kansas .  Proposed  navigation  project  on  9-3       5/10 
miles  of  the  Kansas  River,  which  would  involve  dredging 
and  construction  of  dikes,  revetments,  channel  works,  and 
bank  stabilization  structures.  Riverbank  vegetation  will 

be  lost  to  the  project.  (ELR  Order  #  4413,  46  pagea(NTIS 
Order  #  PB  209  050  D) 

Atchafalaya  River  Channel  Project,  Assiomption,  St.  Mary,        5/1 
and  Terrebonne  Counties,  Louisiana.   Proposed  enlargement 
of  existing  navigation  channels  in  the  Atchafalaya  River 

and  Bayous  Chene,  Boeuf ,  and  Black  to  20  x  400' .   The 
purpose  is  to  permit  passage  of  large  offshore  oil  rigs 
and     related  equipment.   Approximately  350  acres  of 
land  would  be  dredged  and  7000  acres  covered  with  spoil. 

(ELR  Order  #  4335,  46  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  663-D) 

Bucks  Harbor,  Washington  County,  Maine.   The  statement  is       5/31 
concerned  with  the  dredging  of  an  11  acre  anchorage  (for 
commercial  fishing  boats),  at  the  harbor.   Approximately 
48,000  cu.  yds.  of  spoil  will  be  dredged  from  the  site  and 
dumped  offshore.   Temporary  turbidity  will  have  adverse  ef- 

fects upon  marine  biota.   (ELR  Order  #  04561,  21  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  EIS  72  4561D) 

Tred  Avon  River,  Talbot  County,  Maryland.   Proposed  dredging    5/17 
of  the  river  channel  to  a  depth  of  12'  and  a  width  of  150' 
in  order  to  provide  a  deeper  channel  for  commercial  vessels. 
Dredging  operations  will  disturb  and/or  destroy  marine  life; 
90  acres  will  be  covered  with  spoil.  (ELR  Order  #  4490,  17  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  EIS  72  4490  D) 

Scituate  Harbor,  Massachusetts.   Proposed  periodic  maintenance   5/10 
dredging  of  the  Harbor.  An  estimated  145,000  cu.  yds.  of  spoil 

would' be  dumped  at  an  approved  site.  (ELROrder  #  4433^  19  pages) (NTIS  Order  #  PB  2  09  044D) 



41  - 

Pearl  River  Basin,  Neshoba  County,  Mississippi .   Proposed       5/26 

construction,  upon  authorization  by  Congress,  of  a  multi- 
purpose reservoir  project  on  the  Pearl  River.   The  project 

would  be  constructed  for  purposes  of  flood  control,  water 
quality  control,  recreation,  and  wildlife  enhancement. 
Approximately  16,000  acres  of  agricultural  and  wildlife 

lands  and  an  unspecified  amount  of  free-flowing  stream  hab- 
itat would  be  inundated;  an  unspecified  number  of  homes 

would  be  displaced.   (ELR  ORDER  #   04550,127  pages) 
(NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4550D) 

Newington  Generating  Station  #  1,  Newington  County,  New         5/24 

Hampshire.   Proposed  construction  of  a  400  MW  oil-fired 
fossil  fuel  electric  generating  station,  along  with  345  KV 

and  115KV  switchyards,  a  410'  concrete  stack,  and  intake 
and  discharge  structures.   Long  term  effects  of  the  plant 
upon  the  Piscataqua  River  estuary  site  are  not  presently 
known;  3  acres  of  inter-tidal-subtide  habitat  will  be  lost; 
the  discharge  of  cooling  water  and  waste  chemicals  will 
adversely  affect  marinelife.   (ELR  ORDER  #  04530) 
(NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4530D) 

Hannibal  Locks  and  Dam,  Ohio  River,  Ohio  and  West  Virginia.     5/1 

Proposed  construction  of  a  non-navigable  gated  dam  with  two 
lock  chambers,  and  appurtenant  structures;  existing  facilities 
would  be  removed.   Approximately  1200  acres  of  riverbank 
area  would  be  inundated  by  the  project.   (ELR  Order  #  4330, 

46 -pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  648-D) 

Alum  Creek  Lake,  Delaware  County,  Ohio.   Proposed  construe-     5/23 
tion  of  a  dam  and  appurtenant  facilities  on  Alum  Creek,  for 
purposes  of  flood  control,  recreation,  water  supply,  and 
conservation.   Approximately  8810  acres  will  be  committed 
to  the  project;  18.7  miles  of  stream  will  be  inundated. 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04509,  45  pages  )   (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4509D) 

Erie  Harbor,  Pennsylvania.  Proposed  annual  maintenance  5/l( 
dredging  of  the  Harbor,  with  the  300,000  cu.  yds.  of  spoil 
being  dumped  in  Lake  Erie.  (ELR  Order  #  4416  ,  7  pages) 

(NTIS  Order  #   PB~209  049  D) 

Woodcock  Creek  Lake,  Crawford  County,  Pennsylvania.  Pro-  5/9 
posed  construction  of  a  retention  dam  and  lake  on  Woodcock 
Creek.  Two  miles  of  natural  stream  would  be  lost   and  775  acres 

inundated  by  the  project.  (ELR  Order  #  4405  ,  37  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-2  08  962 -D) 
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Icordell  Hull  Dam  and  Reservoir,  Nashville,  Tennessee    Pro 
posed  construction  of  a  dam  with  navigatiin-fSSPf^Joo  mS"     ̂ ^ ^  power  plant,  a  spillway,  and  a  13, 920^cJe  rese^oJr   Co! <  struct ion  is  80%  complete.   (elr  Order  #  436R   S      ? (ifTIS  Order  fr  EIS  72  4368F;  ^'  ̂ ^  P^ges) 

FINAL 

Dreamy  Draw  Dam,  Maricopa  County,  Arizonia.   Proposed  con-      5/23 struction  of  a  dam  and  detention  basin,  a  dike,  and  a 
spillway  in  Dreamy  Draw,  for  the  purpose  of  providing 
flood  protection  for  northeastern  Phoenix.   Riparian  and 
upland  desert  habitat  would  be  altered  by  the  project 
Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA,  and  DOI.   (ELR  ORDER  #  04527ij (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4527F) 

DeQueen  Lake,  Sevier  County,  Arkansas.   Construction  of  a       5/26 
160"  high  earth-fill  dam,  dikes,  a  service  bridge,  a  spill- way, and  recreation  facilities  on  the  Rolling  Fork  River 
northwest  of  DeQueen.   The  project  is  presently  46%  com- 

plete.  Its  purposes  are  flood  control,  water  supply,  water 
quality  control,  fish  and  wildlife, and  recreation.   Approxi- 

mately 1680  acres  of  land  will  be  inundated;  several  fami- 
lies have  already  been  displaced;  12  archeological  sites 

and  20.5  miles  of  free-flowing  stream  will  be  inundated. 
Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA,  DOI,  DOT,  gtate,  local,  and 
regional  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  04555,  263  page^   (NTIS Order  #  EIS  72  4555F) 

Lytle  and  Warm  Creeks,  San  Bernadino  County,  California.        5/23 Proposed  construction  of  channel  works  on  Lytle,  Warm,  and 
East  Twin  Creeks,  and  on  the  Santa  Ana  River.   The  purpose of  the  action  is  flood  control.   it  is  anticipated  that rapid  urbanization  of  the  project  area  will  result  from  the improvements.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA,  HUD,  DOI,  and 
^T    (ELR  ORDER  #  04520)  (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72 
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Mullet  Key,  Pinellas  County,  Florida .   The  project  involves     5/31 

beach  nourishment  of  5>  750'  of  shoreline.  A  210'  wide  strip 
of  beach  would  be  formed,  along  with  a  60'  wide  protective 
barrier.  A  420'  long  anchor  groin  and  a  1,150'  long  revet- 

ment would  be  the  structural  features  of  the  project.  Approxi- 
mately 325,000  cu .  yds.  of  sand  would  be  dredged  from  an  off- 

shore site  and  placed  on  the  beach.  Marinelife  at  both  sites 
would  be  damaged.  Comments  made  by  USDA,  DOC,  EPA,  HEW,  HUD, 
DOI,  state  and  local  agencies.  (ELR  Order  #  4567,  32  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  EIS  72  4567  F) 

Miami  Harbor,  Florida .   The  action  consists  of  deepening  a      5/31 

6  mile  stretch  of  existing  30'  deep  harbor  to  a  depth  of  36'- 
38',  and  the  widening  of  the  channel  by  100'.   Approximately 
5,000,000  cu.  yds.  of  spoil  will  be  dredged  and  dumped  at 
2  upland  diked  areas  and  3  open  water  disposal  areas.  Marine 
life  at  both  the  dredging  and  dumping  sites  will  be  disturbed; 
the  upland  deposit  sites  are  bordered  by  mangrove  which  serves 
as  habitat  for  osprey,  herons,  and  egrets.   Comments  made 

by  USDA,  EPA,  DOI,  DOT,  state  and  local  agencies  and  con- 
cerned citizens.   (ELR  Order  4560,  40  pages)   (NTIS  Order 

#  EIS  72  4560F) 

Long  Hollow  Creek,  Lewis  County,  Idaho.   The  project  involves   5/31 

the  clearing  and  channelization  of  a  5000'  stretch  of  the 
creek.   The  intent  of  the  action  is  to  provide  flood  control 
for  the  village  of  Nez  Perce.  Increased  water  velocity  could 
result  in  bank  erosion  downstream.   Comments  made  by  USDA, 
EPA,   UD,  DOI,  state  and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  # 
0456:.,  34  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  EIS  72  4562F) 

Chicago  River,  Cook  County,  Illinois.   Clearing  of  a  12-       5/24 
mile  stretch  of  the  North  Branch  of  the  Chicago  River  of 
trees,  ensnarlments,  and  other  debris.   Refuse  would  be 
removed  to  an  approved  disposal  site.   Comments  made  by 
USDA,  USCG,  EPA,  DOI,  DOT.   (ELR  ORDER  #  04542,  33  pages  ) NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4542F) 
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St,  Catherine  Sound,  Maryland.   The  project  is  maintenance      5/31 

dredging  of  the  6'  deep,  80'  wide  channel  of  St.  Catherine 
Sound,  extending  3,330'  into  the  Wicomico  River.  The  area 
is  one  of  commercial  and  recreational  boating  importance. 
Marine  life  (such  as  oysters  and  crabs)  which  is  of  commercial 
importance,  may  be  adversely  affected  by  the  project.  Comments 
made  by  USDA,  DOC,  EPA,  HEW,  state  and  local  agencies.  (ELR 
Order  #  456  3,  26  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  EIS  72  4563  F) 

Mud  Creek,  Custer  and  Sherman  Counties,  Nebraska.   Construe-    5/23 
tion  of  channel  works,  levees,  bin  walls,  erosion  control 

elements,  and  bridge  replacements  on  15,000'  of  stream. 
The  purpose  of  the  action  is  the  provision  of  flood  control 
for  the  city  of  Broken  Bow.   An  unspecified  amount  of  land 
will  be  lost  to  the  project.   Comments  made  by  EPA  and  DOI. 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04526,  30  pages  )   (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4526F) 

Military  Ocean  Terminal,  Sunny  Point,  North  Carolina.   Pro-     5/5 
posed  dredging  of  3.2  million  cu.  yds.  of  material  every  2 
years  from  the  basins  and  channels  at  Sunny  Point.   The 
material  will  be  deposited  in   dike  areas  on  Federal  property. 

Ninety- three  acres  which  serve  as  habitat  for  ospreys, 
American  alligators,  and  other  wildlife  will  be  lost  to  the 
project;  temporary  turbidity  will  disturb  marine  ecocystems; 
salt  water  may  pollute  nearby  freshwater  and  local  soil. 
Comments  made  by  USDA,  DOC,  EPA,  DOI,  DOT,  state  and  local 
agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4376,  229  pages)    (NTIS  Order  # 
PB-207  741-F) 

Taylors  Bayou,  Jefferson  County,  Texas.  The  proposed  project    5/31 
is  a  flood  control  and  drainage  plan  for  the  Taylors  Bayou 
watershed.  Structural  features  include  enlargement  of  1.8 
miles  of  the  Gulf  Intracoastal  Waterway,  and  the  outfall 
canal  from  the  Bayou,  a  diversion  channel,  and  appurtenant 
facilities.  A  total  of  3,800  acres  will  be  committed  to 
the  project;  1,610  acres  of  land  will  be  dredged  to  become 
part  of  the  channel;  2,190  acres  will  be  utilized  for  spoil 
deposit.  The  area  consists  of  marsh  and  prairie  land,  much 
of  it  being  wildlife  habitat.  Rare  species  affected  by  the 
action  include  the  American  alligator,  the  river  otter,  and 
the  Texas  red  wolf.  Comments  made  by  USDA,  DOC,  EPA,  DOI, 
state  and  local  agencies.  (ELR  ORDER  #  4564,  60  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  EIS  72  4564  F) 



DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  NAVY 

Contact: 

Mr.  Joseph  A.  Grimes,  Jr. 
Special  Civilian  Assistant  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy 
Washington,  D.C.  20350 

(202)  697-0892 

Title  and  Description  Date 

DRAFT 

Naval  Station,  Newport,  Rhode  Island.  Proposed  construction     5/9 

of  a  permanent  berth  for  a  floating  dry  dock.  A  700'  X  180' 
area  would  be  dredged  from  its  present  depth  of  50'  to  55  '  . 
Marine  life  will  be  disturbed  and/or  destroyed  at  the  sites 
of  dredging  and  dumping.  (ELR  Order  #  4404,  11  pages)  (NTIS 

Order  #  PB-208  959-D) 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 

Contact : 

Mr.  Sheldon  Meyers 
Director,  Office  of  Federal  Activities 
Room  3630  Waterside  Mall 

Washington,  D.C.   2  046  0 

(202)  755-0940 

Title  and  Description  Date 

DRAFT 

Water  Control  Plant,  Washington,  D.C.   Proposed  expansion        5/12 
and  upgrading,  from  secondary  to  tertiary  treatment,  of 
existing  Water  Pollution  Control  Facilities.   Disposal  of 
residue  sludge  will  be  made  by  incineration,  with  ash  being 
transported  to  approved  landfill  sites.  The  incineration  will 
have  an  adverse  effect  upon  ambient  air  quality.  (ELR  Order  # 
4478,  507  pages   )   (  NTIS  Order  #  EIS  72  4478  D) 
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FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

Contact : 

Mr.  Frederick  H.  Warren 
Advisor  on  Environmental  Affairs 
441  G  Street,  N.W. 

Washington,  D.C.  20426 

(202)  386-6084 

Title  and  Description  Date 

DRAFT 

Project  #  271,  Hot  Spring  and  Garland  Counties,  Arkansas.       5/8 
Proposed  approval  of  an  application  by  the  Arkansas  Power 
and  Light  Company  for  a  renewal  license  on  Project  271. 
Two  developments  are  involved,  the  first  consisting  of  a 
dam,  reservoir  and  a  56,000  kw,  2-generator  powerhouse? 
the  second  consisting  of  a  dam,  reservoir,  and  a  3-generator 
9,300  kw  powerhouse.   (ELR  Order  #  4395,  68  pages)  (ISiTIS  Order  # 
EIS  72  4395D) 

Drum-Spalding  Project  #  2310,  Placer  and  Nevada  Counties,       5/19 
California.   Initiation  of  action  to  bring  under  license 

four  powerhouses  (with  a  total  installed  capacity  of  48,000 
KV) ,  and  12  dams,  all  of  which  are  constructed  and  opera- 

ting.  (ELR  ORDER  #  04499,  31  pages  )   (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72 
4499D) 

Kingsford  Project,  Dickinson  and  Florence  Counties,  Michigan    5/25 
and  Wisconsin.   Proposed  approval  of  an  application  by  the 
Wisconsin  Michigan  Power  Co.  for  a  renewal  license  on  its 

Kingsford  Project.   The  project  consists  of  a  dam,  a  3- 
generator  powerhouse,  a  reservoir,  and  appurtenant  facili- 

ties.  (ELR  ORDER  #  04535,65  pages   )   (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS 
72  4535D) 
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Green  Springs,  Ohio.   Proposed  sale  by  Columbia  LNG  Corp.       5/9 
of  250,000  Mcf  daily  of  pipeline  quality  SNG  to  the 
Coliombia  Transmission  Corp.   A  plant  is  under  construction 
at  Green  Springs  which  will  utilize  light  hydrocarbon 

liquids  (delivered  via  a  16"  pipeline  from  Alberta,  Canada) 
in  the  production  of  the  gas.   The  construction  of  the 
pipeline  will  affect  land,  water,  and  wildlife  resources 
over  the  proposed  route.   (ELR  Order  #  4406,  60  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  957-D) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION  AND  WELFARE 

Contact: 

Mr.  Robert  Lanza 

Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Health  and 
Scientific  Affairs 
Room  4062  HEWN 

Washington,  D.C,  2  02  02 

(202)  962-2241 

Title  and  Description  Date 

DRAFT 

Rule  Making  on  Polychlorinated  Biphenals  (PCB's)  in  Food.       5/9 
Proposed  establishment  of  rules  in  the  food  processing 
industry  in  order  to  prevent  PCB  contamination  of  foods. 

The  provision  would  require  the  elimination  of  PCB- 
containing  materials  from  animal  feed,  food,  and  food- 
packaging  material  establishments.   (ELR  Order  #  4403,  53 

pages)   (NTIS  Order  #   PB-208  960-D) 

Walla  Walla  Community  College,  Walla  Walla,  Washington o         5/11 
Proposed  development  of  the  first  phase  of  a  new  community 
college  campus.   The  school  is  intended  to  serve  3000 
students  on  a  86  acre  site  by  the  year  2000.   Two  pond 
areas  exist  on  the  site.   (ELR  Order  #  4429,  41  pages) 

(NTIS  Order  #  PB  209  051  D) 

FINAL 

National  Center  for  Toxicological  Research,  Pine  Bluffs,        5/19 
Arkansas .  Proposed  conversion  of  29,000  sq.  ft.  of  existing 
building  space  to  animal  holding  and  research  space  as  the 
first  phase  of  construction  of  the  Center.  First  phase  costs 
are  estimated  at  $3,000,000.  There  will  be  minor  discharges 
of  effluents  from  solid  and  sanitary  waste  disposal.  Comments 
made  by  USDA,  DOC,  DOD,  EPA,  HEW,  HUD,  and  DOI .  (ELR  Order  # 
4497  61  pa<jes)[NTIS  Order  #  EIS  72  4497  F) 



DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Contact : 

Mr.  Richard  H.  Broun 

Director,  Environmental  and  Land  Use  Planning 
Division 

Washington,  D.C.  20410 

(202)  755-6186 

Title  and  Description  Date 

DRAFT 

Downtown  Urban  Renewal  Area,  Washington,  D.C.   Proposed        5/9 

use  of  redevelopment  or  "disposition"  controls  to  aid 
redevelopment  of  five  urban  renewal  sites  in  the  retail 
core  of  the  downtown  urban  renewal  area.   These  controls 

would  establish   permitted  uses,  height,  lot  occupancy, 

floor-area  ratio,  off-street  parking  and  loading  regulations 
for  the  sites.   The  dislocation  of  small  retail  business 

establishments  will  result.   (ELR  Order  #  4402,  157  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  956-D) 

Trinity  River  Greenbelt,  Dallas  County,  Texas.   Proposed       5/4 
acquisition  of  2,113  acres  of  underdeveloped  flood  plain 
land  within  the  levees  of  the  Trinity  River  for  use  as 

park  and  recreation  area  under  KUD's  Open  Space  Land 
Program.   (ELR  Order  #  4363,  17  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  EIS 
72  4363  D) 

Armand  Bayou  Park,  Harris  County,  Texas .   Proposed  acqui-      5/8 
sition  of  550  acres  of  primitive  land  to  be  preserved  as 

a  conservation  area  under  HUD's  Open  Space  Land  Program. 
(ELR  Order  #  4388,  11  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  EIS  72  4388  D) 
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FINAL 

Public  Facility  Loans  Program.   The  statement  is  concerned      5/15 
with  the  HUD  Project  Selection  System  for  its  Public  Facility 
Loans  Program.  The  System  is  designed  to  aid  in  the  evaluation 
of  applications  for  loans  in  the  construction  of  local  public 
works  by  public  bodies  of  less  than  50,000  persons.  Comments 
made  by  AEC,  COE,  EPA,  FPC,  GSA,  HEW,  and  DOI .  (ELR  Order  # 
4473)         (NTIS  Order  #  PB  204  917  F) 

Broomfield,  Colorado.  Proposed  construction  of  a  water  con-     5/2  5 
duit  to  serve  Broomfield  and  other  suburban  districts  north 

and  west  of  Denver.  Twenty-five  mgd  would  be  pumped  through 

the  system.  HUD  contributed  funds  would  total  $1,500,000. 

The  pipeline  will  hasten  land  use  changes  from  agricultural 
to  residential  and  commercial  uses.  (ELR  Order  #  4532 
(NTIS  Order  #  EIS  72  4532  F) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Contact : 

Mr.  Bruce  Blanchard 

Director,  Environmental  Project  Review 
Room  7260 

Department  of  the  Interior 
Washington,  D.C.  20240 

(202)  343-3891 

Title  and  Description  Date 

FINAL 

Bureau  of  Mines 

Scranton,  Pennsylvania.  Proposed  conduction  of  a  demonstra-     5/15 
tion  project  to  test  the  feasibility  of  the  Dowell  hydraulic 
slurry  injection  process  for  blind  backfill  of  dry  and  flooded 
underground  mine  voids.  Approximately  300,000  cu.  yds.  of  coal 
refuse  would  be  used  beneath  20  acres  of  residential  area.  Con- 

struction will  disrupt  traffic  and  create  public  safety  hazards. 
Comments  made  by  EPA,  DOI .  (ELR  Order  #  4474) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB  2  06  76  7  F) 

Huntington  Canyon,  Emery  County,  Utah.   A  coal-  burning,  430    5/15 
MW  thermal  electric  generating  station  is  presently  under  con- 

struction with  a  345  kV  transmission  line  to  Salt  Lake  City 
and  Four  Corners.  It  is  scheduled  for  service  in  1974.  A 

second,  similar  unit  is  planned  for  service  beginning   in  1977: 
transmission  lines  would  also  be  constructed  for  it.   Ultimate 

plant  capacity  is  expected  to  be  200MW.   Estimated  stack 
emissions  for  the  430  MW  unit  (with  no  controls)  include  33  to 

45  t.p.d.  of  SO2;  36  t.p.d.  of  NOjj;  and  0.9  to  1.4  t.p.d. 
particulates.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  AEC,  EPA,  HEW,  and  state 
and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4462)  (NTIS  Order 
#  PB-198  736-F) 
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Federal  Mine  Health  and  Safety  Academy,  West  Virginia.   The     5/31 

statement  is  concerned  with  the  construction  and  operation 

of  a  Federal  Mine  Health  and  Safety  Academy,  in  Beckley, 

West  Virginia.   The  Academy  would  train  mine  inspectors  who 

would  assist  in  administering  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health 

and  Safety  Act  of  1969.   A  600  student  multi  building  fa- 

cility is  planned.   Forty-four  acres  would  be  committed  to 

the  project.   Comments  made  by  DOC,  EPA,  HEW,  HUD,  DOI,  and 

DOT.  (ELR  Order  04608,  68  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  EIS  72  4608F) 

Bureau  of  Outdoor  Recreation 

DRAFT 

Canyon  Lakes  Project,  Lubbock,  Texas .   Proposed  granting        5/10 
of  matching  Federal  assistance  funds  for  the  acquisition 

and  development  of  land  for  recreational  purposes.   Approxi- 
mately 675  acres,  located  in  Yellowhouse  Canyon,  are 

involved.   Twenty-six  residences  and  36  businesses  would 
be  displaced  by  the  action.   (ELR  Order  #  4420,  27  pages) 

(NTIS   Order  #  PB-'72  442") 

Bureau  of  Reclamation 
DRAFT 

Geothermal  Leasing  Program.   This  is  a  supplement  to  the        5/8 
draft  statement  issued  on  October  6,  1971.   The  original 
statement  is  concerned  with  the  leasing  and  regulation  of 
geothermal  energy  sources.   The  supplement  discusses 

alternatives  to  the  action,  energy  alternatives,  and  pro- 
posed unit  plan  regulations.   (ELR  Order  #  4360,  57  pages) 

(NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  956-D) 

North  Side  Collection  System,  Frying  Pan-Arkansas  Project,      5/8 

Colorado.   The  project  consists  of  an  arrangement  of 

diversion  dams,  conduits,  and  tunnels  designed  to  intercept 

and  transport  an  average  annual  18,400  acre- feet  of  water 
runoff  from  the  north  tributaries  of  the  Fryingpan  River 

to  the  Arkansas  Valley.   The  system  will  divert  water  from 

the  Colorado  River  Basin  to  the  Arkansas  River  Valley, 

increasing  the  salinity  of  the  Colorado  River  while  improving 

the  water  quality  of  the  Arkansas;  require  construction  of 

13  miles  of  access  roads,  11.4  miles  of  tunnels  and  conduits, 

and  clearance  of  156  acres,  creating  an  aesthetic  impact. 

(ELR  Order  #  4394,  89  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  955-d: 
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Ellis  Unit,  Trego,  Ellis,  and  Russell  Counties,  Kansas.         5/24 
Proposed  construction  of  the  Round  Mound  Dam  and  reservoir, 

as  a  major  portion  of  the  Ellis  Unit  of  the  Pick-Sloan 
Missouri  Basin  Program.   The  Dam,  an  111'  high  rolled  earth 
structure,  would  be  located  5  miles  west  of  Ellis.   A 

175,000  acre-foot  capacity  reservoir  would  be  formed 
inundating  10  miles  of  stream  bed  and  3,085  acres  of  land. 
The  project  is  designed  to  furnish  municipal  and  industrial 
water  for  the  City  of  Hays,  and  flood  protection  downstream. 
(ELR  ORDER  if    04533)  (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4533D) 

East  Mesa,  Imperial  Valley,  California.   Proposed  drilling      5/3 

of  a  4000-8000'  deep  geuthermal  test  well,  in  order  to 
recover  steam  and  brine  and  determine  its  suitability  for 
development  of  desalted  water  and  electric  power.   Fourteen 
acres  of  land  would  be  cleared  for  an  access  road  and 

drilling  operations.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA,  FPC,  DOI , 
state,  local,  and  regional  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4357,  81 

pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  i61-F) 

East  Greenacres  Unit,  Kootenai  County,  Indiana .   Construe-      5/24 
tion  of  wells  and  a  buried  regulating  reservoir,  and 
installation  of  pumps  and  40  miles  of  distribution  pipe, 
in  order  to  provide  water  for  irrigation  on  5,340  acres, 
as  well  as  for  domestic  use.   Approximately  1,810  of  the 

acres  are  presently  irrigated,  the  remainder  dry-framed. 
Sixteen  acres  will  be  required  for  right-of-way.   Comments 
made  by  EPA,  HEW,  and  DOT.   (ELR  ORDER  #  04541) 
(NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4541F) 

Palmetto  Bend  Project,  Jackson  County,  Texas.   Proposed         5/24 

construction  of  a  12.3  mile  long,  64'  high  earthfill  dam 
on  the  Navidad  River.   The  purpose  of  the  project  is  the 
supply  of  industrial  and  municipal  water.   Approximately 
18,400  acres  (11,300  of  which  will  be  inundated)  will  be 

committed  to  the  project;   40  miles  of  free-flowing  stream 
will  be  inundated;  9  families  will  be  displaced;  fresh  water 
inflow  to  the  Matagorda  estuary  will  be  altered;  fish  and 

shell-fish  nursery  areas  will  be  impaired;  habitat  for  such 
endangered  species  as  the  Texas  red  wolf,  the  American  alli- 

gator, the  Southern  bald  eagle,  the  Peregrine  falcon,  and  the 
Attwater  prairie  chicken  will  be  lost.   Comments  made  by 
USDA,  COE,  DOC,  EPA,  FPC,  HEW,  DOI,  OEO ,  DOT,  state,  local, 

and  regional  agencies.   (ELR  0"der  04545,  85  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  EIS  72  4545F) 
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National  Park  Service 
DRAFT 

Grant-Kohrs  Ranch  National  Historic  Site,  Montana.   The         5/5 
statement  is  concerned  with  a  legislative  proposal  to 
establish  the  Ranch  as  a  National  Historic  Site.   The 
Ranch  would  serve  as  a  visible  interpretation  of  the  range 

cattle  industry,  especially  in  its  frontier  aspects.   (ELR 

Order  #  4374,  16  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  872-D) 

Back  Bay  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Virginia  Beach,  Virginia.    5/1 
Proposed  elimination  of  unauthorized  motor  vehicles  from 
the  Refuge.   The  action  is  intended  to  preserve  4.2  miles 
of  natural  beach  and  wildlife  habitat  in  an  essentially 
natural  condition.   (ELR  Order  4337,  45  pages)  (ntis  Order  # 
208  662-D) 

Fossil  Butte  National  Monument,  Wyoming.   The  statement  is      5/5 
concerned  with  a  legislative  proposal  to  establish  an  8180 
acre  Fossil  Butte  National  Monument.   The  area  is  one  of 

the  largest  concentrations  of  fossilized  fresh  water  fish 
in  the  nation.   (ELR  Order  #  4373,  18  pages)  (NTIS  Order  # 
PB-208  871-D) 

Office  of  Saline  Water 

DRAFT 

East  Mesa,  Imperial  Valley,  California.   Proposed  construe-     5/1 
tion  of  a  96,000  gpd  desalting  test  facility  at  a  geothermal 

test  well,  along  with  drilling  of  a  5000-7000'  deep  brine 
injection  well  two  miles  away.   The  test  facility  would  be 
operated  for  the  desalting  of  geothermal  brine;  waste  brine 
would  be  disposed  of  in  the  second  well.   Twenty  acres  would 
be  committed  to  the  project;  small  amounts  of  gases  would 
be  released  to  the  atmosphere;  and  brine  would  be  released 
to  settling  ponds.   (ELR  Order  #  4336,  33  pages)   (NTIS  Order 
#  PB-208  661-D) 
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INTERNATIONAL  BOUNDARY  AND  WATER  COMMISSION 

Contact ; 

Mr,  T.R.  Martin 
AFIA/Mexico 
Room  3906A 

Department  of  State 
Washington,  D.C.   2  052  0 

■(202)  632-1317 

Title  and  Description  Date 

DRAFT 

United  States  and  Mexico.   Proposed  emergency  temporary        5/10 
delivery  of  up  to  20,600  AF/yr.  of  the  1944  Treaty 
allocation  of  Colorado  River  water  to  Tijuana,  Mexico. 

A  6,100'  pipeline  would  be  constructed  to  the  boundary, 
with  Mexico  paying  the  costs  for  new  construction  and  use 
of  existing  works.   (ELR  Order  #  4421,  33  pages)  (WTIS  Orrler  # 
PB-209  043-D) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Contact : 

Mr.  Paul  L.  Woodard 
Law  Enforcement  Assistance  Administration 

Department  of  Justice 
Washington,  D.C,  20530 

(202)  386-4551 

Title  and  Description 
Date 

DRAFT 

Marijuana  Eradication  Project,  Pulaski  County,  Indiana. 
Proposed  spraying  of  65  acres  of  farm  land  and  65  linear 

miles  of  ditch  with  2,4-D  herbicide. -*'  The  purpose  of  the 
action  is  the  elimination  of  marijuana  in  Pulaski  County. 
The  loss  of  cover  for  birds  and  other  fauna  will  result; 

2,4,-D  is  slightly  toxic  to  humans  and  animals.   (ELR  Order 

#  4390,  9  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  868-  D") 

5/8 

FINAL 

Marijuana  Eradication  Project,  Pulaski  County,  Indiana. 
Proposed  spraying  of  65  acres  of  fram  land  and  65  linear 

miles  of  ditch  with  2,4-D  herbicide.  The  purpose  of  the 
action  is  the  elimination  of  marijuana  in  Pulaski  County. 
The  loss  of  cover  for  birds  and  other  fauna  will  result; 

2,4-D  is  slightly  toxic  to  humans  and  animals.  (ELR  Order 
4457)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  868-F) 

5/15 
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NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND  SPACE  ADMINISRATION 

Contact : 

Mr.  Ralph  E.  Cushman 
Special  Assistant,  Office  of  Administration 
NASA 
Washington,  D.C,   20546 

(202)  962-8107 

Title  and  Description  Date 

FINAL 

Sky lab  Program.  The  statement  considers  the  environmental      5/2  3 

impact  of  the  Skylab  Program,  a  post-Apollo  manned  flight 
program.  Three  separate  long-term  research  flights  will  be 
made,  each  involving  3  man  crews,  with  space  vehicles  being 
launched  from  the  John  F.  Kennedy  Space  Center.  Saturn  V  and 
Saturn  IB  launch  vehicles  will  be  used.  Comments  made  by  EPA. 
(ELR  Order  #  4518,  12  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  EIS  72  4518  F) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Contact; 

Mr.  Martin  Convisser* 

Director,  Office  of  Program  Co-ordination 
400  7  th  Street,  S.W. 

Washington,  D.C.  20590 

(202)  426-4355 

Ti^tle^  and  Description  Date 

Federal  Aviation  Agency 
DRAFT 

Olney-Noble  Airport,  Richland  County,  Illinois.  Proposed       5/10 

acquisition  of  40  acres  and  construction  of  a  3900'  X 
75'  runway  with  turnarounds,  and  installation  of  MIRL. 

(ELR  Order  #  4415,  40  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  209  041  D) 

Carmi  Airport,  White  County,  Illinois.  Proposed  acquisitions    5/10 

of  land  and  construction  of  a  new  airport,  with  a  3900'  X 
75'  runway,  hangars,  a  terminal,  etc.  (ELR  Order  #  4424, 
54  pages)   (l,iTIS  -tf  PB-209  039— d)) 

Fairmont  Airport,  Martin  County,  Minnesota.  Proposed  exten-     5/10 
sion  of  the  runway,  additions  to  MIRL,  reconstruction  of 

the  access  road,  etc.  (ELR  Order  #  4423,  17  pages)  (lTTIS#PB-209  046-D) 

Cincinnati  Blue  Ash  Airport,  Hamilton  County,  Ohio.  Proposed    5/10 

construction  of  a  new  3500'  X  75'  runway,  taxiways,  aprons, 

etc.  at  the  Airport.   (ELR  Order  #  4414,  46  pages)  (NTIS#PB-209  042-o)t * 
Mr.  Convisser 's  office  will  refer  yo\-i  to  the  regional  office 
from  which  the  statement  originated.  (See  page  83  ci) 
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FINAL 

Ft.  Valley  Airport,  Perry,  Georgia.   Proposed  construction     5/10 
of  airport  facilities  capable  of  accommodating  70%  of  the 

basic  transport  fleet  of  turbo-jet  aircraft  weighing  less 
than  60,000  lbs.   Ten  acres  will  be  committed  to  the  clear 
zone.   Comments  made  by  EPA,  DOI,  DOT,  state  and  local 

agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4432,  43  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB- 
207  070-F) 

Dade  County  Airport,  Dade  County,  Georgia.   Proposed  con-       5/1 
struction  of  a  new  general  utility  airport  adequate  for 
95%  of  propeller  driven  aircraft  of  less  than  12,500  lbs. 

Ten  acres  of  land  will  be  committed  to  the  project.   Com- 
ments made  by  USDA,  EPA,  DOI,  DOT,  state  and  local  agencies. 

(ELR  Order  #  4334,  50  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-205  578-F) 

Jasper  Airport,  Pickens  County,  Georgia.   Proposed  acquisition  5/1 
of  land  and  construction  of  a  general  utility  airport  to 
handle  all  propeller  aircraft  of  less  than  12,500  lbs.   One 
hundred  acres  of  land  will  be  committed  to  the  project;  one 
residence  will  be  displaced.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA, 
DOI,  DOT,  state  and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4332,  66 

pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-204  959-F) 

Greensboro  Airport,  Green  County,  Georgia.   Proposed  con-      5/15 
struction  of  a  new  basic  utility  airport  capable  of 

accommodating  95%  of  propeller-driven  aircraft  weighing 
less  than  12,500  lbs.   Thirty  acres  of  land  would  be 

committed  to  the  project.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA,  and 

DOI.   (ELR  Order  #  4459,)  (NTIS  Order  #  EIS-206 
575-F) 

Blue  Ridge  Airport,  Fannin  County,  Georgia.   Proposed  con-     5/15 
struction  of  a  new  basic  utility  airport  adequate  for  95% 

of  propeller  driven  aircraft  weighing  less  than  12,500  lbs. 
Eighty- five  acres  would  be  committed  to  the  project;  11 
families  would  be  displaced.   Comments  made  by  EPA,  DOI, 
and  state  and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4460) 
(NTIS  Order  #  EIS  206  864-F) 
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Effingham  Airport,  Effingham  County,  Illinois.   Proposed       5/3 
acquisition  of  land  and  construction  of  a  3400'  x  60'  run- 

way; installation  of  runway  lights  and  VASI-2,  etc.   Coiranents 
made  by   USDA,  DOC,  EPA,  HEW,  DOI ,  DOT,  state  and  local 
agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4355,  37  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB- 
205  790-F) 

Ottumwa  Airport,  Wapello  County,  Iowa.   Proposed  acquisition    5/1 
of  land  for  the  installation  of  ILS  and  ALS .   One  family 
will  be  displaced  by  the  project.   Comments  made  by  USDA, 
DOC,  EPA,  DOI,  and  state  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4329,  18 
pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-207  235-F) 

Fremont  Airport,  Newaygo  County,  Michigan.   Proposed  acqui-     5/10 
sition  of  land  and  expansion  of  existing  facilities.   A 

new  5500'  x  100'  N/S  runway  would  be  built  along  with  a 
terminal  building;  an  existing  runway  would  be  extended, 
VASI,  REIL,  and  mediiom  intensity  lighting  installed,  and 
utilities  relocated.   Two  families  will  be  displaced  by 
the  action.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  COE,  EPA,  HEW,  HUD,  DOI, 
DOT,  state  and  local  agencies,  and  concerned  citizens.   (ELR 

Order  #  4417,  60  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  182-F) 

Schoolcraft  Airport,  Manistique  County,  Michigan.  Proposed    5/16 

acquisition  of  land  and  construction  of  a  new  runway,  exten- 
sion of  an  existing  runway,  installation  of  a  wind  cone, 

VOR,  etc.   An  unspecified  amount  of  land  will  be  committed 

to  the  project.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  DOC,  EPA,  DOI,  DOT, 
and  state  and  local  agencies.    (ELR  Order  #  4479,  ) 

(NTIS  Order  #  EIS  206  106-F) 

Langdon  Airport,  Cavalier  County,  North  Dakota.   Proposed       5/3 

acquistion  of  land,  extension  and  strengthening  of  the  run- 
way, construction  of  a  turf  landing  strip,  and  lighting. 

Comments  made  by  USDA,  Army  COE,  DOC,  EPA,  FPC,  HEW,  HUD, 

DOI,  and  DOT.   (ELR  #  4354,  50  pages) (NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  553-F) 

Golden  Valley  County  Airport,  North  Dakota.   Proposed  land      5/10 

acquisition  and  construction  of  a  new  airport,  with  a  3400' 

X  60'  runway.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  COE,  DOC,  EPA,  HUD, 
DOI,  and  DOT.   (ELR  Order  #  4431,  34  pages)   (NTIS  Order  # 
PB-207  236-F) 
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Antler  Municipal  Airport,  Pushmataha,  Oklahoma.   Proposed      5/10 

development  of  a  new  airport  for  use  by  light  propeller- 

driven  aircract,  including  a  60'  x  3300'  runway.   Comments 
made  by  USDA,  COE,  EPA,  HEW,  DOI ,  DOT,  state  and  local 

agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4419,  51  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB- 
206  859-F) 

Goldsby  Airport,  McClain  County,  Oklahoma.   Proposed  re-       5/10 
construction  and  extension  of  an  existing  runway,  installation 
of  medium  intensity  lighting  and  VASI-II,  etc.   Comments  made 
by  USDA,  COE,  EPA,  HEW,  DOI,  DOT,  and  state  agencies.   (ELR 

Order  #  4430,  54  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  108-F) 

Arrowhead  Airport,  Pittsburg  County,  Oklahoma.   Proposed      5/26 
development  of  a  new  airport  facility  for  use  by  light, 
propeller-driven  aircraft.   Construction  will  include  a 
60'  x  3500'  NW/SE  runway,  a  taxiway  and  apron,  installation 
of  VASI  and  medium- intensity  lighting.   Total  cost  is 
estimated  at  $270,000.   A  4(f)  statement  has  been  filed 
as  some  project  land  would  be  taken  from  the  Arrowhead  Park 
Recreation  Area.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  COE,  EPA,  HEW,  HUD, 
and  DOT.   (ELR  Order  #  4552,  73  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  EIS 
72  4552-F) 

Hemphill  Airport,  Sabine  County,  Texas.   Proposed  acquisition   5/1 

of  land,  construction  of  a  new  N/S  runway,  taxiway,  access 

road,  radio  beacon,  etc.  for  a  new  airport  which  would  serve 

light  piston-powered  aircraft.   An  unspecified  amount  of  land 

will  be  committed  to  the  project.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  COE, 

EPA,  DOI,  DOT,  and  state  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4331,  50 

pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  262-F) 

Garner  Field,  Uvalde  County,  Texas.   Proposed  acquisition      5/3 
of  land,  extension  and  marking  of  a  runway,  and  installation 
of  medium  intensity  lighting.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  Army 
COE,  EPA,  HEW,  DOI,  DOT,  and  state  agencies.   (ELR  Order 

#  4359,  59  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-206  385-F) 

Ector  County  Airport,  Ector  County,  Texas .   Proposed  recon-     5/3 
struction  of  two  runways  and  extension  of  a  third;  construc- 

tion of  a  taxiway,  and  installation  of  medium  intensity 
lighting  and  VASI.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA,  HEW,  DOT, 
and  state  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4357,  35  pages)   (NTIS 
Order  #  PB-204  092-F) 
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Manti-Ephraim  Airport,  Sanpete  County,  Utah.  Proposed 
acquisition  of  land,  extension  of  runway,  and  relocation 
of  power  lines.  Four  acres  of  land  will  be  coiranitted  to 
the  project.  Comments  made  by  USDA,  DOC,  FPC,  HEW,  HUD, 
DOI,  DOT.  (ELR  Order  #  4333,  32  pages)  (  NTIS  Order  # 
PB-207  064-F) 

5/1 

John  F.  Kennedy  Memorial  Airport,  Ashland  County,  Wisconsin . 
Proposed  extension  of  a  runway,  installation  of  REIL,  medium 
intensity  lighting  etc.   Approximately  111  acres  will  be 
committed  to  the  project.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  COE,  EPA, 
HEW,  DOI,  DOT,  state  and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4418, 

29  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-205  925-F) 

5/10 

Federal  Highway  Administration 
DRAFT 

Federal  Aid  Highway  and  Mass  Transportation  Act.  The  state- 
considers  the  Act,  presently  before  Congress,  which  would 
continue  the  Federal  Aid  Highway  Program,  but  with  a  series 
of  fundamental  changes.  These  changes  would  include  the 

establishment,  beginning  in  FY  1974,  of  an  Urban  Transpor- 
tation Program, (which  would  consolidate  all  existing-  urban 

highway  and  mass  transit  projects),  a  Rural  Federal-Aid 
System,  and  a  Rural  General  Transportation  Fund.  The  existing 
Interstate  Highway  Program  would  be  continued  as  a  separate 
catagory  to  insure  completion  of  the  system.    (ELR  Order   # 
4625,  42  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  EIS  72  4625  D) 

5/31 

Noise  Standards  and  Procedures  Pursuant  to  Public  Law  91- 
605 .  The  statement  considers  DOT  standards  which  would  re- 

quire noise   studies  and  the  incorporation  of  noise  abate- 
ment measures  into  federally  aided  highway  projects;  foster 

cooperation   between  state  and  local  officials  to  develop 

standards;  and  provide  incentives  for  state  and  local  govern- 
ments to  enact  codes  regulating  noise  produced  by  individual 

vehicles.  (ELR  Order  #  4559,   41  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  EIS  72 
4559  D) 

5/30 
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Requlatory  Modernization  Act  of  1971.   The  statement  analyzes   5/5 
the  potential  environmental  impact  of  bills  S.  2842,  and 
H.R.  11825,  legislation  which  is  currently  before  Congress. 
The  legislation  would  modify  the  current  regulatory  structure 

1  covering  surface  transportation;  in  particular  the  abandon- 
ment of  lunder-utilized  railway  lines  is  discussed.  (ELR 

Order  #  4371,  16  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  851-D) 

State  Highway  365  -  South,  Pulaski  County,  Arkansas.   The     5/26 
statement  is  concerned  with  the  construction  of  7.4  miles 

of  new,  4-lane  highway.   The  purpose  of  the  facility  is  that 
of  providing  primary  access  to  the  Maiomelle  New  Town,  a 
planned  community  of  50,000  persons.   An  unspecified  amount 
of  acreage  will  be  committed  to  the  highway.   (ELR  Order  # 
4554,  15  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  EIS-72  4554-D) 

Connecticut  Route  40,  New  Haven  County,  Connecticut.  5/23 
Proposed  construction  of  the  Boulevard  Bridge  over  the 
Penn  Central  Railroad.   Four  residences  will  be  displaced 

by  the  action.   (ELR  Order  #  04522,  30  pages)   (NTIS  Orde^ 
#  EI3  72  4522D) 

1-75  (S.R.  93),  Lee  County,  Florida.   The  project  involves    5/30 

construction  of  a  4-lane  limited  access  highway  of  Inter- 

state standards.   Total  project  length  is  11  miles.   Of 

major  impact  will  be  the  crossing  of  the  Caloosahatchee 

River,  the  possible  disruption  of  surface  hydrology,  and 

the  displacement  of  47  residences  and  1  business.   An 

unspecified  amount  of  land  will  be  committed  to  the  project. 

(ELR  Order  #  04558,  57  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  EIS  72  4558D) 

State  Road  200,  Nassau  County,  Florida.   Proposed  reconstruc-   5/15 
tion  of  6.9  miles  of  S.R.  200,  from  the  town  of  Yulee  to 

the  Amelia  River  Bridge. .  The  4-lane  roadway  will  span 

Lofton  Creek  in  2,  200'  bridges.   (ELR  Order  #  4458,  ) 
(NTIS  Order  #  EIS  72  4458-D) 
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State  Route  70,  Fulton  County,  Georgia.  Proposed  relocation     5/3 
and  reconstruction  of  2  miles  of  S.R.  70.  Depending  upon 
the  route  chosen  displacements  will   number  from  11  to  40 

residences   and  1  church.  The  project  is  a  segment  of  near- 
by airport  expansion  and  additional  future  displacements 

could  result.  (ELR  Order  #  4361,  82  pages)   (NTIS  Order  # 
PB-208  729-D) 

F.A.P.  F-0361(4),  Maui,  Hawaii.   Proposed  construction  of     5/10 

2.8  miles  of  2-lane  highway.   Twenty-two  residences  and  two 
business  will  be  displaced;  65  acres  will  be  committed  to 
the  project.   (ELR  Order  #  4411,)  (NTIS  Order  # 
PB-209  040-D) 

US  BON,  Bannock  and  Caribou  Counties,  Idaho.  Proposed  con-      5/8 
struction  of  15.6  miles  of  new,  2-lane  highway.  A  4(f) 
statement  will  be  required  as  parkland  would  be  crossed. 

(ELR  Order  #  4396,  33  pages.)  ^  rJTIS#72-4396-D) 

Illinois  Route  32  and  33  (US  40) ,  Effingham  County,  Illinois.   5/22 
Proposed  reconstruction,  from  2  to  4  lanes,  of  1.75  miles 
of  highway.   Five  acres  of  land  would  be  committed  to  the 
project.   (ELR  ORDER  #  04516,)  (NTIS  ORDER  # 
EIS  72  4516D) 

US  50,  Ripley  County,  Indiana.   Proposed  reconstruction  of      5/22 
15.3  miles  of  US  50.   Several  alternative  routes  are  being 
evaluated;  each  would  require  the  filing  of  4(f)  statements, 
as  parcels  of  public  land  would  be  affected.   (ELR  ORDER  # 
4515,)  (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4515D) 

US  169,  Allen  and  Neosho  Counties,  Kansas.   Proposed  con-      4/28 
struction  of  22  miles  of  relocated  4-lane  highway.   Several 
alternate  routes  are  presently  under  consideration.   (ELR 

Order  #  4302,  58  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  734-D) 
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21rst  Street,  Shawnee  County,  Kansas.   Proposed  reconstruc-    5/15 

tion  of  an  intersection  in  urban  Topeka .   Nine  residences 

would  be  displaced  by  the  action.   (ELR  Order  #  4461, 

(NTIS  Order  #  EIS  72  4461-D) 

US  113,  Worcester  County,  Maryland.   Proposed  construction    5/11 

of  7.3  miles  of  new,  2-lane  highway.   An  unspecified  number 

of  displacements  will  result.   (ELR  Order  #  442&  30  i.c.'-^cc) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-209  038-D) 

MD.  183,  Montgomery  County,  Maryland.   Proposed  reconstruc-     5/19 
tion  and  widening  of  2.91  miles  of  roadway,  partially  on 
new  location.   An  unspecified  number  of  residences  will  be 
displaced  by  the  action;  a  4(f)  statement  will  be  filled  as 

public  park  land  would  be  taken  by  the  project.   (ELR  ORDER 
#  04498,  )  (NTIS  UKDhK  #  bIS  72  4498D) 

Pautuxent  Freeway,  Carroll,  Anne  Arundel,  and  Howard  Counties   5/24 

Maryland.   Construction  of  10.4  miles  of  new  2-lane  highway 

between  Maryland  Route  108  at  Clarksville  and  the  Baltimore- 

Washington  Parkway  at  Ft.  Meade.   Seventeen  residences  and  3 

businesses  will  be  displaced  by  the  project.   (ELR  Order  # 

4531,  )  (NTI^.  Order  #  EIS  72  4531-D) 

Route  2,  Massachusetts .   Proposed  reconstruction  of  11.3      5/15 
miles  of  2-lane  Route  2  in  Lexington,  Lincoln,  Concord,  and 
Acton,  to  freeway  standards.   Eighty-seven  residences  would 
be  displaced  by  the  project.   Several  4(f)  statements  will 
be  filed,  as  the  highway  would  affect  the  Minute  Man  National 
Historical  Park,  the  Walden  Pond  State  Reservation,  one  town 
forest  and  two  conservation  areas.   (ELR  Order  #  4472,) 

(NTIS  Order  #  EIS  72  4472-D) 
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1-94  Interchange,  Berrien  County,  Michigan.   Proposed  recon-    5/26 
struction  of  4  lane  1-94  at  its  intersection  with  Lakeshore 

Drive.   An  unspecified  number  of  residences  will  be  dis- 
placed by  the  action.   (ELR  ORDER  #  04557,)  (NTIS 

ORDER  #  EIS  72  4557D) 

F.A.S.  Route  6318,  Hennepin  County,  Minnesota.  5/5 

Proposed  construction  of  3.5.  miles  of  4-lane  divided  high- 
way, which  will  compose  the  last  segment  of  a  15  mile 

connector  between  1-494  and  1-94.   Fifty  persons  and  two 
businesses  would  be  displaced  by  the  project.   (ELR  Order 

#  4369,  29  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  883-D) 

State  Route  66,  St.  Louis,  Missouri. Proposed  replacement  of     5/3 
an  existing  bridge  over  the  River  Des  Peres.  A  4(f)  state- 

ment may  be  required  as  land  may  be  taken  from  a  local  park. 
(ELR  Order  #  4362,  18  pages.)    (NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  730-D) 

State  Route  61,  Lewis  County,  Missouri.   Proposed  relocation    5/10 
of  12.1  miles  of  S.R.  61,  a  2  lane  facility.   Approximately 
443  acres  of  agricultural  and  timberland  will  be  committed 

to  thp  project.   (ELR  Order  #   442  2,  12  pages)  (NTIStt-fB  209-045D) 

State  Route  61,  Lewis  County,  Missouri.   Proposed  relocation   5/10 

of  12.1  miles  of  S.R-  61,  a  2-lane  facility.   Approximately 
443  acres  of  agricultural  and  timberland  will  be  committed 
to  the  project.   (ELR  Order  #  4422,  )  (NTIS  Order 
#  PB-209  045-D) 

Route  87,  Howard  County,  Missouri.   Proposed  construction       5/2 
of  7  miles  of  new  2-lane  highway,  including  bridges  over 
two  creeks.   Approximately  130  acres  of  agricultural  and 
wooded  lands  will  be  committed  to  the  projects  4  residences 

will  be  displaced.   (ELR  ORDER  #  04538,)  (NTIS 
ORDER  #  EIS  72  4538D) 

Garden  State  Parkway,  Middlesex  County,  New  Jersey.   Pro-       5/2< 
posed  construction  of  entrance  and  exit  ramps  on  the 
Garden  State  Parkway  at  Metro  Park  in  Woodbridge.   A  4(f) 
statement  will  be  filed  as  public  park  land  would  be  taken 
by  the  project.   (ELR  ORDER  #  04549,  )  (NTIS  ORDER 
#  EIS  72  4549D) 
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I  684,  Westchester   County,  New  York.   The  statement  is  a       5/23 
supplement  to  the  final  environmental  impact  statement  on 

I  -  684  between  Katoonah  and  Croton  Falls.  The  project  is  a 
proposed  reconstruction  (from  4  to  6  -  lanes)  of  the  highway 
and  construction  of  a  full  diamond  interchange  with  S.R. 
116.   The  supplement  reevaluates  alternative  actions. 
(ELR  Order  #  04523,)  (NTIS  Order  #  EIS  72  4523D) 

Northern  Arterial,  Westchester  County,  New  York.   The  state-   5/31 
ment  is  concerned  with  the  construction  of  1.9  miles  of 

urban  highway,  the  Northern  Arterial,  in  White  Plains. 
Twenty-four  businesses   and  41  residences  would  be  displaced 
by  the  8-lane  facility;  a  4(f)  statement  will  be  filed  as 
the  Bronx  River  Parkway  would  be  crossed  by  the  project. 

(ELR  Order  #  4569,  68  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  EIS-72  4569-D) 

Dekalb  Street,  Cleveland  County,  North  Carolina.  Proposed      5/8 
construction  of  0.7  mil#  of  roadway  in  urban  Shelby. 
Forty  families  and  one  business  would  be  displaced  by  the 
project.  (ELR  Order  #  4398,  21  pages) 

West  First  Street  (SR  1507),  Forsyth  County,  North  Carolina.    5/24 

Proposed  reconstuction  of  a  5-legged  intersection  in  urban 
Winston-Salem.   A  4(f)  statement  would  be  filed  as  a  portion 
of  a  public  park  would  be  taken  by  the  project.   (ELR  ORDER 
#  04534, )  (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4534D) 

Six  Forks  Road,  Wake  County,  North  Carolina.   Proposed        5/17 
widening  of  Six  Forks  Road,  in  urban  Raleigh,  from  4  and 
5  lane   sections  to  5  and  7  lane  sections.   Two  businesses 
and  3  residences  would  be  displaced  by  the  action.   (ELR 
Order  #  4488,  )  (NTIS  Order  #  EIS  72  4488-D) 

Lake  Oahe,  Sioux  and  Emmons  Counties,  North  Dakota.   Pro-     5/12 
posed  construction  of  a  bridge  acrsoss  Lake  Oahe.   The  2- 
lane  roadway  would  connect  US  83  and  S.H.  24.   Five 
alternative  routes  are  under  consideration.   Approximate 
route  length  is  23  miles;  approximate  bridge  length,  including 
approaches,  is  1.0  mile.   An  unspecified  amount  of  land  would 
be  committed  to  the  project.   (ELR  Order  #  4454]t 
(NTIS  Order  #  EIS-72  4454-D) 
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State  Highway  3,  Pontotac  and  Coal   Counties,  Oklahoma.  Pro-    5/3 

posed  relocation  and  reconstruction  of  12.5  miles  of  2-lane 
S.H.  3.  Three  residences  and  450  acres  will  be  lost  to  the 

project.  (ELR  #  4353,  17  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  732-D) 

State  Route  34,  Greene  County,  Tennessee.   Proposed  con-      5/11 
struction  of  approximately  11.3  miles  of  4-lane  SR  34.   An 
unspecified  amount  of  land  and  nvimber  of  residences  will 
be  lost  to  the  project.   (ELR  Order  #  4228,)  (NTIS 
Order  #  PB-209  048-D) 

F.M.  776,  Jasper  County,  Texas .   Proposed  construction  of     5/11 

1.6  miles  of  2-lane  F.M.  776  in  urban  Jasper.   Thirteen 
residences  would  be  displaced  by  the  action;  an  unspecified 
amount  of  land  would  be  committed  to  the  project.   (ELR 

Order  #  4440,)  (NTIS  Order  #  EIS  72  4440-D) 

I  45.  Harris  County,  Texas.   Construction  of  9.25  miles  of      5/2^ 
new  4-land  highway  in  three  segments  (I  129,  US  77,  and  US 
20) .   The  highways  would  meet  at  the  proposed  1-129  and  US 
cloverleaf  interchange  at  South  Sioux  City.   Twenty-eight 
residences,  1  business  and  4  farms  will  be  displaced  by  the 
action.   (ELR  ORDER  #  04544,  )  (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS 
72  4544D) 

State  Highway  116,  Lubbock  and  Hockley  Counties,  Texas .        5/26 
The  project  involved  is  a  reconstruction  of  19.5  miles  of 
rural  highway,  from  2  to  4  lanes.   Seven  businesses  and 
25  residences  will  be  displaced.   An  unspecified  amount 

of  additional  right-of-way  will  be  claimed  by  the  project. 
(ELR  Order  #  4553,  24  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  EIS-72  4553-D) 

I   93,  Grafton  and  Caledonia  Counties,  Vermont.   Proposed 

construction  of  6.5  miles  of  new  4-lane  highway.   Several 
streams  and  rivers  will  be  bridged,  including  the  Connecti- 

cut.  Two  residences  will  be  displaced  by  the  project. 
(ELR  Order  #  04521,  )  (NTIS  Order  #  EIS  72  452iD) 
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State  Route  193,  Asotin  and  Whitman  Counties,  Washington.      5/17 
Proposed  construction  of  a  new  bridge  for  S.R.  193,  over 

the  Snake  River.   Total  length  is  estimated  from  1500'  to 
1900' .   Four  residences  would  be  displaced  by  the  action. 
(ELR  Order  #  4487  )  (NTIS  Order  #  EIS  72  4487-D) 

Project  ADP-(200)25,  Mercer  County,  West  Virginia.  Proposed     5/4 
construction  of  4.8  miles  of  new,  four-land  divided  high- 

way. One  creek  will  be  channelized  and  an  unspecified 
number  of  residences  will  be  displaced  by  the  project. 
(ELR  Order  #  4366,  58  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  EIS-72-4:;  ^-^-D)  . 

State  Highway  27,  Sparta,  Wisconsin.  Proposed  reconstruc-       5/4 
tion  of  1.16  miles  of  S.H.  27.  Two  residences  and  one  bus- 

iness will  be  displaced  by  the  action.  (ELR  Order  #  4365, 
16  pages)   ('  TIS  Order  #  EIS-72-4365-D)  . 

State  Trunk  Highway  59,  Waukesha  and  Milwaukee  Counties,       5/15 

Wisconsin.   Proposed  construction  of  8.1  miles  of  2-lane 
S.H.  59.   Thirty-one  residences  will  be  displaced  by  the 
action  and  an  unspecified  number  of  acres  taken.   A  4(f) 
statement  will  be  filed  as  land  would  be  taken  from  a 

local  park.   (ELR  Order  #  4456  )  (NTIS  Order  # 
EIS  72  4456-D) 

FINAL 

US  98,  Mobile  County,  Alabama.   Proposed  relocation  and         5/2 
reconstruction  of  13.66  miles  of  US  98,  from  2  to  4  lanes. 

Eleven  families  would  be  displaced  and  414  acres  lost  to 
the  project.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  DOD,  EPA,  HUD,  DOI, 
DOT,  state  and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4343,  48  pages) 
(NTIS  Order  #  PB-199  256-F) 

S-5127,  Montgomery  County,  Alabama.   Proposed  paving  of  two     5/2 
miles  of  rural  gravel  roadway.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  Army 
COE,  DOC,  EPA,  DOI,  DOT,  state  and  regional  agencies.   (ELR 

Order  #  4341,  33  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-202  322-F) 
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rroject  F-FG-134{7),  Buluwxu  Ccjunty,  Alabama.   Proposed         5/0 
construction  of  2  sections  of  highway  totaling  1.96  miles  : 

in  length.   One  family  and  two  businesses  will  be  displaced       I 
by  the  action.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  COE,  DOT,  and  state 
agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  04386  )  (NTIS  Order  #  PB- 
201  566-F) 

Project  S-6408,  Walker  County,  Alabama .   Proposed  '-onstruc-   5/17 
tion  of  10.901  miles  of  new  2-lane  roadway.   Approximately 
225  acres  of  wildlife  habitat  will  be  committed  to  the 

project;  17  residences  will  be  displaced.   Comments  made 
by  USDA,  COE,  EPA,  DOI,  and  HUD.   (ELR  Order  #  4483  ) 

(m'lS  Order  #  EIS  201  846-F) 

Anchorage-Fairbanks  Highway,  Alaska.   Proposed  reconstruc-    5/11 
tion  of  22.6  miles  of  the  2-lane  Anchorage-Fairbanks 
Highway.   A  section  of  the  highway  lies  within  the  Mt.  Mc- 
Kinley  National  Park,  necessitating  the  filing  of  a  4(f) 
statement.   Comments  made  by  EPA,  DOI,  DOT,  and  state  and 
local  agencies .   (ELR  Order  #  4443  )  (NTIS  Order 

#  EIS  202  124-F) 

Haines  Highway,  Alaska.   Proposed  reconstruction  of  40  miles   5/16 

of  2-lane  Haines  Highway,  from  the  city  of  Haines  to  the 
Canadian  border.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  DOT,  HUD,  DOI. 

(ELR  Order  #  4468)  (NTIS  Order  #  EIS-72  4468-F) 

Mesa-Payson  Highway,  Gila  County,  Arizona.   Proposed  5/17 

reconstruction  of  26  miles  of  highway  (the  "beeline",  or 
S.R.  87).   An  unspecified  amount  of  land  will  be  lost  to 
the  project-   Comments  made  byUSDA,  EPA,  HUD,  DOI,  and  state 
and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4494)   (NTIS  Order  # 
EIS  204  022-F) 

US  270,  Hot  Spring  County,  Arkansas.   Proposed  reconstruction   5/2 
(partially  on  new  location)  of  3.227  miles  of  US  270,  from 
2  to  4  lanes.   Twelve  residences  and  6  businesses  would  be 

displaced  by  the  action.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA,  HEW, 
HUD,  DOI,  and  state  and  local  agpncics.   (ELR  Order  # 
4517,  25  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  EIS-72  4517-F) 
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Project  T-3067(4),  Sacramento  County,  California.   Proposed     5/8 
construction  of  a  0.4  mile  highway  overpass,  over  the  main 
lines  of  the  Southern  Pacific  Railway.   An  unspecified 
nvimber  of  displacements  will  occur.   (ELR  Order  #  4392,  69 

pages)   (nTIS  Order  #  PB-208  952-F) 

Project  T-3072(10),  Santa  Clara,  California.   Proposed  5/8 
widening  of  two  streets  (F.A.P.  65  and  F.A.S.  Route  1009) 
at  their  intersection,  and  installation  of  traffic 
signals.   Two  residences  and  2  businesses  will  be  lost 

to  the  project.   A  4(f)  statement  is  required  as  land  will 
be  taken  from  a  city  park.   Comments  made  by  DOI  and 
regional  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4380,  49  pages)   (NTIS 
Order  #  PB-208  842-F) 

Pedestrian  Overcross,  Merced  County,  California.   Proposed    5/11 
construction  of  a  pedestrian  overcrossing  of  State  Highway 

152.   The  facility  will  connect  2  portions  of  the  City's 
school  facilities  which  are  severed  by  the  existing  road. 
A  4(f)  statement  would  be  required  as  the  Los  Bancs 
Recreation  Park  would  be  affected  by  the  project.   Comments 
made  by  DOI,  state  and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4452) 

(NTIS  Order  #  EIS  203  812-F) 

Inyo  National  Forest,  California.   Proposed  reconstruction,    5/25 
widening,  and  hardening  of  2.67  miles  of  an  existing  dirt 
road  in  the  Forest,  the  Minarets  Summit  Route.   The  road 
leads  to  the  Devils  Postpile  National  Monument  in  the  Red 
Meadows  Area.   Construction  of  the  road  will  involve  cuts 

into  hillside  slopes,  the  crossing  of  3  avalanche  fields, 

and  the  stabilization  of  3'  deep  pumice  soils.   Comments 
made  by  USDA,  COE,  DOI,  and  state  agencies.   (ELR  Order 
#  4543,  84  pages)    (NTIS  Order  #  EIS-72  4543-F) 

-'    State  Highway  82,  Garfield  County,  Colorado.   Proposed         5/19 
widening  of  2  miles  of  S.H.  82  from   2   to  4  lanes,  begin- 

ning at  its  intersection  with  S.H.  133  and  running  south. 
Comments  made  by  DOI  and  DOT.   (ELR  Order  #  4505)  (NTIS  Order 
#  t^lS    72  4505F)  . 

Route  AlA,  Volvsia  County,  Florida.   Reconstruction  of  4,1      5/19 

miles  of  highway  from  2  to  4  lanes.    Two  routes  are  under 
consideration.   Comments  tnade  by  EPA,  HUD,  and  DOI.   (ELR 
Order  #  04507  )  (NTIS  Order  #  EIS  72  4507F) 
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Moreland  Avenue,  Dekalb  and  Fulton  Counties,  Georgia.   Pro-    5/11 
posed  reconstruction  and  widening  of  4  miles  of  Moreland 
Avenue  (S.R.  160),  including  the  construction  of  2  new 
bridges.   An  unspecified  number  of  displacements  will  occur; 
a  4(f)  statement  will  be  filed  as  local  park  land  would  be 
affected  by  the  project.  Comments  mad e  by  COE,  EPA,  HUD, 
DOI,  and  state  and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4442  ) 
(NITS  Order  #  EIS  72  4442-F) 

Project  S-2114,  Jenkins  County,  Georgia.   Proposed  con-       5/11 
struction  of  5.055  miles  of  2-lane  State  Route  17  along 
an  existing  stretch  of  unpaved  country  road.   Comments  made 
by  USDA,  EPA,  DOT,  HUD,  DOI,  and  state  and  local  agencies. 
(ELR  Order  #  4450  )  (NTIS  Order  #  EIS  201  396-F) 

State  Route  56,  Athens  County,  Georgia.   Proposed  construc- 
tion of  2.6  miles  of  2-lane  highway,  on  new  location.   An 

unspecified  number  of  residences  and  amount  of  acreage  will 
be  committed  to  the  project;  one  dairy  farm  will  be  severed 
by  the  action.   Comments  made  by  EPA,  HUD,  DOI,  and  state 

agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4352,  27  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB- 
204  160-F) 

1-75  and  S.R.  5,  Cobb  County,  Georgia.   Proposed  construction 
of  7.39  miles  of  4  aad  6  lane  fully  controlled  access  highway, 
in  3  sections.   Approximately  30  residences  and  2  businesses 
will  be  displaced  by  the  action.   Comments  made  bv  DOC,  EPA, 
HEW,  HUD,  DOI,  state  and  rec^ional  aqenaies.   (ELR  Order  # 
4514)   (ITTI3  order  ^  1315  7  2  4514F)  . 

Supplemental  Freeway  F-A.  405,  (F-5) ,  Peoria,  Marshall,  and 
Putman  Counties,  Illinois .   Proposed  construction  of  approxi- 

mately 36  miles  of  new  highway.   Several  alternative  routes 
are  under  consideration.   An  unspecified  number  of  residences 
and  amount  of  land  will  be  committed  to  the  action.   Comments 

made  by  USDA,  HUD,  DOI,  and  DOT.   (ELR  Order  #  04508  ) 
(NTIS  Order  #  EIS  72  4508  F) 

F.A.P.  Route  411,  Vermillion  County,  Illinois.   Proposed 
construction  of  an  18  mile  section  of  14  lane  highway  the 
entirety  of  which  will  ultimately  link  Chicago  with  south- 

ern Illinois  along  the  east  edge  of  the  state.   An  un- 
specified number  of  residences  and  amount  of  land  will  be 

committed  to  the  project.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA,  COE, 
DOI,  DOT,  DOC.   (ELR  Order  #  04493  )  (NTIS  Order 
#  EIS  72  4493F) 
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S  Route  187,  Richland  County,  Illinois.   Proposed  recon-      5/17 
ruction  and  widening  of  1.5  miles  of  FAS  Route  187.   Four- 

en  residences  and  9  businesses  would  be  displaced  by  the 
tion.   A  4(f)  statement  would  be  required  as  land  would  be 
ken  from  Olney  Park. 

rmments  made  by:   DOI ,  DOT.  state  and  local  agencies  (ELR 
der  #  4495  )  (NTIS  Order  #  EIS  200  005F) . 

A.  S.  175,  Franklin  County,  Indiana.   Proposed  construct-    5/16 
tl  of  a  new  2-lane  bridge  on  F.A.S.  175  (S.R.I),  over  the 
ite  River.   Total  length  of  the  project,  including  approaches, 

.!  1.3  miles.   Two  residences  would  be  displaced  by  the  action. 
:inments  made  by  USDA,  EPA,  DOI,  DOT,  state  and  local  agencies. 
LR  Order  #  4480)  (NTIS  Order  #  EIS  203  689F) . 

[-380,  Linn  County,  Iowa.   Proposed  construction  of  two,  3-   5/2 Lane  roadways  in  urban  Cedar  Rapids.   Total  project  length 
Is  1.2  miles.   Eighty  families  and  16  liusinesses  will  be 
iisplaced  by  the  project.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA,  DOI, 
state  and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4348,  30  pages) 
:ntIS  Order  #  PB-200  765-F) 

JS  50,  Ford  County,  Kansas.   Proposed  reconstruction  of  0.7     5/2 
nile   of  4-lane  highway,  in  urban  Dodge  City.   Comments  made 

oy   USDA,  Army  COE,  USCG,  EPA,  HEW,  DOI,  and  state  agencies. 

(ELR  Order  #  4347,  31  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-201  771-F) 

IS  119,  Harlan   and  Letcher  Counties,  Kentucky.   Proposed  re-   5/17 
construction  of  6.6  miles  of  US  119.   Sixty-three  residences, 
>  businesses  and  3  churches  will  be  displaced  by  the  project; 
130  acres  will  be  permanently  lost,  and  one  stream  will  be 
channelized.   A  4(f)  statement  will  be  filed  as  a  city- 
)wned  park  would  be  taken  by  the  project.   Comments  made  by 
)0I,  DOT,  OEO,  state  and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4481; 

(NTIS  Order  #  PB-202  131-F) 

larlan  Road,  Harlan  County,  Kentucky.   Proposed  reconstruct-    5/16 
.on  of  6.05  miles  of  the  Harlan-Cumberland-Whitesburg  Road 
[US  119) .   Several  streams  would  be  crossed  and/or  channel- 
zed  by  the  project;  thirty  residences  will  be  displaced  and 
J25  acres  of  land  committed.   Comments  made  by  EPA,  HUD,  DOI, 
)0T,  state  and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4476) 
(NTIS  Order  #  EIS  72  4476-F) . 
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Project  1-24-1(2),  McCracken  County,  Kentucky.   Proposed  con-   5/2 
struction  of  4.072  miles  of  new  4  lane  highway.   Twenty- four 
residences  would  be  displaced  by  the  action.   Comments  made 
by  USDA,  EPA,  HUD,  DOI,  TVA,  DOT,  and  state  agencies.   (ELR 

Order  #  4346,  53  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  731-F) 

US  11,  Hagerstown,  Maryland.   Proposed  relocation  of  0.38       5/0{ 
miles  of  highway.   Fifty-nine  persons  will  be  displaced  by 
the  action.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA,  HUD,  DOI,  state 
and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  ,:  045P5  )  (NTIS 
Order  #PB-201  241-F) 

Dorchester  Coun.ty,  Maryland.   Proposed  reconstruction  of        5/ie 
1.976  miles  of  Maryland  Route  16,  between  parsons  Creek  and 
Slaughter  Creek.   An  unspecified  amount  of  land  would  be 
committed  to  the  project.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA,  HUD, 
DOT,  state  and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4469  ) 

(NTIS  Order  #  EIS  201  565-F) . 

US-131,  Montcalm,  Mecosta,  and  Osceola  Counties,  Michigan.      5/8 
Proposed  relocation  and  reconstruction  to  freeway  standards, 
of  41  miles  of  US-131.   Approximately  30  residences  and  a 
similar  number  of  farms  will  be  displaced  by  the  project, 
depending  upon  the  route  chosen.   A  4(f)  statement  may  be 
filed,  as  several  recreation  sites  are  located  in  the 

proposed  corridor.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  Army  COE,  DOC, 
EPA,  DOI,  DOT,  and  state  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4387,  209 

pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-200  937-F) 

M-43,  Kalamazoo  County,  Michigan.   Proposed  reconstruction      5/1 
of  11.5  miles  of  2-lane  M-43,  partially  on  new  location. 
Approximately  144  acres  would  be  committed  to  the  project; 
31  residences  and  11  businesses  would  be  displaced.   Comments 
made  by  USDA,  COE,  DOC,  EPA,  DOI,  DOT,  HUD,  state  and  local 
agencies  (ELR  Order  #  4447  )  (NTIS  Order  #  EIS  72- 
4447-F) . 

State  Highway  24,  Nicollet  and  Blue  Earth  Counties,  Minnesota.  5/11 

Proposed  construction  of  a  new  2-lane  bridge  on  Nicollet  County 
State  Aid  Highway  24,  over  the  Minnesota  River.   Total 
length  of  the  bridge  and  access  ramps  is  1.02  miles.   An 
unspecified  amount  of  land  will  be  committed  to  the  project. 
Comments  made  by  USDA,  COE,  EPA,  FPC,  HEW  DOI,  OEO,  DOT, 
state  and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4446) 
(NTIS  Order  #  EIS  72-4446-F) . 
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Route  65,  Jasper  County,  Missouri.   Proposed  construction       5/19 

of  9.3  miles  of  4-lane  highway,  much  of  it  on  new  location. 
Eighteen  families,  two  businesses  and  one  farm  will  be 
displaced  by  the  action.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA,  HUD, 
DOI,and  DOT.   (ELR  Order  #  04513  )  (NTIS  Order  # 
EIS  72  4513F) 

Project  U-515(8),  Douglas  County,  Nebraska.   Proposed  con-      5/16 
struction  of  0.8  miles  of  4-lane  urban  roadway  in  South 
Omaha.   Forty-two  single  family  residences,  19  trailer  homes, 
56  flats,  2  churches  and  29  businesses  would  be  displaced  by 
the  action.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  COE,  EPA,  HUD  DOI ,  state 
and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4470  )  (NTIS 
Order  #  EIS  204-100-F) . 

US  3,  Belknap  County,  New  Hampshire.   Proposed  construction     5/2 
of  a  bridge  and  approaches,  totaling  0.75  mile  in  length. 
Three  residences  and  three  businesses  would  be  displaced 
by  the  action.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  USCG,  EPA,  HEW,  HUD, 
DOI,  OEO,  DOT,  and  one  regional  agency.   (ELR  Order  #  4342, 

50  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PE-  203  227-F) 

Route  130,  Burlington  County,  New  Jersey.   Proposed  re-         5/17 
placement  of  an  existing  4  lane  bridge  on  Route  130  over 

Rancocas  Creek  with  a  6-lane  structure.   Thirty-eight  resi- 
dences and  10  businesses  would  be  replaced  by  the  action. 

Comments  made  by  HUD,  DOT,  state  and  local'  agencies.   (ELR 
Order  #  4482  )  (NTIS  Order  #  EIS  200  015-F) . 

Route  5,  Herkimer  County,  New  York.   Proposed  reconstruction    5/16 
of  Route  5  at  its  intersection  with  County  Roads  26  and  37 
in  the  Town  of  Schuyler.   Five  residences  and  1  business 
would  be  displaced  by  the  action.   Comments  made  by  EPA,  DOI, 
state  and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4467) 
(NTIS  Order  #  EIS  199  245-F) . 
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us  70,  Jones  and  Craven  Counties,  North  Carolina.  Proposed      5/8 

reconstruction  from   2  to  4  lanes,  of  19  miles  of  US  70. 

Comments  made  by  USDA,  COE,  GSA,  HEW,  DOI,  OEO,  state  and 

local  agencies,  (ELR  Order  #  4383,  80  pages)  (NTIS  Order 
#  EIS  72  4383) 

NC  24,  Cumberland  County,  North  Carolina.  Proposed  con-        5/8 
struction  of  a  5-lane  highway  across  the  Cape  Fear  River. 

Eight  families  and  five  businesses  would  be  displaced. 

Portions  of  two  streams  will  be  channelized  and  land  will 

be  taken  from  a  local  park,  necessitating  a  4(f)  statement. 

Comments  made  by  USDA,  COE,  EPA,  GSA.  HUD,  DOI,  and  OEO. 

(ELR  Order  #  4384,  48  pages.)   (NTIS  Orrler  EIS  72  \2^ A) 

Tarboro  Street  (Sk  2564) ,  Wake  County,  North  Carolina.   Pro-    5/19 
posed  widening  of  2.7  miles  of  roadway  from  2  to  4  lanes. 
Seven  families  and  two  businesses  would  be  displaced  by  the 
action.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA,  GSA,  DOI, and  DOT. 
(ELR  Order  #  04504)  (NTIS  Order  #  EIS  72  4504D) 

New  Bern  Bypass,  Craven  County,  North  Carolina.   Proposed      5/16 

construction  of  a  4-lane  US  70  Bypass  at  New  Bern,  from 
Clarks  to  James  City.   Two  streams  would  be  spanned  by  bridges 
along  the  8.1  mile  route;  33  residences  and  8  businesses 
would  be  displaced.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  COE,  EPA,  HUD, 
DOI,  OEO,  state  and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4475) 

(NTIS  Order  #  EIS  72-4475-F) . 

Ward  County  Road  No.  2,  Ward  County,  North  Dakota.   Pro-  ,       5/19 
posed  reconstruction  of  8  miles  of  2-lane  roadway.   A  4(f) 
statement  will  be  filed  as  public  park  land  would  be  taken 
by  the  project.   Comments  made  by  COE.   (ELR  Order  #  04502) 

(NTIS  Order  #  EIS  72  4502F) 

State  Route  60,  Zanesville,  Ohio.   Proposed  construction  of     5/2 
1.2  miles  of  S.R.  60,  including  a  bridge  over  the  Muskingham 
River.   An  unspecified  number  of  residences  and  businesses 
will  be  committed  to  the  project.   Comments  made  by  Army  COE, 
DOC,  EPA,  DOI,  DOT,  and  state  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4344, 

41  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-202  425-F) 
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State  Route  45,  Columbiana  County,  Ohio.   proposed  construct-   5/16 
ion  of  S.R.  45,  a  4-lane  bypass  of  Lisbon.   One  farm  and  7 
residences  would  be  displaced  by  the  action;  150  acres  would 
be  taken.   Comments  made  by  EPA,  HUD,  DOI ,  state  and  local 
agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4471)  (NTIS  Order  #  EIS 
72  4471-F) . 

State  Route  235,  Clark  and  Champaign  Counties,  Ohio.  5/11 

proposed  reconstruction  of  16  miles  of  2-lane  S.R.  235. 
Sixteen  residences  will  be  displaced  by  the  action  and  an 
unspecified  number  of  acres  committed  to  it.   Comments  made 
by  EPA,  DOI,  state  and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4445) 

X  NTIS  Order  #  EIS  202  438-F) . 

S.R.  73,  Adams  County,  Ohio.   Construction  of  a  new  bridge    5/26 
over  Ohio  Brush  Creek  on  S.R.  73,  a  2-lane  roadway.   Total 
length  of  the  project,  including  approaches,  is  0.55  mile. 

Seven  acres  of  right-of-way,  plus  land  owned  by  the  Ohio 
Historical  Society  at  its  Serpent  Mount  State  Park,  will 
be  committed  to  the  project.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  COE, 
HUD,  DOI,  DOT,  state  and  local  agencies,  and  concerned 
citizens.   (ELR  Order  #  4548,  31  pages)   (NTIS  Order  # 
EIS-72  4548-F) 

US  62,  Grady  County,  Oklahoma.   Proposed  reconstruction^        5/10 
partially  on  new  location,  of  7.6  miles  of  US  62.   Two 
additional  lanes  will  be  added  to  the  existing  two.   Nine 
families  and  two  businesses  will  be  displaced  by  the  action; 
120  acres  will  be  committed.   Comments  made  by  DOI  and  state 

agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4412,  25  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB- 
200  188-F) 
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Diamond  Lake  Bypass,  Douglas  County,  Oregon.   Proposed  con-     5/16 
struction  of  5  miles  of  2-lane  Bypass,  as  Oregon  FH  Route  46, 

from  the  intersection  of  S.R. 's  138  and  230  north.   Approx- 

imately 100  acres  of  forest  land  will  be  lost  to  the  project. 

Comments  made  by  USDA,  state  and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  # 

4477)  (NTIS  Order  #  EIS  202  802-F) . 

FAS  Route  266,  Lycoming  County,  Pennsylvania.   Proposed  re-     5/2 
construction  of  0.5  3  mile  of  2  lane  roadway,  including  one 
bridge.   Comments  made  by  EPA  and  state  agencies.   (ELR  Order 

#  4349,  58  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-202  121-F) 

Legislative  Route  10001,  Butler  and  Beaver  Counties,  Penn-      5/17 
sylvania .   proposed  construction  of  2.8  miles  of  new  2-lane 
highway,  L.R.  10001.   Twenty  acres  would  be  committed  to  the 
action;  2  families  would  be  displaced.   Comments  made  by  ARC, 

HUD,  state  and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4484^ 
(NTIS  Order  #  EIS  202  901-F) . 

Legislative  Route  11804,  Cambria  Cojnty,  Pennsylvania.  5/11 
Proposed  reconstruction  of  1.7  miles  of  L.R.  11804,  an 
existing  2-lane  facility.   A  4(f)  statement  will  be  filed 
as  14  acres  would  be  taken  from  Prince  Gallitzin  State  Park. 
Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA,  state  and  local  agencies.   (ELR 
Order  #  4448J  (NTIS  Order  #  EIS  202  083-F) . 

Memorial  Boulevard,  Newport  County,  Rhode  Island.   Proposed    5/26 
construction  of  a  0.6  mile  connecting  link  between  Memorial 
Boulevard  and  an  interchange  withS.R.  138  in  urban  Newport. 
The  road  will  disrupt  an  area  of  significant  historical 
importance,  segments  of  which  are  on  the  National  Register 
of  Historic  Places.   A  4(f)  statement  will  be  filed. 

Fifth-three  residences  will  be  displaced  by  the  action. 
Comments  made  by  USDA,  USCG,  EPA,  FPC,  HEW,  HUD,  DOI,  DOT, 
state  and  local  agencies,  and  concerned  citizens.   (ELR 

Order  #  4546,  172  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  EIS-72  4546-F) 

F.A.S.  79  (S.R.  61),  Anderson  County,  Tennessee.   Proposed      5/19 

reconstruction  of  5  miles  of  2-lane  roadway.   Sixteen  fami- 

lies would  be  displaced  by  the  project.   Comments  made  by 

USDA,  HEW,  DOI,  TVA,  and  DOT.   (ELR  Order  #  04506) 
(NTIS  Order  #  EIS  72  4506F) 
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State  Highway  320,  Falls  and  Bell  Counties,  Texas.   Proposed    5/2 reconstruction  of  10.3  miles  of  2-lane  highway,  2.5  miles 
of  it  on  new  location.   One  business  will  be  displaced  by 
the  action.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  Army  COE,  EPA,  HEW,  HUD, 
and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4350,  40  pages)   (NTIS Order  #  PB-202  719-F) 

Project  S-3234,  Gregg  County,  Texas.   Proposed  construction     5/2 of  Loop  485,  a  4-lane,  2.1  mile  connector  between  US  271 
and  US  80.   Two  residences  will  be  dislocated  by  the  project. 
Comments  made  by  EPA.   (ELR  Order  #  4340,  46  pages)   (NTIS Order  #  PB-201  239-F) 

U.  S.  81-287,  Wise  County,  Texas .   Proposed  reconstruction     5/5 of  8.2  miles  of  highway  from  2  to  4  lanes.   Seven  families 
would  be  displaced  by  the  action.   (ELR  Order  #  4380,  33 
pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-201  842 -F) 

US  287,  Wilbarger  County,  Texas.   Reconstruction  and  widen-     5/19 
ing  of  US  287  from  2  to  4  lanes,  for  a  total  length  of  10.6 
miles.   Five  residences  and  one  business  would  be  displaced 
by  the  action.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA,  HEW,  and  DOT. 
(ELR  Order  #  04500)  (NTIS  Order  #  EIS  72  4500F) 

1-90,  King  County,  Washington.   Proposed  construction  of        5/5 
of  3.08  miles  of  10-lane  1-90,  from  SR-5  to  the  west  shore 
of  Mercer  Island,  in  urban  Seattle.   An  unspecified  number 
of  residences  and  amount  of  land  will  be  lost  to  the  pro- 

ject.  A  4(f)  statement  will  be  required  as  land  would  be 
taken  from  two  local  parks.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  Army 
COE,  EPA,  HUD,  DOI,  DOT,  state,  local,  and  regional  agencies. 
(ELR  Order  #  4379,  163  pages)  (NTIS  Girder  #  EIS  72  4379F) 

1-90,  King  County,  Washington.   Proposed  construction  of  a      5/5 
10-lane  freeway,  1-90,  across  Mercer  Island,  a  large 
island  in  Lake  Washington.   Total  project  length  is  three 
miles.   An  unspecified  niamber  of  residences  and  amount 
of  land  will  be  lost  to  the  project.   A  4(f)  statement  will 
be  required  as  land  would  be  taken  from  Luther  Burbank  Park. 
Comments  made  by  USDA,  Army  COE,  EPA,  HUD,  DOI,  DOT,  state, 
local,  and  regional  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  4378,  129  pages) 

(IITIS  Order  #  EIS  72  ̂ 3-^^) 
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Campus  Loop  Road,  Whitman  County,  Washington.   Proposed  con-    5/16 
struction  of  7  miles  of  4-lane  Campus  Loop  Road,  some  of  it 
on  the  location  of  existing  S.R.  195.   Two  residents  would 

be  displaced  by  the  action;  an  unspecified  amount  of  farm- 
land and  wildlife  habitat  will  be  lost.   Comments  made  by 

USDA,  COE,  EPA,  HUD,  DOI ,  DOT,  state  and  local  agencies. 

(ELR  Order  #  4466^  (NTIS  Order  #  EIS  199  612-F) . 

Project  S-0487  (5) ,  Racine  County,  Wisconsin.   Proposed  con-    5/02 
struction  of  2.4  miles  of  2  lane  rural  roadway.   Comments 
made  by  EPA,  HEW,  DOT,  state  and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order 
#  4345)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-202  426-F) . 

State  Trunk  Highway  71,  Monroe  and  Juneau  Counties,  Wisconsin.  5/13 

proposed  reconstruction  of  6.0  miles  of  2-lane  S.H.  71. 
One  business  and  88  acres  of  land  would  be  committed  to  the  pro- 

ject.  A  4(f)  statement  will  be  filed  as  recreational  land 
would  be  taken  by  the  project.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  EPA, 
HUD,  DOI,  DOT,  state  and  local  agencies.   (ELR  Order  #  444] J 

(NTIS  Order  #  EIS  200  384-F) . 

Project  S-0487 (5),  Racine  County,  Wisconsin.   Proposed  con-     5/2 
struction  of  2.4  miles  of  2  lane  rural  roadway.   Comments 
made  by  EPA,  HEW,  DOI , ^nd  one  regional  agency.   (ELR  Order 
#  4345,  18  pages)   (NTIS  Order  #  PB-202  426-F) 

US  151,  Fond  Du  Lac  County,  Wisconsin.   Proposed  reconstruc-    5/19 
tion  of  a  4  mile  segment  of  US  151.   Three  corridors  for  the 
project  are  presently  under  consideration;  each  would 
require  approximately  50  acres  of  land.   Comments  made  by 
USDA  and  EPA.  (ELR  Order  #  4503)  (NTIS  Order  # 
EIS  72  4503F) 
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Urban  Mass  Transportation  Administration 

FINAL 

Second  Avenue  Subway,  Manhattan,  New  York.   The  statement      5/23 
is  concerned  with  an  application  from  the  New  York  City 
Transit  Authority  for  a  $254,000,000  loan  to  assist  in  the 
final  design  and  construction  of  4.7  miles  of  new  subway 
under  Second  Avenue,  in  east  Manhattan.   One  business  will 

be  displaced  by  the  action.   Comments  made  by  USDA,  DOI  and 
one  local  agency.   (ELR  Order  #  4519,  92  pages)   (NTIS 
Order  #  EIS-72  4519-F) 
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U.S.  Water  Resources  Council 

Contact: 

Mr.  W.  Don  Maughan 
U.S.  Water  Resources  Council 
2120  L  Street,  N.W. 

Washington,  D.C.  20037 

(202)  254-6408 

Title  and  Description  Date 

DRAFT 

Red  River  Basin,  Arkansas,  Louisiana,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas.      5/8 
The  statement  is  a  proposed  comprehensive  plan  for  the 
development  of  the  Red  River  Basin.  Flood  protection,  water 
supply,  navigation,  power,  and  wildlife  needs  are  considered. 
Several  dams,  reservoirs,  flood  control  structures  and 

channelization  projects  are  proposed.  (ELR  Order  #  4397, 
100  pages)  (NTIS  Order  #  PB-208  876-D) 
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Reqional  Federal  Highway  Administrators 

REGION  1* 
(Conn.,  Me.,  Mass.,  N.H.,  R.I.,  Vt.,  N.J.,  N.Y.,  Puerto  Rico) 
Administrator ;   G.  D.  Love,  4  Normanskill  Blvd.,  Delmar,  N.Y.   12054 

REGION  3 

(Del.,  D.C.,  Md.,  Pa.,  Va.,  W.Va.) 
Administrator ;   August  Schofer,  31  Hopkins  Plaza,  Baltimore,  Md.,  21201 

REGION  4 

(Ala.,  Fla.,  Ga.,  Ky.,  Miss.,  N.C.,  S.C,  Tenn.) 
Administrator;   H.  E.  Stark,   1720  Peachtree  Rd.,  N.W.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30309 

REGION  5 

(111.,  Ind.,  Mich.,  Minn.,  Ohio,  Wise.) 
Administrator;   F.  B.  Farrell,  18209  Dixie  Hwy.,  Homewood,  111.  60430 

REGION  6 

(Ark.,  La.,  N.M.,  Okla.,  Texas) 
Administrator;   J.  W.  White,  819  Taylor  St.,  Fort  Worth,  Texas   76102 

REGION  7 

(Iowa,  Kansas,  Mo.,  Neb.) 
Administrator ;  J.  B.  Kemp,  P.  O.  Box  7186,  Country  Club  Station,  Kansas  City, 
Mo.   64113 

REGION  8 

(Col.,  Montana,  N.D.,  S.D.,  Utah,  Wyoming) 
Administrator ;  W.  H.  Baugh  (Acting), Rm.  242,  Bldg.  40,  Denver  Federal 
Center,  Denver,  Colo.   80225 

REGION  9 

(Arizona,  Calif.,  Hawaii,  Nev.) 
Administrator ;   S.  E.  Farin,  450  Golden  Gate  Ave.,  San  Francisco,  Calif. 94102 

REGION  10 

(Alaska,  Idaho,  Oregon,  Wash.) 
Administrator ;   R.  M.  Phillips,  222  Southwest  Morrison  St.,  Portland,  Oreg. 

97204 

♦Conforms  to  Standard  Federal  Regions  1  &  2 
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AVAILABILITY  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY  COMMENTS  ON 

ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENTS 

Appendix  I  contains  a  listing  of  draft  environmental 
impact  statements  which  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
(EPA)  has  reviewed  and  commented  upon  in  writing  during  the 
period  from  May  1,  1972,  to  May  31,  1972,  as  required 
by  Section  102(2) (C)  of  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969  and  Section  309  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended. 
The  listing  includes  the  Federal  agency  responsible  for  the 
statement,  the  number  assigned  by  EPA  to  the  statement,  the 
title  of  the  statement,  the  classification  of  the  nature  of 

EPA's  comments,  and  the  source  for  copies  of  the  comments. 

Appendix  II  contains  definitions  of  the  four  classifi- 
cations of  EPA's  comments.   Copies  of  EPA's  comments  on  these 

draft  environmental  impact  statements  are  available  to  the 
public  from  the  EPA  offices  noted. 

Appendix  III  contains  a  listing  of  the  addresses  of  the 
sources  for  copies  of  EPA  comments  listed  in  Appendix  I. 

Copies  of  the  draft  environmental  impact  statements  are 
available  from  the  Federal  department  or  agency  which  prepared 
the  draft  statement  or  from  the  National  Technical  Information 
Service,  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  Springfield,  Virginia 
22151. 

Sheldon  Meyers 
Director 
Office  of  Federal  Activities 

Date:    JUN  S      1972 
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APPENDIX  II 

DEFINITION  OF  CODES  FOR  THE  GENERAL  NATURE 

OF  EPA  COMMENTS 

(1)  General  Agreement/Lack  of  Objections:   The  Agency  generally: 

(a)  Has  no  objections  to  the  proposed  action  as  described 
in  the  draft  impact  statement; 

(b)  suggest  only  minor  changes  in  the  proposed  action  or 
the  draft  impact  statement;  or 

(c)  has  no  comments  on  the  draft  impact  statement  or  the 
proposed  action. 

(2)  Inadequate  Information: 

The  Agency  feels  that  the  draft  impact  statement  does  not 
contain  adequate  information  to  assess  fully  the  environmental 

impact  of  the  proposed  action.   The  Agency's  comments  call  for 
more  information  about  the  potential  environmental  hazards 
addressed  in  the  statement,  or  ask  that  a  potential  environ- 

mental hazard  be  addressed  since  it  was  not  addressed  in  the 
draft  statement. 

(3)  Major  Changes  Necessary: 

The  Agency  believes  that  the  proposed  action,  as  described 
in  the  draft  impact  statement,  needs  major  revisions  or  major 
additional  safeguards  to  adequately  protect  the  environment. 

(4)  Unsatisfactory : 

The  Agency  believes  that  the  proposed  action  is  unsatisfactory 
because  of  its  potentially  harmful  effect  on  the  environment. 
Furthermore,  the  Agency  believes  that  the  safeguards  which 
might  be  utilized  may  not  adequately  protect  the  environment 
from  the  hazards  arising  from  this  action.   The  Agency  there- 

fore recommends  that  alternatives  to  the  action  be  analyzed 
further  (including  the  possibility  of  no  action  at  all) . 
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APPENDIX  III 

SOURCES  FOR  COPIES  OF  EPA  COMMENTS 

A.  Director,  Office  of  Public  Affairs 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
401  M  Street,  S.W. 
Washington,  D.C.    20460 

B.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  I 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Room  2  303 
John  F.  Kennedy  Federal  Building 
Boston,  Massachusetts    02203 

C.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  II 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Room  84  7 
26  Federal  Plaza 
New  York,  New  York    10  007 

D.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 

Region  III 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Curtis  Bldg.,  6th  and, Walnut  Streets 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania    19106 

E.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 

Region  IV 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Suite  300 
1421  Peachtree  Street,  N.E. 
Atlanta,  Georgia    30309 

F.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 

Region  V 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
1  N. ,Wacker  Drive 
Chicago,  Illinois    60606 

G.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  VI 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
1600  Patterson  Street 
Dallas,  Texas    75201 
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H.   Director  of  Public  Affairs 

Region  VII 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
1735  Baltimore  Street 
Kansas  City,  Missouri    64108 

I.   Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  VIII 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Lincoln  Tower,  Room  916 
1860  Lincoln  Street 
Denver,  Colorado    80203 

J.   Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  IX 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
100  California  Street 
San  Francisco,  California    94102 

K.   Director  of  Public  Affairs 

Region  X 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
1200  6th  Avenue 
Seattle,  Washington    98101 
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C 

^"^11  CS^ficil  on  i^nvironmental  quality 
AUGl     1972 

'^bUc  DocumcntW'^^   and  the  Courts department 

In  the  two  and  a  half  years  since  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  (NEPA)  was  enacted,  the  Federal  Courts  have  been 

called  upon  to  enforce  its  provisions  in  widely  varying  fac- 

tual situations.  The  courts  decisions 'liave  given  important 
interpretations  to  many  aspects  of  NEPA.  The  January  1972 
issue  of  the  102  Monitor  included  a  list  of  the  reported  NEPA 
decisions  through  the  end  of  1971.  Because  the  pace  of  deci- 

sions and  the  interests  in  them  continue  to  be  high,  this  is- 
sue features  an  updated  cummulative  list  as  of  June  15,  1972. 

The  following  list  includes  27  Court  of  Appeals  decisions,  79 
District  Court  decisions,  and  4  discussions  in  Supreme  Court 
dissents,  (see  page  2) 

Contents 

1   NEPA  and  the  Courts 

30   Agency  NEPA  Contacts 
64  Sources  for  102  State- 

ments 
65  NTIS  Price  List 
66  A  Notice  to  Subscribers 
67  Sources  for  Back  Issues 

of  the  102  Monitor 
69   Statements  received  in 

July,  1972 
134   EPA  Listings  (per  Sec- 

tion 309  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act,  as  amended) 

150   Cummulative  Sxammaries 
of  Statements  Received 

in  July,  1972 

Channels  of  Communication 
With  Agencies  on  NEPA  Matters 

This  issue  of  the  102  Monitor 
contains  a  listing  of  agency 
contacts  on  NEPA  matters.  The 
list  begins  on  page  30. 
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EXECUTIVE  OFFICE  OF  THE  PRESIDENT 

COUNCIL  ON  ENVIRONMSNTAI.  QUALITY 

722    JACKSON    PLACE,    N.    W. 

WASHINGTON.    D.    C.     20006 

CUMULATIVE  LIST  OF 

REPORTED  JUDICIAL  DECISIONS  INVOLVING  THE 
NATIONAL  ENVIRONMENTAL  POLICY  ACT  OF  1969 

(P.L.  91-190,  42  U.S.C.  §§4321-47), 

THROUGH  JUNE  15,  1972* 

UNITED  STATES  SUPREME  COURT 

Committee  for  Nuclear  Responsibility  v.  Sc^ixesinger,  404 

U.S.  917,  3  ERC  1276,  1  ELR  20534  (11/6/71^  (Douglas,  Brennan, 
and  Marshall,  JJ.,  dissenting).   The  court  denied  an 

injunction,  pending  action  on  a  petition  'for  certiorari, 
against  the  underground  nuclear  test  Cannikin.   Justice 

Douglas'  dissent  discusses  possible  defects  in  the 
AEC's  102  statement. 

San  Antonio  Conservation  Society  v.  Texas  Highway 
Dept. ,  400  U.S.  968,  2  ERC  1083,  1  ELR  20069  (12/21/70) 
(Black,  Douglas,  Brennan,  JJ.,  dissenting  from  denial 
of  cert. )   The  dissenting  Justices  stated  that  NEPA  does 
apply  to  Federally  funded  State  highway  projects,  and 
that  the  Supreme  Court  should  have  taken  for  review, 
prior  to  decision  in  Court  of  Appeals,  this  dispute 
concerning  a  highway  project  for  which  an  environmental 
statement  under  section  102(2) (C)  was  not  prepared.   There 
has  been  a  further  decision  in  the  5th  Circuit  referred 
to  below. 

Scenic  Hudson  Preservation  Conference  v.  FPC, 

40  u, S.L.W,  3599  (6/19/72)  (Douglas,  J.,  dissenting 
from  denial  of  cert. )   Mr.  Justice -Douglas  dissented 
from  the  denial  of  certiorari,  stating  that  there  was 
serious  question  whether  the  FPC  had  complied  with 

NEPA's  substantive  and  procedural  duties  in  licensing 
the  Storm  King  pumped  storage  power  plant. 

*[See  next  page.] 
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2606.84  Acres  v.  United  States,  402  U.S.  916,  2  ERC  1623, 
1  ELR  20155  (4/19/71)  (Douglas,  Black,  JJ. ,  dissenting  from 
denial  of  cert. )   A  landowner  challenged  the  taking  of  his  land 
for  a  Corps  of  Engineers  project  on  the  ground  that  the  project 
had  been  expanded  so  radically  since  its  authorization  by 
Congress  that  a  new  authorization  was  required.   The  Fifth 
Circuit  rejected  this  claim,  and  the  Supreme  Court  denied 
certiorari.   The  dissenting  Justices  argued  that  the  case 
warranted  review  partially  to  determine  whether  the  Corps 
had  complied  with  NEPA  with  respect  to  future  work  on  the 
project. 

*The  citations  given  are  to  the  United  States  Reports,  the 
Federal  Reporter  (Second  Series)  and  the  Federal  Supplement, 
where  available.   Additional  citations  are  to  the  United 
States  Law  Week  (U. S.L.W.)  and  the  Environment  Reporter 

(ERC) ,  both  published  by  the  Bureau  of  National  Affairs, 
and  to  the  Environmental  Law  Reporter  (ELR)  published  by 
the  Environmental  Law  Institute. 
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UNITED  STATES  COURTS  OF  APPEALS 

Arlington  Coalition  v.  Volpe,  3  ERC  1995,  2  ELR  20162 
(4th  Cir.  4/4/72) .   The  court  enjoined  construction  and 

acquisition-  of  right-of-way  for  Arlington  1-66  pending 
reconsideration  of  the  proposed  location.   The  court  held 
that  a  102  statement  is  required  for  the  project  which, 
although  conceived  before  January  1,  1970,  received  design 
approval  on  Janiaary  21,  1971. 

Brooks  V.  Volpe,  3  ERC  1858,  2  ELR  20139  (9th  Cir. 
3/2/72) .   The  court,  in  reversing  a  district  court  decision, 
held  (on  the  authority  of  Lathan  v.  Volpe,  3  ERC  1362 
(9th  Cir.  11/15/71)1,  that  NEPA  does  apply  tp  the  challenged 
highway  segment  whose  location  had  been  approved  in  1967. 

Calvert  Cliffs'  Coordinating  Comm.  v.  AEC,  449  F.2d  1109,  2  ERC 
1779,  1  ELR  20346  (D.C.  Cir.  7/23/71).   The  court  found  the  AEC ' s 
rules  for  implementing  NEPA  in  licensing  nuclear  power  plants 
invalid  in  four  respects:   (1)  the  rules  failed  to  require 
hearing  boards  to  consider  environmental  factors  unless  raised 
by  the  regulatory  staff  or  outside  persons;  (2)  they  excluded 
nonradiological  environmental  issues  in  all  cases  where  the 

notice  of  hearing  was  published  before  3/4/71;  (3)  they  pro- 
hibited reconsideration  of  water  quality  impacts  where  a 

certification  of  compliance  with  State  standards  had  been 
obtained;  and  (4)  they  failed  to  provide  fot  environmental 
review  of  cases  in  which  a  construction  permit  had  been  granted 

prior  to  NEPA's  effective  date  but  the  time  was  not  yet  ripe 
for  granting  an  operating  license. 

Civic  Improvement  Committee  v.  Volpe,  4  ERC  1163  (4th 
Cir.  5/15/721 .   The  court  upheld  a  district  court  decision 
that,  a  102  statement  was  not  required  for  a  road  construction 
project  which  is  neither  financed  nor  controlled  by  Federal 
actions. 
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Coalition  for  Safe  Nuclear  Power  v.  AEC,  3  ERC  2016, 
2  ELR  20150  (D.C.  Cir.  4/7/72).   The  court  refused  to 

review  the  AEC ' s  failure  to  suspend  (pending  a  full  NEPA 
review)  a  construction  permit  for  a  nuclear  power  plant, 
holding  that  plaintiff  had  failed  to  exhaust  administrative 
remedies.   The  court  remanded  the  case  to  the  AEC  directing 
it  to  consider  whether  the  increase  in  investment  in 
continued  construction  might  predetermine  the  outcome 
of  the  final  NEPA  review  process. 

Committee  for  Nuclear  Responsibility  v.  Seaborg,  3  ERC  ii26 
1210,  1256,  1  ELR  20469  (D.C.  Cir.  10/5/71,  10/28/71,  11/3/71). 
The  court  reversed  a  summary  judgment  for  defendants,  holding 
that  plaintiffs  had  alleged  a  legally  sufficient  claim  that 
the  AEC ' s  102  statement  on  the  underground  nuclear  test 
Cannikin  was  deficient  under  NEPA.   The  court  later  upheld 
the  district  judge's  order  requiring  release  of  Government 
documents,  which  were  not  part  of  the  102  statement,  dis- 

cussing environmental  aspects  of  the  proposed  test.   However, 
the  court  refused  to  stay  the  test  pendente  lite.   Finally, 
after  release  of  the  documents,  the  court  refused  on  national 
security  grounds  to  delay  the  test  —  without  deciding 
whether  NEPA  had  been  satisfied.   (The  Supreme  Court  later 
upheld  this  refusal.) 

Concerned  Citizens  v.  Volpe.  4, ERC  1042,  2  ELR  20207  (3rd  Cir. 
4/28/72) .   The  court  declined  to  enjoin  construction  of 
New  Jersey  Route  18  and  held  no  102  statement  was  required 
because  Federal  approval  of  the  project  occurred  before  1970. 

C"nse.Lvation  Council  v.  Froehlke,  4  ERC  1044,  (4th 
Cir.  5/2/72) .   The  court  affirmed  a  district  court  decision 
denying  a  preliminary  injunction  against  the  Corps  of  Engineers' 
construction  of  the  New  Hope  Dam  in  North  Carolina.   The 
court  of  appeals  held  that  the  district  court  had  not  abused 
its  discretion  in  denying  the  injunction. 
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Ely  V.  Velde,  451  F.2d  1130,  3  ERC  1280,  1  ERL  20612 
(4th  Cir.  11/8/71) .   The  court,  in  reversing  a  district  court 
decision,  held  that  the  Law  Enforcement  Assistance  Administration 

must  prepare  a  102  statement  on  the  portion  of  a  block  grant 
to  the  State  of  Virginia  that  will  be  used  to  construct  a 
prison  facility  in  a  historic  area. 

Greene  County  Planning  Bd.  v.  FPC,  455  F.2d  412,  3  ERC  1595, 
2  ELR  20017  (2d  Cir.  1/17/72) .  _0n  a  petition  to  review  an  FPC 
authorization  for  the  Galboa-Leeds  transmission  line,  the 

court  found  the  FPC's  procedures  for  implementing  NEPA 
deficient.   The  court  ruled  that  the  FPC  staff  must  itself 

prepare  a  draft  102  statement,  prior  to  the  public  hearing, 
rather  than  treating  as  -the  draft  statement  the  environ- 

mental report  prepared  by  the  applicant.   However,  the  court 
refused  to  disturb  the  authorizations  for  two  other  transmission 

lines,  despite  noncompliance  with  NEPA,  becd\jse  the  petitioners 
had  failed  to  object  to  those  authorizations  or  to  seek  court 
review  of  them  within  the  time  allowed  by  statute.   Finally, 
the  court  declined  to  require  the  FPC  or  the  applicant  to  pay 
the  expenses  incurred  by  the  petitioners  in  challenging  the 

authorizations.  (The  Government's  petition  for  cert,  is  pending.) 

Hanly  v.  Mitchell,  4  ERC  1153,  2  ELR  20216  (2nd  Cir.  5/17/72)  . 
The  court,  reversing  in  part  a  district  court,  granted  a  preliminary 
injunction  against  further  construction  of  a  proposed  Federal 
jail  as  part  of  a  larger  Federal  project  in  New  York.   The 
court  found  that  the  General  Services  Administration  had 
failed  to  consider  all  relevant  factors  in  making  its 
determination  that  a  102  statement,  at  least  vlth  respect 
to  the  jail,  was  not  required. 

Lathan  v.  Volpe,  455  F.2d  1111,  3  ERC  1362,  1  ELR  20602  (9th 

Cir.  M/15/~l)  .   The  court  held  that  citizens  were  entitled  to  a 

preliminary  injunction  against  further  acquisition  of  property  by  the 
State  of  Washington  for  Interstate  90.   The  court  found  that        I 

defendant's  contention  that  a  102  statement  was  not  required 
until  the  final  approval  stage  was  at  odds  with  the  Act's 
concern  that  statements  be  prepared  before  it  is  too  late  to 
adjust  the  plans  so  as  to  minimize  adverse  environmental 
effects. 
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McQueary  v.  Laird,  449  F.2d  608,  3  ERC  1184,  1  ELR 
20607  (10th  Cir.  10/21/71) .   In  a  suit  to  enjoin   the 
Defense  Department  from  storing  chemical  and  biological 
warfare  agents  at  Rocky  Mountain  Arsenal,  the  court 

affirmed  the  district  court's  dismissal.   It  held  that 
NEPA  did  not  create  a  substantive  right  to  prevent  the 
storage.   The  court  said  that  the  decision  to  store  the 

agents  was  within  the  Department's  discretion. 

National  Helium  Corp.  v.  Morton,  455  F.2d  650,  3  ERC 
1129,  1  ELR  20478  (10th  Cir.  10/4/71) .   The  court  upheld  a 

preliminary  injunction  against  the  Interior  Department's 
cancellation  of  contracts  to  buy  helium,  on  the  basis  of 
noncompliance  with  NEPA.. 

NRDC  V.  Morton,  3  ERC  1558,  2  ELR  20029  (D.C.  Cir. 

1/13/72).   The  court  affirmed  the  district  dourt's  ruling 
that  the  Interior  Department's  102  statement  on  a  proposed 
sale  of  leases  for  oil  and  gas  extraction  on  the  Outer 
Continental  Shelf  was  legally  inadequate.   The  court  held 
that  the  102  statement  was  required  to  discuss  the  environ- 

mental effects  of  reasonable  alternative  courses  of  action, 
including  courses  of  action  not  within  the  authority  of  the 
Department  to  adopt.   The  court  stressed  that  the  requirement 
of  discussion  of  alternatives  is  subject  to  a  construction 

of  "reasonableness"  and  does  not  "impose  unreasonable  extremes, 

■    Pennsylvania  Environmental  Council  v.  Bartlett,  454  F.2d 
613,  3  ERC  1421,  1  ELR  20622  (3d  Cir.  12/1/71) .   The  court 
upheld  a  district  court  ruling  that  a  102  statement  was  not 
required  for  a  Federal-aid  highway  project  for  which  all 
Federal  approvals  were  given  and  all  contracts  awarded  prior 
to  enactment  of  NEPA. 

Port  of  New  York  v.  U.S.,  451  F.2d  783,  3  ERC  1691,  2  ELR 
20150  (2nd  Cir,  11/9/71).   The  court,  in  affirming  a  district 
court  decision,  found  that  ICC  proceedings  intended  to 
determine  only  whether  the  effective  date  of  proposed  tariffs 
should  be  suspended  pending  a  full  investigation  of  the 
lawfulness  of  the  proposals  were  not  an  appropriate  stage 
for  a  102  statement. 



Public  Service  Commission  v.  FPC,  2  ELR  20212 

(D.C.  Cir.  5/16/72) .   The  New  York  State  Public  Service 

Commission  challenged  the  FPC's  grant  of  a  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity  for  a  natural  gas 
pipeline  from  offshore  Louisiana  to  Pascagoula,  Miss. 
The  court  held  that  the  discussion  of  environmental 

considerations  in  the  FPC's  opinion  satisfied  NEPA's 
procedural  requirements.   The  court  did  not  discuss  the 
issues  involved  in  Greene  County  Planning  Board  v.  FPC. 

Ragland  v.  Mueller,  4  ERC  1198  (5th  Cir.  5/31/72) . 
The  court  affirmed  a  district  court's  dismissal  of  a 
landowner's  suit  challenging  Federal  aid  for  construction 
of  1-295  through  his  wildlife  refuge  in  Duval  County, 
Florida,   The  court  ruled"  that  an  environmental  impact 
statement  was  not  required  for  the  project,  because  16 
of  the  20  miles  of  highway  had  been  completed  when  NEPA 
became  law,  and  the  right  of  way  had  been  acquired  for  the 
remaining  4  miles. 

San  Antonio  Conservation  Society  v.  Texas  Highway  Departm'enti 
446  F.2d  1013,  2  ERC  1872,  1  ELR  20379  (5th  Cir.  8/5/71).   The  court 

stayed  construction  of  a  highway  through  a  park  in  San  Antonio, 
on  the  basis  of  noncompliance  with  NEPA  and  other  laws.   The 

court  held  that  the  "segments"  of  the  highway  adjacent  to  the 
park  must  be  considered  together  with  the  park  "segment"  in 
the  application  of  these  laws.   It  further  held  that,  since  the 
highway  had  been  approved  for  Federal  funding,  the  State  could 
not  defeat  the  application  of  the  Federal  laws  by  proceeding 
without  Federal  funds. 

Scenic  Hudson  Preservation  Conf,  v,  FPC,  453  F.2d  463, 
3  ERC  1232,  1  ELR  20496  (2d  Cir,  10/22/71) .   The  court  upheld 

the  FPC's  grant  of  a  license  for  the  Storm  King  pumped 
storage  power  plant.   The  court  found  that  the  FPC  had 
considered  all  relevant  factors  as  required  by  NEPA,  and 
that  its  findings  were  supported  by  substantial  evidence. 
The  Supreme  Court  has  denied  cert. 

Thermal  Ecology  Must  Be  Preserved  v.  AEC,  433  F.2d  524,  2  ERC 
1379,  1  ELR  20078  (D.C.  Cir.  7/20/70) .   The  court  refused  to  grant 
an  order  restraining  AEC  hearings  on  a  permit  application 
for  a  nuclear  power  plant  near  South  Haven,  Michigan. 
Citizen  groups  claimed  the  hearings  were  illegal  under  NEPA 
because  the  AEC  v/as  refusing  to  consider  the  dangers  of 
thermal  pollution  or  of  cumulative  radiation.   However,  the 
court  said  that  this  question  could  be  raised  only  on  review 
of  a  final  A.CC  order. 
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I 
Thermal  Ecology  Must  Be  Preserved  v.  AEC,  2  ERC  1405, 

1  ELR  20078  (7th  Cir.  8/24/70) ,   The  court  refused  to  grant 
an  order  restraining  AEC  hearings  on  a  permit  application 
for  a  nuclear  power  plant  near  South  Haven,  Michigan.   The 
court  relied  on  the  D.C.  Circuit  ruling  of  the  same  name. 

Upper  Pecos  Assn.  v.  Stans,  452  F.2d  1233,  2  ERC  1418,  2  ELR 

20085  (10th  Cir.  12/7/71) .   The  court  affirmed  a  district  court 

ruling  that  'the  Economic  Development  Administration  did 
not  have  to  prepare  a  102  statement  on  a  grant  for  road 
construction,  since  the  Forest  Service  was  the  lead  agency 
in  developing  the  road  and  has  prepared  a  statement  on  it. 

Althouah  the  Forest  Service's  102  statement  was  not  prepared 
until  after  the  EDA  had  made  an  offer  of  funds,  the  court 
held  that  this  timing  satisfied  NEPA  because  the  Forest 

Service  still  had  full  authority  to  grant  or  deny  a  right-of- 
way,  and  the  application  for  EDA  funds  was  made  prior  to 
enactment  of  NEPA.   (Cert,  granted,  5/22/72,  40  U.S.L.W. 
3556)  . 

West  Virginia  Highlands  Conservancy  v.  Island  Creek  Coal  Co. , 

441  F.2d  232,  2  ERC  1422,  1  ELR  20160  (4th  Cir.  4/6/71) .   The    " court  upheld  the  standing  of  a  citizen  group  under  NEPA  and 

the  Wilderness  Act  to  challenge  the  Forest  Service's  permission 
of  private  timber  cutting  and  road  construction  in  Monongahela 
National  Forest.   The  citizen  group  charged  that  a  102  state- 

ment should  have  been  prepared,  and  that  the  area  was  protected 
by  the  Wilderness  Act  until  studied  for  wilderness  character. 
Without  deciding  these  claims,  the  court  found  them  sufficiently 
strong  to  justify  a  preliminary  injunction  pending  further 
proceedings  in  the  district  court. 

Wilderness  Society  v.  Morton,  4  ERC  1101  (D.C.  Cir. 
5/11/72) .   The  court  of  appeals,  reversing  a  district  court, 
permitted  intervention  by  a  Canadian  environmental  group  in 

this  suit  testing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior's  compliance 
with  NEPA  in  connection  with  the  Trans-Alaska  pipeline. 

Zabel  V.  Tabb,  430  F,2d  199,  1  ERC  1449,  1  ELR  20023 
(5th  Cir.  7/16/70),  cert,  denied,  401  U.S.  910  (2/22/71). 
The  court  held  that  the  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  has 
authority  to  deny  a  dredge-and-f ill  permit  under  33  U.S.C. 
403  on  ecological  grounds,  basing  its  holding  in  part 
on  NEPA. 
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UNITED  STATES  DISTRICT  COURTS 

j^ers  V.  Resor,  339  F.  Supp.  1375,  3  ERC  1979,  2  ELR 

20221  (W.D.  Tenn.  3/28/72) .   The  court  found  that  NEPA 

requires  the  Corps  of  Engineers  to  submit  a  new  fish  and 
wildlife  mitigation  plan  (as  required  by  the  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Coordination  Act)  to  Congress  before  proceeding 
further  on  a  portion  of  the  West  Tennessee  Tributaries 
Project  that  has  already  been  funded, 

A^-i-xiigron  Coalition  on  Transportation  v.  Volpe,  332  F. 
Supp.  1218,  3  ERC  1138,  1  ELR  20486  (E.D.  Va.  10/8/71).   The 
court  dismissed  a  suit  to  enjoin  construction  of  Interstate 
66  through  Arlington.   It  held  that  NEPA  was  inapplicable 
to  portions  of  the  highway  approved  before  January  1,  1970, 
and  found  that  a  102  statement  would  be  prepared  before 

approval  of  additional  work.   The  4th  Circuit  has  granted 
a  preliminary  injunction  pending  appea]  and  reversed. 

Atlanta  Gas  Light  Co.  v.  Southern  Natural  Gas  Co., 338  F.  Supp. 

1039,  3  ERC  1697  (N.D.  Ga.  2/11/72).   The  court  granted  defendant's 
motion  to  dismiss  in  an  action  for  breach  of  contract,  holding 
that  NEPA  imposes  an  affirmative  burden  only  on  governmental 
agencies,  not  on  private  parties.   The  court  determined  that 

it  was  an  improper  forum  to  hear  plaintiffs'  contention  that 
the  Federal  Power  Commission  should  have  prepared  a  102  state- 

ment prior  to  issuing  an  order  allowing  the  filing  and 
commencement  of  a  compliance  plan  by  Southern  Natural.   The 

court  found  that  plaintiffs'  contention  must  first  be  ruled 
on  by  the  FPC,  with  review  by  the  court  of  appeals. 

Berkson  v.  Morton.  3  ERC  1121  (d.  Md.  10/1/71).   The 
court  issued  a  10-day  temporary  restraining  order  against construction  in  tiie  C&O  Canal  National  Historic  Park  without 
compliance  with  NEPA  and  other  Federal  statutes.   This  order has  subsequently  been  extended. 
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k 
Brooks  V.  Volpe,  319  F.  Supp.  90,  329  F.  Supp.  118, 

2  ERC  1004,  1571,  1  ELR  20045,  20286  (W.D.  Wash.  9/25/70, 

4/6/71) ,   The  court  held  that  a  102  statement  was  not 
required  for  an  Interstate  highway  segment  whose  location 
had  been  approved  in  1967.   The  court  upheld  the  standing 
of  the  individual  plaintiffs  to  bring  the  suit,  but  denied 
the  standing  of  the  environmental  groups. 

BucTclein  v.  Volpe,  2  ERC  1082,  1  ELR  20043  (N.D.  Cal. 

10/29/70) .   The  court  refused  an  injunction  against  disburse- 
ment of  Federal  emergency  funds  for  a  road  relocation  project. 

The  plaintiff  challenged  the  location  of  the  road  as  an  abuse 
of  discretion,  arguing  that  an  alternative  location  was  environ- 

mentally preferable.   The  court  found  that  there  had  been  "ample 
consideration"  of  environmental  factors,  and  stated  that  it  is 
unlikely  that  the  policy  declaration  in  Section  101  of  NEPA 

was  intended  to  create  "court  enforcible  duties." 

Businessmen  Affected  Severely  by  the  Yearly  Action  Plans,  Inc.  v. 

D.C.  City  Council,  339  F.  Supp.  793,  3  ERC  1906  (D.  D.C.  3/15/72) .  The 
court  granted  a  preliminary  injunction  against  futher  action 
by  the  Department  of  Housing  and  Uirban  Development  on  a 
downtown  urban  renewal  project  in  Washington,  D.C,  holding 
that  a  102  statement  was  required. 

Businessmen  for  the  Public  Interest  v.  Resor,  3  ERC  1216 

(N.D.  111.  10/14/71) .   The  court  ruled  that  citizens  could  not 
sue  to  challenge  the  application  of  the  Refuse  Act  permit 

program  to  Lake  Michigan  until  the  Corps  of'  Engineers  proposed to  issue  a  permit  under  the  program.   However,  the  court  went 
on  to  uphold  the  regulations  implementing  the  program,  relying 
in  part  on  NEPA. 
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Citizens  for  Reid  State  Park  v.  Laird,  336  F.  Supp.  783,  3  ERC 

1580,  2  ELK  20122  (D.  Me.  1/21/72)  .   The  court  held  that  a  102 
statement  was  not  required  for  a  practice  amphibious  landing  to  be 
performed  by  the  Navy  in  a  state  park.   On  reviewing  the 
evidence,  the  court  concluded  that  the  record  supported 

the  Navy's  finding  that  the  landing  would  have  no  significant 
environmental  effects. 

Citizens  to  Preserve  Foster  Park  v.  Volpe,  3  ERC  1031, 
1  ELR  20389  (N.D.  Ind.  8/18/71) .   The  court  denied  a  preliminary 

injunction  against  further  work  on  a  federally  assisted  high- 
way.  The  court  found  that  a  102  statement  prepared  in  June 

1970  complied  with  NEPA  "to  the  extent  possible"  even  though 
it  did  not  comply  with  guidelines  and  procedures  issued  before 
that  date.   The  court  stressed  that  the  park  affected  by  the 

highway  was  already  as  "torn  up"  as  it  would  be  from  further 
construction. 

-Citizens  to  Preserve  Overton  Park  v.  Volpe,  335  F.  Supp. 
873,  3  ERC  1510,  2  ELR  20061  (W.D.  Tenn,  1/5/72) .   On  remand 
from  the  Supreme  Court,  the  court  found  that  the  Secretary  of 
Transportation  had  not  fully  complied  with  Section  4(f)  of  the 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  in  approving  the  construction  of 
Interstate  40  through  Overton  Park  in  Memphis.   The  case  was 
remanded  to  the  Secretary  for  a  new  determination.   Despite 
the  fact  that  the  location  approval  was  to  be  reconsidered,  the 
court  held  that  compliance  with  NEPA  was  not  required  since 

the  original  location  approval  occurred  prior  to  NEPA's 
enactment. 

City  of  Boston  v.  Volpe,  2  ELR  20169  (D.  Mass.  3/31/72). 

The  court  denied  the  city's  motion  for  a  preliminary  injunction
 

barring  the  Massachusetts  Port  Authority  (MPA)  from  proceeding 

with  construction  of  an  outer  taxiway  project  at  Logan  Air- 

port.  Although  the  MPA  had  applied  for  Federal  funding  under 

the  Airport  and  Airway  Development  Act^  the  Court  held  no 

102  is  required  until  the  application  is  approved  by  DOT, 

and  that  the  MPA  is  free  to  continue  construction  in  the 
meantime. 
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Civic  Improvement  Committee  v.  Volpe,  4  ERC  1160, 

2  ELR  20170  (W.D.  N.C.  3/24/72) .   In  a  case  dealing  with 

a  number  of  roads  in  the  Charlotte  area  the  court  held 

that  a  102  statement  is  not  required  for  a  road  construction 

project  which  is  neither  financed  nor  controlled  by  Federal 

actions.   Also,  the  court  held  that  where  the  location  of 

an  interstate  highway  has  been  established,  the  construction 

contract  let,  and  the  earth  moving  begun,  construction 

will  not  be  enjoined  for  failure  to  file  a  102  statement. 

Coastal  Petroleum  Co.  v.  Secretary  of  the  Army,  315  F.Supp.845, 
1  ERC  1475  (S.D.  Fla.  7/1/70).  The  court  held  on  the  basis  of  the 
District  Court  ruling  (later  reversed)  in  Zabel  v.  Tabb,  that 
the  Corps  of  Engineers  has  no  authority  to  deny  a  permit  under 
33  U.S.C.  403  on  other  than  navigational  grounds.   However,  the 
court  refused  to  order  the  Corps  to  grant  a  permit  for  limestone 
mining  in  Lake  Okeechobee  because  of  environmental  danger  and 

because  other  remedies  were  available  to  protect  the  applicant's 
financial  interests.   NEPA  was  discussed  in  supplemental  briefs 

after  the  trial,  but  the  court  found  it  "not  to  be  applicable. " 
The  court  later  reversed  itself,  without  opinion,  on  the  basis 

of  the  5th  Circuit's  decision  in  Zabel. 

Cohen  v.  Price  Commission,  3  ERC  1548,  2  ELR  20178  fS.D.  N.Y. 
1/24/72) .   The  court  denied  a  preliminary  injunction 

against  the  Price  Commission's  approval  of  a  5-cent  fare 
increase  for  New  York  City  subway  and  bus  lines.   The 
plaintiffs  claimed  that  NEPA  required  the  Price  Commission 
to  prepare  a  102  statement  because  the  fare  increase 
would  increase  automobile  use.   However,  the  court  expressed 
doubt  that  the  Price  Commission  was  required  to  prepare 
102  statements,  since  it  was  a  temporary  agency  created 
to  act  with  great  haste.   The  court  was  also  of  the  view 
that  the  plaintiffs,  who  did  not  make  a  submission  to  the 
Commission,  had  failed  to  exhaust  theit  administrative 
remedies. 
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Conservation  Council  v.  Froehlke,  340  f.  Supp.  222,  3  ERC  IfiRV, 

2  ELR  20155  (M.D.  N.C.  2/14/72) .  The  court  denied  a  preliminary 

injunction  against  the  Corps  of  Engineers'  construction 
of  the  New  Hope  Dam  in  North  Carolina.   The  court  found 
the  102  statement  prepared  by  the  Corps  to  have  met  the 
burden  of  full  disclosure  because,  among  other  things,  it 

included  the  depositions  of  plaintiffs'  expert  witnesses. 
The  court  found  that  failure  of  the  statement  to  consider 

the  effects  of  two  future  nuclear  power  plants  and  a  pro- 
posed interstate  highway  was  not  fatal  because  the  planning 

for  these  projects  began  after  the  planning  for  the  dam 
was  underway.   The  court  held  that,  although  the  evidence 
in  the  case  cast  doubt  on  the  wisdom  of  the  project,  NEPA 
did  not  authorize  the  court  to  decide  that  question. 
(Affirmed,  4  ERC  1044  (4th  Cir.  5/2/72)). 

Conservation  Society  v.  Volpe,  4  ERC  1226  (D.  Vt. 
6/2/72) .   In  a  suit  challenging  Federal  funding  for 
segments  of  U.S.  Route  7  in  southern  Vermont,  the  court 
held  that  NEPA  is  applicable  to  ongoing  projects  that 

were  not  past  the  "crucial  stage"  before  January  1, 
1970.   Relying  on  the  CEQ  Guidelines,  the  court  held 
that  102  statements  are  required  for  segments  of  Route 
7  for  which  bids  had  not  been  invited  when  NEPA  became 

effective,  even  though  DOT  had  given  design  approval 
before  that  date.   The  court  granted  a  permanent 
injunction  against  work  on  those  segments  until  state- 

ments are  prepared.   it  held  that  102  statemsi  ts  are 
not  required  for  segments  that  were  already  out  for 
bids  on  January  1,  1970. 
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Daly  V.  Volpe,  326  F.  Supp.  868,  2  ERC  1506, 
1  ELR  20242  (E.  D.  Wash.  4/9/71) .   Local  reisdents 
sought  an  injunction  against  construction  of  an 

interstate  highway  segment  near  North  Bend,  Washington,  asserting 
that  the  Department  of  Transportation  had  not  complied  with  the 
requirements  of  NEPA.   The  segment,  on  which  planning  and 
hearings  had  begun  before  enactment  of  NEPA,  was  approved  on 
November  30,  1970.   At  that  time  a  draft  environmental  state- 

ment had  been  prepared,  but  agency  comments  were  not  received 
or  a  final  statement  prepared  until  after  the  approval.   The 

court  held  that  the  Department  of  Transportation  had  sub- 
stantially complied  with  NEPA  in  approving  the  segment,  since 

the  plans  had  been  coordinated  with  many  groups  before  approval, 

and  agency  procedures  for  formal  circulation  of  draft  environ- 
mental statements  were  still  being  developed. 

Davis  V.  Morton,  335  F.  Supp.  1258,  3  ERC  1546,  2  ELR  20003 

(D.  N.  Mex.  12/21/71) .  The  court  held  that  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior's  approval  of  leases  for  Indian  trust  lands  was 
not  a  "major  Federal  action"  under  NEPA  and  did  not  require 
preparation  of  a  102  statement.   The  court  relied  in  part  on 
the  existence  of  separate  environmental  legislation  applicable 

to  Interior's  actions  with  respect  to  Indian  trust  lands. 
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Delaware  v.  Pennsylvania  New  York  Central  Transp. 
Co. ,323  F.  Supp.  487,  2  ERC  1355,  1  ELR  20106 
(D.  Del.  2/24/71).   The  court  granted  standing 
to  a  State  and  private  persons  to  challenge  the  Corps 

.of  Engineers'  issuance  of  permits  to  Penn  Central  for  a  dike 
and  fill  operation  along  the  foreshore  of  the  Delaware  River. 
Plaintiffs  allege,  inter  alia,  that  the  Corps  violated  NEPA 
by  giving  inadequate  consideration  to  t he  environmental  effects 

of  the  operation.   However,  consideration  of  plaintiffs'  claims 
will  be  delayed  pending  Penn  Central's  bankruptcy  proceedings 
in  another  Federal  court. 

Dorothy  Thomas  Foundation  v.  Hardin,  317  F.  Supp.  1072,  1  ERC 

1679  (W.D.  N.C.  8/31/70)'.  The  court  denied  a  preliminary  injunction 
against  timber  cutting  in  a  National  Forest,  finding  that 
plaintiffs  had  not  proven  that  the  Federal  defendants  had 
failed  to  consider  the  factors  required  by  NEPA  and  the 
Multiple  Use  and  Sustained  Yield  Act. 

Echo  Park  Residents  Comm.  v.  Romney,  3  ERC  1255  (CD. 
Cal.  5/11/71) .   The  court  upheld  the  finding  by  HUD  that 

Federal  assistance  for  a  66-unit  apartment  project  would  not 
significantly  affect  the  environment  and  did  not  need  a  102 
statement. 

Elliot  V.  Volpe,  328  F.Supp.  831.  2  ERC  1498,  1  ELR  20243  (D. 
Mass,  4/20/71) .  Plaintiffs  sued  to  halt  construction  of  interstate 
highway  segments  through  Somerville,  Massachusetts,  asserting 
that  the  Department  of  Transportation  had  not  complied  with  the 
requirements  of  NEPA.   The  court  denied  an  injunction,  on  the 
ground  that  the  planning  and  location  of  the  segments  had  been 
completed  and  approved  in  1966,  and  substantial  construction 
had  taken  place  before  the  enactment  of  NEPA.   The  court 

concluded  that  it  would  be  an  unwarranted  "retroactive" 
application  of  NEPA  to  require  a  total  halt  in  construction 
while  the  NEPA  procedures  were  followed  for  the  remaining 
action  on  the  segments. 
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Ely  V.  Velde,  321  F.  Supp.  1088,  2  ERC  1185, 
1  ELR  20082  (E.D.  Va.  1/22/71).   In  a  suit  by 
neighboring  property  owners  to  contest  a  Federal 
grant  to  a  State  for  construction  of  a  prison  facility,  the  court 
held  that  NEPA  did  not  require  the  Federal  granting  agency  to 
consider  the  environmental  impact  of  the  .facility.   The  court 

stated  that'  the  Safe  Streets  Act  of  1968  imposed  a  mandatory duty  to  award  the  funds,  which  was  not  modified  by  enactment 
of  the  "discretionary"  provisions  of  NEPA  in  1970.   The  decision 
was  later  reversed  by  the  4th  Circuit. 

Environmental  Defense  Fund  v.  Corps  of  Engineers, 
325  F.  Supp.  749,  2  ERC  1260,  1  ELR  20130  (E.D. 
Ark.  2/19/71)  ,  4  ERC  1097,  (E.D.  Ark.  5/5/72)  . 
Plaintiff  environmental  groups  sued  to  enjoin  further  construction 

of  the  Gillhara  Dam,  on  which  the  Coros  has  prepared  an  environ- 
mental statement  under  section  102(2) (C) .   The  court  upheld 

plaintiffs'  standing  and  held  that  NEPA  was  applicable  even 
though  the  project  was  partially  constructed  prior  to  January 

1,  1970.   On  the  merits,  the  court  rejected  plaintiffs'  argument 
that  section  101  creates  an  enforceable  duty  not  to  undertake 

environmentally  damaging  projects.   However,  it  found  the 

environmental  statement  legally  inadequate  and  enjoined  further 

construction  until  the  Corps  has  complied  with  sections  102(2) (A), 
(B) ,  (C) ,  (D)  of  NEPA.   In  a  later  opinion,  the  court  vacated 

the  injunction  because  an  amended  102  statement  submitted 

by  the  Corps  of  Engineers  met  the  full  disclosure  require- 
ments of  NEPA,   The  court  found  that  although  the  amended 

102  statement  was  not  as  fair  and  impartial  and  objective 
as  if  it  had  been  compiled  by  a  disinterested   third  person, 

it  did  present  a  record  upon  which  a  decision-maker  could 
arrive  at  an  informed  decision. 

Environmental  Defense  Fund  v.  Corps  of  Engineers, 324  F. Supp. 87? 
2  ERC  1173,  1797,  1  ELR  20079,  20366  (D.  D.C.  1/27/71,  7/27/71). 
The  court  granted  a  preliminary  injunction  against  further 
construction  of  the  Cross-Florida  Barge  Canal.   The  court  held 
that  a  102  statement  was  required  for  further  actions  even 
though  the  project  was  begun  before  January  1,  1970.   The 
case  was  later  consolidated  with  others  involving  the  canal 
and  transferred  toM.D.  Fla.  for  pretrial  proceedings. 
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Environmental  Defense  Fund  v.  Corps  of  Engineers, 

331  F.  Supp.  925,  3  ERC  1085,  1  ELR  20466 
(D.  D.C.  9/21/71) .   The  court  granted  a  preliminary 

injunction  against  construction  of  the  Tennessee- 

Tombigbee  Waterway,   It  ruled  that  the  plaintiffs  had  made  a 

sufficient  showing  of  noncompliance  with  NEPA  to  warrant  an 

injunction  pending  trial.  The  case  has  since  been  transferred 
to  the  N.D.  Mississippi,  without  opinion. 

Environmental  Defense  Fund  v.  Hardin,  325  F.  Supp.  1401,  2  ERC 
1424,  1  ELR  20207  (D.C.  4/14/71) .  The  court  ruled  that  the 

Department  of  Agriculture's  fire  ant  control  program,  involving 
dissemination  of  the  pesticide  Mirex,  was  a  major  action 

requiring  an  environmenta'l  statement  under  Section  102(2)  (C) 
of  NEPA.   However,  it  refused  a  preliminary  injunction  against 
the  program,  on  the  ground  that  the  Department  had  performed 

adequate  studies  of  the  program's  environmental  effects  and 
had  prepared  an  environmental  statement  discussing  those  effects 
in  sufficient  detail  to  satisfy  all  procedural  requirements 
of  Section  102 (2)  (C)  . 

Environmental  Defense  Fund  v.  TVA,  339  F.  Supp.  806, 
3  ERC  1553,  2  ELR  20044  (E.D.  Tenn.  1/11/72).  The  court  granted 
a  preliminary  injunction  against  further  work  on  the  Tellico 
Dam  project,  because  TVA  had  not  yet  filed  a  final  102  state- 

ment.  TVA  had  filed  a  draft  statement,  but  claimed  that  a 
statement  was  not  required  since  construction  had  begun  prior 
to  enactment  of  NEPA.   The  court  held  that  a  statement  was 

required  because  major  portions  of  the  construction  remained 
and  TVA  was  continuing  to  seek  annual  appropriations  for 
the  project. 

Environmental  Law  Fund  v.  Volpe,  340  F.  Supp.  1328, 
3  ERC  1941,  2  ELR  20225  (N.D.  Cal.  3/22/72).   In  a  case 
involving  a  highway  for  which  location  and  design  approvals 

were  granted  in  1967  and  1968,  the  cour't  found  that  a  102 
statement  was  not  practicable. 
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Getty  Oil  Co.  v.  Ruckelshaus,  4  ERC  1141  (D.  Del. 
5/10/72  and  5/12/72) .   The  court  held  that  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  is  not  required  to  prepare  a  102 
statement  when  it  issues  a  compliance  order  pursuant  to 
Section  113. of  the  Clean  Air  Act.   The  court  denied 

plaintiff's  motion  for  a  preliminary  injunction  staying 
the  effect  of  a  compliance  date  set  forth  in  an  EPA 
compliance  order  in  a  proceeding  involving  the  Delmarva 
Power  Plant.   The  court  found  that  a  102  statement  was 

not  required  where  an  agency  had  prosectorial  discretion 
but  had  no  discretion  to  amend  or  grant  a  variance 
from  the  law. 

Gibson  v.  Ruckelshaus,  3  ERC  1028,  1  ELR  20337  (E.D.  Tex. 

3/1/71) .   The  court  granted  an  injunction  against  condemnation 

proceedings  or  Federal  financing  for  a  sewage  treatment  facility, 

on  the-  ground  that  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency  had 
failed  to  comply  with  NEPA  and  the  Federal  Water  Pollution 
Control  Act.   The  5th  Cir.  later  reversed  and  remanded  the 

case  on  the  basis  of  the  plaintiff's  refusal  to  cooperate  with 
the  court.   (8/9/71,  3  ERC  1370.) 

Goose  Hollow  Foothills  League  v.  Romney,  334  F.  Supp.  877, 
3  ERC  1087,  1  ELR  20492  (D.  Ore.  9/9/71) .   The  court  enjoined 

construction  of  a  Federally  assisted  college  high-rise  housing 
project  for  failure  to  prepare  a  102  statement.   However,  the 
court  stayed  its  injunction  for  90  days  to  permit  the  filing 
of  the  statement.   The  injunction  was  made  effective  on 
12/8/71,  3  ERC  1457. 

hanly  v.  Mitchell,  2  ELR  20181  (S.D.  N.Y.  3  22/72). 
The  court  denied  a  motion  to  enjoin  the  General  Services 
Administration  from  constructing  a  proposed  courthouse 
annex  and  Federal  jail  in  New  York.   The  court  found  that 
all  of  the  environmental  factors  relevant  to  construction 

were  considered  in  making  the  determination  that  a  102 
statement  was  not  required  because  the  project  would  not  have 
a  significant  effect  on  the  environment.   (Reversed  in  part, 
4  ERC  1153,  2  ELR  20216  (2d  Cir.  5/17/72)). 
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Harrisburq  Coalition  Against  Ruining  the  Environment  v.  Volpe, 
330  F.Supp.  918,  2  ERC  1671,  1  ELR  20237  (M.D.  Pa.  5/12/71).   In 
a  suit  to  enjoin  construction  of  Interstate  81  through  a 
park,  the  court  found  that  the  Secretary  of  Transportation 
had  not  made  the  findings  required  by  Section  4(f)  of  the 
DOT  Act.   The  case  was  remanded  for  new  findings  by  the 
Secretary  and  for  preparation  of  a  102  statement  in 
accordance  with  the  CEQ  guidelines. 

Investment  Syndicates,  Inc.  v.  Richmond, 318  F.Supp.  1038,  1  ERC 

1713,  1  ELR  20044  (D.  Ore.  10/27/70) .  A  landowner  sued  to  enjoin 
construction  of  a  power  line  across  his  land  on  the  basis  of 
the  failure  of  Bonneville  Power  Administration  to  prepare  an 
environmental  statement  under  section  102(2)  (C) .   The  court  held 
that  a  statement  was  not  required,  noting  that  the  project  had 
been  approved  and  funded  and  nearly  half  of  the  necessary 
easements  purchased  before  January  1,  1970,  and  that  evidence 

of  the  proposed  right  of  way  was  visible  on  plaintiff's  land 
when  he  purchased  it. 

Izaak  V7alton  League  v.  Macchia,  2  ERC  1661  (D.  N.J. 

6/16/71).   The  court  upheld  the  plaintiff's  standing  to  sue 
private  developers  and  the  Corps  of  Engineers  to  stop  the 
developers  from  dredging  in  navigable  waters  under  a  Corps 
permit.   The  court  also  rejected  the  defenses  of  sovereign 
immunity  and  laches,  and  continued  the  case  for  trial.   The 
suit  challenges  the  validity  of  the  permit  under  NEPA  and 
other  Federal  laws. 

Izaak  Walton  League  v.  Schlesinger,  337  F.Supp.  287,  3  ERC  1453, 
2  ELR  20039  (D.  D.C.  12/17/71) .  The  court  granted  a  preliminary 

injunction  against  the  AEC ' s  issuance  of  a  partial  operating 
license  for  the  Quad  Cities  nuclear  reactor  pending  completion 
of  the  NEPA  review  of  the  application  for  a  full  operating 
license.   The  court  held  that  the  partial  license  was  itself 
a  major  action  requiring  a  102  statement.   However,  the  court 

refused  to  consider  the  plaintiffs'  claim  that  the  AEC  should 
have  prepared  a  102  statement  on  its  rules  implementing  NEPA, 
holding  that  that  question  could  be  reviewed  only  in  a  U.S. 
court  of  appeals.   The  AEC  appealed  the  decision.   The  appeal 
has  since  been  mooted  by  an  out  of  court  settlement  between 
the  plaintiffs  and  the  applicant. 
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Izaak  Walton  League  v.  St.  Clair,  313  F.Supp.  1312,  1  ERC  1401 

1[d.  Minn.  6/1/70).  The  court  denied  the  Government's  motion  to  dis- 
miss a  suit  brought  to  invalidate  private  mineral  claims 

in  the  Boundary  Waters  Canoe  Area  (a  Wilderness  Area) .   The 

court  upheld  the  plaintiff's  standing  to  sue  and  ruled 
that  the  suit  was  not  barred  by  sovereign  immunity. 

Jicarilla   Apache  Tribe  v.  Morton,  3  ERC  1919  (D.  Ariz. 

3/14/72).   The  court  granted  defendants'  motions  for  summary 
judgement  in  a  case  involving  the  Four  Corners  power  plants 
(Navajo,  Huntington  Canyon,  and  San  Juan  Projects).   The 
court  held  that  NEPA  cannot  be  enforced  retroactively  as 
to  major  Federal  actions  taken  before  January  1,  1970.   The 
court  found  that  a  102  statement  is  not  required  where  a 
major  Federal  action  has  been  taken  before  the  effective 
date  of  the  Act  and  where  it  is  not  practicable  to  reassess 
the  basic  course  of  action.   The  court  added  that  further 

incremental  Federal  actions  must  be  shaped  so  as  to  minimize 
adverse  environmental  consequences. 

Kalur  V.  Resor,  335  F.Supp.  1,  3  ERC  1458,  1  RLR  20637  (D.  D.C. 

12/21/71).  In  an  action  to  review  the  Corps  of  Engineers'  regulations 
governing  the  Refuse  Act  permit  program,  the  court  found  the 
regulations  invalid  in  two  respects:   (1)  the  regulations 

permitted  the  issuance  of  permits  for  discharges  into  non- 
navigable  tributaries  of  navigable  waters;  and  (2)  they  failed 
to  require  102  statements  for  the  issuance  of  permits.   The 
court  enjoined  further  issuance  of  permits  under  the  program. 
The  decision  has  been  appealed. 

Kings  County  Economic  Community  Development 
Assn.  V.  Hardin,  333  F.  Supp.  1302,  3  ERC  1605, 

2  ELR  20151  (N.D.  Cal.  7/21/71).   This_suit  challenges 
under  NEPA  and  the  Federal  Water  Pollution  Control  Act  the 

continued  payment  of  Federal  farm  subsidies  without  the 
issuance  by  the  Department  of  Agriculture  of  guidelines 
to  control  water  pollution  from  pesticide  and  fertilizer 
use.   The  court  ruled  that  venue  was  not  proper  in  a  district 
where  none  of  the  plaintiffs  lived  and  none  of  the  challenged 
payments  occurred.   It  transferred  the  case  to  the  E.D. 
California. 
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LaRaza  Unida  v.  Volpe,  337  F.Supp.  221,  3  ERC  1306,  1  ELR  20542 
(N,D.  Cal.  11/8/71).   The  court  granted  a  preliminary 
injunction  against  construction  or  property  acquisition 
for  a  Federally  assisted  highway  in  Alameda  County,   The 
court  based  its  order  on  violations  of  other  Federal  statutes, 
leaving  a  claimed  violation  of  NEPA  for  consideration  at  trial. 

Lever  Bros.  Co.  v.  FTC,  325  F.  Supp.  371,  2  ERC 
1648,  1  ELR  20185  (D.  Me.  4/19/71) .   Detergent 
manufacturers  sought  an  injunction  for- 

bidding the  FTC  to  hold  hearings  on  a  proposed  rule  to  require 
special  labeling  of  detergents,  including  a  pollution  warning 
on  detergents  containing  phosphorus.   The  manufacturers  claimed 
that  the  hearings  were  illegal  because  the  FTC  had  not  pr^ared 
an  environmental  impact  statement  under  NEPA  on  the  proposed 
rule.   The  district  court  denied  an  injunction  on  the  ground 

that  the  legality  of  the  FTC's  procedures  could  be  reviewed 
only  on  review  of  the  final  adoption  of  a  rule.   The  manufacturers 
then  moved  in  the  First  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  for  an 
injunction  pending  appeal,  which  was  denied  by  a  single  judge 
on  the  ground  that  as  long  as  an  environmental  statement  will 
be  released  prior  to  adoption  of  a  rule,  the  manufacturers  will 
not  suffer  sufficient  hardship  to  justify  court  review  prior  to 

such  Pdoption.   (4/20/71,  2  ERC  1651,  1  ELR  20328.)   The  appeal  was 

dropped  before  hearing  in  the  full  court  of  appeals. 

Lloyd  Harbor  Study  Group,  Inc.  v.  Seaborg,  2  ERC  1380, 
1  ELR  20188  (E.D.  N.Y.  4/2/71) .   A  citizen  group  sought  a 

court  order  under  NEPA  requiring  the  AEC  to  consider  non- 
radiological  environmental  effects  in  its  hearings  on  a  permit 
application  for  a  nuclear  power  plant  in  Shoreham,  Long  Island. 
The  AEC  had  refused  to  receive  evidence  of  such  effects.   The       . 

court  dismissed  the  suit  on  the  ground  that  this  refusal  could     M 
be  reviewed  only  by  a  Court  of  Appeals , after  entry  of  a  final 
AEC  order. 
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Monroe  County  Conservation  Assn.  v.  Hansen.  3  erc  l^ua 
1  ELR  20362  (W.D.  N. Y.  6/1/71).   The  court  denied  a  preliminary 
injunction  against  Corps  of  Engineers  dumping  of  dredge  spoil 
into  Lake  Ontario,  saying  that  under  the  circumstances  no  I?''', 
including  NEPA,  required  an  immediate  halt  to  the  dumping. 

Monroe  County  Conservation  Council  v..  Volpe,  2  ELR  20015 
(W.D.  N.Y.  12/30/71).   The  court  granted  summary  judgment  for 
the  defendants  in  a  suit  against  the  construction  of  the 
Rochester  Outer  Loop  highway  through  a  portion  of  Genessee 
Valley  Park.   The  court  found  that  both  NEPA  and  Section  4(f) 
of  the  Department  of  Transportation  Act  had  been  complied  with. 

Montgomery  County  v..  Richardson,  2  ELR  20140  (D. 
D.C,  1/31/72) .   The  court  enjoined  the  Government  from 
proceeding  with  construction  of  the  Tri-Services  Incinerator 
at  the  Walter  Reed  Army  Center  Annex  pending,  completion 
of  a  102  statement  by  the  Department  of  Health,  Education, and  Welfare. 

Morningside-Lenox  Park  Assn.  v.  Volpe.  334  F.Supp.  132,  3  ERC 
1327,  1  ELR  20629  (N.D.  Ga.  11/12/71).  The  court  preliminarily 
enjoined  further  work  on  interstate  485  in  Atlanta,  holding 
that  a  102  statement  was  required  for  further  actions  even 
though  location  approval  was  given  before  January  1,  1970. 

National  Helium  Corp.  v.  Morton.  326  F.  Supp.  151   2  ERC 
.372,  1  ELR  20157  (D.  Kan.  3/27/71).   The  court  held  that 
:he  Secretary  of  the  Interior's  cancellation  of  contracts 
:or  Federal  purchase  of  helium  constituted  a  "major  action" 
•equirmg  an  environmental  impact  statement  under  Section •02(2)  (C)  of  NEPA,  and  that  the  contractor  had  standing :o  seek  compliance  with  this  requirement.   The  court  issued 
I  preliminary  injunction  against  termination  of  the  contracts 
intil  the  Secretary  complied  with  NEPA^   The  injunction  was iUbsequently  affirmed  by  the  10th  Circuit 

t 
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Natural  Resources  Defense  Council  v.  Grant,  3  ERC  1883, 

2  ELR  20185  (E.D.  N.C.  3/15/72) .   The  court  preliminarily 

enjoined  the  Soil  Conservation  Service  from  taking  any 

further  steps  to  authorize,  finance,  or  commence  construction 

or  installation  of  the  Chicod  Creek  Watershed  Project 

until  a  102  statement  is  filed.   Despite  the  fact  that  the 

project  received  congressional  approval  in  1966,  NEPA  is 

applicable  because  the  project  is  an  ongoing  Federal  project 

on  which  substantial  actions  remain  to  be  taken.   In  balancing 

the  equities  for  and  against  injunctive  relief,  the  court 

noted  that  the  cost  of  preparing  the  102  statement  is  minute 

in  comparison  to  the  environmental  benefits  that  will  result 
from  it. 

Natural  Resources  Defense  Council  v.  Morton,  337  F.  Supp. 
165,  167,  3  ERC  1473,  2  ELR  20028  (D.  D.C.  12/16/71,  12/17/71). 
The  court  preliminarily  enjoined  a  proposed  sale  of  leases  for 
oil  and  gas  extraction  on  the  Outer  Continental  Shelf  off 
eastern  Louisiana.   The  court  held  that  a  substantial  question 

had  been  raised  about  the  legal  sufficiency  of  Interior's 
102  statement,  particularly  in  the  scope  of  alternative  actions 
discussed.   The  decision  was  affirmed  on  appeal. 

Natural  Resources  Defense  Council  v.  Morton,  337  F.  Supp. 
170,  3  ERC  1623,  2  ELR  20071  (D.  D.C.  2/1/72) .   The  court 
was  asked  to  dissolve  its  preliminary  injunction  against  a 
proposed  sale  of  leases  on  the  Outer  Continental  Shelf,  on 

the  basis  of  an  addendum  to  the  Interior  Department's  102 
statement  supplementing  the  discussion  of  alternative  courses 
of  action  in  the  original  statement.   The  court  held  that  the 
statement  as  supplemented  did  not  comply  with  Section  102 (2)  (C) , 
because  the  addendum  had  not  been  circulated  to  other  agencies 
for  additional  comment. 

Natural  Resources  Defense  Council  v.  TVA,   340  F.  Supp. 
400,  3  ERC  1468,  1  ELR  20634  (S.D.  N.  Y.,  12/8/71).   The 

court  denied  the  defendants'  motion  to  dismiss,  which  was 
premised  on  these  grounds:   (1)  improper  service  of  process; 
(2)  improper  venue;  (3)  lack  of  jurisdiction;  and  (4)  failure 
to  join  indispensable  parties.   It  granted  the  motion  of  the 
Audubon  Society  to  intervene  as  a  plaintiff. 
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New  York  v.  Department  of  tTie    Army,  3  ERC  1947 
(S.D.  N.Y.  1/12/72).   Noting  the  imprecise  language 
of  Sections  102(2) (A)  and  (B) ,  the  court  held  that 
mandamus  could  not  issue  compelling  the  Corps  of 
Engineers  to  consider  environmental  factors  in  its 
decision  on  whether  to  permit  dumping  of  sewage  sludge 
and  dredge  spoil  in  New  York  Bight,   The  court  pointed 
to  the  discouraging  conclusions  in  a  draft  102  state- 

ment on  the  program  being  circulated  by  the  Corps,  but 
also  noted  that  Congress  was  moving  on  ocean  dumping 
legislation. 

New  York  City  v.  United  States,  337  F.Supp.  150,  3  ERC  1570 
(E.D.  N.Y.  1/20/72).   A  three-judge  district  court  disapproved  an 
ICC  order  authorizing  a  railroad  to  abandon  unprofitable 
New  York  Harbor  operations.  The  court  held  that  a  102  state- 

ment was  necessary,  since  abandonment  would  probably  have 
adverse  environmental  impacts  through  an  increase  in  the  use 

of  trucks.   The  case  was  remanded  to  the  ICC'  for  preparation of  a -statement. 

Nolop  V.  Volpe,  333  F,  Supp,  1364,  3  ERC  1338,  1  ELR  20617 
(D,  S,D.  11/11/71) ,   The  court  upheld  the  standing  of  minor 
students  at  U. S.D.  to  sue  as  a  class  (through  a  guardian  ad 
litem)  to  prevent  construction  through  the  campus  of  a  Federally 
funded  highway.   It  granted  a  preliminary  injunction  against 
further  construction  until  a  102  statement  is  prepared. 

Northeast  Area  Welfare  Rights  Orgn,  v,  Volpe,  2  ERC  1704, 
1  ELR  20186  (E.D.  Wash,  12/3/70) ,  The  court  denied  a  preliminary 
injunction  against  further  development  of  a  highway  project  in 
Spokane.  The  court  held  that  a  claim  of  violation  of  NEPA  was 
premature,  since  the  only  Federal  participation  was  funding  of 
an  area  transportation  study. 

Pennsylvania  Environmental  Council  v.  Bartlett, 
315  F.  Supp,  238,  1  ERC  1271,  1  ELR  20622  (M.D.  Pa. 
4/30/70) .   The  court  held  that  a  conservation  group 

had  standing  to  challenge  the  Secretary  of  Transportation's 
approval  of  a  State  secondary  highway  relocation  project,  but 
that  NEPA  did  not  apply  to  a  project  for  which  planning  and.  the 
award  of  a  contract  preceded  January  1,  1970.   In  dictum,  the 
court  also  expressed  doubt  that  NEPA  requires  the  Secretary 
to  study  the  environmental  impact  of  State  secondary  highway 
projects  before  approving  them.   The  decision  was  later 
affirmed  by  the  3d  Circuit. 
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Petterson  v.  Resor,  331  F.  Supp.  1302,  3  ERC  1170,  2  ELR  20013 

(D.  Ore.  10/4/71)  .   The  court  upheld  citizens'  standina  to  challencfe 
a  Corps  of  Engineers  dredge-and-f ill  permit  for  the  expansion 
of  the  Portland  airport.   However,  it  ruled  that  the  permit 

was  not  one  for  which  congressional  approval  was  required 
under  33  U.S.C.  401.   A  NEPA  violation  was  claimed,  but  the 

court  only  mentioned  it  without  dealing  with  it. 

Pizitz  v.  Volpe,  4  ERC  1195  (M.D.  Ala.  5/1/72) . 
Local  businessmen  brought  suit  alleging  that  Federal 
assistance  of  the  Huntsville,  Alabama  Memorial 

Parkway  was  in  violation  of  NEPA.   The  court  said 

that  the  suit  was  "spurious"  because  the  plaintiffs 
were  primarily  concerned  with  their  loss  of  profits 
rather  than  with  environmental  harm.   However,  the 

court  considered  the  plaintiffs'  claims.   It  held 
that  it  could  not  "second-guess"  the  decision  to 
undertake  the  project,  and  that  the  impact  statement 

prepared  for  the  project  satisfied  NEPA's  procedural 
requirements . 

San  Francisco  Tomorrow  v.  Romney,  4  ERC  1065 
(N.D.  Cal.  4/25/72) ,   The  court  denied  standing  to  a 

citizens'  group  seeking  to  contest  grants  given  by  the 
Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  for  two  urban 
renewal  projects,  because  plaintiffs  could  show  no  pecuniary 

concern,  citing  the  Supreme  Court's  Mineral  King  decision. 
Also,  the  court  found  that  102  statements  were  not  required 
where  the  original  design  was  approved  prior  to  January  1, 
1970,  and  there  was  no  significant  departure  from  the  original 
design  having  ecological  significance. 

Scherr  v.  Volpe.  336  F.  Supp.  882,  886,  3  ERC  1586, 
1588,  2  ELR  20068  (W.D.  Wis.  12/7/71,  12/29/71).   The 
court  upheld  the  standing  of  the  citizen  plaintiffs 
to  challenge  the  construction  of  U.S.  16  from 
Oconomowoc  to  Pewaukee,  Wisconsin,  on  which  the  Department 
of  Transportation  had  not  prepared  a  102  statement.   The 
court  granted  a  preliminary  injunction  against  further 

development  of  the  project.   On  the  defendants'  motion  to 
suspend  the  injunction,  the  court  held  that  an  agency  does 
not  have  discretion  to  determine  whether  a  project  requires 
a  102  statement.   Rather,  on  a  challenge,  the  court 

construes  the  standards  "major  action"  and  "significantly 
affecting"  to  environment,  and  applies  them  to  the  particular 
project.   The  court  refused  to  suspend  the  injunction. 
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Sierra  Club  v.  Hardin,  325  ̂ .    Supp.  99,  2  ERC  1385, 
1  ELR  20161  (D,  Alaska  3/25/71) ,   The  court  upheld  the 
standing  of  conservation  groups  to  challenge  the  Forest 

Service's  sale  of  timber  in  Tongass  National  Forest  as 
violative  of  NEPA  and  other  statutes.   However,  the  court 

found  that  the  Forest  Service's  reliance  on  the  report  of 
a  panel  of  conservationists  complied  with  NEPA  "to  the 
fullest  extent  possible"  in  view  of  the  advanced  stage  of 
the  transaction  at  the  time  of  NEPA's  passage.   It  found 
the  claims  under  other  statutes  to  be  barred  by  laches. 
The  decision  has  been  appealed. 

Sierra  Club  v.  Laird,  1  ELR  20085  (D.  Ariz.  6/23/70) . 
Plaintiff  conservation  groups  sued  to  enjoin  the  Corps 

of  Engineers  from  proceeding  with  a  channel-clearing 
project  on  the  Gila  River,  which  had  been  authorized  prior 
to  January  1,  1970.   The  nourt  granted  a  preliminary  injunction 

on  the  basis  of  the  Corps'  failure  to  comply  with  section 
102 (2) (C),  Executive  Order  11514,  and  paragraph  11  of  CEQ's 
Interim  Guidelines.   The  decision  has  been  appealed. 

Sierra  Club  v.  Sargent,  3  ERC  1905,  2  ELR  20131  (W.D. 
Wash.  3/16/72) .   The  court  held  that  the  Army  Corps  of 
Engineers  must  prepare  a  102  statement  on  a  Refuse  Act 
permit  issued  to  Atlantic  Richfield  Co.   The  court  noted 
that  it  was  not  ruling  on  the  scope  of  consideration 
required  of  the  Corps  in  preparing  the  statement. 

State  Committee  to  Stop  Sanguine  v.  Laird,' 317  F.  Supp.  664, 
2  ELR  20100  (W.D.  Wis.  1970).   In  a  suit  by  conservationists 

to  enjoin  the  operation  of  a  signal-system  test  facility  for 
noncompliance  with  section  102(2)  (E)  (requiring  inter  alia, 
that  Federal  agencies  support  international  environmental 
initiatives)  ,  the  court  refused  an  injunction  because  of 

plaintiffs'  failure  to  make  specific  allegations  of  non- 
compliance. 

Tanner  v.  Armco  Steel,  340  F.  Supp.  532,  3  ERC  1968  (S.D.  Tex. 
3/8/72)  .  The  court  dismissed  a  private  action  for  damages  allegedly 
i^aused  by  air  pollution  from  private  petroleum  refineries 

jand  plants.   The  court  held  that  neither  the  U.S.  Constitution 
nor  NEPA  creates  an  enforceable  legal  right  or  duty 
against  private  companies  for  damages  caused  by  air 
pollution. 
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■fexas  Committee  v.  Resor,  1  ELR  20466  (E.D,  Tex.  6/29/71)  . 
The  court  granted  a  preliminary  injunction  against  work  on  the 
Cooper  Dam  project  until  the  Corps  of  Engineers  prepares  a  102 
statement. 

Texas  Committee  v.  United  States,  1  ERC  1303  (W.D.  Tex  2/5/70) , 
dismissed  as  moot,  430  F, 2d  1315  (5th  Cir.  8/25/70).  The  court 

granted  a  preliminary  injunction  to  prevent  Farmers  Home 
Administration  from  financing  a  golf-course  project  that 
allegedly  threatened  important  wildlife  habitat.   The  project 
had  been  approved,  but  not  commenced,  before  January  1,  1970. 
The  basis  for  the  injunction  was  that  FHA  had  not  considered 
the  environmental  impact  as  required  by  NEPA.   The  case  was 
dismissed  as  moot  when  the  golf  course  was  located  elsewhere. 

United  States  v.  Brookhaven,  2  ERC  1761,  1  ELR  20377 
(E.D.  N.Y.  7/2/71).   The  court  granted  a  preliminary  injunction 
against  dredging  by  a  municipality  in  navigable  waters  without 
a  Corps  of  Engineers  permit.   It  held  that  theCorps,  which 
had  issued  a  permit  in  1967,  was  not  required  to  grant  a 
subsequent  permit,  since  the  law  had  changed  with  the  passage 
of  NEPA. 

United  States  v.  Joseph  G.  Moretti,  Inc.,  331  F.Supp.  151,  3  ERC 
1052,  1  ELR  20443  (S.D.  Fla.  9/2/71) .  The  court  issued  an  injunction 
against  further  private  dredging  in  Florida  Bay  without  a 
Corps  of  Engineers  permit.   The  injunction  also  required 

restoration  of  the  defendant's  past  damage  to  the  bay.   The 
court  relied  on  NEPA  to  justify  considering  ecological  damage. 

United  States  v.  247.37  Acres,  3  ERC  1099,  1  ELR  20513 

(S.D.  Ohio  9/9/71),  3  ERC  1696,  2  ELR  20154  (S.D.  Ohio  1/24/71). 

In  a.  suit  to  condemn  land  for  the  Corps  of  Engineers'  East 
Fork  Reservoir  project,  the  court  refused  to  grant  summary 

judgment   for  the  Government.   The  court  held  that  failure 
to  comply  with  NEPA  was  a  valid  defense  to  the  condemnation 
suit.   In  a  later  opinion,  the  court  re,fused  to  lift  its  ban 
on  condemnation  of  the  land  because  the  Government  had 

not  yet  shown  full  compliance  with  NEPA.   The  court 
held  that  the  filing  of  a  102  statement  without  showing 
that  public  notice  was  given  and  without  showing  whether 
or  not  it  was  commented  on  by  CEQ  was  not  sufficient 
to  show  full  compliance  with  Section  102(2)  (C)  . 
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Upper  Pecos  Assn.  v.  Stans,  328  F.Supp.  332,  2  ERC  1614,  1  ELR 

i0228  (D.  N.M.  6/1/71).  The  court  upheld  the  plaintiff's  standina 
:o  challenge  an  Economic  Development  Administration  grant  for 

;onstruction  of  a  road.   However,  the  court  held  that  a  102 

statement  was  not  required  on  the  grant  because  the  Forest 

Service,  which  was  the  lead  agency  in  developing  the  road, 

lad  prepared  a  102  statement  on  it.   The  decision  was  affirmed  on 

appeal,  but  the  Supreme  Court  has  granted  cert.  (40  U.S.L.W. 
J556  5/22/72) . 

Virginians  for  Dulles  v.  Volpe,  4  ERC  1232  (E.D.  Va. 
5/26/72) .   A  number  of  citizens  brought  suit  challenging 

the  FAA ' s  operation  of  National  Airport,  particularly 
its  permitting  the  use  of  Boeing  727-200  "stretch  jets" 
at  the  airport  since  1965.   The  plaintiffs  asserted  that 

the  FAA ' s  decision  to  introduce  stretch  jets  in  1968  was 
a  major  action  significantly  affecting  the  environment, 
and  that  the  ongoing  use  of  the  jets  required  an  impact 
statement  under  NEPA.   The  court  rejected  this  claim,  finding 
that  the  difference  between  stretch  jets  and  the  earlier 

727-100 's  was  minimal  in  terms  of  environmental  effects. 
The  court  also  held  that,  in  light  of  costs  already 
incurred,  it  was  not  practicable  for  the  FAA  to  reconsider 
whether  National  Airport  should  be  used  as  a  major 
jetport . 

Ward  v.  Ackroyd,  4  ERC  1209  (D.  Md.  6/8/72) .   Local 

residents  and  citizen  groups  challenged  DOT'S  approval 
of  the  location  of  Segment  9  of  Interstate  70N  through 
Leakin  and  Gwynns  Falls  Parks  in  Baltimore.   The  court 
tield  that  a  new  location  hearing  must  be  held  under  the 
1968  amendments  to  23  U. S.C.  §128 (a),  even  though  the 
location  was  approved  in  1967.   The  court  said  that 

§102(1)  of  NEPA  and  the  Fourth  Circuit's  decision  in 
Arlington  Coalition  v.  Volpe  required  that  §128 (a)  be 
ipplied  to  an  ongoing  highway  project  where  the  costs 

5f  altering  or  abandoning  the  project  "would  not 
certainly  outweigh  whatever  benefits  might  be  derived 
"-herefrom.  " 
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Wilderness  Society  v.  Hickel,  325  F.  Supp.  422,  1  ERC 
1335,  1  ELR  20042  (D.  D.C.  4/28/70).   In  a  suit  by  conservation 
groups,  the  court  enjoined  the  issuance  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  of  a  permit  for  a  road  across  Federal  lands  on 

the  basis,  among  others,  of  the  Secretary's  failure  to  prepare 

a  statement "under  section  102(2)  (C)  discussing  the  environmental 
impact  of  both  the  road  and  the  related  Trans-Alaska  Pipeline. 

Willamette  Heights  Neighborhood  Assn.  v.  Volpe,  334  F.Supp. 
990,  3  ERC  1520,  2  ELR  20043  (D.  Ore.  12/3/71) .   The  court  held  that 
a  102  statement  was  required  for  construction  of  a  segment  of 
Interstate  505  near  Portland.   Although  the  Department  of 

Transportation  had  indica.ted  "tacit  approval"  of  the  location 
of  the  segment  in  1964,  formal  location  approval  was  not 
requested  until  April  1969  and  was  not  given  until  after  the 
effective  dates  of  NEPA  and  the  revised  DOT  regulations 

(PPM  20-8)  requiring  location  and  design  hearings.   The  court 
enjoined  work  on  1-505  pending  compliance  with  these  provisions, 
but  refused  to  enjoin  completion  of  exit  ramps  approved  prior 
to  enactment  of  NEPA. 

Zlotnick  V.  Redevelopment  Land  Agency,  2  ELR  20235 
(D.  D.C.  3/3/72) .   Property  owners  in  downtown  Washington, 
D.C.  challenged  the  condemnation  of  their  land  for  an  urban 
renewal  project  funded  by  HUD.   The  court  noted  that  there 
was  some  doubt  whether  the  impact  statements  for  the  project 
fully  satisfied  Section  102  (2)  (C)  .   However,  the  court  held 
that  the  property  owners  lacked  standing  to  invoke  NEPA 
because  they  were  seeking  to  protect  only  their  financial 

interests,  which  were  not  within  the  "zone  of  interests" 
protected  by  the  Act. 
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CHANNELS  OF  COMMUNICATION  WITH  AGENCIES 
ON  NEPA  MATTERS 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Secretary  Earl  L.  Butz 

(ii)   Assistant  Secretary  with  NEPA  Responsibility 

None 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

Dr.  T.  C.  Byerly 
Office  of  the  Secretary 
Room  312E 

Washington,  D.C.   202  50 
447-7803      447-7803 

(iv)   General  Coiinsel  NEPA  Contact 

Clarence  Brizee 
Office  of  the  General  Counsel 
Room  2421  South  Bldg. 
Washington,  D.C.   202  50 
447-5961 

AGRICULTURE  STABILIZATION  &  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Kenneth  E.  Frick,  Administrator 

AGRICULTURE  RESEARCH  SERVICE 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

T.  W.  Edminister,  Administrator 

CONSUMER  &  MARKETING  SERVICE 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

George  R.  Grange,  Acting  Administrator 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE  (Continued) 

COOPERATIVE  STATE  RESEARCH  SERVICE 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Roy  L.  Lovvorn,  Administrator 

FARMERS  HOME  ADMINISTRATION 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

James  V.  Smith,  Administrator 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

Judd  Hudson 

Room  5321  South  Bldg. 
Washington,  D,C.   2  02  50 
447-4924 

FEDERAL  EXTENSION  SERVICE 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Edwin  L.  Kirby,  Administrator 

FOREST  SERVICE 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

John  R.  McGuire,  Chief 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

Barry  Flamm 
Program  &  Legislation  Division 
Room  3022  South  Bldg. 
Washington,  D.C.   20240 
447-5020 

Melvin  Yuhas 
Diifector,  Land  Classification  Division 
Room  42  02  South  Bldg. 
Washington,  D.C.   20240 
447-3702 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE  (Continued) 

FOREST  SERVICE  (Continued) 

(iv)   General  Counsel  NEPA  Contact 

Howard  Klutz 
Office  of  the  General  Counsel 

Room  2407  South  Bldg. 

Washington,  D.C.   20240    447-5566 

SOIL  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Kenneth  E.  Grant,  Administrator 

(ii)   Assistant  Administrator  with  NEPA  Responsibility 

Robert  E.  Williams 
Assistant  to  the  Administrator 

for  Environmental  Development 
Room  6111  South  Bldg. 

Washington,  D.C.   20240    447-7705 

RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION  ADMINISTRATION 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

David  A.  Hamil,  Administrator 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

David  Askegaard 
Program  Analysis  Division 
Room  4312  South  Bldg. 
Washington,  D.C.   202  50 
447-4245 
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ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

James  R.  Schlesinger,  Chairman 

(ii)   Commissioner  with  NEPA  Responsibility 

None 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

For  Non-Regulatory  Matters: 

Robert  J,  Catlin 
Director,  Division  of  Environmental  Affairs 

Mail  Station  A-162 
Germantown,  Md,  2  0545 
973-5391      119-5391 

For  Regulatory  Matters; 

A.  Giambusso 

Deputy  Director  for  Reactor  Projects 
Directorate  of  Licensing 
Mail  Station  P-722 
Bethesda,  Md.   20545 
973-7373 

(iv)   General  Counsel  NEPA  Contact 

John  Cho 
Office  of  the  General  Counsel 

Mail  Station  A-241 
Germantown,  Md.   2  0545 

973-3483 

APPALACHIAN  REGIONAL  COMMISSION 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Donald  W.  Whitehead,  Federal  Co-chairman 

(ii)   Alternate  Federal  Co-Chairman 

Orville  H.  Lerch 
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APPALACHIAN  REGIONAL  COMMISSION  (Continued) 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

Donald  A.  Crane 
Director  of  the  Division  of  Environment 

and  Resources  Planning 
1566  Connecticut  Avenue,  N,W. 

Washington,  D.C.   2  0235 
967-3671    189-3671 

(iy)   General  Counsel  NEPA  Contact 

Harry  Teter 
Assistant  to  the  State  Regional  Representative 
1666  Connecticut  Avenue,  N.W. 

Washington,  D.C.   2  0235 
967-3653 

CANAL  ZONE  GOVERNMENT 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Maj.  Gen,  David  S.  Parker,  Governor 

CENTRAL  INTELLIGENCE  AGENCY 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Richard  Helms,  Director 

(ii)   Deputy  Director  with  NEPA  Responsibility 

None 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

John  F.  Blake 

Director  of  Logistics 
Washington,  D.C.   20505 
351-2551    143-2551 

(iv)   General  Counsel  NEPA  Contact 

None 
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CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Chairman  Secor  D.  Browne 

(ii)   vice  Chairman  with  NEPA  Responsibility 

None 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

None 

(iv)   General  Counsel  NEPA  Contact 

Warren  Sharfman 

Legal  Division 
Room  1004 
Washington,  D.C.   20428 
382-4356    128-4356 

COMMERCE 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Secretary  Peter  G.  Peterson 

(ii)   Assistant  Secretary  with  NEPA  Responsibility 

None 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

Dr.  Sidney  R.  Galler 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 

for  Environmental  Affairs 
Room  342  5 

Washington,  D.C.   20230 
967-4335    189-4335 
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COMMERCE  (Continued) 

(iv)   General  Counsel  NEPA  Contact 

Alfred  Meisner 
Office  of  the  General  Counsel 
Room  5879 

Washington,    D.C.       20230 
967-5387 

ECONOMIC  DEVELOPMENT  ADMINISTRATION 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Robert  A.  Podesta,  Assistant  Secretary 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

Philip  R.  Reiss 
Special  Assistant  for  the  Environment 
Room  7812 

Washington,  D.C.   20230 
967-4208 

MARITIME  ADMINISTRATION 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Andrew  E.  Gibson,  Administrator 

NATIONAL  BUREAU  OF  STANDARDS 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Lewis  M.  Branscomb,  Director 
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NATIONAL  OCEANIC  AND  ATMOSPHERIC  ADMINISTRATION 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Robert  M.  White,  Administrator 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Secretary  Melvin  R.  Laird 

(ii)   Assistant  Secretary  with  NEPA  Responsibility 

Richard  S.  Wilbur,  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Health  and  Environment 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

John  Busterud 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
Environmental  Quality 

Room  3D171,  Pentagon 
Washington,  D.C.   20301 
0X5-5030   115-5030 

(iv)   General  Counsel  NEPA  Contact 

Robert  L.  Gilliat 
Office  of  the  General  Counsel 

Room  3E977  Pentagon 
Washington,  D.C.   20301 
0X5-32  72 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE  (Continued) 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  AIR  FORCE 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Secretary  Robert  C.  Seamans,  Jr. 

(ii)   Assistant  Secretary  with  NEPA  Responsibility 

None 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

Colonel  Herbert  Bell 
Room  5E42  5  Pentagon 
Washington,  D.C.   20330 
0X5-2889 

(iv)   General  Counsel  NEPA  Contact 

Grant  Reynolds 
Office  of  the  General  Counsel 

Room  4D980  (SAFGC)  Pentagon 
Washington,  D.C.   20330 
0X7-4165    117-4165 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ARMY 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Secretary  Robert  F.  Froehlke 

(ii)   Assistant  Secretary  with  NEPA  Responsibility 

None 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

George  A.  Cunney 

Pentagon  (DALO-INE) 
Washington,  D.C.   20310 

0X4-4269   114-4269 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE  (Continued) 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ARMY  (Continued) 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison  (Continued) 

(CORPS) 
Colonel  William  L.  Barnes 
Executive  Director  of  Civil  Works 

Corps  of  Engineers 
1000  Independence  Ave.  S.W. 
Washington,  D.C.   2  0314 
0X3-7168     113-7168 

(iv)   General  Counsel  NEPA  Contact 

R.  Kenly  Webster 
Deputy  General  Counsel 
Room  2E72  2  Pentagon 
Washington,  D.C.   20314 
0X7-4807 

(CORPS) 
Fred  R.  Disheroon 

Office  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers 
Room  4A16  9  Pentagon 
Washington,  D.C.   20314 
OX3-7066 

(JAG) 
Colonel  William  B.  Carne 

Office  of  the  Judge  Advocate  General 
The  Pentagon 
Washington,  D.C.   20310 
0X5-02  56 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  NAVY 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Secretary  John  W.  Warner 

(ii)   Assistant  Secretary  with  NEPA  Responsibility 

None 

1 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE  (Continued) 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  NAVY  (Continued) 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

J.  A.  D'Emidio 
4B516  Pentagon 
Washington,  D,C.   20360 
455-9793 

(iv)   General  Counsel  NEPA  Contact 

Albert  Kornblum 
Office  of  the  General  Counsel 

Room  480,  Crystal  Plaza  5 
Washington,  D.C.   2  0360 
0X2-7155 

DEFENSE  SUPPLY  AGENCY 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Lt.  Gen.  W.  H.  Robinson,  Jr. 

(iv)   General  Counsel  NEPA  Contact 

William  P.  Weston,  General  Counsel 
Cameron  Station 

Alexandria,  Virginia  22314 
274-6156 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

William  D.  Ruckelshaus,  Administrator 

(ii)   Deputy  Administrator  with  NEPA  Responsibility 

None 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY  (Continued) 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

Sheldon  Meyers 
Director,  Office  of  Federal  Activities 
Room  3630  Waterside  Mall  Bldg. 
Washington,  D.C.   20460 
755-0920 

(iv)   General  Counsel  NEPA  Contact 

Alan  Kirk 

Deputy  General  Counsel 
Room  3201H,  Waterside  Mall  Bldg. 
Washington,  D.C.   20460 
755-2511 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS  COMMISSION 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Dean  Burch,  Chairman 

Commissioner  with  NEPA  Responsibility 

None 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

None 

(iv)       General   Coiinsel   NEPA   Contact 

Richard  R.  Zaragoza 
Office  of  the  General  Counsel 
Room  610 

Washington,  D.C.   20554 
632-7112 

Upton  K.  Guthery 
Office  of  the  General  Counsel 
Room  616 

Washington,  D.C.   20554 
632-6990 
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FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

John  1\.  Nassikas,  Chairman 

(ii)   CoituTiJ-ssioner  with  NEPA  Responsibility 

None 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

Dr.  Richard  F.  Hill 

Acting  Advisor  on  Environmental  Quality 
Room  4005 

Washington,    D.C,       20426 
386-6084      129-6084 

(iv)   General  Counsel  NEPA  Contact 

Jim  Tourtellotte 

Office  of  the  General  Counsel 
Room  2860 

Washington,  D.C.   2  0426 
386-5171 

FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Miles  W,  Kirkpatrick,  Chairman 

(ii)   Commissioner  with  NEPA  Responsibility 

None 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

Patricia  Hanahan 
Liaison  Officer 

Room  562 

Washington,  D.C.   20580 
962-2995         132-2995 
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PPPPpziT.  TRADE  COMMISSION  (Continued) 

(iv)   General  counsel  NEPA  Contact 

Robert  Freer 
Assistant  General  Counsel 

Room  566 
Washington,    D.C.       20580 
962-1160 

GENERAL  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Rod  Kreger,  Acting  Administrator 

(ii)   Deputy  Administrator  with  NEPA  Responsibility 

None 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

Aaron  Woloshin 
Director,  Office  of  Environmental  Affairs 
Washington,  D.C.   20405 
343-4161   183-4161 

(iv)   General  Counsel  NEPA  Contact 

William  E.  Casselman,  II 
General  Counsel 
Room  4140 
18th  &  F  Sts.  N.W. 

Washington,  D.C.   20405 
343-4221 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH.  EDUCATION  AND  WELFARE 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Secretary  Elliot  L.  Richardson 

(ii)   Assistant  Secretary  with  NEPA  Responsibility 

Dr.  Rodney  H.  Brady,  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Administration  and  Management 

Dr,  Merlin  K.  Duval,  Jr.,  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Health  and  Scientific  Affairs 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

Robert  Lanza 

Special  Assistant  to  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Health  and  Scientific  Affairs 

Room  4062  HEW  North  Bldg. 
Washington,  D.C.   20201 
962-2241    13-22241 

Dr.  Paul  Niebanck 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Community 
Planning 

Room  5724  North  Bldg. 
Washington,  D.C,   20201 
962-0827 

(iv)   General  Counsel  NEPA  Contact 

Robert  Richett 
Office  of  the  General  Counsel 
Room  4564 

Washington,  D.C.   2  02  01 
962-4791 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION  AND  WELFARE  (Continued) 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  SERVICE 

HEALTH  SERVICES  AND  MENTAL  HEALTH  ADMINISTRATION 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Dr.  Vernon  E.  Wilson,  Administrator 

FOOD  AND  DRUG  ADMINISTRATION 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Coiranissioner  Charles  C.  Edwards 

NATIONAL  INSTITUTES  OF  HEALTH 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Robert  Q.  Mars ton.  Director 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Secretary  George  Romney 

(ii)   Assistant  Secretary  with  NEPA  Responsibility 

Samuel  C.  Jackson,  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Community  Planning  and  Development 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

Richard  Broun 

Office  of  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Community  Planning  and  Management 

Room  72  06 

Washington,  D.C.   20410 
755-5977 



-46- 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT  (Continued) 

(iv)   General  Counsel  NEPA  Contact 

Charles  Farbstein 
Assistant  General  Counsel 

Room  10240 
Washington,  D.C.   20410 
755-7184 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Secretary  Rogers  C,  B.  Morton 

(ii)   Assistant  Secretary  with  NEPA  Responsibility 

John  Larson,  Assistant  Secretary 
Program  Policy 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

Bruce  Blanchard 

Director,  Environmental  Project  Review 
Room  5321 

Washington,  D.C.   2  0240 
343-3891 

(iv)   General  Counsel  NEPA  Contact 

Lou  Mauro 
Office  of  the  Solicitor 
Room  6349 

Washington,  D.C.   20240 
343-6757 

BONNEVILLE  POWER  ADMINISTRATION 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

H.  R.  Richmond,  Administrator 



DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR  (Continued) 

BUREAU  OF  INDIAN  AFFAIRS 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

R.  Bruce  Louis,  Commissioner 

BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Burton  W.  Silcock,  Director 

BUREAU  OF  MINES 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Elburt  F.  Osborn,  Director 

BUREAU  OF  OUTDOOR  RECREATION 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Douglas  G.  Hofe,  Jr.,  Director 

BUREAU  OF  RECLAMATION 

( i)   Head  of  Agency 

Ellis  L-  Armstrong,  Commissioner 

(ii)      Assistant   Commissioner  with  NEPA   ResponsibilitI 

Edward  Seamon,  Assistant  to  the  Commissioner 
for  Ecology 

BUREAU  OF  SPORT  FISHERIES  AND  WILDLIFE 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Spencer  H.  Smith,  Director 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR  (Continued) 

DELAWARE  RIVER  BASIN  COMMISSION 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Rogers  C.  B.  Morton,  Federal  Member 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

W,  Brinton  Whitall,  Secretary 
P.O.  Box  360 
Trenton,  New  Jersey  08603 

GEOLOGICAL  SURVEY 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Vincent  E.  McKelvey,  Director 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE  COMMISSION 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Chairman  George  M.  Stafford 

(ii)   Commissioner  with  NEPA  Responsibility 

None 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

None 

(iv)   General  Counsel  NEPA  Contact 

Fritz  Kahn 
General  Counsel 
Room  5137 

Washington,  D.C.   2042  3 
343-4831    183-4831 

James  Tao 
Office  of  the  General  Counsel 
Room  5107 

Washington,  D.C,   2  042  3 
343-2097 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Richard  G.  Kleindienst,  Attorney  General 

(ii)   Assistant  Attorney  General  with  NEPA  Responsibi: 

None 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

Martin  Green 
Land  &  Natural  Resources  Division 
Room  2137 
Washington,  D.C.   20530 
739-2708    187-2708 

William  Cohen 
Land  &  Natural  Resources  Division 
Room  212  9 

Washington,  D.C.   20530 
739-2730 

(iv)   General  Counsel  NEPA  Contact 

(LEAA) 
Helen  Lessin 
Office  of  the  General  Counsel 
Law  Enforcement  Assistance  Administration 
Room  118 

Washington,  D.C.   20530 
386-3344   129-3344 

(LEAA) 
Charles  Lauer 
Office  of  the  General  Counsel 
Law  Enforcement  Assistance  Administration 
Room  1268 
Washington,  D.C.   20530 
386-3333 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Secretary  James  D.  Hodgson 

(ii)   Assistant  Secretary  with  NEPA  Responsibility 

None 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

None 

(iv)   General  Counsel  NEPA  Contact 

Benjamin  W.  Mintz 
Assistant  Solicitor  for  Occupational 

Safety  &  Health 
Room  4138 

Washington,  D.C.   20210 
961-3695    110-3695 

NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND  SPACE  ADMINISTRATION 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Dr.  James  C.  Fletcher,  Administrator 

(ii)   Assistant  Administrator  with  NEPA  Responsibility 

None 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

Ralph  E.  Cushman 
Special  Assistant 
Office  of  Administration 
Room  6141 

Washington,  D.C.   20546 
755-8440 

(iv)   General  Counsel  NEPA  Contact 

Alvin  S.  Bass 
Office  of  the  General  Counsel 
Room  7069 
Washington,  D.C.   20546 
755-3926 
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NATIONAL  CAPITAL  PLANNING  COMMISSION 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Charles  H.  Conrad,  Executive  Director 

(ii)   Assistant  Director  with  NEPA  Responsibility 

Donald  F.  Bozarth 
Director  of  Current  Planning  and  Programming 
Washington,  D.C.   20576 
382-2374 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

pat  Spillenkothen 
Special  Assistant  for  Environmental  Affairs 
Washington,  D.C.   20576 
382-1289 

(iv)   General  Counsel  NEPA  Contact 

Daniel  Shear 
General  Counsel 
Washington,  D.C.   20576 
382-4584 

NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Dr.  H.  G.  Stever,  Director 

(ii)   Assistant  Director  with  NEPA  Responsibility 

None 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

Dr.  Thomas  0-  Jones 

Deputy  Assistant  to  the  Director 
National  and  International  Programs 

Room  703 

Washington,  D.C.   20550 
632-4180 
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NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION  (Continued) 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison  (Continued) 

Christof  N-  Schubert 

Special  Assistant. 
Office  of  DOD  and  International  Affairs 
Room  701A 
Washington,  B.C.      20550 
632-4316 

(iv)   General  Counsel  NEPA  Contact 

William  J.  Hoff 
General  Counsel 
Room  501 

Washington,  D.C.   20550 
632-4386 

NEW  ENGLAND  RIVER  BASINS  COMMISSION 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Frank  R.  Gregg, Chairman 

(ii)   Commissioner  with  NEPA  Responsibility 

None 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

Malcolm  Graf 
Staff  Director 
55  Court  Street 
Boston,  Massachusetts   02108 

(617)  223-6244 

(iv)   General  Counsel  NEPA  Contact 

None 
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OFFICE  OF  ECONOMIC  OPPORTUNITY 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Phillip  V,  Sanchez,  Director 

(ii)   Assistant  Director  with  NEPA  Responsibility 

None 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

None 

(iv)   General  Counsel  NEPA  Contact 

Milton  Williams 
Assistant  General  counsel 
Room  815G 

Washington,    D.C.       20506 
254-5736 

OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND  BUDGET 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Caspar  W.  Weinberger,  Director 

(ii)   Assistant  Director  with  NEPA  Responsibility 

None 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

Norman  Ross 
Environmental  Branch 
Room  8214 

Washington,  D.C.   20503 
395-4796    103-4796 

William  K.  Brussat 

Government  Organization  Branch 
Room  9013 

Washington,  D.C.   20503 
395-3031 

I 
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OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND  BUDGET  (Continued) 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison  (Continued) 

Edward  Speshock 
Government  Organization  Branch 
Room  9013 
Washington,  D.C.   20503 
395-4671 

William  Hawley 
Management  Systems  Branch 
Room  9026 
Washington,  D.C.   20503 
395-6911 

(iv)   General  Counsel  NEPA  Contact 

None 

POSTAL  SERVICE 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Winton  M.  Blount,  Postmaster  General 

(ii)   Assistant  Postmaster  General  with  NEPA  Responsibility 

None 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

None 

(iv)   General  Counsel  NEPA  Contact 

James  J.  Wilson 
Assistant  General  counsel 
Room  2226 
Washington,  D.C.   20260 
961-7637    177-7637 
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SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Thomas  S.  Kleppe,  Administrator 

(ii)   Assistant  Administrator  with  NEPA  Responsibilit 

None 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

None 

(iv)   General  Counsel  NEPA  Contact 

John  Kolofolias 
Attorney  Adviser 
Room  706  Imperial  Bldg. 

Washington,  D.C.   20416 
382-3627    128-3627 

SMITHSONIAN  INSTITUTION 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Secretary  S.  Dillon  Ripley 

(ii)   Assistant  Secretary  with  NEPA  Responsibility 

None 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison  * 

None 

(iv)   General  Counsel  NEPA  Contact 

Peter  G.  Powers 
General  Counsel 
Room  408 
Washington,  D.C.   20560 
628-5866 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Secretary  William  P.  Rogers 

(ii)   Assistant  Secretary  with  NEPA  Responsibility 

None 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

Christian  Herter,  Jr. 
Special  Assistant  to  the  Secretary 

for  Environmental  Affairs 
Room  7819 

Washington,    D.C,       20520 
632-7964 

(iv)   General  Counsel  NEPA  Contact 

Lowell  Doud 

Assistant  Legal  Adviser 
for  Environmental  Affairs 

Room  642  0 
Washington,  D.C.   2052  0 
632-2559 

Michael  Matheson 

Attorney  Adviser 
Room  642  0 

Washington,  D.C.   20520 
632-1043 

AGENCY  FOR  INTERNATIONAL  DEVELOPMENT 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

John  A.  Hannah,  Administrator 

(ii)   Assistant  Administrator  with  NEPA  Responsibility 

None 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE  (Continued) 

AGENCY  FOR  INTERNATIONAL  DEVELOPMENT  (Continued) 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

None 

(iv)   General  Counsel  NEPA  Contact 

Leslie  A.  Grant 

Deputy  General  counsel 
Room  6891 

Washington,  D.C.   20523 
632-8547 

TENNESSEE  VALLEY  AUTHORITY 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Aubrey  J.  Wagner,  Chairman 

(ii)   Director  with  NEPA  Responsibility 

Dr,  Francis  Gartrell 
Director  of  Environmental  Research 

and  Development 
720  Edney  Building 
Chattanooga,  Tennessee   37401 

(615)  755-2002 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

None 

(iv)   General  Counsel  NEPA  Contact 

Robert  H.  Marquis 
General  Counsel 
Knoxville,  Tennessee   37902 

(615)  522-7181  Ext.  2552 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Secretary  John  A.  Volpe 

(ii)   Assistant  Secretary  with  NEPA  Responsibility 

John  Hirten,  Acting  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Environment  and  Urban  Systems 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

Martin  Convisser 

Director,  Office  of  Environmental  Quality 
Washington,  D.C.   20590 
Room  10405 
426-4357    118-64357 

(iv)   General  Counsel  NEPA  Contact 

Jeffrey  N.  Shane 
Office  of  the  General  Counsel 

Department  of  Transportation 
Room  1042  8 
Washington,  D.C.   20590 
426-0140 

FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMINISTRATION 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

John  H,  Shaffer,  Administrator 

(ii)   Assistant  Administrator  with  NEPA  Responsibility 

None 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

Richard  Skully 

Director,  Office  of  Environmental  Quality 
Room  940 

Washington,  D.C.   20553 
426-8406 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION  (Continued) 

FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMINISTRATION  (Continued) 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison  (Continued) 

Robert  F,  Bacon 
Chief,  Systems  Planning  Division 
Room  507A 
Washington,  D.C.   20553 
426-3451 

(iv)   General  counsel  NEPA  Contact 

George  U.  carneal,  Jr. 
General  Counsel 
Room  900E 

Washington,  D.C,   20553 
426-3773 

Charles  J.  Peters  (Litigation) 
Office  of  the  General  Counsel 
Room  918 

Washington,  D.C.   20553 
426-3661 

Richard  D.  Danforth  (Regulation,  Policy) 
Office  of  the  General  Counsel 
Room  91 5E 

Washington,  D.C.   20553 
426-3090 

FEDERAL  HIGHWAY  ADMINISTRATION 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Francis  C.  Turner,  Administrator 

(ii)   Assistant  Administrator  with  NEPA  Responsibility 

None 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION  (Continued) 

FEDERAL  HIGHWAY  ADMINISTRATION  (Continued) 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

Michael  Lash 

Director,  Office  of  Environmental  Policy Room  3226 

Washington,  D.C.   20590 
426-0351 

(iv)   General  Counsel  NEPA  Contact 

Andrew  Dilk 

Attorney  Advisor 
Room  4213  NASSIF  Bldg. 
Washington,  D.C,   20590 
426-0789 

U.S.  COAST  GUARD 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Admiral  Chester  R,  Bender,  Commandant 

(ii)   Assistant  Commandant  with  NEPA  Responsibility 

None 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

Captain  Sidney  A.  Wallace 
Office  of  Environmental  Protection 
Room  7311 

Washington,  D.C.   20591 
426-2010 

(iv)   General  Counsel  NEPA  Contact 

Rue  Helsel 

Office  of  the  Chief  Counsel 
Room  8102 

Washington,  D.C.   20591 
426-1553 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION  (Continued) 

URBAN  MASS  TRANSPORTATION  ADMINISTRATION 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Carlos  C.  Villarreal,  Administrator 

(ii)   Assistant  Administrator  with  NEPA  Responsibility 

None 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

Milton  L.  Brooks 

Director,  Program  Development 
Room  9313B 

Washington,  D.C,   20590 
42  5-4060 

(iv)   General  Counsel  NEPA  Contact 

Joseph  A.  Blundon 
Assistant  Chief  Counsel 

Room  932  0 
Washington,  D.C.   20590 
426-4063 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Secretary  George  P.  Shultz 

(ii)   Assistant  Secretary  with  NEPA  Responsibility 

None 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

Richard  E.  Slitor 
Assistant  Director 

Office  of  Tax  Analysis 
Room  42  05 

Washington,  D.C.   20220 
964-2797   184-2797 

I 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY  (Continued) 

(iv)   General  Counsel  NEPA  Contact 

Donald  L.  Ritger 
Office  of  the  General  Counsel 
Room  3014 
Washington,  D.C,  20220 
964-5404 

INTERNAL  REVENUE  SERVICE 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Johnnie  Walters,  Director 

(ii)   Deputy  Commissioner  with  NEPA  Responsibility 
None 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

None 

(iv)   General  Counsel  NEPA  Contact 

Robert  Spatz 
Office  of  the  Chief  Counsel 
Room  3  543 
Washington,  D.C.   20224 
964-3583 

VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Donald  E.  Johnson,  Administrator 

(ii)   Deputy  Administrator  with  NEPA  Responsibility 

None 
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VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION  (Continued) 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

William  H,  Bowen  001-A 
Staff  Assistant  to  the  Deputy  Administratoi 

810  Vermont  Avenue  N.W,  -  Room  1127 
Washington,  D.C.   20420 
389-2830   148-2830 

(iv)   General  Counsel  NEPA  Contact 

None 

WATER  RESOURCES  COUNCIL 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Rogers  C.  B.  Morton,  Chairman 

(ii)   Director  with  NEPA  Responsibility 

W.  Don  Maughan,  Director 
2120  L  Street,  N.W. 
8th  Floor 

Washington,  D.C.   20037 
254-6303 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

None 

(iv)   General  Counsel  NEPA  Contact 

None 
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SOURCES  FOR  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENTS 

In  order  to  receive  more  efficient  and  prompt  service, 
requestors  are  urged  to  order  draft  and  final  impact  statements 

from  the  Department  of  Commerce's  National  Technical  Infor- 
mation Service  (NTIS)  rather  than  the  preparing  agency.   Each 

statement  will  be  assigned  an  order  number  that  will  appear 
in  the  102  Monitor  (at  the  end  of  the  summary  of  each 

statement)  and  also  in  the  NTIS  semi-monthly  Announcement 
Series  No.  68,.  "Environmental  Pollution  and  Control,"   (An 
annual  subscription  costs  $5.00  and  can  be  ordered  from 
the  NTIS,  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  Springfield,  Virginia 
22151) 

Final  statements  will  be  available  in  microfiche  as 

well  as  paper  copy.   A  paper  copy  of  any  statement  can  be 
obtained  by  writing  NTIS  at  the  above  address.   A  new  price 
list  for  NTIS  documents  is  on  page      A  microfiche  costs 
$0.95. 

NTIS  is  also  offering  a  special  "package"  in  which  the 
subscriber  receives  all  statements  in  microfiche  for  $0.35 
per  statement . 

Statements  will  still  be  available  for  public  scrutiny 
in  the  document  rooms  of  the  various  agencies.   However, 
only  limited  copies  will  be  available  for  distribution. 

Yet  another  possible  source  of  statements  is  from 
the  Environmental  Law  Institute,  1346  Connecticut  Avenue, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.   20036.   To  order  a  document,  please 
indicate  the  Department,  date,  and  ELR  Order  #  (given  at 
the  end  of  each  summary).   The  Institute  charges  $0.10 
per  page,  and  as  you  will  note,  the  number  of  pages  is  also 
given  at  the  end  of  the  summaries.   Please  enclose  the 
correct  amount  of  money  with  your  order  and  mark  the  envelope 
to  the  attention  of  the  "Document  Service." 
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191-195 
196-200 

$3.00 201-205 $12.25 
40 1-40 '3 $22.25 

601-605 
$32.25 

80U805 
$42. 

3.25 206-210 12.50 406-410 22.50 606-610 32.50 806-810 

42. 

3.50 211-215 12.75 411-415 22.75 611-615 32.75 811-815 

42. 

3.75 216-220 13,00 416-420 23,00 616-620 33.00 816-820 

43. 

4.00 221-225 13.25 421-425 23.25 621-625 33.25 821-825 

43. 

4.25 226-230 13.50 426-433 23.50 626-630 33.50 826-830 

43. 

4.50 231-235 13.75 431-435 23.75 631-635 33.75 831-835 

43. 

4.75 236-240 14.00 436-4^0 24.00 636-640 
34.00 

836-840 

44. 

5.00 241-245 14.25 441-46-5 24.25 6A1-645 34.25 841-845 

4^. 

5.25 246-250 14.50 446-430 24.50 546-650 34.50 846-850 

44. 

5.50 251-255 14.75 451-455 24.75 651-655 34.75 851-855 

44. 

5.7^ 256-260 15.00 

456-46'.-) 

25.00 656-660 35.00 856-860 

45. 

6.00 261-265 15.25 461-465 25.25 661-665 35.25 861-865 

45. 

6.25 266-270 15.50 466-470 25.50 566-670 35.50 866-870 

45. 

6.50 271-275 15.75 471-47  5 25.75 671-675 35.75 871-875 

45, 

6.75 276-280 16.00 476-43  0 26.00 676-6S0 36.00 
876-880 

46, 

7.00 281-285 16.25 481-4B5 26.25 631-685 36.25 881-885 

46. 

7.25 286-290 16.50 
486-4'>0 26.50 686-690 36.50 886-890 

46. 

7.50 
291-29."- 

16.75 491-495 26,75 691-695 36.75 891-895 

46. 

7.75 296-300 17.00 496-500 27.00 696-700 37.00 896-900 

47. 

8.00 301-305 17.25 501-50  5 27.25 701-705 37.25 
901-905 

47.  i 
8.25 306-310 17.50 506-510 27.50 706-710 37.50 

906-910 47.1 
8.50 311-315 17.75 511-515 27.75 711-715 37 . 7  5 911-915 47.  i 
8.75 316-320 18-00 516-520 28.00 716-720 38.00 916-920 48.) 
9.00 321-325 18.25 521-525 28.25 721-725 38.25 921-925 48.) 

9.25 326-330 18.50 526-5  30 28.50 
726-7  30 

38.50 926-930 

48.) 
9.50 331-335 18.75 531-535 28.75 731-735 38.75 931-935 48.5 

9.75 336-340 19,00 
536-5/40 

29.00 
736-7^0 

39,00 
936-940 

49.) 
10.00 341-345 19,25 541-54  5 29.25 741-7A5 

39.25 
941-9A5 

49.5 10.25 346-350 19.50 546-550 29.50 746-760 
39.50 946-950 

49.) 10.50 351-355 19.75 551-555 29.75 751-755 39.75 
951-955 

49,5 10.75 356-360 20.00 556-560 30.00 756-760 
40.00 

956-960 

50.} 

11.00 351-365 20.25 561-565 30.25 761-765 40,25 961-955 

50.3 

11.25 366-370 20,50 
566-570 30.50 766-770 40.50 

966-970 

50  3 

11.50 371-375 20,75 
571-575 30.7  5 

771-775 40.75 
971-975 

50,3 

11.75 376-380 21.00 
576-58^ 

31.00 
776-780 

41.00 976-980 

51.3 

12.00 381-385 21.25 581-585 31.25 781-785 41.25 981-985 

51,5 

386-390 21.50 586-590 31.50 

/-86-790 

41.50 
986-990 

510 

391-395 21,75 591-595 31.75 791-795 41.75 991-995 

51  5 

396-400 22.00 596-6G0 32.00 796-800 42.00 996-1000 

520 
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A  NOTICE  TO  OUR  SUBSCRIBERS 

When  the  Council  found  it  necessary  to  put  the 

102  Monitor  on  a  paid  subscription  basis  we  were  concerned 

that  the  changed  policy  could  interrupt  service.   It  was 

in  order  to  prevent  such  a  situation  that  we  gave  three 

months  advanced  notice,  and  many  of  our  subscribers  did 

take  advantage  of  it.   The  unfortunate  circumstances 

however,  are  that  as  a  Government  Printing  Office  publication, 

the  Monitor  is  subject  to  GPO's  normal  delay  in  processing. 

That  delay  may  be  as  much  as  three  months.   If  after  waiting 

a  reasonable  length  of  time  you  do  not  receive  your  102 

Monitor,  please  direct  inquiries  to: 

Superintendent  of  Documents 
Government  Printing  Office 
Washington,  D.C.   20402 

At  the  present  time,  however,  we  can  only  apologize  for  any 

inconvenience  which  you  may  have  encountered. 

For  the  benefit  of  those  who  have  not  received  back 

issues,  the  source  for  them  is  on  page  67. 
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SOURCE  FOR  BACK  ISSUES  OF 
THE  102  MONITOR 

Because  the  supply  of  past  issues  of  the  102  Monitor  is  not 
sufficient  to  meet  all  requests,  a  list  is  provided  below 
indicating  where  the  various  issues  of  the  102  Monitor 
appeared  in  the  Congressional  Record.   You  may  wish  to  order 
these  Congressional  Records  from  the  Superintendent  of 
Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C. 
2  0402  ($.25  per  copy). 

page  E  3607)  -  April  28,  1971 

page  E  5151)  -  May  27,  1971 

page  E  602  3)  -  June  16,  1971 

page  E  8458)  -  July  28,  1971 

page  E  9483)  -  September  13,  1971 

page  E  10002)  -  September  24,  1971 

page  E  11596)  -  November  1,  1971 

page  E  12213)  -  November  15,  1971 

page  E  13322)  -  December  11,  1971 

page  E  76 )  -  January  18,  1972 

page  E  1886)  -  March  2,  1972 

page  E  2409)  -  March  13,  1972 

page  E  3778)  -  April  13,  1972 

page  E  4929)  -  May  13,  1972 

page  E  6489)  -  June  27,  1972 

Vol. 1,  Nos.  1,  2, &  3 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 1,  No.  4 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 1,  No.  5 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 1,  No.  6 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 1,  No.  7 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 1,  No.  8 

Congressional Record 
Vol, 1,  No.  9 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 1,  No.  10 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 1,  No.  11 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 1,  No.  12 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 2,  No.  1 

Congressional Record 
Vol, 2,  No.  2 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 2,  No.  3 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 2,  No,  4 

Congressional Record 
Vol 2,  No.  5 

Congressional Record 
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To  Superintendent  of  Docu- 
ments, Government  Print- 

ing Office,  Washington, 
DC.    20402 

Dote 

.,  19. 

Name 

Street  oddren 

City   

Slate        Zip  Code 

POM  uai  or  supT.  or  oocs. 

Enclosed 

To  b*  mailed 
later   

Subicription   

Refund   

Coupon  Refund   

Pottasc  _   

CATALOO  NO. 
DBSIRKO 

TITLE  OP  PUBLICATION 
PRICE 

PER 
copy 

TOTAL $. 

FOR  ADDITIONAL  SPACE  AHACH  ANOTHER  SHEET.                          TOTAL  AMOUNT  ENCLOSED.. 
s   

IMPORTANT 

Pleaic  include  your  ZIP  CODE  when  fillins  out  the  moiiins  label  below. 

U.S.  GOVERNMENT  PRINTING  OFFICE 

PUBLIC  DOCUMENTS  DEPARTMENT 

WASHINGTON,  D.C.      20402 

OFFICIAL  BUSI>fESS 

RETURN  AFTER  5  DAYS POSTAGE  AND  FEES  PAID 
U.S.  GOVBRNMBNT  PUNUNG  OFFICB 

Name   

Street  address  - 

City  and  State ZIP  Code 
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ON  THE  FOLLOWING  PAGES  ARE  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENTS  RECEIVED 
BY  THE  COUNCIL  FROM  JUNE  1  THROUGH  JUNE  30,   1972 

Note:  At  the  head  of  the  listing  of  statements  re- 
ceived form  each  agency  is  the  name  of  an  individual 

who  can  answer  questions  regarding  those  statements. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGEICUITURE 

Contact:      Dr.  T.C.  Byerly 
Office  of  the  Secretary 
Washington,  D.C.  20250 

(202)  388-7803 

Draft Date 

Lower    fiio   Grande   Basin 

Texas 
County:  Cameron  Wil 
The  statement  considers  H.B.  SH5, 
three  phase  program  of  floodwater 
other  structures,  and  land  treatir 
acres  of  the  Basin.  Total  cost  wo 
lutants  will  be  delivered  to  estu 
at  present;  eunong  the  adverse  eff 
impairment  of  seatrout  and  shrimp 
Approximately  28,000  acres,  much 
will  be  taken  by  the  project.  ^^H 
(ELR  ORDER  ♦  01002)     (NTIS  ORCER 

06/28 

acy         Hidalgo 
which  would  provide  a 
channel  improvements  and 

ent  measures  on  1,01'*, 000 
uld  be  $  172,000,000.  Pcl- 
aries  at  a  faster  rate  than 
ects  of  this  would  be  the 
fisheries  in  Laguna  Madce. 

of  it  agricultural  land, 

pages) 
i  EIS  72  1002D 

Final Date 

Bangeland  Grasshopper  Cooperative  Control  Progratr 
06/07 

The  statement  is  concerned  with  a  proposal  to  spray  2 
million  acres,  primarily  in  the  mentioned  three  states, 
in  order  to  control  grasshoppers. The  insecticide  malath- 
ion  will  be  used  at  0.6U  Its/acre,  and  carbaryl  at  0.5  lbs 
per  acre.  Beneficial  and  other  non  target  insects,  and 
aquatic  life,  are  adversely  affected  by  the  chemicals, 
which  may  enter  local  water  systems.   (65  pages) 
COHHfcNTS  MADE  BY:  DOC   EPA   HEW   DOI 
(ELfi  ORDER  t  0a6U9)     (NTIS  ORDER  i  EIS  72  U6U9F) 

Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspect.  Serv. 

Final Date 

Sitchweed  Cooperative  Program 
06/15 

North  Carolina  South  Carolina 
The  statement  considers  the  proposed  ground  spraying  of 
125,000  acres  with  the  herbicides  2,f*-D  and  paraquat,  in 
order  to  control  witchweed.  Non-target  plants  may  be 
adversely  affected.   (22  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  EPA 
(ELR  ORDER  t  01711)     (NTIS  OREER  #  EIS  72  4711F) 
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Agricultural  Research  Service 

Draft  Date 

Brooksville  Cattle  Research  Station  06/01 

Florida 
County:        Hernando 
The  statement  considers  the  renrioval  of  timber  and  the  burn- 

ing of  residue  on  an  unspecified  amount  of  station  land. 
Open  land  will  then  be  sowed  with  grass  for  the  grazing  of 
cattle.  The  action  will  contribute  to  air  pollution  while 
displacing  local  wildlife.  (6  pages) 
(tlLfi  ORDER  »  0U759)     (NTIS  OREEP  #  EIS  72  47590) 

Forest  Service 

Draft  Date 

Crystal  Lake  Planning  Unit  06/21 

Montana 
County:         Fergus 
The  statement  is  concerned  with  inrplementation  of  a 
revised  Multiple  Ose  Plan  for  the  Crystal  Lake  Planning 
Unit,  in  the  Lewis  and  Clark  National  Forest.   About 
10,3000  acres  of  National  Forest  lands  are  involved. 
There  will  be  adverse  impacts  to  soil  and  water  guality, 
and  esthetic  values.   The  inroad  of  humans  may  adversely 
affect  the  mountain  goat.   (33  pages) 
(ELH  ORDER  #  04753)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4753D) 

Deerlodge  and  Lolo  National  Forests  06/23 

Montana 
County:        Granite        Missoula 
The  statement  refers  to  the  Senate  Bill  S.  2132,  which 
would  add  55  miles  of  Rock  Creek  to  the  National  Wild  and 
Scenic  Rivers  System.  The  river  and  contiguous  lands 
would  be  managed  to  protect  and  perpetuate  outstanding 
water  quality  values,  (15pages) 
(ELR  ORDEP  #  04767)     (NTIS  ORDER  t  EIS  72  4767D) 

Cibola  National  Forest  06/21 

New  Mexico 
The  proposal  under  consideration  is  a  Timber  Management 
Plan  for  the  Forest;  it  is  based  upon  a  planned  annual 
allowable  harvest  of  7.4  million  board  feet.  The  plan 
would  provide  direction  and  guidance  to  the  systematic  man- 

agement of  timber  resources  within  the  constraints  of  a 
multiple  use  plan  for  the  protection  of  environmental 
qualities.  Adverse  effects  of  the  proposal  would  include 
air  and  water  pollution,  erosion  of  soils,  impairment  of 
natural  beauty,  and  the  possibility  of  fire.  (29  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04752)     (NTIS  ORTER  #  EIS  72  4752D) 
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Umpqud    National    Forest  06/09 

Oregon 
County:        Jackson        Douglas        Lane 
The  statement  refers  to  the  10  Year  Timber  Management  Plan  for  the 
forest.  The  plan  would  involve  construction  of  roads,  the  cutting 
of  timber,  and  the  reseeding  of  cut  stands  in  the  975, U25  acre 
forest.  Soil  disturbance,  stream  sedimentation,  and  adverse 
impact  will  result.  Sections  of  the  forest  are  presently  being  con- 

sidered for  designation  as  wilderness  areas.  (25  pages) 
(ELH  OaOER  #  01673)     (NTIS  ORDER  i  EIS  72  U673D) 

Final  Date 

Loio  National  Forest  06/01 

Montana 
County:         Missouri 
Proposed  aerial  spray  demonstration  (in  cooperation  with 
the  Department  of  Defense),  on  approximately  3,000  acres 
of  western  spruce  budworm  infested  timber  in  the  Ninemile 
Range  District.   Zectran  is  the  agent  to  be  used.   One  of 
the  t^roject  objectives  is  the  testing  of  the  suitability 
of  large  cargo  aircraft  in  spraying  the  forest  environ- 

ment.  Some  non-target  terrestial  and  aguatic  insects  are 
susceptible  to  Zectran.   {6H    pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  EPA   DOI 
(ELB  ORDER  »  0U761)     (NTIS  OFEER  #  EIS  72  U761F) 

Lincoln  National  Forest  06/26 

New  Mexico 
The  statement  refers  to  a  proposal  that  the  Sierra  Blanca 
Winter  Sports  Area,  including  2,2U0  acres  of  the  Lincoln 
National  Forest,  be  exchanged  to  the  Mescalero  Apache 
Tribe  in  return  for  lands  of  equal  value  which  are  desired 
by  the  Forest  Service.   The  lands  include  the  most  pro- 

ductive watersheds  in  southern  New  Mexico,  as  well  as 
areas  of  extremely  high  scenic  quality.   The  Forest  Ser- 

vice believes  that  if  the  social  and  economic  well-being 
ot  the  tribe  becomes  the  primary  criteria  for  land  manage- 

ment, the  physical  environment  could  be  adversely 
affected.   (159  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  DOC   DOI   COE 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04768)     (NTIS  ORCEP  »  EIS  72  U768F) 

Siuslaw  National  Forest  06/07 

Oregon 
The  action  proposed  would  involve  the  use  of  the  herbi- 

cide 2,  '♦-D,2,U,5-T  Amitrole-T,  Atrazine,  Picloram,  and 
Dicamba  in  aerial  spraying  of  the  forest.   The  purposes 
of  the  project  are  those  of  control  of  specific  types  of 
vegetation,  reforestation,  forest  plantation  management, 
road,  and  range  maintenance.   Non-target  plants  will  be 
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susceptible  to  the  chemicals;  their  effects  upon  birds 
and  insects  native  to  the  forest  are  not  fully  known; 
the  cnemicals  will  reach  local  water  systerrs.  (75  pages) 
COttfiENTS  MADE  BY:  OSDA  DOC   EPA   DOI 
lt.LH    OHDEP  #  0U650)     (NTIS  OEEFP  #  EIS  72  U560F) 

Poverty  Creek,  Jefferson  National  Forest  06/12 

Virginia 
County:         Montgomery 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  master  plan  for  the 
Forest  which  would  include  the  construction  of  educa- 

tional and  recreational  facilities  and  the  cutting  of 
timber.   Water  quality  may  be  adversely  affected  by  the 
action.   (11  pages) 
COMMENTS  HADE  BY:  HEW 
(£Lfl  ORDEP  #  0U689)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  U689F) 

Eural  Electrification  Service 

raft  Date 

Blue  Eidge  Electric  06/29 

North  Carolina 
County:         Wilkes         Watauga        Ashe 
The  statement  considers  a  proposed  loan  of  S169,000  to 
the  Blue  Ridge  Electric  Merrbership  Corp.  The  funds 
would  be  utilized  to  construct  22  triles  of  230kV  line; 
convert  26.5  miles  of  U6  kV  line  to  IOC  kV;  and  purchase 
right-of-way  for  parallel  circuits.  The  lines  will  be 
intrusions  upon  the  landscape.  (65  pages.) 
(ELR  OEDER  #  04810)     (NTIS  CREEP  t  EIS72  4810D  ) 

Soil  Conservation  Service 

iraft  Date 

Lost   Creek    Watershed    Project  06/26 

Missouri 
County;         Newton 
The  statement  considers  the  use  of  land  conservation 
land  treatment  measures  and  the  construction  of  7  flood- 
structures  and  one  multi-purpose  dair,  for  the  primary  purpose  of 
providing  floodwater  protection  for  1,877  acres,   A 
stream  and  1,0Ua  acres  of  land,  much  of  it  wildlife 
land  will  be  lost  to  the  project.   (21  pages) 
0104770    A 
(ELR  ORDER  #  0U769)     (NTIS  OJ^CER  #  EIS  72  U769F) 

Lost  Creek  Watershed  Project  06/26 

Missouri 
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County:         Newton 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  use  of  conservation 
land  treatment  measures  and  the  construction  of  7  flood- 
water  dams  and  3  debris  basins.   The  project  will  provide 
floodwater  protection  for  1,877  acres.   An  unspecified 
amount  of  stream  channel  and  agricultural  land  will  be 
lost  to  the  project.   (2  1  pages) 
(ELR  OBDER  #  Oa770)     (NTIS  OFEER  #  EIS  72  47700) 

Periwinkle  Creek  Flood  Control  Project  06/16 

Oregon 
County:         Linn 
The  statement  proposes  a  flood  prevention,  recreation, 
and  drainage  project  for  Linn  County,  within  the  Upper 
Willamette  PC  and  S  Project.  The  planned  works  in- 

clude  land  treatment  measures  en  the  UU80  acres  of  the 

project,  supplemented  by  a  13,300*  floodway,  17,100  of 
open  channel,  and  2  ponds.  Eight  hundred  and  thirty  acres 
Will  be  changed  from  agricultural  to  urban  and  suburban 
uses.  (18  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04717)     (NTIS  OBEER  #  EIS  72  U717D) 

Final  Date 

Boxelder  Creek  Watershed  06/06 

Colorado       Wyoming 
Proposed  watershed  project,  in  Larimer  amd  Weld  Counties, 
Colorado,  and  Albany  and  Laramie  Counties,  Wyoming.   Land 
treatment  measures  would  he  developed,  5  f loodwater-retard- 
ing  and  one  stabilization  structure  will  be  constructed  for 
the  purpose  of  flood  control.   Approximately  1100  acres  will 
be  committed  to  the  project;  0.6  mile  of  trout  stream  and 
4.2  miles  of  intermittent  streams  will  be  periodically 
inundated.   (22  pages) 
COMMJiNTS  HADE  BY:  COE   EPA   HEW   DOI 
(ELR  ORDER  »  04627)     (NTIS  GREER  #  EIS  72  4627P) 

Coushatta  06/16 

Louisiana 
County:        Red  River 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  7.6 
miles  of  channel  works  on  the  Fed  River,  for  the  purpose 
of  flood  control.   Approximately  25  acres  of  land,  which 
serves  as  habitat  for  deer,  duck,  rabbit,  quail,  and 
other  wildlife,  will  be  lost.   (21  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA'  COE   EPA   HEW   CCI   DOT 
(ELR  ORDER  «  04718)     (NTIS  OREFR  #  EIS  72  4718F) 
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ATOMIC  ENERGY  COHHISSION 

Contact:       For  Non-Regulatory  Matters: 
Mr.  Robert  J.  Catlin,  Director, 
Division  of  Environirental  Affairs 
Washington,  D.C.  205U5 

i  (202)  973-5391 
f  For  Regulatory  Matters: 

Mr.  A.  Giambusso,  Deputy  Director  for 
Reactor  Projects,  Directorate  of  Licensing 
(202)  973-7373 
Washington,  D.C,  205U5 

Draft  Date 

Edwin  I  Hatch  Nuclear  Plant  06/19 

Georgia 
County:         Appling 
The  statement  refers  to  the  issuance  to  the  Georgia  Power 
Co.  of  an  operating  license  for  Onit  1  and  a  construction 
license  for  Onit  2.  Each  of  the  two  boiling  water  reactors 
will  have  a  capacity  of  2537  MWt;  Onit  1  will  produce  813 
MWe;  Unit  2  will  produce  822  HWe.  The  Units  will  be  cooled 
by  a  closed  system  with  mechanical  draft  towers,  with  wa- 

ter being  taken  from  and  discharged  to  the  Altamaha  River, 
The  25,000  gpm  of  water  will  be  heated  3  degrees  above 
ambient  prior  to  discharge;  170,000  curies  of   radio- 

active materials  in  gaseous  effluents,  and  10  curies  in 
liquid  effluents  will  be  released  per  year,   <133  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04735)     (NTIS  OREER  #  EIS  72  I4735D) 

Loss  of  Fluid  Test  Facility  (LOFT)  06/28 

Idaho 
County:        several 
The  statement  refers  to  the  use  of  LOFT  (a  pressurized 
water  plant  and  related  facilities),  in  order  to  study 
reactor  system  responses  to,  and  consequences  of,  postu- 

lated reactor  accidents  such  as  gross  failure  of  the 
cooling  system  integrity  resulting  in  the  loss  of  cooling 
fluid  from  the  reactor.   LOFT  is  designed  to  develop  the 
knowledge  and  techniques  required  to  iriniirize  such 
accidents  in  large  commercial  power  plants.   No  adverse 
environmental  impact  is  anticipated.   (88  pages) 
(ELfi  ORDER  #  0a789)     (NTIS  OREER  #  EIS  72  a789D) 

Monticello  Nuclear  Generating  Plant  06/01 

Minnesota 
County:        Wright         Sherburne 
The  proposed  action  is  the  conversion  of  the  provisional 
operating  license  held  by  the  Northern  States  Power  Co.  to 
an  operating  license.  The  plant  eirploys  a  boiling  water 
reactor  to  produce  515  HWe  (net),  A  once-through  cooling 
system  and  mechanical  draft  cooling  towers  are  utilized  in 
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various  combinations  to  discharqe  waste  heat.   Small  a- 
mouats  of  chemical  wastes  will  be  released  to  the  Mississ- 

ippi River;  small  quantities  of  radioactive  gases  and 
liquids  will  be  released  to  the  environirent.  (166pages) 
(ELH  ORDER  #  0a623)     (NTIS  OREEP  #  EIS  72  U&23D) 

Shoceham  Nuclear  Power  Station  06/07 

New  York 
County:        Suffolk 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  issuance  of  a  con- 

struction permit  to  the  Long  Island  Lighting  Co.   A  single 
boiling  water  reactor,  of  2436  MWt  and  820MWe  (net)  capacity 
will  be  installed.   Cooling  water  will  be  drawn  from  and 
discharged  to  Long  Island  Sound,  at  1U  degrees  above  ambient 
Marine  organisms  may  become  impinged  upon  intake  apparatus; 
radioactive  gaseous  and  liquid  effluents  will  be  released 
to  the  environment.   (373  pages) 
(ELS  OBDER  »  0U663)     (NTIS  OREER  #  EIS  72  46630) 

Three  Mile  Island  Nuclear  Sation  06/26 

Pennsylvania 
County:        Dauphin 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  continuation  of 
construction  permits  and  the  issuance  of  operating 
licenses  to  the  Metropolitan  Edison  Co. ,  the  Jersey 
Central   Power  and  Light  Co.,  and  the  Pennsylvania  Elec- 

tric Co.  for  the  2  Onit  Plant.   Onit  1  has  a  capacity  of 
253b  Hit  to  produce  871  HWe;  Onit  2  is  of  2772  MWt  and 
959MWe.   Each  Unit  employs  a  pressurized  water  reactor. 
Approximately  36,000  gpm  of  Susquehanna  River  water  will 
be  utilized  for  cooling  (through  H   natural  draft  towers), 
and  discharged  at  30  degrees  Fahrenheit  above  ambient. 
(1U4  pages) 
(ELE  ORDER  »  04772)     (NTIS  OREER  #  EIS  72  47720) 

Final  Date 

Joseph  M.  Farley  Nuclear  Plant  06/26 

Alabama 
County:         Houston 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  issuance  of  a  permit 
to  the  Alabama  Power  Co.  for  the  construction  of  Onits  1 

and  2.  Each  unit  will  have  a  capacity  of  2660  MWt  to  pro- 
duce 86  1  MHe;  "stretch"  outputs  would  be  2774  MHt  and 

898MWe,   The  system  would  be  cooled  through  the  use  of 
mechanical-draft  towers,  with  water  being  taken  from,  and 
discharged  to  the  Chattahoochee  River.   An  estimated  20 
curies  of  radioactive  material  per  year  will  be  released  in 
liquid  effluents,  along  with  1000  curies  of  tritium; 
100,000  curies  per  year  of  gaseous  radioactivity  will  be 
released.   Approximately  5,300  acres  of  land  will  be 
taken  for  transmission  line  right-of-way,  (282  pages) 
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COWHENTS  MADE  BY:  OSDA  DOC   COE   EPft   FPC   DOI   DCT 
(ELB  OSDER  #  01773)     (NTIS  0RCE8  »  EIS  72  U773F) 

Palisades  Nuclear  Plant  06/29 

Michigan 
County:        Van  Buren 
The  statement  considers  the  issuance  of  an  operating 
license  to  the  Consumer  Power  Co.  for  f.ull  power 
operation  of  the  plant,  which  has  been  operating  at 
60%  capacity  since  March,  1972,   The  plant  uses  a 
pressurized  water  reactor  to  produce  2,200  MWt  and  715 
MHe.   Until  January  1,  197U  a  once  through  cooling  sys- 

tem will  be  utilized  which  will  draw  U05,000  gpm  from 
Lake  Michigan,  and  return  it  at  25  degrees  F  above 
ambient,  with  resulting  adverse  effects  upon  agnatic 
life.   After  that  time,  mechanical  draft  cooling  towers 
will  be  used  to  reduce  the  thermal  load  on  the  lake. 
(470  pages) 
COMMENTS  HADE  BY:  DSDA  DOC   COE   EPA   FPC   HEH   DOI   DOT 
(JtlLR  ORDER  #  01806)     (NTIS  OREEB  »  EIS  72  U806F) 

Surry  Power  Station  Unit  1  06/01 

Virginia 
County:        Surry 
The  statement  refers  to  the  issuance  of  an  operating  license 
to  ttie  Virginia  Electric  Power  Co.,  for  Unit  1;  the  environ- 

mental impact  of  both  Unit  1  and  2  is  considered.  Each 
unit  has  a  pressurized  water  reactor  with  a  power  capacity 
of  2,441  MHe  and  822.5MWe.  "Stretch"  capabilities  of  2,546 
MWt  and  822.5  MWe  are  anticipated.   Cooling  water  will  be 
drawn  from,  and  discharged  to  the  James  Biver.   The  water 
will  be  heated  14  degrees  Fahrenheit  above  ambient;  marine 
life  will  be  damaged  by  thermal  effects  and  entrainment  upon 
intake  apparatus;  minor  guantities  of  chemical  wastes  and 
radioactive  gaseous  and  liquid  effluents  will  be  released 
to  the  environs.   (296  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  DOC   COE   EPA   FPC   DOT   DOT 
(ELK  ORDER  #  04581)     (NTIS  ORtER  »  EIS  72  4581F) 

Fast  Flux  Test  Facility  (FFTF)  06/01 

Washington 
County:        Benton 
The  statement  is  concerned  with  the  proposed  construction 
of  the  Fast  Flux  Test  Facility  (FFTF)  at  the  Hanford 
Reservation.   FFTF  is  a  400  MWt  nuclear  reactor  fueled  with 

a  mixture  of  plutonium-uranium  oxide.  It  will  provide  a 
fast  neutron  flux  irradiation  environment  for  testing  fuels 
and  materials  to  be  used  in  sodium-cooled  fast  breeder  power 
reactors.   Waste  heat  will  be  discharged  by  the  use  of 
sodium-air  dump  heat  exchangers.   (318  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  DOC   HEW   DOI   FPC 
(ELB  ORDER  #  04609)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4609F) 
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DEPARTHENT  OF  COBHEBCE 

Contact:       Dr.  Sidney  R.  Galler 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Environmental  Affairs 
Department  of  Commerce 
Washington,  D.C.  20230 

(202)  967-4335 

Final  Date 

Santa  Bosa  06/1U 

California 
County:        Sonoma 
Ihe  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  water 
and  sewer  systems  which  would  serve  the  Hewlett  Packard  in- 

dustrial site  and  residential  and  commercial  areas  at  Foun- 
tain Grove  and  North  Fulton  Ranch.  The  project  will  result 

in  more  concentrated  land  use.  (66  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY: 
(ELfi  ORDER  #  0U705)     (NTIS  GREER  »  EIS  72  U705F) 

Expo  74  06/20 

Washington 
County:        Spokane 
The  statement  refers  to  a  proposed  international  expo- 

sition, the  theme  of  which  is  "How  Man  Can  Live,  Work,  and 
Play  in  Harmony  With  His  Environment."   The  nine  acre  site 
is  located  in  the  City  of  Spokane.   Adverse  impacts  of  the 
project  will  include  increased  traffic  congestion,  and  air, 
water,  and  noise  pollution  levels.   The  exposition  also 
has  the  potential  for  dislocating  existing  businesses  and 
low-income  residents,  as  well  as  creating  an  unwanted  tax 
burden  upon  the  citizens  of  Spokane.   (159  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  DOC   HEW   HOC   EOI   EOT   EPA   OEO 
(ELfi  oaOER  #  04736)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4736F) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Contact:  Robert  L.  Gilliat 
Office  of  General  Counsel 
Room  3E977 

Department  of  Defense 

♦The
  Pentagon Washington,  D.  C.   20301 

(202)  Ox  5-3272 

ift  Date 

fixperiment   "Mixed   Company"  06/23 

Colorado 
County:        tlesa 
The  statement  refers  to  a  high  explosive  experiment  which 
would  provide  data  on  the  cratering  and  ground  motion  of 
very  large  scale  explosions  in  a  layered  medium,  and  a 
blast  environment  for  the  evaluation  of  military  target 
response.  Ground  zero  of  the  site,  which  is  18  miles  west 
of  Grand  Junction,  will  be  graded  and  leveled  in  prepara- 

tion for  the  blasts.  Craters  will  result  from  the  blasts; 
they  will  be  filled  and  regraded.  Noise  from  the  blasts 
will  be  audible  for  a  radius  of  50  miles.  (15  pages) 
(ELtt  OfiDER  #  04760)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  U760D) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE,  Air  Force 

Contact:       Colonel  Cliff  M,  irfhitehead 
Room  5E  425,  The  Pentagon 
Washington,  D,C.  20330 

(202)  OX  5  -  2889 

Draft  Date 

Shaw  Air  Force  Base  05/31 

South  Carolina 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  500 
units  of  military  housing  at  the  base,  in  order  to  com- 

plement an  existing  1205  units.   Approximately  100  acres, 
much  of  it  wooded,  will  be  acquired  and  committed  to  the 
project.   (35  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04568)     (NTIS  DRDKR  #  EIS  72  45680) 

I 
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DEPARTHENT  OF  DEFENSE,  Ariry 

Contact:       Mr.  George  A.  Cunney,  Jr. 
Acting  Chief,  Environmental  Cffice 
Directorate  of  Installations 
Office  of  the  Deputy  Chief  of  Staff 
for  Logistics 
Washington,  D.C.  20310 

(202)  OX  a-4269 

Draft  Date 

Armed  Forces  Reserve  Center  06/16 

California 
County:        Los  Angeles    Orange 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  establishment  of  an 
Armed  Forces  Reserve  Center  at  the  existing  Naval  Air 
Station,  Los  Alamitos.   Approximately  f3.5  million  will  be 
spent  for  facility  alterations.   Increased  flight 
operations  due  to  the  action  will  raise  the  local  ambient 
noise  levels.  (68  pages) 
(£La  ORDEI?  »  0U721)     (NTIS  OPEEP  #  EIS  72   a721) 

Fort  DeRussy  06/28 

Hawaii 
County:        Oahu 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  a  15  story 
Armed  Forces  Recreation  Center  at  Ft.  CeRussy.   The  new 
facility  will  have  significant  impact  upon  local  traffic 
and  parJting  in  Waikiki.   (2U  pages) 
{2LR  ORDER  »  Ca786)     (NTIS  OREEP  #  EIS  72  U786D) 
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DEP4RTMENT  OF  DEFENSE,  Army  Corps 

Contact:       Colonel  William  L.  Barnes 
Executive  Director  of  Civil  Works 
Attn:  DAEN-CWZ-C 
Office  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers 
U.  S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 
1000  Independence  Avenue,  S.  H. 
Washington,  D.  C.  20314 

(202)  693-7158 

Draft  Date 

CoMxkee  State  Park  06/01 

Alabama 
County:        Barbour 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  dredging  of  7U5,000 
cubic  yards  of  material  from  Walter  F.  George  Lake,  in 
order  to  provide  sufficient  water  depth  for  a  boating 
marina  and  land  for  park  construction.  Forty-two  acres 
of  land  and  21  acres  of  water  bottom  will  be  adversely 
affected,  with  marine  life  and  wildlife  being  displaced. 
(12  pages) 
(5Li(    ORDER    »    046014)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EIS    72    UeOUD) 

Date 

Sacramento  River  Bank  Protection  Project  05/30 

California 
The  statement  refers  to  the  construction  of  levees  and 
erosion  control  works  along  18U  miles  of  the  Sacramento 
River.  The  action  would  result  in  the  loss  of  wildlife 
and  natural  riparian  habitat  of  an  unspecified  amount. 
(  54  pages  ) 
(ELH  ORDER  #  04556)     (NTIS  OREER  i  EIS  72  4556D) 

Noyo  Eiver  and  Harbor  06/27 

California 
County:        Mendacino 
The  statement  refers  to  the  maintenance  dredging  of  the 
harbor;  50,000  cu.yds.  of  material  will  be  dredged  and 
dumped  offshore.   Temporary  turbidity  will  damage  marine 
ecosystems.   (19  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04781)     (NTIS  OREER  i  EIS  72  478ID) 

Curry  Creek  Reservoir  05/31 

Georgia 
Proposed  construction  of  a  multi-purpose  reservoir  on  the 
Oconee  River  12  miles  north  of  Athens.   The  purpose  of  the 
action  is  flood  control.   Twelve  miles  of  stream  fishery 
habitat  and  5,720  acres  of  agricultural  and  timber  land  will 
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be  lost  to  the  action.   (7  pages) 
[ELh.   OBDER  #  04577)     (NTIS  ORIER  t  EIS  72  4577D) 

Odlton  Reservoir  05/31 

Georgia 
County:        Whitfield      Murray 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a  75* 
high  dam  on  the  Conasauga  River  2'»,8  miles  above  its  mouth. 
The  purposes  of  the  project  are  flood,  control,  water  supply, 
wildlife  enhancement,  economic  development,  and  recreation. 
Approximately  17,500  acres  of  agricultural  land  and  wild- 

life habitat  will  be  committed  to  the  action;  8650  acres 
of  it  would  be  inundated.  The  number  of  potential  dis- 

placements is  not  specified.  (5pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  t  04578)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  U578D) 

Ririe  Dam  and  Lake  06/14 

Idaho 
County:        Bonneville     Bingham 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  Birie 
Dam  Lake  on  Willow  Creek.  The  project,  which  is  for  the  pur- 

pose of  flood  control,  is  26*  complete.  A  251*  high  rock- 
fill  dam  is  being  constructed,  along  with  a  7.8  mile  long 
floodway  channel.  Approximately  6815  acres,  of  which  1560 
Willi  be  inundated,  are  required  for  the  project;  12  miles 
of  natural  stream  willl  also  be  inundated.  Much  of  the  area 
involved  is  farm  land  and  wildlife  habitat.  (97  pages) 
(fiLR  ORDER  #  04710)     (NTIS  GREER  #  EIS  72  4710D) 

Fall  Creek  Basin  06/08 

Indiana 
County:        Marion         Hancock        Madison 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a 
2700'  long,  80'  high  rolled  earth  dam  and  its  resulting 
reservoir.  The  purposes  of  the  action  are  flood  control, 
water  supply,  and  recreation.  Approximately  15,250  acres, 
will  be  required  by  the  project,  670v  acres  of  it  being 

inundated;  much  of  the  area  is  agricultural  and  wooded 
land.  Twenty-one  miles  of  free-flowing  stream  will  be 
eliminated,  being  converted  to  lenitic  habitat.  The  communi- 

ty of  Luxhaven,  with  an  unspecified  number  of  residences  and 
businesses,  will  be  obliterated.  (67  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  *  04675)     (NTIS  GREER  ♦  EIS  72  4675D) 

Island  Levee  06/29 

Indiana 
County:        Sullivan 
The  statement  considers  the  reconstruction  of  9 . 3  miles 
of  levee  on  the  Wabash  River,  for  the  prupose  of  flood 
control.   Approximately  300  acres  of  agricultural  land 
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and  wildlife  habitat  will  be  required  for  the  project. 
(26  pages) 
(£LR  ORDER  #  0U805)     (NTIS  OECEB  #  EIS  72  USOSD) 

Boyalton  Lake  05/31 

Kentucky 
The  statement  is  concerned  with  the  proposed  construction 

of  Royalton  Lake,  a  multi-purpose  reservoir,  a  related  17 
miles  of  channelization  works,  and  3  upstream  structures. 
The  project  would  require  acquisition  of  8,700  acres,  much 
of  it  wooded;  1350  acres  of  land  and  17  miles  of  stream 
would  be  inundated,  with  a  resulting  loss  of  aquatic  and 
wildlife.   The  number  of  persons  to  be  displaced  by  the 
action  is  not  specified.   (7  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04571)     (NTIS  OBCFP  #  EIS  72  a571D) 

Camp  Ground  Lake  Project  06/16 

Kentucky 
County:         Washington      Nelson         Anderson 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a  dam 
and  reservoir  on  Salt  River,  U9  miles  upstream  from  Beech 
Fork.  The  purposes  of  the  project  are  flood  control,  water 

quality  control,  fish  and  wildlfie  enhancement,  and  recrea- 
tion. Approximately  18,550  acres  will  be  required  for  the 

project;  of  those, 5,070  acres,  along  with  50  miles  of  free- 
flowing  stream,  will  be  inundated.  An  unspecified  number 
of  residences  will  be  displaced.  (66  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04724)     (NTIS  GREER  #  EIS  72  47240) 

Chatham  (Stage)  Harbor  06/14 

Massachusetts 

The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  maintenance   dredg- 
ing of  the  lower  portion  of  the  harbor's  navigation  chan- 
nel. Approximately  20,000  cu.  yds.  of  bottom  sediment  will 

be  removed.  Marine  ecosystems  at  the  sites  of  dredging  and 
dumping  will  be  damaged.  (19pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04706)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4706D) 

New  Bedford  Barrier  06/27 

Massachusetts 

The  proposed  project  involves  the  operation  and  mainte- 
nance of  the  main  harbor  barrier  and  dike  in  order  to 

protect  residential  and  commercial  areas  from  tidal 
flooding.   (28  pages) 
(ELR  OfiDER  #  04782)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4782D) 

Libby  fieregulating  Dam  06/09 

Montana 
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Tiie  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a  re- 
regulating  dam  on  the  Kootenai  Fiver,  along  with  a  4  unit 
36,000  kw  hydroelectric  power  plant.  A  1000*  long  access 
road  will  also  be  part  of  the  project.  The  plant  will  re- 

quire construction  of  transmission  lines;  an  unspecified 
amount  of  land  will  be  committed  to  the  project,  (52  pages) 
(HLH    OfiUFB  #  0a68B)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4688D) 

Hamlin  Beach  State  Park  06/01 

New  York 
County:         Monroe 
The  proposed  action  involves  construction  of  7  stone  groins 
and  dumping  of  250,000  cu.  yds.  of  sand  along  a, 250'  of 
beach  frontage  on  Lake  Ontario.   The  purpose  of  the  project 
is  the  maintenance  of  a  beach  capable  of  accommodating 
11,600  persons  at  peak  capacity.  Temporary  turbidity  froir 
dumping  will  disturb  and/or  destroy  marine  life;  the 
park  will  be  disfigured  by  the  project's  access  roads,  (15 
pages) 
(ELE  OfiDEF  #  0a596)     (NTIS  ORCER  t  EIS  72  a596D) 

Roaring  River  Dam  05/31 

North  Carolina 
County:        Wilkes 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a  dam 
and  multi-purpose  reservoir  on  the  Roaring  River,  25  miles 
west  of  Winston-Salem.  Approximately  U,780  acres  of 
agricultural  land  and  wildlife  habitat  will  be  committed 
to  the  project;  of  this  approximately  2,560  acres  will  be 
inundated,  along  with  9.5  iriles  of  stream;  21  residences, 
one  church,  and  one  cemetery  will  be  displaced.  (lOpages) 
(ELR  ORDER  »  0U576)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  U576D) 

Hhiteoak  Dam  and  Reservoir  05/31 
Ohio 

County:         Brown 
The  statement  is  concerned  with  the  proposed  construction 
of  a  dam  on  Whiteoak  Creek,  9.8  miles  above  its  confluence 
with  the  Ohio  River  and  UO  miles  southeast  of  Cincinnati. 
The  reservoir  would  be  of  multi-purpose  (watersupply  and quality  control,  flood  control,  and  recreation)  use. 
Approximately  931  acres  of  land  and  7.5  miles  of  stream 
habitat  would  be  inundated.  An  unspecified  number  of 
residences  and  businesses  would  be  displaced,  (lOpages) 
(ELfi  OBDER  #  04583)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  45830) 

Big  Creek  3g^28 
Ohio 

The  statement  refers  to  the  construction  of  channel  works 
on  U,600'  of  the  Creek,  as  well  as  800*  of  levee.   The 
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pucpose    of   the   action   is    the    reduction   of    flood    potential 
at    the   Cleveland   Zoological   Park.    The   constructed   works 
will    produce   an   aesthetically    unpleasant   channel.       (29 
pages) 
(£Lfi  ORDER  #  04787)     (NTIS  ORTER  #  EIS  72  4787D) 

Cuyahoga  River  06/28 

Ohio 
The  project  involves  the  construction  of  two  canoe 
launching  ramps  and  docking  facilities  at  two  park  sites 
on  the  river,  and  the  opening  of  a  five  rrile  canoe  trail. 
Increased  congestion  and  an  increase  in  litter  are 
expected  as  results  of  the  action.   (6  pages) 
(ELB  ORDER  #  0U793)     (NTIS  GREER  #  EIS  72  U793D) 

Cleveland  Harbor  06/28 

Ohio 
The  project  involves  the  collection  of  debris  from 
Cleveland  Harbor  through  the  use  of  a  debris  vessel; 
separation  and  burning  of  combustible  material;  and 
burying  of  non-combustible  material  at  disposal  sites. 
Incineration  will  adversely  affect  ambient  air  quality 
standards.   (8  pages) 
(£LR  OfiDER  #  0U79U)     (NTIS  OREER  #  EIS  72  47940) 

Ohio  Canal  Diversion  Dam  0  6/28 

Ohio 
The  project  involves  the  dredging  of  sediment  deposits 
from,  behind  the  Ohio  Canal  Diversion  Dam,  on  the  Cahahoga 
River.   Spoil  will  be  deposited  on  a  3/4  acre  diked  site 
nearby.   (12  pages) 
(£LR  OfiDER  »  04795)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4795D) 

Days  Creek  Lake  06/28 

Oregon 
County:        Douglas 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a 
rockfili  dam  and  a  480,000  acre-feet  reservoir,  on  the 
South  Umpgua  River,  for  flood  control  and  recreational 
purposes.   The  project  would  inundate  47200  acres  of  land 
and  30  miles  of  free  flowing  stream,  adversely  affecting 
fish  spawning  and  rearing  grounds.   An  annual  timber 
production  of  215,000  board  feet  would  be  lost.   Displace- 

ments would  include  24  farmsteads,  80  residences,  7 
businesses,  one  church, -  two  schools  and  supporting 
utilities.   (197  pages) 
(ELB  OBDEP  #  04788)     (NTIS  OREER  I  EIS  72  4788D) 

Tamayua  Local  Protection  Project  05/31 
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Pennsylvania 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a 
concrete-lined  2,930*  long,  10'  diameter  tunnel  to  divert 
water  flow  from  Wabash  Creek  to  the  Little  Schuykill  Piver. 
The  purpose  of  the  action  is  the  control  of  possible 
flooding.   (5  pages) 
(KLR  OBDEP  #  0U572)     (NTIS  OREER  i  EIS  72  U572D) 

Clarion  River  Acid  nine  Drainage  05/31 

Pennsylvania 
The  statement  refers  to  a  program  of  acid  mine  drainage 
from  inactive  mines  and  oil  and  gas  fields  in  6  watersheds 
of  the  Clarion  River  Basin.   Mines  would  be  sealed  or 
backfilled,  diversion  ditches  would  be  constructed,  and 
line  injections  would  be  utilized  along  with  related  pro- 

cedures.  Existing  land  use  could  be  disrupted  by  the 
project.   (16  pages) 
(ELR  JHDER  #  04585)     (NTIS  OREER  #  EIS  72  45850) 

Hipes  Dam  and  Lake  Project  05/31 

Virginia 
County:        Botetourt      Craig 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a  172 
foot  high  earth  and  rockfill  dair  on  Craig  Creek.  The 
purposes  of  the  project  are  flood  control,  water  guality 
control,  recreation,  conservation  and  economic  development 
A  trout  rearing  stream  would  also  be  constructed.  Approxi- 

mately 23  miles  of  stream  fishery  habitat,  5000  acres  of 
forest  wildlife  habitat,  and  the  community  of  Oriskany  will 
be  inundated;  150  additional  residences  would  be  displaced. 
(9  pages) 
(ELR  OHDER  #  04574)     (NTIS  OREER  »  EIS  72  4574D) 

Boyal  Glen  Reservoir  05/31 

West  Virginia 
County:        Grant 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a 
reservoir  and  12,800'  of  channel  improverrents  on  the  South 
Branch  of  the  Potomac  River  through  the  City  of  Petersburg. 
Approximately  6  miles  of  stream  and  1,150  acres  of  agricul- 

tural land  and  wildlife  habitat  would  be  inundated  by  the 
project.   (9  pages) 
(ELK  ORDER  #  04573)     (NTIS  OREFR  #  EIS  72  4573D) 

Tug  Fork  at  Williamson  05/31 

iest  Virginia 
County:        Hingo 
The  statement  refers  to  the  construction  of  a  levee  and 
floodwall  system,  and  a  pumping  station,  on  the  Tug  Fork 
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ot  the  Big  Sandy  River,  at  the  city  of  Williamson.  The 
intent  of  the  action  is  that  of  providing  flood  control 
4  residences  and  2  businesses  will  be  displaced.  (U  pages) 
(ELB  OKOEP  #  04586)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  45860) 

Tug  Fork  05/31 

West  Virginia 
County:        Mingo 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a 
levee  and  floodwall  system  on  the  Tug  Fork  of  the  Big 
Sandy  Biver  at  the  City  of  Matewan,  Approximately  30  res- 

idences would  be  displaced  by  the  proposed  action. 
{  7  pages  ) 
(tLB  OBDER  #  04587)     (NTIS  ORCER  #  EIS  72  4587D) 

Final  Date 

Bound  Brook  05/31 

Massachusetts 
The  statement  refers  to  the  snagging  and  clearing  of  Bound 
Brook,  along  with  the  realignment  and  widening  of  the 
channel.  Debris  will  be  placed  along  the  banks.  Both 
hydraulic  and  riparian  life  systems  will  be  damaged  by  the 
project.   The  purpose  of  the  action  is  flood  control   (16 
pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  EPA 
(ELB  OBDER  #  04566)     (NTIS  GREER  #  EIS  72  4566F) 

Rouge  River  06/07 

Michigan 
County:        Wayne 
Tne  proposed  project  involves  the  construction  of  4.2  miles 
of  channel  works  on  the  river,  for  the  purpose  of  flood 
control.  The  natural  river  bottom  will  be  replaced  by  con- 

crete pavement,  an  existing  greenbelt  area,  marshes,  and 
wood  land  will  be  eliminated,  with  the  wildlife  habitat  and 

biological  productivity  of  the  river  being  reduced  signi- 
ficantly. (190  pages) 

COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  DOC   HEH   DOI 
(ELB  OBDER  #  04662)     (NTIS  ORCER  #  EIS  72  4662F) 

Smithville  Lake,  Little  Platte  River  Project  06/16 

Missouri 
County:        Clay  Clinton 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a  85* 
high  4000'  long  rolled  earth  dam  and  its  resulting  reser- 

voir on  the  Little  Platte  River.  Purposes  of  the  project 
include  flood  control,  water  supply,  and  quality  control, 
and  recreational  opportunities.  Approximately  12,180  acres 
of  wooded  and  agricultural  lands  will  be  inundated,  along 
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with  an  unspecified  number  of  residences  and  length  of 
stream.  (42  pages) 
COMMENTS  HADE  BY:  DSDA  EPA   DOI 
(ELE  OBDEE  #  04723)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  4723F) 

Lost  Creek  Lake,  Rogue  River  06/07 

Oregon 
County:         Jackson 
The  statement  refers  to  a  multi-purpose  dam  and  reservoir 
project.  The  dam  will  be  327'  high  and  3,550*  long,  of  rock- 
fill  construction,  A  2  unit  hydroelectric  powerhouse  will 
have  a  total  capacity  of  U9,000  kw.  The  project  will  inun- 

date 3,U38  acres  and  11  miles  of  stream,  much  of  it  wooded 

wildlife  habitat.  Thirty-eight  families  will  be  displaced; 
utilities  will  be  dislocated,  {^9^    pages) 
COflMENTS  MADS  BY:  USDA  DOC   EPA   COI   DOT 
(ELB  ORDER  #  04666)     (NTIS  OREER  i  EIS  72  U666P) 

Dalles  Dam  06/16 

Oregon         Washington 
County:        several 
The  proposed  project  involves  the  construction  of  modifi- 

cations to  the  Bonneville  and  Dalles  projects,  in  order  to 
accommodate  8  new  99  MW  generating  units  at  the  Dalles. 
Concrete  works  on  the  navigation  lock  and  fish  ladders 
will  be  built;  increased  water  level  fluctations  will 
result.   The  project  will  have  adverse  effects  upon  fish 
passage  and  spawning  grounds,  and  upon  the  local  wildlife 
habitat,   (281  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  DOC   EPA   DOI   COT 
(ELB  OBDER  #  04722)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4722F) 

Penn's  Landing  06/21 

Pennsylvania 
The  statement  refers  to  the  Penn's  Landing  development 
site,  a  waterfront  rehabilitation  project  in  downtown 
Philadelphia,   A  section  of  waterfront  would  be  filled  in, 
with  offices,  apartments,  and  other  buildings  being  con- 

structed on  the  site.   The  proposed  action  is  a  request 
that  Congress  (by  means  of  HR  2450  and  S.  1971)  declare 
the  Delaware  to  be  non-navigable  at  Penn'  Landing, 
Doing  so  would  require  the  deirolition  of  useable  piers 
along  the  waterfront;  siltation  and  some  pollution  of 
the  Biver  will  result.   (72  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  EPA   HEW   HDD   DOI   DOT 
(ELB  OKDER  »  04747)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4747P) 



-87a- 

Cedar  Bayou  05/26 

Texas 

County:       Chambers 

The  statement  considers  the  dredging  of  a  10'  x  100' 
navigation  channel  between  mile  0.7  and  mile  3.0  in  the  bayou, 
and  the  relocation  of  an  0.8  mile  section  of  the  existing 
channel  in  Galveston  Bay.   Temporary  turbidity  will  disturb 
marine  ecosy;?tems;  wildlife  will  be  displaced  at  the  (marsh) 
sites  of  spoil  deposit.   (37  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:   USDA  DOC  EPA  DOI 

state  and  local  agencies 
(ELR  ORDER  NO.   04557)      (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4557F) 
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DEPARTHENT  OF  DEFENSI,  Navy 

Contact:       Mr.  Joseph  A.  Grimes,  Jr. 
Special  Civilian  Assistant  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy 
Washington,  D.C.  20350 

(202)  697-0892 

Draft  Date 

Fort  acArthur  06/13 

California 
County:        Los  Angeles 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  700 

units  ot  Navy  family  housing  or.  Department  of  Defense 
land  in  San  Pedro  and  Point  Vincente.   Also  considered 
is  the  consolida^_on  at  lower  Eeservation  of  U.S.  Army 

facilities  presently  at  Upper  Beservation.   Costs  of  the 

project  are  estimated  at  $7.8  million.   Children  in  the 
new  housing  will  exceed  the  present  capacity  of  local 
school  systems.    (55  pages) 

(tLB  OEDER  #  0U692)     (NTTS  OPEEP  #  EIS  72  U792D) 

Pinecastle  Electronic  Warfare  Complex  06/20 

Florida 

County:      Marion     Lake     Volusia 
The  statement  refers  to  the  continued  use  of  the  5,825  acre 
complex,  which  includes  target  facilities  for  air  to  ground 
warfare.   A  portion  of  the  complex  is  located  in  the  Ocala 
National  Forest-   Adverse  environmental  impact  includes 

damage  to  timber  and  ground  surfaces,  noise  and  air  pollu- 
tion, fires,  and  limitations  on  nearby  recreational  development. 

(80  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04737)       (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4737D) 



■89- 

DELAWARE  RIVER  BASIN  COMMISSION 

Contact:  W.  Brinton  Whitall,  Secretary 
Post  Office  Box  360 
Trenton,  N.  J.   08603 

(509)  883-9500 

Draft  Date 

Eddystone  Generating  Station  06/07 

Pennsylvania 
County:         Delaware 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  addition  of  2  generat- 

ing units  to  the  Philadelphia  Electric  Co.'s  existing 
station,  located  at  the  confluence  of  Cruir  Creek  and  the 
Delaware  River,   The  units  involved  are  oil-fired  steam- 
electric,  of  U00,000  kw  each;  a  dock  facility  capable  of 
handling  fuel  oil  barges  and  oil  storage  facilities  will 
also  De  constructed.   (86  pages) 
(ELft  ORDER  t  00664)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  46640) 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  PPOTECTION  AGENCY 

Contact:       Mr.  Sheldon  Meyers 
Director,  Office  of  Federal  Activities 
Poom  3630  Waterside  Mall 
Washington   D.C.  20460 

(202)  755-0940 

Final  '  Date 

Austin  Wastewater  Facilities  06/C1 

Texas 

The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  a  deep  tunnel 
interceptor  and  the  enlargement  of  an  existing  wastewater 
treatment  plant  at  Walnut  Creek.   The  plant  is  located  in 
a  substantially  residential  area.   Total  construction  costs 
are  estimated  at  $29,099,000,  of  which  $16,004,500  has 
been  ottered  as  a  Federal  grant.   (2UU  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  COE   DOI 
(ELK  ORDER  #  0U580)     (NTIS  ORTEP  #  EIS  72  a58CF) 

Pittsburg  06/08 

Texas 
County:        Camp 
The  statement  considers  the  upgrading  of  a  wastewater  treat- 

ment plant  on  Sparks  Branch,  and  construction  of  a  second 
plant  and  interceptors  on  Dry  Creek,  for  which  the  City  of 
Pittsburg  is  reguesting  federal  financial  assistance.   The 
two  plants  will  be  designed  to  produce  effluent  meeting  the 
required  2Cmg/l  BOD  standard.   An  unspecified  amount  of  land 
will  be  committed  to  the  action.   The  close  proximity  of 
the  proposed  facilities  to  existing  residential  dwellings 
has  met  opposition.   (153  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  COE   DOC   DOI 
(ELR    0£DER  #  0U669)     (NTIS  ORIER  #  EIS  72  4669F) 

Red  Oak  Treatment  System  06/09 

Texas 
County:        Ellis 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  a  complete 
wastewater  treatment  systeir  for  which  the  City  of  Red  Oak 
is  requesting  federal  funds.   The  system  would  include 
interceptors  and  a  treatment  plant,  which  would  employ  an 
extended  aeration  process,  grit  removal,  flow  measurement, 
and  effluent  chlorination.   Treated  effluent  will  be 
discharged  to  an  tributary  of  Red  Oak  Creek;  the  facility 
will  encourage  residential  growth  in  Fed  Oak.   (128  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  DOC   COE   HEW   HUD   DOI   CEO 
(i.L&  ORDER  #  04680)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  4680F) 
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FEDEPAL  POWER  COHHISSION 

Contact:       Mr.  Frederick  R.  Warren 
Advisor  on  Environmental  Cuality 
Uai  G  Street,  N.W. 
Washington,  D.C.  20«26 

(202)  386-608a 

Draft  Date 

El  Dorado  Project  06/08 

California 
County:        Amador         Alpine         ElDorado 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  licensing  of  the 
project  in  California  for  a  capacity  of  2C,000  kv ,      No 
new  construction  is  proposed.   The  project  consists  of  4 
reservoirs,  with  a  capactiy  of  37,U00  acre-feet,  5  dams, 
12  auxiliary  dams,  2  diversion  darrs,  and  24,3  miles  of 
canals.   The  project  does  have  an  erosion  problem  within 
the  canal  system,  and  a  system  of  drains  during  low  flow 
periods  to  maintain  the  large  trout  fisheries  while 
still  maintaining  capacity  for  recreation,  power,  and 
irrigation.   (28  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04672)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  U672D) 

Deep  Creek  Lake  06/09 

Maryland 
County:        Garrett 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  approval  of  plans  by 
The  Pennsylvania  Electric  Co.  to  develop  recreational 
facilities  at  its  Project  No.  2370.  Of  the  316  acre  site, 
86  acres  are  presently  developed;  an  additonal  100  acres 
will  be  developed  under  the  plan.   (80  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04687)     (NTIS  OFCER  #  EIS  72  4687D) 

Nianyua  Hydro  Project  No. 2561  06/16 

Missouri 
County:        Camden 
The  proposed  action  is  the  approval  of  an  application  by 
the  Shome  Power  Corp.  for  a  license  to  operate  the  pro- 

ject.  It  consists  of  a  878*  long  dam,  a  360  acre  lake, 
and  a  hydroelectric  powerhouse  of  2  1,500  kw  units,  and 
appurtenant  facilities.   No  significant  adverse  impact 
is  mentioned  in  the  statement.  (15  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04719)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  FIS  72  a719D) 

Project  No.  1913  06/06 

New  Hampshire 
County:         Herrimack 
The  statement  refers  t6  the  proposed  approval  of  an  app- 
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lication  by  the  Public  Service  Corp,  of  New  Hampshire 
tor  its  Project  NO,  1913,  the  Hooksett  Project,   The  dam 
and  405  acre  reservoir,  and  16CC  hydroelectric  power 
plant  are  located  on  the  Merrimack  Piver,   No  signifi- 

cant adverse  environmental  impact  is  mentioned  in  the 
statement.   (23  paqes) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04628)     (NTIS  OREER  #  EIS  72  46280) 

Project  No.  1393  06/06 

New  Hampshire 
County:         Merrimack      Hillsborough 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  relicensing  of  Pro- 

ject 1893,  (ftmoskeag) ,  a  16,000  kw  hydroelectric  power 
plant  in  the  City  of  Manchester.   No  adverse  impact  is 
discussed  in  the  text.   (20  pages) 
(ELfl  ORDER  »  04633)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  RIS  72  46330) 

Saluda  River  Project   No,  516  06/06 

South  Carolina 
County:        Several 
The  statement  refers  to  an  application  by  the  South  Car- 

olina Electric  and  Gas  Co,  for  permission  to  grant  ease- 
ments on  lands  of  the  project,  for  the  construction  of 

causeways,  a  bridge,  and  a  pipeline  for  the  discharge 
of  treated  domestic  waste  effluent.   The  facilities 
would  serve  a  proposed  planned  community  on  5  offshore 
islands.   Temporary  water  turbidity  will  damage  marine 
ecosystems,   (54  pages) 
(£LR  ORDER  #  04630)     (NTIS  OPCEH  #  EIS  72  46300) 

Heber  Project  No.  1744  06/19 

Utah 
County:        Weber 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  relicensing  of  a 
hydroelectric  project  owned  by  the  Utah  Power  and  Light 
Co,   No  significant  environmental  impact  is  discussed  in 
the  statement.   (18  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04733)    (NTIS  OREER  #  EIS  72  4733D) 

Puget  2495  06/30 

Washington 
County:        Pierce 
The  statement  considers  an  application  by  the  Puget 
Sound  Power  and  Light  Co.  for  its  Proj.  No.  2495,  a 
12-foot  high,  200-foot  long  timber  dam  with  a  four- 
unit,  25,500  kw  power  plant.  The  project  has  been  in 
operation  since  1904;  no  significant  adverse  impact 
is  mentioned  in  the  statement.  (10  pages,) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04811)     (NTIS  ORDER  t  EIS  72  48110) 
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Draft  Date 

Chippewa  Reservoir  06/23 

Wisconsin 
County:        Sawyer 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  approval  of  an 
application  by  the  Northern  States  Power  Co.  for  a 
renewal  license  for  the  reservoir  (Project  No.  108) .   The 

project  consists  of  a  1,290'  long  dam  and  the  17,600  acre 
lake.   No  adverse  impact  is  mentioned  in  the  statement. 
(58  pages) 
(ELK  OKDER  »  04765)     (NTIS  ORCEK  #  EIS  72  47650) 

Final 

Cove  Point  and  Savannah  05/31 

Maryland       Georgia 
The  statement  refers  to  an  application  by  Columbia  LNG 
seeking  authorization  to  construct  facilities  at  the  two 
sites,  in  order  to  handle  imported  liquified  natural  gas 
(LNG)  from  Algeria.   Pipeline  construction  will  total  391 
iTiiles,  require  5  river  crossings  and  traverse  state-owned 
lands,  a  national  wildlife  refuge,  and  a  national  park.   A 
5,9C0'  unloading  pier  will  De  constructed  in  the  Chesapeake 
at  Cove  Pt . ,  and  a  ship  turning  basin  at  Savannah.   The 
terminal  at  Cove  Pt.  will  occupy  an  area  which  had  been 
planned  for  inclusion  in  the  Calvert  Cliffs  State  Park. 
Marinelife  at  both  sites  will  be  adversely  affected.   (1U0 
pages) 
(ELR  OPDSE  #  04619)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4619F) 
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DEPARTMFNT  OF  HEH 

Contact:       Mr.  Robert  Lanza 
_  Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
f  Health  and  Scientific  Affairs 

Poom  4062  HEWN 
Washington,  D.C.  20202 

(202)  962-2241 

final  Date 

Halla  Walla  Community  College  06/28 

Washington 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  a  new  commu- 

nity college  on  an  86  acre  site.   First  phase  capacity 
will  be  1200  students;  a  capacity  of  3000  is  expected  by 
the  year  2000.   The  site  contains  two  sirall  ponds  which 
may  be  adversely  affected.   (65  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  DSDA  DOC   HOC   COE   OEO   DOT 
(KLR  ORDER  #  0U812)     (NTIS  OREER  #  EIS  72  U812F) 
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DEPftRTMENT  OF  HUD 

Contact:       Mr.  Richard  H.  Broun 
Director,  Environmental  and  Land  Use 
Planning  Division 
Washington,  D.C.  20410 

(202)  755-6186 

Draft  Date 

Wingate  Apartments  06/02 

New  Hampshire 
County:        Belknap 
The  statement  is  concerned  with  the  proposed  construction 
of  18,  2  story  apartment  buildings,  totalling  100  units, 
in  the  City  of  Laconia.   Approxiirately  10  acres  of  land 
will  be  committed  to  the  action.   (36  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04611)     (NTIS  ORCfB  #  EIS  72  UeilD) 

Final  Date 

Operation  Breakthrough  06/19 

The  statement  refers  to  a  irajor  research  and  development 
program,  the  intent  of  which  is  to  modernize  the  housing 
industry  and  bring  about  volume  production  of  industri- 

alized housing.   In  con-junction  with  the  program,  9 
prototype  sites  are  to  be  developed  in  8  areas  of  the 
nation.   The  prototypes  include  cluster  planning  of  mixed 
housing  types,  which  will  fce  directed  to  a  range  of 
economic  and  racial  elements  in  their  occupants.   The 

prototypes  will  have  impacts  upon  existing  land  use,  pro- 
perty values,  and  community  services.   (74  pages) 

COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  DSDA  DOC   EPA   COE   FPC   HEW   HUD   DOI 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04734)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4734F) 

Lysander  New  Community  06/02 

New  York 
County:        Onandaga 
The  statement  refers  to  a  proposed  HUD  finding  that  Lysander 
be  an  eligible  new  community  under  the  Urban  Growth  and 
New  Community  Development  Act  of  1970.   No  guarantee  or 
loan  assistance  is  being  sought.   The  community  will  be 
situated  on  a  2700  acre  site  to  the  north  and  west  of 

Syracuse,   Five  thousand  housing  units  will  be  con- 
structed and  industrial  and  coirirercial  sites  will  be  de- 

veloped over  a  20-year  period,   (130pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  OSDA  AEC   DOC   COE   FFA   GSA   DCI 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04621)     (NTIS  ORDER  i  EIS  72  4621F) 
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Harbison  New  Community  06/C1 

South  Carolina 

Coudty:         Lexington       Richland 
Propoaed  HUD  quarantee  of  a  $12,C00,00C  loan  for  develop- 

ment of  a  new  community  over  a  20-year  period.   Approxi- 
mately 17aC  acres  will  be  committed  to  the  project.   (99 

pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  DOC   EPA   AEC   GSA   COE 
(ELR  OHDER  #  0^522)     (NTIS  OREEE  »  EIS  72  a622F) 

Trinity  River  06/15 

Texas 
County:        Dallas 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  acguisition  of 
2,11J  acres  of  undeveloped  floodplain  land  within  the 
levees  of  the  Trinity  River  in  the  City  of  Dallas.   The 
land  would  be  developed  for  park  and  recreation  pur- 

poses.  Construction  of  roads,  tennis  courts,  parking 
lots,  etc.,  will  remove  vegetative  cover.  {5H    pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  COE   DOC   EPA   FPC   HEH   DOT 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04715)     (NTTS  OREER  «  EIS  72  a715F) 

Armand  Bayou,  City  of  Pasadena  06/26 

Texas 
County:        Harris 
The  statement  refers  to  the  acquisition  of  956  acres,  to 
be  preserved  as  a  conservation  or  wilderness-ecology 
pdr)i,  under  HUD's  Open  Space  Land  Program.   Preserving 
the  Bayou  in  its  present  state  rray  make  draining  of 
tlood  waters  from  upstream  more  difficult  and/or 
expensive.   (79  pages) 
COMfltNTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  COE   DOC   EPA   HEW   DOI 
(£LR  ORDER  t  0U771)     (NTIS  ORCFR  •  EIS  72  a771F) 
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DEPRRTMENT    OF    INTERIOP 

Contact:  Mr.    Bruce    Blanchard 
Director,    Environmental    Project    Review 
Room   7260 
Department  of  the  Interior 
Washington,  D.C.  20240 

(202)  343-3891 

Draft  Date 

Off-Road  Vehicles  (ORV)  05/31 

The  proposed  action  would  impleirtent  Executive  Order  1  1644, 
concerning  the  use  of  motorized  ORV,  through  regulations 
promulgated  by  DOI  bureaus  in  conformance  with  a  Secretarial 
memorandum.   Effective  control  of  the  use  of  ORV  would 
reduce  the  adverse  environmental  impacts  these  vehicles  now 
have  on  public  lands.   (38  pages) 
(£LR  ORDER  #  04613)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  46130) 

1976  Winter  Olympic  Games  06/08 

Colorado 
The  statement  refers  to  the  1976  Olympics,  to  be  held  in 
Denver.  The  proposed  action  involves  Congressional  authori- 

zation of  appropriations  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 

for  use  in  financing  part  of  the  Games.  Five  sports  com- 
plexes would  be  partially  financed.  The  statement  refers  to 

the  project  in  general;  individual  statements  will  be  filed 
if  further  administrative  action  is  taken.  Possible  impact 
includes  the  disturbance  and  damage  of  land  and  water  sys- 

tems, increased  growth  and  the  need  for  increased  public 
facilities  and  related  land  use  changes.  (93  pages) 
(ELH  ORDER  #  04676)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  4676D) 

Illinois  Beach  Acquisition  06/07 

Illinois 
County:         Lake 
The  statement  is  concerned  with  the  proposed  acquisition, 
by  the  Illinois  State  Department  of  Conservation,  of  980 
acres  located  along  3  miles  of  lake  Michigan  shoreline 
between  Zion  and  the  Illinois-Wisconsin  Border.   The  land 
will  be  developed  for  both  recreation  and  conservation 
purposes.   Approximately  250  families  will  be  displaced 
by  the  action.   (16  pages) 
(ISLE  ORDER  #  04658)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4658D) 
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Bureau  of  Land  nanageirent 

Pinal  Date 

Outer  Continental  Shelf  06/20 

Louisiana 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  sale  of  leases  to  78 
tracts  (totalling  366,440  acres)  of  Outer  Continental 
Shelf  (OCS)  land  offshore  eastern  Louisiana.   The  tracts 
would  be  explored  for  oil  and  natural  gas  reserves;  the 
sale  will  take  place  in  late  summer,  1972*   All  tracts 
offered  pose  some  degree  of  pollution  risks  to  the  marine 
environment  and/or  adjacent  shoreline.   (552  pages) 
COMMtNlS  MADE  BY:  AEC   DOC   EPfl   FPC   DOI   OEP   DCT 
(EL&  OKDER  #  047U1)     (NTIS  OREER  #  EIS  72  47aiF) 

Burea'u  of  nines 

Final  Date 

06/23 

Pennsylvania 
County:        Lackawanna 
The  statement  refers  to  a  demonstration  strip  mined  area 
reclamation  project,  to  be  conducted  as  part  of  an  over- 

all recreation  area/anthracite  museum  program  being  coor- 
dinated with  Lackawanna  County.  Scars  will  be  eliminated 

on  125  acres.  Lucky  Run  Creek  will  be  cleared  of  debris, 
and  the  museum,  parking  areas,  picnic  grounds,  and  re- 

lated facilities  will  be  constructed.  Increased  demands 

will  be  made  upon  local  facilities  as  a  result  of  the  ac- 
tion. (126  pages) 

COHttfiNTS  HADE  BY:  EPA   HEW   HOC   DOI   COT 
(ELK  OBDEB  #  04756)     (NTIS  ORCER  #  EIS  72  4756F) 

Bureau  of  Reclamation 

Draft  Date 

Long  Draw  Dam  06/14 

Colorado 
County:        Larimer 
The  proposed  project  involves  the  raising  of  an  existing 
dam  on  La  Poudre  Pass  Creek  from  60'  to  83.4'  in  order  to 
increase  the  storage  capacity  froir  4,400  to  11,000  acre- 
feet.  The  Grand  River  Ditch  will  also  be  lined  as  a  part 
of  the  project,  the  purpose  of  which  is  to  increase  the 
supply  of  water  available  for  irrigation.  One  half  mile  of 
La  Poudre  Pass  Creek  and  106  acres  of  wildlife  habitat 
will  be  lost  in  the  action.  (46  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04699)     (NTIS  ORDER  f  EIS  72  4699D) 
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Nambe  Falls  Dam  06/19 

New  Mexico 
County:        Santa  Fe 
The  statement  refers  to  the  construction  of  a  concrete 
arch  and  earthfill  dam  on  the  Pio  Nambe.   The  resulting 

reservoir,  which  will  be  utilized  for  irrigation,  will 
inundate  56  acres.   The  project  is  located  on  the  Nambe 
Indian  Reservation.   (35  pages) 
(ELB  OBDER  ♦  0a732)     (NTIS  ORCER  #  EIS  72  a732D) 

Final  Date 

Tehama-Colusa  Canal  06/m 

California 
County:        Tehama         Colusa         Glenn 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a  122 

mile  long  irrigation  canal  to  serve  a  2'4U,500  acre  agricul- 
tural area  in  the  3  counties.  Hater  will  be  diverted 

from  the  Sacramento  River  to  the  canal,  which  will  cross 
several  major  streams  through  the  use  of  siphon  structures. 
The  canal  will  require  5000  acres  of  right-of-way,  will 
eliminate  natural  habitat  along  its  route,  and  will  pass 
through  the  historic  Kanawha  townsite.  Land  use  changes 
will  have  significant  impact.  (53  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  COE   BPfl   EOT 
(ELfi  ORDER  #  0a700)     (NTIS  OREER  #  EIS  72  a700F) 

Pueblo  Dam  and  Reservoir  06/02 

Colorado 
County:         Pueblo 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  a  dam  and 

reservoir,  features  of  the  Fryingpan- Arkansas  Project,  6 
miles  west  of  Pueblo.   Purposes  of  the  project  are 
municipal  and  industrial  use,  flood  control,  and 
quality  control.   Approximately  18,000  acres  will  be 
committed  to  the  project;  6  miles  of  stream  will  be 
inundated;  8  residences  will  be  displaced.   (136  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  COE   EPA   FPC   DCI   SOT 
(ELR  ORDER  «  0U620)     (NTIS  OREER  i  EIS  72  a620F) 

China  Meadows  Dam  and  Reservoir  95/31 

Utah 
Proposed  construction  of  an  earthfill  dam  and  dike  on  the 
East  Fork  of  Smiths  Fork,  a  tributary  of  the  Green  River, 
25miles  south  of  Mountain  View,  Montana.   The  purposes  of 
the  action  are  flood  control  and  irrigation.   Approximately 
600  acres  will  be  committed  to  the  project;  2  miles  of 
quality  trout  stream  will  be  lost.   The  area  provides 
haDitat  for  elk,  moose,  deer,  black  bear  and  cougar.   (581 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  DSDA  COE   EPA   DOI 
(ELE  ORDER  #  0U582)     (NTIS  OREER  •  EIS  72  a582F) 
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Bureau  of  Sports  Fisheries  and  Hildlife 

Draft  Date 

Harm  Springs  Indian  Reservation  06/16 

Oregon 
County:        Hasco 
Tne  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  and  opera- 

tion of  a  fish  hatchery  for  the  propagation  of  Chinook  sal- 
mon, and  steelhead  and  rainbow  trout.  Waste  water  and  con- 

struction silt  will  affect  the  Warm  Springs  River.  (51 
pages) 
(ELft  ORDER  »  0U725)     (NTIS  OREEF  #  EIS  72  47250) 

National  Park  Service 

Draft  Date 

Agricultural  Hall  of  Fame   National  Cultural  Park     06/16 

Kansas 
The  proposal  would  establish  a  Park  to  cocriremorate  the 
evolution  of  agriculture  in  the  Dnited  States, and  its  sig- 

nificant contributors.  The  site  would  be  that  of  an  existing 
privately  owned  Hall  of  Fame  in  Kansas  City.  Approximately 
150  acres  would  be  acquired  for  the  project.  (13  pages) 
(ELR  URDER  #  0U726)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  47260) 
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INTERNATIONAL  BOUNDARY  AND  WATER  COMM. 

Final  Date 

United  States  and  Mexico  06/12 

Proposed  emergency  temporary  delivery  of  up  to  20,600 
AF/yr.  of  the  1944  Treaty  allocation  of  Colorado  River 

Water  to  Tijuana,  Mexico.   A  6,000'  pipeline  would  be 
constructed  for  transportation,  with  Mexico  paying  the 
costs  for  new  construction  and  use  of  existing  works. 
(67  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:   USD A  HEW  DOI  HUD  USN 

(ELR  ORDER  #  04691)       (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4691F) 
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NATIONAL  AERONADTICS  AND  SPACE  ADMIN. 

Contact:       Mr.  Ralph  E.  Cushman 
Special  Assistant,  Office  of  Administration 
NASA 
Washington,  D.C.  205«6 

(202)  962-8107 

Final  Date 

Wallops  Station  06/26 

Virginia 
County:         Accomack 
The  statement  refers  to  the  operation  of  Wallops  Station, 
a  research  facility  of  NASA.   Environmental  impact 
results  from  waste  disposal  and  the  expenditure  of 
rocket  motor  fuels.   (12  pages) 
COMHiiNTS  HADE  BY:  EPA 
(C.LR  Oi(DER  #  0U766)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  a766F) 
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NATIONAL  CAPITAL  PLANNING  COMMISSION 

Contact:         Donald  F.  Bozarth 
Director  of  Current  Planning 
and  Programming 

Washington,  D.  C.   20576 

(202)  382-1471 

Final  Date 

Comprehensive  Plan  for  the  National  Capital  06/07 

Washington,  D.C. 
The  statement  refers  to  proposed  irodif ications  to  the 
Comptehensive  Plan  in  order  that  it  conform  to  the  Fort 
Lincoln  Urban  Renewal  Area  Plan.  The  modifications  in- 

clude tne  chsmging  of  the  "  Community  Shopping  Cluster" 
designation  to  "Uptown  Center"  and  its  location 
in  the  Urban  Renewal  Area;  the  realignment  of  Fort  Circle 
Park;  the  extension  of  the  national  park  system  within 
the  Urban  Benewal  Area;  the  reduction  of  Anacostia  Park  to 
accomodate  new  Federal  City  College  facilities;  and  other 
measures.  The  changes  represent  an  intensification  of  land 
use  activity.  (  31  pages  ) 
COMMiiNTS  MADE  BY:  FPC   GSA 

(ELS  OBDEB  »  0U665)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  I4665F) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Contact:       Mr.  Martin  Convisser,  Director 
Office  of  Environmental  Quality 
UOO  7th  Street,  S.H. 
Washington,  D.C.  20590 

(202)  426-4355 

Draft  Date 

Noise  standards  and  Procedures  05/30 

The  statement  refers  to  noise  standards  which  will  be 

promulgated  by  DOT,  pursuant  to  Public  Law  91-605.  The 
standards  will  require  noise  studies  and  the  incorpor- 

ation of  noise  abatement  measures  into  federally  aided 
highway  projects,  and  will  stimulate  state  and  local 
government  regulation.  {  44  pages  ) 
(ELfi  ORDER  #  C4559)    (NTIS  ORLtR  #  EIS  72  4559D) 

Date 

Federal-Aid  Highway  Mass  Transportation  Act  1972       05/31 

The  statement  considers  proposed  legislation  which  would 
continue  the  Federal-Aid  highway  prograir,  but  with  a  series 
of  fundamental  changes.   These  changes  would  include  the 
establishment  of  an  Urban  Transportation  Program  which  would 
consolidate  urban  highway  and  nrass  transit  programs  (except- 

ing the  Interstate  highway  program,  and  the  Urban  Mass 
Transportation  Research  and  Developirent  Program  and  Demon- 

stration Program).   Similar  rural  highway  programs  would  be 
consolxdated  into  a  Rural  Federal-Aid  System  and  a  Rural 
General  Transportation  Fund.   The  existing  Interstate  High- 

way Program  would  be  continued  to  insure  its  completion. 
(42  pages) 
COMMENTS  HADE  BY: 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04625)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4625D) 

Federal  Aviation  Agency 

Draft  Date 

Birmingham  Municipal  Airport  06/01 

Alabama 
County:        Jefferson 
The  project  consists  of  the  acguisition  of  land,  the  exten- 

sion of  an  existing  N/S  runway,  and  the  strengthening  and 
widening  of  existing  taxiways  and  ramps.   The  purpose  of 
the  project  is  the  enlargement  of  the  airport's  capabilities 
to  serve  as  a  commerical  air  carrier  facility,  with  the 
ability  to  handle  intermediate  size  jets.   A  future  goal  is 
the  construction  of  a  second  N/S  runway  parallel  to  the 
existing  one.   Approximately  65  acres  will  be  comiritted  to 
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the  project;  one  public  school,  one  college,  and  an  un- 
specified number  of  other  buildings  will  be  displaced,  (116 

pages) 
(fiLfi  ORDER  #  0^599)     (NTIS  ORCER  #  EIS  72  45900) 

Sogers  Municipal  Airport  06/01 

Arkansas 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  acquisition  of  land 
and  reconstruction  and  lengthening  of  existing  runways 
(  from  75*  X  3300*  to  100'  X  4200',  and  from  75*  X  U200« 
to  100'  X  6000');  construction  of  New  taxiways  and  aprons. 
The  purpose  of  the  action  is  that  of  providing  facilities  for 

jet  and  large  piston  aircraft.  Fighty  acres  will  he 
committed  to  the  project;  air  and  noise  quality  levels 
will  decrease.  (  73  pages  ) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  0U592)     (NTIS  ORCER  i  EIS  72  U592D) 

ieed  Airport  06/01 

California 
County:        Siskiyou 
Proposed  reconstruction,  strengthening  and  lengthening 
(by  3000") ,  an  existing  runway  and  installation  of  new 
lighting  and  VAST.   It  is  not  expected  that  the  extension 
will  have  an  effect  upon  the  type  of  aircraft  using  the 
facility.   (15  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04602)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  U602D) 

Montrose  County  Airport  06/14 

Colorado 
County:         Montrose 
The  statement  refers   to  the  construction  of  a  runway 
extension  (1700  x  100'),  installation  of  VAST  and  fencing, 
and  painting  and  striping  of  the  runway.   Approximately 
61  acres  of  land  will  be  acguired  for  the  project.  The 
enlargement  of  facilities  will  allow  use  of  the  airport  by 
business  jets;  air  and  noise  pollution  levels  will 
increase  accordingly.   (21  pages) 
(ELS  ORDER  #  04707)     (NTIS  ORCER  #  EIS  72  4707D) 
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hountdiri  HoHf?  iMunicipdl  Airport  ')f,/'^^ 
IDAHO  JO/. 1 

The  action  involved  is  the  proposed  construction  of  a  5000'  X  75' 
runway.  The  project  will  require  the  acjuisition  of  UH.2 
acces  of  land.  No  adverse  impact  is  discussed  in  the  state- 

ment. (15  paqes) 
(t.Li(  3t<DEK  #  CU'SIR)     (NTI.S  OPEFR  »  EIS  72  461RD) 

hendeLoon  Airuot  06/19 

Kentucky 
County:         Henderson 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a  new 
di-r^ort,  capable  of  accorrniodat  inq  business  jets.   A  paved 
runway  (5,000  x  100'),  a  sod  runway  and  appurtenant  facil- 

ities would  be  constructed;  mediurr  intensity  lighting 
would  De  installed.   Air  and  noise  pollution  levels  will 
rise.   The  project  is  replacing  an  existing  airport  con- 
sidecea  to  bo  inadequate,  will  require  the  use  of  UOO 
acres  or  land.   (33  pages) 

(hLh  U&DEP  «  "!4730)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  FTS  72  U730D) 



-106- 

Date 

t'loncoe    ilunicipal    Airport  56/08 

Louisiana 
County:        Ouachita 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  im- 

provements to  the  Monroe  Municipal  Airport,  including  the 
acquisition  of  120  acres  of  undeveloped  land  for  the  exten- 

sion of  the  runway  and  taxiways,  and  the  construction  of 
new  aprons,  as  well  as  the  installation  of  liqhts.  The  work 
is  beincj  done  in  order  to  accorrrpodate  the  new  version  of 
tiie  DC-9  (DC-9-31)  series  of  aircraft.  (U3  pages) 
{tVd    OttUER  It  CU570)     (NTIS  ORCER  #  EIS  72  U670D) 

LdmLert-St.  Louis  International  Airport  06/23 

Missouri 
County:        St.  Louis 
Tne  statement  considers  the  acquisition  of  26  acres  in 
the  city  of  Berkeley,  in  order  to  level  structures  and 

provide  an  enlarged  approach  zone  for  the  airport.   Dis- 
placements will  include  76  single  fairily  residences. 

(15  pages) 
(ELh  OkDER  #  04755)     (NTIS  OREI^P  #  EIS  72  U755D) 

Springer  Municipal  Airport  06/C1 

New  Mexico 

Proposed  construction  of  a  new  airport,  with  a  60*  x 
5uC0'  paved  runway,  graded  taxiways  and  apron,  an  access 
road,  fenced  perimeter,  a  wind  cone  and  a  segmented  circle. 

Appiuxiina  tely  }'}H    ̂ cres  of  grassland  will  be  committed  tc 
the  project.   (25  pages) 
(iiLH  0HDE9  tt  0U591)     (NTTS  ORCFR  f  EIS  72  a591D) 

Plymouth  'lunicipal  Airport  06/0' 

North  Carolina 
County:         Washington 
The  statement  is  concerned  with  the  proposed  construction 
of  a  new  basic  utility  airport  capable  of  handling  single 
engine  aircraft  of  less  than  12,500  lbs.   A  3700*  x  75* 
runway  would  be  constructed,  along  with  aprons,  taxiways, 
an  access  road,  etc.;  VAST  and  rredium  intensity  lighting 
would  be  installed.   Approximately  225  acres  of  land 
would  be  commit^ed  to  the  project,   (31  pages) 
(ELK  ORDER  «  9a61U)     (NTIS  OPCFR  »  EIS  72  4614D) 

BlacKweil-Tonkawa  Airport  06/0 

OKlahoma 
County:         Blackwell 
The  statement  is  concerned  with  the  proposed  acquisition  of 
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iand  and  construction  of  a  new  airport,  with  a  N/S  60 •  x  350 
runway,  turnarounds,  a  taxiway  and  parking  apron,  and  appur- 

tenant facilities.   A  gas  pipe  line  will  be  relocated  due 
to  the  action;  145  acres  will  be  required,  (16  pages) 
(ELR    ORDER  #  04600)     (NTIS  ORCEH  #  EIS  72  46000) 

Murdo  Airpot  06/01 

South  Dakota 
County:        Jones 
The  statement  is  concerned  with  the  proposed  construction 
of  d  new  airport.   Facilities  would  include  a  150*  x 
4400*  landing  strip,  a  50'  x  3400*  hard  surface  runway, 
taxiways  and  aprons,  a  parking  lot  and  access  road, 
lighting,  etc.   Approximately  P5  acres  of  land  would  be 
committed  to  the  project.    (3  0  pages) 
(tiLH  OBDER  #  04594)     (NTIS  ORDES  i  EIS  72  4594D) 

U.  W.  Howes  Municipal  Airport  06/19 

South  Dakota 
County:        Huron 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  expansion  of  airport 
facilities,  including  the  extension  of  the  main  runway 
from  5100'  x  100*  to  720C'  x  15G';  paving  of  a  taxiway; 
installation  of  HIRL;  and  extension  of  HITL.   Use  by 
larger  jet  aircraft,  with  a  resulting  increase  in  arrbient 
air  and  noise  pollution  levels,  will  result.   An 
unspecified  amount  of  land  will  be  required  for  the  action. 
(43  pages) 
(ELh  ORDER  #  04731)     (NTIS  OBEER  i  EIS  72  4731D) 

Heacham  Field  06/01 

Texas 

Proposed  acquisition  of  land,  surfacing  of  an  150*  x  7500' 
runway,  installation  of  HIRL,  construction  of  taxiways  and 
aprons,  etc.   New  facilities  are  being  constructed  at 
Meacaam  in  anticipation  of  the  closing  of  Fort  Worth's 
airport  in  1973.   Approximately  88.7  acres  are  being  com- 

mitted to  the  action.   (73  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04589)     (NTIS  GREER  #  EIS  72  4589D) 

Lubbock  Regional  Airport  06/01 

Texas 

The  action  involves  the  extension  of  an  existing  runway  by 
150*  X  3000',  relocation  -of  lighting,  etc.  Approximately 
340  acres  will  be  acquired  for  the  project;  no  significant 
environmental  impact  is  discussed  in  the  statement. 
(26  pages) 
(ELR    OBDER    »    04617)  (NTIS    ORDER    »    EIS    72    4617D) 



-108- 

Crosbyton    Municipal    Airport  06/01 

Texas 
The  statement  is  concerned  with  the  construction   of  a  new 

airport,  capable  of  handling  light,  single-engine  air- 
craft, facilities  would  include  a  60'  X  3600'  paved  run- 

way with  turnarounds,  a  taxiway,  an  apron,  an  access  road, 
and  mediuin  intensity  lighting.  Approximately  320  acres  of 
agricultural  land  have  been  purchased  for  the  project.  (15 
pages) 
(ELR  OEDE?  #  0U579)     (NTIS  OBCEP  #  ETS  72  U579D) 

Aransas  County  Airport  06/23 

Texas 
County:         Aransas 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  extension  of  an 
existing  runway  from  U500»  X  150';  construction  of  taxi- 
ways  and  aprons;  and  installation  of  lighting.   An 
unspecified  amount  of  land  will  be  acquired  for  the 
project.   The  new  facilities  will  be  able  to  accommodate 
larger  jet  aircraft,  with  additional  noise  and  air 
pollution  resulting.  (27  pages) 
(1;L&  order  #  0U762)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  FIS  72  a762D) 

Kenosha  Municipal  Airport  06/01 

ii scons in 
County:        Kenosha 
The  project  involves  the  acquisition  of  land  (133  acres 
in  fee,  23  acres  in  easement)  and  reconstruction  and 
extension  (by  600')  of  an  existing  75'  x  3000'  NW/SE  run- 

way, construction  of  taxiways   ard  installation  of  lighting. 
(17  pages) 
(JiLR    OBDET    #    0^603)  (NTIS    ORCFR    #    EIS    72    a6C3D) 

Final  Date 

Napa  County  Airport  06/08 

California 
County:         Napa 

The  proposed  action  involves  the  acquisition  of  land  and 
the  construction  of  a  75'  x  2500'  runway,  with  taxiways  and 

aprons.   Local  ambient  noise  and  air  quality  standards  will 
decrease.   While  it  is  not  expected  that  airport  use  will 

change  due  to  this  action,  the  future  construction  of  a 
7000'  runway  is  planned.   (U5  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  EPA   DOT 

(i.Lfi  ORDER  #  0U671)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  U671F) 
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^  Federal  Highway  Administration 

Draft  Date 

Tutuila  Island  06/08 

American  Samoa 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  2.88  miles 
of  roadway  between  the  village  of  Vatia  and  Alfono,  on  the  north 
side  of  Tutuila  Island.   There  is  presently  no  vehicular  access 
to  the  two  villages.   The  project  will  introduce  noise  and  air 
pollution  where  it  presently  does  not  exist.   Two  or  three  fales 
(dwelling  units)  and  an  unspecified  n\imber  of  graves  will  require 
relocation  because  of  the  action;  family  ties  being  exceptionally 
strong  on  Somoa,  this  aspect  of  social  impact  will  be  of 
significance.   (30  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04678)      (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4678D) 

Tutuila  Island  06/08 

Vmericdu  Samoa 

Che  statement  is  concerned  with  the  proposed  construction 
of  3.37  miles  of  2  lane  roadway,  on  the  north  side  of  the 
island,  between  Afono  and  Hasefu.  There  is  presently  no 
neans  of  vehicular  access  to  the  villages.  The  project  will 
require  an  unspecified  amount  of  land  for  right-of-way; 
several  individual  gravesites  will  be  relocated;  noise  and 
lir  pollution  will  be  introduced  where  they  do  not  present- 

ly exist.  (1*0  pages) 
(ELR  OKDER  «  0^4679)     (NTIS  GREER  i  EIS  72  U679D) 

t-65  05/31 

Alabama 
bounty:         Shelby 
Tne  statement  concerns  the  proposed  construction  of  7.U 
niies  of  new  U-lane  interstate  highway.   Total  acreage  to 
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be  committed  to  the  action  is  not  specified;  8  acres  of  the 
Oak  Mountain  State  Park  will  be  required  for  right-of-way, 
necessitating  the  filing  of  a  U  (f)  staterrent.  (28  pages) 
(EL8  ORDER  #  OUSTO)     (NTIS  OREER  #  EIS  72  45700) 

US  280  06/16 

Alabama 
County:        Coosa  Tallapoosa 
The  statement  refers  to  the  construction  of  a  road,  12 
miles  in  length,  from  Route  9  and  US    210  at  Socapatoy 
to  Alexander  City.  There  are  two  alternative  routes  pro- 

posed: Alternate  1  would  be  the  addition  of  2  lanes  to  the 
present  US  280,  displacing  approximately  23  families  and 
16businesses; Alternate  2  would  te  a  new  route  through 
prime  timber  land.  (22  pages) 
(ELB  OBDER  i  0U716)     (NTIS  ORDER  t  EIS  72  4716D) 

International  Airport  Road  (FAS  Route  545)  06/06 

Alaska 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  1.5 
miles  of  U  lane  urban  roadway,  with  a  bridge  across  Camp- 

bell Creek.   An  unspecified  amount  of  land  will  be  com- 
mitted to  the  project;  land  use  will  change  as  the  area 

will  be  developed  for  commercial  and  light  industrial 
sites.   (21  pages) 
(liLR  ORDER  t  0U634)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  463UD) 

Mekoryuk  06/20 

Alaska 
The  statement  is  concerned  with  the  reconstruction  of 
approximately  3  miles  of  road  in  the  Village  of  Mekoryuk, 
on  Nunivak  Island,  which  is  20  miles  off  the  coast  of 
Alaska,  in  the  Bering  Sea.   The  project  will  be  located 
entirely  on  existing  right-of-way.   A  4(f)  statement 
will  be  filed,  as  the  island  is  considered  to  be  an  open 
wildlife  refuge.   (32  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04738)     (NTIS  OREER  »  EIS  72  4738D) 

1-10  Ehrenberg-Phoenix  06/26 

Arizona 
County:        Maricopa 
The  statement  is  a  draft  supplement  to  the  final  state- 

ments on  1-10(2)34,  I-IG-10-2  (37)  ,  and  1-10-2(40).  It 
considers  alternatives  to  the  proposed  highway  construc- 

tion, including  substitute  routes  and  mass  transit  pro- 
grams.  (98  pages) 

(ELfi  ORDER  #  04780)     (NTIS  OREER  #  EIS  72  4780D) 

1-10  (Ehrenberg-Phoenix  Highway)  06/27 
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Arizona 
County:         Maricopa 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  11. St  miles 
of  6  and  8  lane  interstate  highway,  entirely  within  the 
City  of  Phoenix.   Displaceirents  will  include  66  busi- 

nesses, 6  churches,  1  school,  and  2C20  residences. 
Alternatives  discussed  in  the  statement  include  several 
means  of  mass  transit.   (797  pages) 
(£LR  OKDER  »  04783)     (NTIS  OBCER  #  EIS  72  U783D) 

Arkansas  River  Bridge  and  Approaches  06/14 

Arkansas 
County:        Johnson        Logan 
This  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a 
bridge  and  approaches  across  the  Arkansas  River  near 
Clarksville;  total  length  of  the  2  lane  facility  is  2  miles. 
The  only  adverse  environmental  effects  stated  are  an 
increase  in  air  and  noise  pollution; the  bridge  would 
provide  access  to  Logan  County,  a  rural  depressed  area, 
in  which  Ozark  National  Forest  is  located.   (10  pages) 
(ELfa  OEDER  #  04702)     (NTIS  ORCER  t  EIS  72  4702D) 

I  70  06/07 

Colorado 
County:        Garfield 
Proposed  construction  of  an  11  mile  segirent  of  1-70,  froir 
3  miles  west  of  Rifle  to  Silt.   Flood  plain  and  riparian 
ecosystems  will  be  damaged  by  the  action;  an  unspecified  a 
amount  of  land  and  number  of  residences  will  be  committed 
to  the  project.   (46  pages) 
(JsLii  OfiUER  »  04660)     (NTIS  OREER  #  EIS  72  4660D) 

I  84  06/26 

Connecticut 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  22.3  miles 

ot    four-lane  interstate  highway,  from  Willimantic  to 
the  Connecticut-Rhode  Island  State  Line.  The  highway 
would  require  930  acres  of  right  of  way;  thirty  res- 

idences and  two  businesses  would  be  displanced.  A  4(f) 

statement  will  be  filed  as  some  public  land  would  be 
taken.     (308    pages.) 
(ELR    ORDER    ♦    04779)  (NTIS   OREIR    #    EIS    72    4779D) 
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State    Road    206  06/06 

Florida 

County:        St.  John's 
The  proposed  project  involves  the  construction  of  a  2 
lane  draw  span  bridge  over  the  Matanzas  River  in  the 
City  of  Cresent  Beach.   The  structure  will  replace  an 
existing  span  which  is  considered  to  be  unsafe.   Total 
length,  including  approaches,  is  1  mile.   Vertical 
clearance  will  be  9'  with  the  bridge  in  its  closed  posi- 

tion.  An  unspecified  amount  of  marsh  will  be  lost  to 
the  project.   (86  pages) 
(iiLR  ORDER  #  04632)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4632D) 

State  Road  10A  06/07 

Florida 
County;         Duval 
Tiie  project  involves  the  construction  of  grade  separations 
(overpasses)  on  Arlingwood  Avenue  and  Townshend  Boulevard 
at  their  intersections  with  S.B.  10A.   (33  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  t  0U6U8)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  U6U8D) 

State  Road  4U  06/07 

Florida 
County:         Volusia 
Proposed  relocation  and  reconstruction  of  S.R.  44  from 
its  intersection  with  I  95,  3,5  miles  easterly  to  its 
intersection  with  US  1  in  the  City  of  New  Smyrna  Beach. 
A  U-lane  facility  would  replace  the  existing  2-lane 
roadway.   Several  alternative  routes  are  under  consider- 

ation, with  displacements,  depending  upon  the  route, 
numbering  from  0  to  70  farrilies.   (68  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04667)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  46670) 

OS  319  06/28 

Florida 
County:         Leon 
The  project  involves  the  reconstruction  of  1.8  miles  of 
highway,  from  2  to  4  lanes.   Displacements  will  number 
Bbusinesses  and  5  families.   (27  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  C4791)     (NTIS  ORDER  *  EIS  72  4791D) 

State  Road  5  06/01 

Florida 
County:        Duval 
The  statement  is  concerned  with  the  reconstruction  of  S.B. 
5  (Main  Street)  in  urban  Jacksonville.   Approximately  0.5 
mile  of  roadway  will  be  rebuilt  on  existing  right-of-way.  (28  pages) 

(£LR  ORDER  t  04597)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4597D) 
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Kanoelehua  Avenue  06/08 

Hawaii 
The  statement  considers  the  reconstruction,  from  2  to  U 

laaes,  of  3.8  miles  of  roadway.  No  additional  right-of-way 
will  be  taken  by  the  project.  (25  pages) 
(ELE  ORDER  #  04668)     (NTIS  OBDFF  t  EIS  72  a668D) 

Houte  19  (Hawaii  Belt  Road)  06/12 

Hawaii 
Xhe  proposed  project  involves  the  construction  of  1,014 
miles  of  roadway.   An  unspecified  amount  of  agricultural 
land  will  be  committed  to  the  action   (31  pages) 
(ELB  OHDER  #  04690)     (NTIS  OREEB  #  EIS  72  U690D) 

Moanalua  Road  06/20 

Hawaii 

The  statement  is  concerned  with  the  proposed  reconstruc- 
tion of  a  1.1  mile  section  of  roadway,  between  Puuloa 

interchange  and  Middle  Street  in  Honolulu.  Three  families 
would  oe    displaced  by  the  action.  (50  pages) 
{Em    OBDER  »  0U739)     (NTIS  OREER  #  EIS  72  47390) 

Bigby  Freeway  (US  20-191)  06/20 

Idaho 
County:        Jefferson 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  2.37 
miles  of  4  lane  highway.   The  project  will  displace  10 
families  and  15  businesses,  and  will  require  an  un- 

specified amount  of  right-of-way.   (65  pages) 
(ELB  OBDER  #  04746)     (NTIS  OREEF  #  EIS  72  4746D) 

1-90  06/23 

Idaho 
County:        Kootenai 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  7.8 
miles  of  4  lane  highway,  from  Coeur  d'Alene  to  Holf  Lodge 
Bay.   Thirteen  families  and  2  businesses  will  be  dis- 

placed by  the  action.   A  4(f)  statement  will  be  filed  as 
public  land  will  be  taken  for  right-of-way.   The  highway 
will  cross  rocky  slopes,  wooded  hillside  and  lake  shore; 
concern  has  therefore  been  expressed  over  erosion 
potential.   (136  pages) 
(ELB  OBDER  #  04763)     (NTIS  OREEF  #  EIS  72  4763D) 
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I-70US  40,  Vandalia  Interchange  06/02 

Illinois 
County:         Fayette 
The  project  is  the  proposed  construction  of  5.7  miles  of 
2  lane  roadway  at  the  intersections  of  1-70,  US  UO,  and 
Randolph  Street.   Approximately  85  acres  will  be  required 
for  right-of-way.   (18  pages) 
(ELB  ORDER  »  CUSIO)     (NTIS  OREER  «  EIS  72  U610D) 

F.A.P.  Route  412  06/01 

Illinois 
County:        Shelby         Christian      Fayette 
The  statement  is  concerned  with  the  proposed  construction 
of  8C  miles  of  new  4-lane  highway,  a  section  of  the  250- 
mile  long  north-south  F.A.P.  412.  The  facility  would  be 
constructed  within  the  corridor  of,  but  not  on,  existing 
US  51.  The  amount  of  land  and  number  of  residences  to  be 
committed  to  the  project  are  not  specified.  (20  pages.) 
(EL8  ORDER  #  04616)     (NTIS  ORCER  #  EIS  72  4616D) 

Illinois  Route  23  06/06 

Illinois 
County:         La  Salle 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a 
new  bridge  on  4  lane  I.R.  23,  over  the  Illinois  River. 
Total  length  of  the  project  is  C.63  mile.   One  private 
yacht  club,  a  home  for  elderly  worren,  and  5  to  12  resi- 

dences will  be  displaced.  (22  pages) 
(ELR  OBDER  »  04631)     (NTIS  ORCER  »  EIS  72  4631D) 

US  6  and  Illinois  Route  47  06/26 

Illinois 
County:        Grundy 
The  statement  considers  the  reconstruction  of  2.77  miles 
of  the  2  highways;  the  project  is  located  entirely  in  the 
City  of  Morris.   Displacements  will  include  3  businesses 
and  24  residences.   (22  pages) 
(ELB  OBDER  #  04776)     (NTIS  ORCER  #  EIS  72  4776D) 

Freeway  518  06/29 

Iowa 
County:        Black  Hawk      Bremer 
The  statement  refers  to  the  construction  of  18.6  miles 
of  new  highway,  from  Cedar  Falls  to  Iowa  Highway  3. 
Three  spans  of  the  Cedar  River  will  be  constructed. 
Approximately  120  residences  will  be  displaced  in  Cedar 
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Falls.  A  '4(f)  statement  will  be  prepared  as  public  park 
land  would  be  taken.  (106  pages.) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  0U839)     (NTIS  OBCEP  #  EIS  72  U809D) 

US  50  06/16 

Kansas 
County:        Lyon 
The  project  involves  the  reconstruction  and  widening, 
from  2  to  4  lanes,  of  1.1  iriles  of  highway  in  the  City  of 
Emporia.   An  unspecified  airount  of  property  will  be  re- 

quired tor  the  additional  right-of-way.   (21  pages) 
(ELB  ORDER  #  04713)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  ETS  72  U713D) 

US  77  06/26 

Kansas 
County:         Cowley 
The  statement  considers  the  reconstruction  of  16  nriles 

of  highway,  from  Hinfield  to  the  Cowley-Butler  County 
line.   Approximately  10  residences  will  be  displaced  and 
20  properties  severed  by  the  project;  the  rural  nature  of 
the  area  makes  replacement  housing  scarce.   (96  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04777)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  47770) 

Mt.  Sterling  Bypass  06/1U 

Kentucky 
County:         Montgomery 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  U.5 
miles  of  highway.   Five  fairilies  and  three  businesses  will 
be  displaced  by  the  action;  several  farms  will  be  severed. 
(27  pages) 
(ELO  06DER  »  04709)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  4709D) 

US  421  06/19 

Kentucky 
County:         Harlan 
The  statement  refers  to  the  relocation  and  reconstruc- 

tion, from  from  2  to  4  lanes,  of  2.1  miles  of  highway, 
from  Grays  Knob  to  Tway.  Displacements  will  include  34 
families  and  4  businesses;  75  acres  will  be  taken  as  right- 
of-way.  Approximately  2000'  of  channel  works  will  be  con- 

structed on  Martin's  Ford,  with  temporary  erosion  result- 
ing. (37  pages) 

(tLK  ORDER  #  04729)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  ETS  72  4729D) 

Licking  River  Bridge  06/23 

Kentucky 
County:        Kenton         Campbell 
The  statement  is  concerned  with  a  proposed  highway  bridge 
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project  which  will  span  the  Licking  River  north  of  Visalia. 
The  bridge  will  be  a  2  lane  structure,  and  will  ultimate- 

ly be  utilized  as  a  part  of  an  Chio,  Kentucky,  Indiana 
beltwdy.  Two  families,  3  farm  buildings,  and  1  business 
will  be  displaced;  approaches  to  the  bridge  will  traverse 
the  Licking  River  flood  plain;  some  erosion  and  sedimenta- 

tion will  result  from  construction.  (13  pages) 
(ELii  OHDER  #  04757)     (NTIS  OREER  #  EIS  72  4757D) 

1-95  06/28 

Hassach  usetts 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  approximately 
12  miles  of  interstate  highway.   Depending  upon  the  route 
chosen  displacements  will  number  between  13  and  1C2 
families  and  0  to  72  businesses.   Several  4(f)  statements 
will  be  filed  as  a  number  of  public  land  parcels,  includ- 

ing woodlands,  marshes,  and  historic  sites,  will  be 
adversely  affected.   (UOO  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  «  04792)     (NTIS  OPCER  f  EIS  72  4792D) 

1-94  Interchange 

Michigan 
County:       Berrien 

Proposed  reconstruction  of  4-lane  1-94  at  its  intersection 
with  Lakeshore  Drive.   An  unspecified  number  of  residences 
will  be  displaced  by  the  action. 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04547)        (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4547D) 

Interstate  15-3  06/06 

Montana 
County:        Jefferson      Silver  Bow 
The  proposed  action  is  the  construction  of  approximately 
26  miles  of  4  lane  highway  between  Butte  and  Boulder. 
Of  concern  is  the  impact  of  exposed  terrain  cuts  and  the 
channelization  of  portions  of  Eison  Creek  and  Boulder 
fiiver.   An  unspecified  amount  of  acreage  will  be  requir- 

ed for  right-of-way.   (296  pages) 
(£LR  ORDER  »  04626)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4626D) 

"S  6  06/06 

Nebraska 
County:        Lancaster 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  reconstruction  of  an  inter- 

section in  urban  Lincoln.   Two  residences  would  be  displaced 
the  action.   (12  pages) 
(ELH  ORDER  #  03674)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4674D) 

N-52  06/01 

Nebraska 
County:        Boone  Nance 
Proposed  construction  of  a  hard  surface  on  approximately  7 
miles  of  2-lane  gravel  roadway.   An  unspecified  amount  of 
acreage  will  be  committed  to  the  action;  several  prop- 

erty units  will  be  severed;  portions  of  stream  beds  will 
De  channelized.   (21  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  I  04601)     (NTIS  ORCEP  i  EIS  72  4601D) 
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US  6  -U^  06/06 

Nebraska 
County:        Lancaster 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  reconstruction  of 
of  an  intersection  in  urban  Lincoln.   Two  residences 
would  be  displaced  by  the  action.   (12  pages) 
(£LR  OKDER  #  0U67U)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  U674D) 

Nebraska  Highway  39  06/26 

Nebraska 
County:        Nance 
The  statement  considers  the  replacerrent  of  an  existing 
bridge  over  the  Loup  River,  and  replacement  of  two  short 
overflow  bridges  with  one  larger  structure.   Total  pro- 

ject length  including  approaches,  is  ̂ .5^    rriles. 
Siltation  and  water  pollution  are  expected  as  results  of 
the  project.   (20  pages) 
(fiLR  ORDER  #  0U77U)     (NTIS  OREER  f  EIS  72  47740) 

Route  55  Freeway  06/14 

New  Jersey 
County:        Gloucester 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a  4 
lane,  70  mph  freeway.  There  are  5  alternative  actions 
being  considered,  one  of  which  (Line  R2)  would  traverse 
the  Glassboro  Fish  and  Wildlife  Haragement  Area.  Two  other 
routes  would  affect  farm  land.  Traffic  would  be  diverted 
from  established  businesses  and  communities  along  Route 
47.  (27  pages) 

(iiLR  ORDER  #  04701)     (NTIS  OREER  #  EIS  72  4701D) 

East-West  County  Highway  06/09 

New  York 
County:        Saratoga 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a  2 
lane  (4  lanes  planned  within  20  years),  East-West 
facility  through  the  towns  of  Waterford  and  Halfmoon, 
Saratoga  Co.  N.Y.   There  are  6  alternative  locations  con- 

sidered in  the  statement.   The  facility  is  approximately 
5.5  miles  long;  it  will  affect  no  recreational  or  insti- 

tutional facilities,  A  maximum  of  2  businesses,  5  resi- 
dences (with  the  potential  difficulty  of  finding  suitable 

replacements) ,  and  2  to  30  mobile  homes,  will  be  dis- 
placed. (80  pages) 

(LLR  ORDER  #  04703)     (NTIS  OREER  #  EIS  72  4703D) 

Route  9W  06/23 

New  York 
County:        Olster 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  2.3 
miles  of  4  lane  highway  north  of  Kingston.  The  facility 
would  parallel  the  present  9W,  bypassing  highly  developed 
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commercial  and  industrial  areas  along  the  existing  route. 
A  small  swamp,  which  serves  as  a  storm  refuge  for  ducks 
and  geese  will  be  encroached  upon,  (18  pages) 
(ELfi  ORDER  I  Ott7Ufl)     (NTIS  ORCFP  «  ETS  72  «7U8D) 

US  83  06/19 

North  Dakota 
County:         HcLean 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  reconstruction   of 
12  miles  of  roadway,  from  2  to  U  lanes.  Two  businesses 
and  3  residences  will  be  displaced  by  the  action;  an  un- 

specified amount  of  additional  right-of-way  will  be  taken. 
A  4(t)  statement  will  be  filed  as  public  land  will  be 
taken  from  the  Wolf  Creek  Gaire  Management  Area.  (19 
pages) 
(EL6  ORDEE  #  0U72B)     (NTIS  OBCIR  i  EIS  72  4728D) 

State  Highway  13  06/26 

North  Dakota    Minnesota 

The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  a  2-lane  by- 
pass of  Hahpeton,  North  Dakota.   An  unspecified  amount  of 

land  will  be  required  for  right-of-way.   (16  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  0^775)    (NTIS  CREEP  »  EIS  72  a775D) 

US  70,  Durham, N.C.,  East-West  Freeway  06/07 

North  Carolina 
County:         Durham 
This  action  involves  construction  of  a  U-lane  divided 
freeway  through  Durham  for  the  existing  US  70-185 
intersection  northwest  of  the  city  to  OS  70  east  of  Durham. 
Approximately  4.1  miles  of  the  9.2  irile  project  are  al- 

ready built  or  are  under  construction.   The  unfinished 
sections  of  the  freeway  will  require  taking  239  residen- 

ces,6  businesses,  and  5  non-profit  organizations.  Local 
parks  and  recreation  centers  will  be  affected.  A  U(f) 
statement  will  be  issued.  (59  pages) 
(ELR  OBDEP  #  04661)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  U661D) 

US  23  from  Carey  to  Postoria,  Ohio  06/07 

Ohio 
County:        Wyandot        Seneca         Wood 
The  project  would  relocate  and  improve  approximately  20 
miles  of  road  on  US  23  between  Carey  and  Fostoria, 
Ohio.   The  four-lane,  linked  access,  divided  highway  would  ru; 
mainly  through  agricultural  lands,  displacing 
about  23  families.   The  road  would  also  affect  traffic 
in  the  towns  of  Carey  and  Fostoria.   (30  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04659)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4659D) 

OS  59  06/14 

Oklahoma 
County:        LeFlore 
The  project  proposed  is  the  reconstruction  of  12  miles  of 
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US  59,  much  of  it  on  new  location.   The. 4  lane  roadway 
will  displace  2U  families  and  11  businesses  and  will  take 
approximately  450  acres  of  grasslands  for  right-of-way, 
(30  pages) 
(ELfl  ORDER  #  0U70U)     (NTIS  OECER  t  EIS  72  UTOUD) 

Sooner  Freeway  06/19 

Oklahoma 
County:        McClain        Cleveland 
The  proposed  action  is  the  construction  of  1U.5  iriles  of 
k    lane  highway  from  I  35  to  Tecumseh  Road.  Displacements 
will  include  28  families  and  8  businesses;  approximately 
700  acres  of  land,  much  of  it  agricultural  in  nature, 
will  de  taken  for  use  as  right-of-way.  (20  pages) 
(ELh  ORDER  #  0U727)     (NTIS  OFEER  «  EIS  72  U727D) 

Legislative  Route  557  06/20 

Pennsyl?  ania 
County:         Lehigh 
The  proposed  action  is  the  reconstruction  of  Cedar  Crest 
Boulevard  in  the  City  of  Allentown,  including  widening 
and  resurfacing.  Approxiirately  0.6  acre  of  land  and  78 
trees  will  be  taken  from  the  Trexles  Merrorial  Park,  ne- 

cessitating the  filing  of  a  U  (f)  statenient.  (105  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04740)     (NTIS  ORDFR  t  EIS  72  '4740D) 

US    ^'4  06/01 

South  Dakota 
County;         Kingsbury 
The  statement  refers  to  the  construction  of  37  miles  of  U 
lane  highway,  from  the  town  of  Iroguois  to  Arlington.  Five 
bridges  will  be  constructed  along  the  route.  One  family 
would  be  displaced.  Approximately  900  acres  will  be  re- 

quired for  right-of-way;  a  large  portion  of  this  is  marsh 
land,  the  filling  of  which  would  adversely  affect  wildlife 
and  water  levels.  A  4(f)  stateirent  will  be  filed  as  the 
DeSmet  Forest  would  be  severed  by  the  highway.  (28  pages) 
(28  pages.) 
(ELfi  OaOER  »  0U612)     (NTIS  ORDER  i  EIS  72  46120) 

1215   -   180  Interchange  06/16 

Utah 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  the 
interchange,  which  is  located  3  iniles  west  of  Salt  Lake 
City.  Approximately  13.5  iriles  of  roadway  will  be  built 
requiring  259  acres  of  right-of-way  and  the  acquisition 
of  22  residences  and  2  businesses,  (137  pages) 
{ELB  0«DEfi  #  04720)    (NTIS  ORDER  t  EIS  72  4720D) 

US40  06/27 

Utah 
County:        Hasatch 
Tiie  statement  considers  the  reconstruction  of  10  iriles  of 



-120- 

2-lane  highway,  from  McGuire  Canyon  to  Strawberry  Reser- 
voir.  Siltation  may  occur  at  stream  crossings.   (1U5 

pages) 
(iiLH  ORDER  #  01*785)     (NTTS  OPEFR  t  EIS  72  U785D) 

Barre  Montpelier  Expressway  06/1U 

Vermont 
County:        Washington 
The  proposed  project  involves  the  relocation  of  1.5U  miles 
of  highway,  and  construction  of  3  bridges.   Two  businesses 
and  one  family  will  be  displaced  by  the  action.   (22  pages) 
(ELK  ORDER  #  04708)     (NTIS  OPEER  #  EIS  72  a708D) 

Route  2i  06/23 

Virginia 
County:         Wise 
The  project  involves  the  relocation  and  reconstruction  of 
12.9  miles  of  highway,  frcir  2  to  U  lanes,  between  Big 
Stone  Gap  and  Wise.   The  project  will  have  a  disrupting 
influence  upon  the  community  of  Norton,  displacing  144 
families,  6  businesses,  and  1  church.   Erosion  problems 
are  anticipated  on  several  streams,  and  the  water  supply 
of  families  in  Powell  Valley  may  be  impaired. 
Hillside  cuts  on  Little  Stone  Mountain  will  leave  scars 
of  adverse  visual  impact.   (U6  pages) 
(ELE  QjiDER  #  C476U)     (NTIS  OPCEP  #  EIS  72  47640) 

Route  29  06/15 

West  Virginia 
County:         Mercer 
The  project  involves  the  construction  of  5  miles  of  4 

lane  roadway,  which  will  serve  as  a  connector  to 

1-77.   Approximately  50  residences  will  be  displaced  by 
the  action;  an  unspecified  amount  of  land  will  be  taken 
for  right-of-way.   (68  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04714)     (NTIS  ORCFP  #  EIS  72  4714D) 

Mount  Horeb  Bypass  06/06 

Wisconsin 
County:         Dane 
The  statement  refers  to  the  corridor  location  of  the  Bypass,  which 
would  begin  at  Highway  78  and  proceed  easterly  to  a  junction  of  : 
Highways  18  and  151.  Two  streams  would  be  crossed  by  the  4  lanej 
facility,  and  approximately  20C  acres  would  be  taken  for  right 
of-way.  (13  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  t  04629)     (NTIS  GREER  »  EIS  72  4629D) 
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I  57  06/06 

Wisconsin 
County:         several 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of 
approximately  83  miles  of  U  lane  freeway,  from  Green  Bay 
to  Milwaukee.   The  statement  dees  not  discuss  specific 
routes,  and  the  number  of  displacerrents  is  therefore  not 
specified.   ?lost  land  needed  for  right-of-way  is  of  an 
agricultural  nature;  replacement  housing  is  limited; 
ttie  effects  of  land  use  change  will  be  significant, 
(468  pages) 
(£LB  OBDER  #  04686)     (NTIS  ORCFR  #  EIS  72  46860) 

State  Trunk  Highway  42-57  06/27 

Wisconsin 
County;        Door 
The  statement  refers  to  the  construction  of  a  new,  2  lane 
bridge  over  Sturgeon  Bay,  in  order  to  remove  congestion 

from  the  City  of  Sturgeon  Bay.   Total  project  length, 
including  approaches,  is  4.8  miles.   The  number  of 
potential  displacements  is  not  specified.   (49  pages) 
(isLR  ObDER  #  04784)     (NTIS  OHEER  #  EIS  72  4784D) 

Hdnna  Secondary  Road  06/28 

Uyoiaing 
County:        Carbon 
The  project  involves  the  construction  of  a  separation 
structure  over  the  Union  Pacific  Railroad  tracks  near 
the  Town  of  Hanna.   The  number  of  displacements  will 

depend  upon  final  project  design.   (20  pages) 
(£Lh  OBDER  t  04790)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4790D) 
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Final  Date 

F.A.S.  5910  06/01 

Alabama 
County:        Shelby 
The  project  involves  reconstruction  of  0,6  irile  of  high- 

way, its  purpose  being  the  elimination  of  sharp  curves 
and  narrow  bridges.   A  srrall  concrete  bridge  will  be 
built;  an  unspecified  amount  of  land  will  be  comtritted 
to  the  action.   (40  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  COE   EPA   HUD   DOT 
(ELR  OSDER  #  04599)     (NTIS  OFCER  #  EIS  72  4599P) 

Alabama  114  and  92  06/06 

Alabama 
County:         Coffee         Dale  Houston 
The  project  involves  the  proposed  reconstruction  of  13,28  iriles  of 
4  lano  highway  from   Enterprise  to  Wicksburg  Wye.  Approximately  360 
acres  will  be  required  for  right-of-way;  45  families  and  6  business' 
nesses  will  be  displaced.  (61  pages) 
COMdiiNIS  MADE  BY:  EPA   COE   HOE   EOI   HFW   DOD 
(ELfi  ORDER  #  04637)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4637F) 

US  B2  06/06 

Alabama 
County:         Pickens 
Proposed  reconstruction  of  15.63  rriles  of  4-lane  US  82,  rruch 
of  it  on  new  location.   Approximately  600  acres,  some  of  it 
wildlife  habitat,  will  be  acquired  for  right-of-way.   An 
unspecified  number  of  residences  will  be  displaced,   (45 
pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  COB   HUD   DOI   DOT 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04646)     (NTIS  ORDER  *  BIS  72  4646P) 

F,A,S.  Route  141  06/20 

Alaska 

The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  resurfacing  of  5 
miles  of  road-way  of  the  None-Taylors  Highway,   The 
section  involved  connects   Dexter  and  Banner  Creek.   A 

new  180*  bridge  span  will  be  constructed  as  part  of  the 
project.   An  unspecified  amount  of  land  will  be  required 
for  right-of-way.   (44  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  EPA   HUD   COI   DOT 
(ELR  ORDER  i  04742)     (NTIS  OREFR  #  EIS  72  4742F) 
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Geist  Road  06/28 

A 1  as  )c  a 
The  statement  considers  the  reconstruction  of  1.6  miles 

of  roadway  from  2  to  U  lanes.   The  project  is  located  in 
the  City  of  Fairbanks.   An  unspecified  atrount  of  land 

will  be    required  for  additional  right-of-way.   (67 
pages) 
COMMENTS  HADE  BY:  EPA   HUD   DOI   COT 

(liLR  ORDER  »  04799)     (NTIS  OREEB  #  EIS  72  U799F) 

Interstate  5  06/06 

California 

County:         San  Joaquin 
Proposed  construction  of  17  miles  of  new  6  lane  highway, 

from  Hammer  Road  to  the  Sacramento- San  Joaquin  County  Line. 
Six  businesses  and  11  residences  have  already  been  displaced 
by  tae  project;  an  additional  3  fairilies  will  be  iroved. 
The  Peripheral  Canal  will  te  used  as  a  borrow  source  for 
embankment  material.   (67  pages) 
COMMLNTS  MADE  BY:  nSDA  COE   EPA   DOI   DOT 

(£LR  ORDER  «  04641)     (NTIS  ORDER  t  EIS  72  46aiF) 

US  395  06/21 

California 

County:         Inyo  Mono 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  conversion  of  OS  395 

to  a  4  lane  facility  from  the  Inyo-Mono  County  line  10 
miles  north  into  Mono  County.  The  project  will  cross  pub- 

lic lanas  administered  by  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
and  the  Forest  Service.  The  Tuff  Campground  of  the 
Hock  Creek  Recreation  Area  will  be  adversely  affected, 
with  7  of  its  10  campgrounds  being  lost,  (51  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY: 

(ELR  OHDER  t  04754)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4754F) 

US  17   (S.P.35)  06/09 

Florida 

County:        Charlotte 

The  proposed  project  involves  the  reconstruction  of  3.2 
miles  of  highway,  from  2  to  4  lanes.   An  unspecified 
amount  of  land  and  number  of  residences  will  be  required 
COMMENTS  HADE  BY:  OSDA  EPA   DOI   HEW 

(£La  ORDER  »  04682)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4682P) 
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State  Hoad  415  06/09 

Florida 
County:        Seminole       Volusia 
The  statement  proposes  the  construction  of  a  new  2  lane 
bridge  over  the  St.  John's  River  on  S.P.  U15,   Total 
project  length  is  1.6  miles.   The  number  of  residences 
to  be  displaced  depends  upon  the  route  chosen.   in 
unspecified  amount  of  marsh  will  be  taken  by  the  pro- 

ject, with  a  resulting  irrpact  upon  local  water  systems. 
(35  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  COE   USDA  EPA   DOI 
(ELfi  ORDER  #  04685)     (NTIS  ORCER  i  EIS  72  U685F) 

OS  82,  US  1,  and  US  23  06/01 

Georgia 
County:         Ware 
Proposed  reconstruction  of  3  sections  of  roadway  totalling 
approximately  12  miles.   Displacerrents  will  include  5 
residences  and  1  business.   (35  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  COE   EPA   DOI 
(£LH  ORDER  t  04606)     (NTIS  ORCER  »  EIS  72  4606F) 

Georgia  Route  341  06/06 

Georgia 
County:         Walker 
Proposed  reconstruction  of  2.2  iriles  of  roadway  in  the 
City  of  Chickamauga.   A  4(f)  statement  will  be  filed  as 
a  portion  of  municipal  owned  parkland  would  be  required 
as  rigbt-of-way .   (82  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  COE   EPA   HUE   DOI   DOT 
(ilLR  ORDER  #  04644)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4644F) 

FA  Route  412  06/06 

Illinois 
County:        several 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  selection  of  a 
corridor  for  a  freeway  between  Eloomington  and  Rockford, 
The  facility  will  be  approximately  125  miles  in  length. 
Several  major  rivers  and  streairs  would  be  crossed,  and 
approximately  4,595  acres  of  agricultural  land  would  be 
lost  to  the  right-of-way.   The  number  of  displacements 
is  not  specified.   (183  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  COE   HEW   HUD   DOI   EPA   USCG 
(ELH  ORDER  »  04640)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4640F) 



-125- 

liiinois  Route  76  Bypass  06/06 

Illinois 
County:         Boone 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  designation  of  a 
corcidoi:  for  the  5.5  mile  2-lane  bypass.   An  unspecified 
amount  of  land  and  number  of  residences  would  be  re- 

quired tor  right-of-way  foe  construction.   (97  pages) 
COMMENTS  ?1ADE  BY:  OSDA  EPA   DOC   HEW   HUD   DO!   DOT 
(KLH  ORDER  #  046U5)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  U6a5F) 

FAS    S-1143  36/29 

Indiana 
County:         Wayne 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  two  2- 

lane  bridges,  one  over  Dry  Branch  Creek  and  the  other 
over  Greensfork  Creek.  A  ̂   [f)    statement  will  be  filed 
as  land  would  be  taken  from  the  Mactinsdale  State 
Fishing  Area.  (27  pages.) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  EPA   DOI   DOT 
(ELK  ORDER  #  0^308)     (NTIS  OREER  #  EIS  72  4808?) 

OS  75  06/20 

Kansas 
County:        Shawnee 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  2. 1 
miles  of  U-lane  highway,  including  a  bridge  over  the 
Kansas  Hiver,  in  urban  Topeka.   Three  residences  and  an 
unspecified  amount  of  land  will  be  required  for  right-of- 
way.   (36  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  USCG  COE   EPA   HUD   OEO 
(ELR  OfiDBR  #  0a74U)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  UlUUF) 

Kentucky  80  06/07 

Kentucky 
County:         Pike 
The  project  involves  the  construction  of  16.7  miles  of  U 
lane  highway,  from  Shelbiana  to  Elkhorn  City,  including 
bridges  and  culverts  at  stream  crossings.   Approximately 
100  acres,  some  of  it  wildlife  habitat,  will  be  lost  to 
the  action.   Displacements  will  number  366  families, 
52  businesses,  and  2  non-profit  organizations.   (67 
pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  COE   EEA   HUE   EOI   COT 
(ELR  OEDER  #  04653)     (NTIS  OREEB  f  EIS  72  U653F) 

Kentucky  15  Bypass  06/07 

Kentucky 
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County:        Perry 
The   proposed  project  is  a  4  lane  2.2a  mile  bypass  of  the  City  c 
Hazard,   Displacements  from  the  action  will  number  37 
residences  and  2  businesses.   An  unspecified  airount  of 
land  will  be  required  for  right-of-way.   (33  pages) 
COMMiiNTS  MADE  BY:  EPA   HIW   HUE   DCI   DCT 
(ELR  OBDEP  #  Oa65U)     (NTIS  OREFP  #  EIS  72  USSUF) 

Kentucky  100  06/07 

Kentucky 
County;         Simpson 
Tne  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of 
3.04  miles  of  «*  lane  highway  between  Main  Street  and 
1-65  in  the  City  of  Franklin,   An  unspecified  amount  of 
land  and  number  of  residences  will  be  corriritted  to  the 
action.   An  established  neighborhood  will  be  disrupted, 
and  d  change  in  land  use,  from  residential  to  commer- 

cial ,  is  therefore  expected.   (30  pages) 
COKMENIS  MADE  BY:  USDA  EPA   HUE   EOI   DOT 
(ELR  ORDER  #  0U655)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  U655F) 

Kentucky  80  06/07 

Kentucky 
County:         Pulaski 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  reconstruction  of 
3.7  Tiiles  of  2  lane  roadway.   Seven  residences  will  be 
displaced  by  the  action;  several  farms  will  be  severed; 
13G  acres  will  be  taken  for  right-of-way.   (Ufl  pages) 
COMMUNIS  MADE  BY:  DSDA  COE   EPA   HEW   HUD   DOT   DCT 
(ELR    ORDER  #  04657)     (NTIS  GREER  #  EIS  72  4657F) 

City  Boulevard  06/06 

Maryland 
Proposed  construction  of  6-lanes  of  highway  in  urban 
Baltimore,  from  1-170  to  Mount  Royal  Avenue.   Approximately 
148  residences  and  39  businesses  will  be  displaced  by  the 
action.   (68  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  COE   EPA   HEW   DOT 
(ELR  OHDER  t  04639)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4639F) 

F.A.S.  297  (County  Road  531)  06/06 

Hichi(jan 
County:         Gogebic 
The  proposed  project  would  relocate  and  reconstruct 
F.A.S.  2  from  its  junction  with  F.A.S.  1043  to  F.A.S. 
295.   A  bridge  would  be  constructed  across  the  Cisco- 
Lindsley  Lakes  channel.   Approxiirately  34,6  acres  of 
wooded  land  will  be  taken  for  right-of-way,  disrupting 
suoreline  recreation.   Of  concern  is  the  extent  to  which 

poor-drainage  quality  soils  will  erode.   (59  pages) 
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COrtWtN'IS  HADE  BY:  nSDA  DOC   COE   EPA   DOI   DOT 
(£Li-;  ORDER  9    0a6iH)     (MTIS  ORDER  #  ETS  72  a638F) 

I--435  06/01 

ilissouri 
County:         Platte 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  13 
miles  ot  I-U35,  a  section  of  beltway  to  the  north  and  west 
of  the  Kansas  City  Metropolitan  Area.  The  action  will 
include  the  construction  of  8  major  interchanges  and  the 
channelization  of  sections  of  Brush  Creek;  24  ponds 
will  be  eliminated  and  groundwater  quality  levels 
will  oe  adversly  affected.  Nine  residences  will  be 
displaced  by  the  project;  1000  acres  of  land,  much  of  it 
agricultural  or  timber  land,  will  be  lost.  (62  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  ^FA   HEW   HUD 
(ELB  OfiDER  #  0U605)     (NTIS  OREER  #  EIS  72  U605P) 

Route  65  06/07 

Missouri 
County:         Greene 
Tne  project  involves  construction  of  12.5  miles  of  2 
lane  highway  between  Route  AF  and  I  UH,       Approximately 
400  acres  of  land  will  be  taken  for  right-of-way.   Dis- 

placements will  number  20  families  and  2  businesses. 
(25  pages) 
COMKtNlS  ?IADE  BY:  USDA  EPA   DOI   DOT 
(£LR  ORDER  #  04656)     (NTIS  OREER  #  EIS  72  4656F) 

1-90  06/20 

Montana 
County:        Mineral 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  5. 3 
miles  of  4  lane  highway,  including  2  full  diamond  inter- 

changes, one  special  access  facility,  8  major  structures, 
and  1  mile  of  fishing  access  road.   The  road,  which  is 
located  in  a  particularly  scenic  canyon,  follows  a 
valuaDle  fishing  stream  and  will  take  an  unspecified 
amount  of  winter  game  range  as  right-of-way.   (49  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY: 
(ELK  ORDER  t  04743)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4743F) 

US  6  06/20 

Nebraska 
County:         Chase  Hayes  Hitchcock 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  reconstruction  of 
14.5  miles  of  highway,  between  the  villages  of  Wauneta  and 
Palisade.   Channel  works  will  be  required  upon  the  French- 

man River  because  of  the  project,  with  possible  adverse 
effects  upon  riparian  wildlife  resulting  .   One 
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residence  and  an  unspecified  airount  of  land  will  be  taken 
for  right-of-way.   (42  pages) 
COHWENTS  MADE  BY:  USD  A  COE   EPA   DOI 
(£LR  ORDEP  ff  047U5)     (NTIS  OPCER  #  EIS  72  U7U5P) 

Nebraska  Highway  10  06/21 

Nebraska 
The  statement  considers  the  widening,  from  2  to  4  lanes, 
of  1.44  miles  of  roadway  in  the  City  of  Kearney,   A 
number  of  trees  will  be  eliminated;  several  driveways 
will  be  relocated.   (24  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  EPA   COE   HUD   DOI 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04750)     (NTIS  OREEF  #  EIS  72  475CF) 

LaSalle,  Erie  Highland,  and  Rainbow  Blvd.  Arterial      06/06 

New  York 
County:         Niagara 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  the 
LaSalle  Erie-Highland  and  Rainbow  Blvd.  arterial  for  the 
downtown  section  of  the  City  of  Niagara  Falls,  NY;  80%  of 
the  highway  right-of-way  is  on  lands  already  designated 
for  transportation.   A  shift  in  air  and  noise  pollution 
is  expected,  but  on  the  whole  decreasing.   One  historic 
building  is  being  destroyed.   The  displaceirents  will  be 
104  residents,  25-50  commercial  structures  and  79-132 
dwelling  units  depending  on  the  alternative  chosen.   (148 
pages) 
COMMENTS  HADE  BY:  OSDA  DOI   EPA   COT 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04636)     (NTIS  ORCER  #  EIS  72  4636F) 

State  Highway  1499A  06/06 

New  York 
County:         Monroe 
Proposed  construction  of  a  new  bridge  over  the  Genesse  River 
and  2700*  of  approaches.   An  unspecified  amount  of  farm  land 
and  number  of  residences  will  be  committed  to  the  project. 
(24  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  .OSDA  EPA   FPC   DOI   DOT 
(ELR  ORDER  «  04642)     (NTIS  ORDER  t  EIS  72  4642F) 

1-88  (Susquehanna  Expressway)  06/26 

New  York 
County:         Albany         Schenectady 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  an  18  mile 
section  of  interstate  highway,  from  Central  Bridge  in 
Schoharie  County  to  Route  890.   Approximately  30  res- 

idences and  5  businesses  will  be  displaced  by  the  pro- 
ject; a  4  (f)  statement  will  be  filed  as  public  land 

would  be  taken  for  right-of-way.   Semi-public  recreation 
areas  (golf  courses)  and  wildlife  refuges  will  also  be 
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adversely  affected.   (m9  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  DSDA  COE   fiPC   DO  I 
(fcLR  ORDER  #  04778)     (NTIS  OREER  #  EIS  72  U778F) 

Market  Avenue  North  06/28 

Ohio 
County:        Stark 
The  statement  considers  the  widening,  fron'  2  to  t*  lanes 
of  Market  Avenue,  in  the  City  of  Canton.   Several  trees 
will  be  lost  to  the  proiect.   (29  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  HUD   DOI 
(ELR  OHDER  #  04801)     (NTIS  OREFR  #  EIS  72  4801?) 

Cascade  Lakes  Highway  (Oregon  Forest  Highway  46)        06/01 

Oregon 
County:         Deschutes       Klamath 
The  statement  is  concerned  with  the  proposed  construction 
oi  5.8  miles  of  highway,  with  the  purpose  of  opening  new 
lana  to  recreational  and  commercial  use.   The  area  has  an 
abundant  wildlife  population,  including  deer,  elk,  and 
the  bald  eagle.   Approximately  100  acres  of  timber  land 
will  be  committed  to  the  project.   (64  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  FPA   DOI   DOT 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04697)     (NTIS  GREER  #  EIS  72  4607P) 

Legislative  Route  10041  06/06 

Pennsylvania 
County:         Butler 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a 
replacement  bridge  on  LR  1004  1  over  Little  Connoguessing 
Creek  in  Jackson  Township.   Construction  of  the  2  lane 
facility  will  result  in  the  erosion  of  the  creek  banks. 
(62  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  EPA   DOT 
(EL&  ORDER  #  04635)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  4635P) 

Heckle  Bypass     '  06/09 

South  Carolina 

The  statement  refers  to  the  construction  of  4-5  miles  of 

roadway  which  would  serve  as  a  section  of  the  connecting 
route  between  S.  C.  Route  72  and  S.  C.  Route  161,  connect- 

ing the  City  of  Rock  Hill.   The  facility  would  displace 
from  8  to  12  residences  and  cross  several  small  streams. 
(25  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:   COE   EPA  HUD  DOI  DOT 
ELR  ORDER  #  04681)        (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4681F) 



rl30- 

Golden  Strip  Freeway  06/09 

South  Carolina 
County:        Greenville 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  6 
miles  of  multi-lane  freeway,  from  the  T  85  -  385  inter- 

change to  US  272  between  Maudlin  and  Sirrpsonville. 
Twelve  residences  will  be  displaced  by  the  action.   An 

unspecified  amount  of  land  will  be  required  for  right- 
of-way.   (38  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  COE   EPA   HDD   DOI 
(ELS  ORDER  #  0U68U)     (NTIS  GREER  #  EIS  72  U68yP) 

US14  06/01 

South  Dakota 
County:         Brookings 
The  proposed  action  is  the  reconstruction  of  1U  miles  of 
US    14,  from  2  to  U  lanes.  Several  new  bridges  will  be 
constructed.   Four  farm  residences  and  an  unspecified 
amount  of  new  right-of-way  will  be  comiritted  to  the  project. 
(39  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  HSDA  COE   EPA   COI 
(£LR  ORDER  #  04598)     (NTIS  GREER  #  EIS  72U598F  ) 

State  Route  2123  06/28 

Tennessee 
County:         Blount 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  U.43  miles 

of  new  2-lane  roadway.   An  unspecified  amount  of  land 
Will  be  taken  for  right-of-way.   (U1  pages) 
COMHiiNTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  COE   HfJD   DOI   DOT   TVA 
(£LB  ORDER  #  0U796)     (NTIS  OECER  f  EIS  72  a796F) 

OS  175  ^6/09 

Texas 

County:         Kaufman 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  20.7 

miles  of  a  lane  highway,  5,9  miles  of  it  on  new  location. 

Ten  families  and  6  businesses  will  be  displaced  by  the 
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actiou;  an  unspecified  amount  cf  land  will  be  taken;  28 
acres  ot  lake  will  be  filled  in  for  use  as  right-of-way, 
with  a  resulting  adverse  iirpact  upon  local  water  systems, 
(as  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  COE   EPft   DOT 
(ELR  ORDEP  «  C4683)     (NTIS  ORCER  #  EIS  72  U683F) 

Beltway  8  06/21 

Texas 
County:         HARRIS 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  U  miles  of 

(at  least)  8-lane  highway,  between  1-10  and  S.H.  225.   A 
high  level  crossing  of  the  Houston  Ship  Channel  is 
included  in  the  project.   Approximately  163  acres  will 
be  taken  for  right-of-way.   The  project  will  facilitate 
continued  urban  growth;  the  water  of  Buffalo  Bayou  will 
be  subject  to  pollution  during  construction.   (30  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  EPA   COE 
(ELR  ORDER  «  0a7a9)     (NTIS  ORCER  #  EIS  72  a7U9F) 

US  59  06/28 

Texas 
County:         Bowie  Cass 
The  statement  considers  the  reconstruction,  from  2  to 
4  lanes,  of  13.4  miles  of  highway.   Ten  residences  and 
2  businesses  will  be  displaced  by  the  project.   (62 
pages) 
COMMENTS  HADE  BY:  EPA   USCG  USCA  COE   HEW   COI   OFO   DOT 
(ELR  ORDER  t  OU800)     (NTIS  ORDER  t  EIS  72  «800F) 

I  82  06/21 

Washington 
County:        Yakima         Benton 
The  statement  considers  the  corridor  for  construction  of 

42  miles  of  interstate  highway,  from  Onior  Gap  to  Pros- 
ser.   As  the  precise  route  has  not  been  fixed,  the  num- 

ber of  displacements  has  not  been  specified.   Wildlife 
habitat  and  agricultural  land  will  be  taken  for  right- 
of-way.   (252  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADF  BY:  EPA   HUD   DOI   DOT 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04751)     (NTIS  OSEER  #  EIS  72  4751F) 

West  Virginia  Turnpike  06/28 

West  Virginia 
County:         several 
The  statement  considers  the  reconstruction  to  Inter- 

state standards  of  87  miles  of  the  Turnpike,  from 
Princeton  to  Charlestown.   The  need  for  new  right-of 
way  will  result  in  the  displacement  of  188  families  and 
5  churches.   (142  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  DOI   OEC   EPA 
(£La  OBDER  #  04798)     (NTIS  OFEER  #  EIS  72  4798F) 
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State    Highway    172,    F-081-1  ()  06/06 
Wisconsin 
County:         Brown 
Proposed  construction  of  a  new  U  to  6  lane  divided  freeway 
between  ns-41  in  Ashwaubenon  and  1-57  in  Eellevue.   The 
project  would  include  a  new  bridge  over  the  Fox  River.   A 
4(f)  statement  will  be  filed  as  a  piece  of  public  park  land 
would  be  taken  by  the  action.   (56  pages) 
COMMENTS  HADE  BY:  USDA  ?.?h       HUD   DOT   DOT 
(ELR  OBDER  #  CU6U3)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  a643F) 

Boulder  Junction  Road  06/29 

Wisconsin 
County:         Vilas 
The  statement  is  concerned  with  the  proposed  recon- 

struction of  7.3  miles  of  County  Trunk  Highway  "M" 
in  the  town  of  Boulder  Junction.  Approximately  90 
acres  of  the  Northern  Highland  State  Forest  will  be 
taken  by  the  project.  A  '♦(f)  statement  will  be  filed. 
(32  pages.) 
COttMtlNTS  HADE  BY:  USDA  DOT   HEW 
(ELR  ORDER  #  0U807)     (NTIS  OPEER  #  EIS  72  U708F) 
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Reqional  Federal  Highway  Administrators 

SGION  1* 
:onn..  Me.,  Mass.,  N.H.,  R.I.,  Vt.,  N.J.,  N.Y. ,  Puerto  Rico) 
iministrator;   G.  D.  Love,  4  Normanskill  Blvd.,  Delmar,  N.Y.   12054 

3GI0N   3 
Del.,    D.C.,    Md.,    Pa.,    Va.,    W.Va.) 
3niinistrator:      August   Schofer,    31  Hopkins    Plaza,    Baltimore,    Md.,    21201 

BGION  4 

Ma.,  Fla.,  Ga.,  Ky.,  Miss.,  N.C.,  S.C,  Tenn.) 
aministrator:   H.  E.  Stark,   1720  Peachtree  Rd.,  N.W.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30309 

SGION  5 
111.,  Ind.,  Mich.,  Minn.,  Ohio,  Wise.) 
iministrator;   F.  B.  Farrell,  18209  Dixie  Hwy.,  Homewood,  111.  60430 

gGION  6 
\rk..  La.,  N.M.,  Okla.,  Texas) 
Iministrator:   J.  W.  White,  819  Taylor  St.,  Fort  Worth,  Texas   76102 

3GI0N  7 
Eowa,  Kansas,  Mo.,  Neb.) 
iministrator:  J.  B.  Kemp,  P.  O.  Box  7186,  Country  Club  Station,  Kansas  Citj 
Mo.   64113 

EG ION  8 

::ol.,  Montana,  N.D-,  S.D.,  Utah,  Wyoming) 
dministrator:  W.  H.  Baugh  (Acting),  Rm.  242,  Bldg.  40,  Denver  Federal 
enter,  Denver,  Colo.   80225 

EGION  9 
Arizona,  Calif.,  Hawaii,  Nev.) 
dministrator:   S.  E.  Farin,  450  Golden  Gate  Ave.,  San  Francisco,  Calif .941C 

EGION  10 

Alaska,  Idaho,  Oregon,  Wash.) 
dministrator;   R.  M-  Phillips,  222  Southwest  Morrison  St.,  Portland,  Oreg. 

97204 

Conforms  to  Standard  Federal  Regions  1  &  2 
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AVAILABILITY  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY  COMMENTS  ON 

ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENTS 

Appendix  I  contains  a  listing  of  draft  environmental 
impact  statements  which  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
(EPA)  has  reviewed  and  commented  upon  in  writing  during  the 
period  from  June  1,  1972,  to  June  30,  1972,  as  required 
by  Section  102(2) (C)  of  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969  and  Section  309  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended. 
The  listing  includes  the  Federal  agency  responsible  for  the 
statement,  the  number  assigned  by  EPA  to  the  statement,  the 
title  of  the  statement,  the  classification  of  the  nature  of 

EPA's  comments,  and  the  source  for  copies  of  the  comments. 

Appendix  II  contains  definitions  of  the  four  classifi- 
cations of  EPA's  comments.   Copies  of  EPA's  comments  on  these 

draft  environmental  impact  statements  are  available  to  the 
public  from  the  EPA  offices  noted. 

Appendix  III  contains  a  listing  of  the  addresses  of  the 
sources  for  copies  of  EPA  comments  listed  in  Appendix  I. 

Copies  of  the  draft  environmental  impact  statements  are 
available  from  the  Federal  department  or  agency  which  prepared 
the  draft  statement  or  from  the  National  Technical  Information 
Service,  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  Springfield,  Virginia 
22151. 

y^J^lA^y^^^ 
A-^i^- 

Sheldon  Meyers 
Director 
Office   of   Federal   Activities 

Date :        jul  7      1972 
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APPENDIX  II 

DEFINITION  OF  CODES  FOR  THE  GENERAL  NATURE 

OF  EPA  COMMENTS 

(1)  General  Agreement/Lack  of  Objections;   The  Agency  generally: 

(a)  Has  no  objections  to  the  proposed  action  as  described 
in  the  draft  impact  statement; 

(b)  suggest  only  minor  changes  in  the  proposed  action  or 
the  draft  impact  statement;  or 

(c)  has  no  comments  on  the  draft  impact  statement  or  the 

proposed  action. 

(2)  Inadequate  Information; 

The  Agency  feels  that  the  draft  impact  statement  does  not 
contain  adequate  information  to  assess  fully  the  environmental 

impact  of  the  proposed  action.   The  Agency's  comments  call  for 
more  information  about  the  potential  environmental  hazards 

addressed  in  the  statement,  or  ask  that  a  potential  environ- 
mental hazard  be  addressed  since  it  was  not  addressed  in  the 

draft  statement. 

(3)  Major  Changes  Necessary: 

The  Agency  believes  that  the  proposed  action,  as  described 
in  the  draft  impact  statement,  needs  major  revisions  or  major 
additional  safeguards  to  adequately  protect  the  environment. 

(4)  Unsatisfactory : 

The  Agency  believes  that  the  proposed  action  is  unsatisfactory 
because  of  its  potentially  harmful  effect  on  the  environment. 
Furthermore,  the  Agency  believes  that  the  safeguards  which 
might  be  utilized  may  not  adequately  protect  the  environment 

from  the  hazards  arising  from  this  action.   The  Agency  there- 
fore recommends  that  alternatives  to  the  action  be  analyzed 

further  (including  the  possibility  of  no  action  at  all) . 
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APPENDIX  III 

SOURCES  FOR  COPIES  OF  EPA  COMMENTS 

A.  Director,  Office  of  Public  Affairs 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
401  M  Street,  S.W. 
Washington,  D.C.    20460 

B.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 

Region  I 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Room  2303 
John  F.  Kennedy  Federal  Building 
Boston,  Massachusetts    02203 

C.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 

Region  II 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Room  847 
26  Federal  Plaza 
New  York,  New  York    10  007 

D.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  III 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Curtis  Bldg.,  6th  and  Walnut  Streets 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania    19106 

E.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 

Region  IV 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Suite  300 
1421  Peachtree  Street,  N.E. 
Atlanta,  Georgia    30309 

F.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 

Region  V 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
1  N.  Wacker  Drive 
Chicago,  Illinois    60606 

G.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 

Region  VI 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
1600  Patterson  Street 
Dallas,  Texas    75201 
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Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  VII 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
1735  Baltimore  Street 
Kansas  City,  Missouri    64108 

Director  of  Public  Affairs 

Region  VIII 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Lincoln  Tower,  Room  916 
1860  Lincoln  Street 
Denver,  Colorado    80203 

Director  of  Public  Affairs 

Region  IX 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
100  California  Street 
San  Francisco,  California    94102 

Director  of  Public  Affairs 

Region  X 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
1200  6th  Avenue 
Seattle,  Washington    98101 
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CEQ  Annual  Report  Gives  Strong  Endorsement  to  NEPA 

The  Council  on  Environmental  Quality's  Third  Annual  Report, 
forwarded  to  Congress  by  the  President  on  August  7,  contains 
an  entire  chapter  devoted  to  the  National  Environmental 

Policy  Act.  Chapter  7  of  the  report,  entitled  "NEPA:  Reform 
in  Government  Decisionmaking,"  discusses  the  impacts  that 
the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  (NEPA) ,  has  had  on  the 
Federal  Government  since  its  enactment  on  January  1,  1970. 

The  chapter  reviews  the  background  of  NEPA's  enactment,  the 
changes  in  Federal  policy  brought  by  the  Act,  the  signifi- 

cance of  the  environmental  impact  statement  process  for  ma- 
jor Federal  actions,  and  the  role  of  the  courts  in  enforcing 

NEPA.  It  concludes  with  an  overall  review  and  strong  endorse- 
ment of  NEPA's  remarkable  accomplishments  in  just  2  1/2  years. 

The  full  text  of  Chapter  7  is  reprinted  in  this  month's  102 Monitor. 
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vides  a  similar  weekly  listing  in 
the  Federal  Register.  The  Federal 
Register  listing  is  published  each 
Saturday. 
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SOURCES  FOR  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENTS 

In  order  to  receive  more  efficient  and  prompt  service, 
requestors  are  urged  to  order  draft  and  final  impact  statements 

from  the  Department  of  Commerce's  National  Technical  Infor- 
mation Service  (NTIS)  rather  than  the  preparing  agency.   Each 

statement  will  be  assigned  an  order  number  that  will  appear 
in  the  102  Monitor  (at  the  end  of  the  siammary  of  each 
statement)  and  also  in  the  NTIS  semi-monthly  Announcement 
Series  No.  58,  •  "Environmental  Pollution  and  Control."   (An 
annual  subscription  costs  $5.00  and  can  be  ordered  from 
the  NTIS,  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  Springfield,  Virginia 
22151) 

Final  statements  will  be  available  in  microfiche  as 

well  as  paper  copy.   A  paper  copy  of  any  statement  can  be 
obtained  by  writing  NTIS  at  the  above  address.   A  new  price 
list  for  NTIS  documents  is  on  page  27   A  microfiche  costs 
$0.95. 

NTIS  is  also  offering  a  special  "package"  in  which  the 
subscriber  receives  all  statements  in  microfiche  for  $0.35 
per  statement. 

Statements  will  still  be  available  for  public  scrutiny 
in  the  document  rooms  of  the  various  agencies.   However, 
only  limited  copies  will  be  available  for  distribution. 

Yet  another  possible  source  of  statements  is  from 
the  Environmental  Law  Institute,  1346  Connecticut  Avenue, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.   20036.   To  order  a  document,  please 
indicate  the  Department,  date,  and  ELR  Order  #  (given  at 
the  end  of  each  summary).   The  Institute  charges  $0.10 
per  page,  and  as  you  will  note,  the  number  of  pages  is  also 
given  at  the  end  of  the  summaries.   Please  enclose  the 
correct  amount  of  money  with  your  order  and  mark  the  envelope 
to  the  attention  of  the  "Document  Service." 
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rTiS    Price   Lis 

t_ 

ages 

1-20 $3.00 201-205 $12.25 
401-405 

$22.25 601-605 
$32.25 

80U805 
$42.25 21-25 3.25 206-210 12.50 406-410 22.50 606-610 32.50 806-810 
42.50 

26-30 3.50 211-215 12.75 411-415 22.75 611-615 32.75 811-815 
42.75 

31-35 3.75 216-220 13.00 416-420 23.00 616-620 33.00 816-820 
43.00 

36-40 4.00 221-225 13.25 421-425 23.25 621-625 33,25 821-825 43.25 

41-A5 4.25 226-230 13.50 426-430 23.50 626-630 33,50 826-830 43.50 

46-50 4.50 231-235 13.75 431-4:^5 23.75 631-635 33,75 831-835 
43.75 

51-55 4.75 236-240 14.00 436-44.0 
24.00 

636-640 34,00 836-840 44.00 
56-60 5.00 241-245 14.25 441-4^5 24.25 6i 1-645 34,25 841-845 44.25 

61-65 5.25 246-250 14.50 
446-4'>0 

24.50 646-650 34,50 846-850 44.50 

66-70 5.50 251-255 14.75 451-4^5 24.75 651-655 34,75 851-855 
44.75 

71-75 5.7> 256-260 15.00 456-460 25.00 656-660 35,00 856-860 45. CO 

76-80 6.00 261-265 15.25 461-465 25,25 661-665 35,25 861-865 45.25 

81-85 6.25 266-270 15.50 466-47  0 25.50 566-670 35.50 866-870 
45.50 

86-90 6.50 271-275 15.75 47 1 -47  5 25.75 671-675 35.75 871-875 45.75 

91-95 6.75 276-280 16.00 476-43  0 26.00 67.6-630 
36.00 

876-880 46.00 

96-100 7.00 281-285 16.25 481-48  5 26.25 631-685 36.25 881-885 46.25 

01-105 7.2f> 286-290 16.50 
486-4';0 

26.50 686-690 36.50 886-890 46.30 

06-110 7.50 291-29:, 16.75 491-49  5 26.75 691-695 36.75 891-895 

46.75 

11-115 7.75 296-300 17.00 496-500 27.00 696-700 37.00 896-900 
47.00 

16-120 8.00 301-305 17.25 501-50  5 27.25 701-705 
37.25 

901-905 47.25 

21-125 8.25 306-310 17.50 506-510 27.50 706-710 37 .  50 906-910 

47.50 

26-130 8.50 311-315 17.75 

511-51-3 
27.7  5 711-715 37.75 911-915 

47.75 

31-135 8.75 316-320 18.00 516-520 28.00 716-720 38.00 916-920 

48.00 

36-140 9.00 321-325 18.25 521-525 28.25 721-725 
38,25 

921-925 48,2  5 

41-145 9.25 326-330 18,50 526-5 ?0 28.50 726-7  30 
38.50 926-930 48.50 

46-150 9.50 331-335 18.75 531-535 28.75 731-735 38.75 931-935 48.75 

51-155 9.75 336-340 19.00 
536-5/'iO 

29,00 
736-7-0 39.00 

936-9^'^0 

49.00 
56-160 10.00 341-345 19.25 541-54  5 29.25 741-7A5 

39.25 

941-9^'> 

49.25 

61-165 10.25 346-350 19.50 546-550 29.50 746-760 
39.50 

946-950 49.50 

66-170 10.50 351-355 19.75 551-553 29,75 751-755 39.75 
951-955 49.75 

71-175 10.75 356-360 20.00 556-560 30.00 756-7fc0 
40.00 

956-960 50.00 76-180 11.00 361-365 20.25 561-56  5 30.25 761-765 40.25 961-965 50.25 
81-185 11.25 366-370 20.50 

566-570 30.50 766-770 40.50 966-970 50.50 
86-190 11.50 371-37  5 20.75 

571-57  5 30.7  5 771-775 40.75 
971-975 50.75 

91-195 11.75 376-380 21.00 
576-58^ 

31.00 
776-780 41.00 976-980 

51.C'0 

96-200 12.00 381-33  5 21.25 581-58S 31.25 781-785 41.25 981-985 51.25 
386-390 21.50 

586-590 31.50 786-790 41.50 
986-990 51.50 

391-395 21.75 591-595 31.75 791-795 41.75 991-995 51.75 
396-400 22.00 596-6C0 32.00 796-800 42.00 996-1000 52.00 
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SOURCE  FOR  BACK  ISSUES  OF 
THE  102  MONITOR 

Because  the  supply  of  past  issues  of  the  102  Monitor  is  not 
sufficient  to  meet  all  requests,  a  list  is  provided  below 
indicating  where  the  various  issues  of  the  102  Monitor 
appeared  in  the  Congressional  Record.   You  may  wish  to  order 
these  Congressional  Records  from  the  Superintendent  of 
Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C. 
20402  ($.25  per  copy). 

page  E  3607)  -  April  28,  1971 

page  E  5151)  -  May  27,  1971 

page  E  6023)  -  June  16,  1971 

page  E  8458)  -  July  28,  1971 

page  E  9483)  -  September  13,  1971 

page  E  10002)  -  September  24,  1971 

page  E  11596)  -  November  1,  1971 

page  E  12213)  -  November  15,  1971 

page  E  13322)  -  December  11,  1971 

page  E  76)  -  January  18,  1972 

page  E  1886)  -  March  2,  1972 

page  E  2409)  -  March  13,  1972 

page  E  3778)  -  April  13,  1972 

page  E  4929)  -  May  13,  1972 

page  E  6489)  -  June  27,  1972 

Vol. 1,  Nos.  1,  2, &  3 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 1,  No.  4 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 1,  No.  5 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 1,  No.  6 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 1,  No.  7 

Congressional Record 
vol. 1,  No.  8 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 1,  No.  9 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 1,  No.  10 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 1,  No.  11 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 1,  No.  12 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 2,  No.  1 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 2,  NO.  2 

Congressional Record 
Vol, 2,  No.  3 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 2,  No.  4 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 2,  No.  5 

Congressional Record 
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To  Superintendent  oF  Docu- 
ments, Government  Print- 

ing Office,  Washington, 
D.C.    20402 

Date 
-,  19. 

Name 

Street  oddren 

Oty   

State        Zip  Code 

roM  USE  or  supt.  or  docs. 

Ejiclo««d 

To  b«  moiled 
loter   

Subicriplion   

Refund   

Coupon  Refund  . 

Postajc  _   

CATALOG  NO. QUAN- 
TITY 

DBSIRBD 
TITLS  OF  PUBLICATION 

PRICE 
PBR 
COPY 

TOTAL 

s 

FOR  ADDITIONAL  SPACE  AHACH  ANOTHER  SHEET.                          TOTAL  AMOUNT  ENaOSED.. $   _. 

IMPORTANT 

Please  include  your  ZIP  CODE  when  filling  out  the  mailinj  label  below. 

J.S.  GOVERNMENT  PRINTING  OFFICE 
PUBLIC  DOCUME.NTS  DEPARTMENT 

WASHINGTON,  D.C.      20402 

OFFICIAL  BUSINESS 

RETURN  AFTER  5  DAYS POSTAGE  AND  FEES  PAID 
U.S.  GOVERNMENT  PUNTING  OFHCE 

Name   

Street  address 

City  and  State ZIP  Code 
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ON  THE  FOLLOWING  PAGES  ARE  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENTS  RECEIVED 
BY  THE  COUNCIL  FROM  JULY  1  THROUGH  JULY  31,  1972 

Note:  At  the  head  of  the  listing  of  statements  re- 
ceived from  each  agency  is  the  name  of  an  individual 

who  can  answer  questions  regarding  those  statements. 

DEPARTHENl  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Contact:      Dr.  T.C.  Eyerly 
Office  of  the  Secretary 
Washington,  D.C.  20250 

(202)  388-78C3 

Final 
Agricultural  Research  Service 

Date 

Brooksville  Cattle  Research  Station  07/05 

Florida 
County:         Hernando 
The  statement  considers  the  removal  of  timber  and  the  burning 
of  residue  on  an  unspecified  amount  of  land  at  the  station. 
Open  land  will  then  be  sowed  with  grass  for  the  grazing  of 
cattle.  The  action  will  contribute  to  air  pollution  and  dis- 

place wildlife.  (7  pages) 

(ELR  ORDER  ■#  04829)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4829F) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  EPA   DOI 

Forest  Service 

Draft 

Nez  Perce  National  Forest  07/28 

Idaho 
The  statement  refers  to  the  3  year  road  construction  plan 
for  the  Forest.   The  plan  is  intended  to  facilitate  the 
harvesting  of  timber.   Construction  will  include  18U  miles 
of  new  road,  296  miles  of  reconstruction,  and  U50  miles  of 
spur  road  construction.   Approximately  3, 400  acres  will  be 
stripped  of  vegetative  cover,  HQ%   of  it  permanently.   Ad- 

verse effects  will  include  soil  disturbance,  air  and  water 
pollution,  esthetic  impact,  and  the  impairment  of  fish  and 
wildlife  habitat  (including  the  permanent  loss  of  400 
acres  of  big  game  habitat) .   Increased  hunting  and  recrea- 

tion pressures  on  the  land  will  result.   (31  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  0498C)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4980D) 
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Road  Construction,  Eitterroot  National  Forest  07/14 

Montana        Idahc 
Ihe  statement  considers  the  implementation  of  a  2  year 
road  program  for  the  Forest,  which  includes  the  con- 

struction of  99  miles  of  new  roadway  and  the  recon- 
struction of  103  miles  of  existing  roadway.  The  action 

will  result  in  the  acceleration  of  erosion  and  the  in- 
crease of  settlement  levels;  450  acres  will  be  stripped 

of  vegetative  cover;  air  pollution  will  increase  with  the 
turning  of  debris;  wildlife  will  be  disturbed  and  in- 

creased hunting  pressures  will  develop.   The  purpose  of 
the  program  is  that  of  making  the  harvesting  of  mature 
stands  of  timber  possible.   (25  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04893)     (NTIS  OHDER  »  EIS  72  4893D) 

Eitterroot  National  Forest  07/25 

Montana 
County:         Ravalli 
The  statement  considers  the  implementation  of  a  revised 
Multiple  Use  Plan  for  the  Moose  Creek  Planning  Unit  of  the 
Forest.  The  plan  considers  the  construction  of  roads  and 
the  cutting  (including  clearcutting)  of  timber  in  selected 
sections  of  20,000  acres  of  Forest,  and  management  for  re- 

creation in  others.  The  plan  will  affect  water  and  air 
quality  (the  latter  due  to  the  burning  of  log  slash) , 
natural  landscapes,  and  wildlife  habitat.  (102  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  »  04940)     (NTIS  ORDER  I  EIS  72  4940D) 

Allegheny  National  Forest  07/C7 

Pennsylvania 
County:         Warren 
The  statement  considers  the  use  of  141  acres  of  Forest  land 
for  a  sanitary  landfill  by  the  Barren  County  Solid  Haste 
Authority,  It  is  possible  that  use  of  the  land  could  result 
in  ground  water  contamination.  (43  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04848)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4848D) 

Hiwassee  Unit,  Cherokee  National  Forest  07/07 

Tennessee 
County:         McMinn         Polk  Monroe 
Ihe  statement  considers  a  10  year  management  plan  for  the 
39,023  acre  unit.   The  plan  involves  recreational  use  of 
the  forest,  planning  for  fish  and  wildlife  enhancement, 
and  the  harvesting  of  timber.   Road  construction  in  the 
unit  will  become  necessary.   (60  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04847)     (NTIS  ORDER  I  EIS  72  48470) 
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Green  Mountain  National  Forest  07/17 

Vermont 
The  statement  considers  a  5  year  Timber  Management  Plan 
for  the  Forest.   An  annual  cutting  program  of  10.8  million 
td.ft.  of  sawtimber  and  35.1  thousand  cords  of  round  wood 
products  will  be  implemented.  Roads  will  be  constructed  as 
part  of  the  plan.   The  project  will  affect  soil  and  water 
quality  standards,  aesthetic  values, and  wildlife  habitat. 
(34  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04896)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  4896D) 

Jefferson  National  Forest  07/28 

Virginia 
County:         several 
The  statement  refers  to  the  management  of  the  Upper  Craig 
Creek  Unit,  Blacksburg  and  New  Castle  Ranger  Districts  of 
the  Forest.   The  program  will  provide  for  increased  rec- 

reational use,  timber  management,  wildlife  enhancement, 
and  water  quality  control.   New  roads  and  trails  will  be 
built,  (including  a  horse  trail) ,  and  a  new  trail  shelter 
will  be  constructed  on  the  Appalachian  Trail.   (59  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04986)     (NTIS  ORDER  i  EIS  72  4986D) 

Konongahela  National  Forest  07/05 

West  Virginia 
County:  Randolph 
The  statement  considers  the  approval  by  the  Forest  Service 
of  "operating  plans"  proposed  by  the  owner  of  minerals 
underlying  a  portion  of  the  Forest,  under  which  a  leasee 
would  mine  coal  at  2  sites.   The  action  would  result  in 
the  significant  disturbance  of  12  acres  of  Forest  land; 
possible  erosion  and  acid  mine  drainage;  a  significant 
increase  in  the  use  of  low-class  forest  roads;  and  the 
potential  disruption  of  black  bear  breeding  area  and  a 
portion  of  the   only  known  range  of  a  rare  Salamander. 
(58  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  »  0U833)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  U833D) 

Final  Date 

Kesquite  Program,  Coronado  National  Forest  07/25 

Arizona 

The  statement  refers  to  a  proposed  herbicidal  spray  pro- 
ject on  the  mesguite  of  the  Forest.  The  project  has  been 

deleted  from  the  Fiscal  Year  1972  budget.  A  new  draft 
statement  will  be  issued  when  the  program  is  reactivated. 
(2  pages.) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY: 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04938)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4938F) 
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Rural  Electrification  Administration 

Draft  Date 

Rarion  Plant  07/10 

Illinois 
County:         Williamson 
The  statement  considers  a  loan  request  from  Southern 
Illinois  Power  Co.  If  approved,  part  of  the  loan  would 
be  used  to  finance  electrostatic  precipitators  for  each 
of  three  existing  coal  gathering  units  of  the  Marion 
Plant.  The  precipitators  would  reduce  fly  ash  emissions. 
The  statement  mentions  no  significant  and  adverse  impacts. 
(6  1  pages) 
(£LP.  ORDER  i  04851)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  U861D) 

Creston  Plant  07/26 

Iowa 
County:         Union 
The  statement  considers  a  request  by  the  Central  Iowa 
Power  Cooperative  that  it  be  granted  a  loan  in  order  to 
install  one  30MW  gas  turbine  and  waste  heat  boiler  at  the 
plant.   The  operation  of  the  turbine,  combined  with  the 
closing  of  2  existing  coal-fired  boilers,  will  result  in  an 
overall  reduction  of  pollution  levels.  (69  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  »  04945)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4945D) 

Stanton  Unit  2  07/19 
North  Dakota 
County:        Mercer 
The  statement  considers  a  $50,000,000  loan  to  the  Basin 
Electric  Power  Cooperative,  in  order  to  finance  the  con- 

struction of  a  440,000  kw  generating  unit,  526  iriles  of 
345kV  transmission  line,  235  miles  of  230  kV  line,  and  60 
miles  of  115kV  line.   Fuel  will  be  provided  by  strip 
mining  operations;  discharge  cooling  water  will  heat  local 
sections  of  the  Missouri  River;  the  transmission  lines 
will  be  intrusions  upon  the  landscape.   (53  pages) 
(ELR  ORDEE  »  04912)     (NTIS  ORDER  i  EIS  72  4912D) 

Final  Date 

Dixon  to  Kansas  State  Line  07/07 

Missouri 
County:        several 
The  statement  considers  loans  to  43  distribution  coopera- 

tives which  are  supplied  by  Associated  Electric,  Inc. ,  in 
order  to  finance  the  construction  of  a  substation  at  Franks 
and  160  miles  of  345  kv  transmission  line  between  the  sub- 

station and  Pittsburg,  Kansas.  The  loan  would  be  for  the 
amount  of  $    16,685,000.  The  lines  would  be  intrusions  upon 
the  landscape.  (172  pages) 
COMMENTS  MACE  BY:  USDA  COE   EPA   DOI 
(ELR  ORDER  i  04850)     (NTIS  ORDER  f  EIS  72  4850F) 



-34- 

Hilton  Head  Island  07/2  8 

South  Carolina 
County:         Beaufort 
The  statement  refers  to  the  installation  of  a  20  MH  gas 
turbine  generating  unit  on  the  Island,   Also  included 
would  be  a  250,000  gal.  storage  facility,  truck  unloading 
facilities,  a  step  up  transformer,  and  3300'  of  69  kV 
transmission  line.   The  plant  will  serve  as  an  emergency, 
standby  system.   Potential  emissions  of  sulfur  and  nitro- 

gen oxides,  and  particulates  are  not  considered  signifi- 
cant in  magnitude.   (78  pages) 

COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  EPA   FPC   HEW   DOI 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04985)     (NIIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  U985F) 

Soil  Conservation  Service 

Draft  Date 

Patterson  Watershed  07/26 

California 
County:         Stanislaus 
The  statement  considers  the  land  treatment  measures;  the 
construction  of  a  subsurface  drainage  system  (  10.9  miles 
of  open  joint  tile  and  4.5  miles  of  closed  joint  tile);  and 
the  cleaning  and  deepening  of  1.6  miles  of  existing  open 
drainage  ditches.   The  project  will  improve  drainage, 
lowering  the  high  water  table  on  4,190  acres,  removing 
accumulated  salts  from  the  soil  and  eliminating  health 
hazards.   The  salt  content  of  water  delivered  from  the  area 
to  the  San  Joaguin  Biver  will  be  increased.   (17  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04948)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  4948D) 

Little  Creek  Watershed  07/26 

Georgia 
County:         Wheeler        Laurens 
The  statement  considers  a  soil  erosion  and  flood  control 
program  which  would  involve  land  treatment  measures  and 
the  construction  of  13  reservoirs.   Approximately  193  acres 
cf  woodland  and  agricultural  land  will  be  inundated,  along 
with  3.7  iriles  of  intermittent  streams.   (14  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04947)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4947D) 

Georgetown  Creek  Watershed  07/26 

Idaho 
County:         Bear  Lake 
The  statement  considers  land  treatment  measures,  channel 
works  on  8,500*  of  the  creek,  and  the  conversion  of  a 
3500  acre  surface  irrigation  system  to  a  pressurized 
system.   The  project  may  adversely  affect  the  rainbow 
trout  population  of  Georgetown  Creek.   (17  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  «  04949)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  4949D) 
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Spring  Brook  Watershed  07/26 

Wisconsin 
County:         Langlade       Marathon 
The  statement  considers  the  implementation  of  flood  control 
ireasures  on  the  watershed,  including  conservation  land 
treatment.   Structural  features  of  the  project  would  con- 

sist of  one  new  flood  control  structure  and  one  to  replace 
the  Antigo  Lake  outlet,  and  a  3'high,  1,340'  long  dike. 
Also  included  would  be  the  clearing  and  snagging  of  10,3U0' 
of  Spring  Brook.   The  project  will  require  approximately 
138  acres  of  agricultural  land;  an  additional  tiUQ   acres 
will  be  occasionally  flooded.   (25  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  «  04946)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4946D) 

Foplar  River  Watershed  07/28 

Sisconsin 
County:        Clark  Taylor 
The  statement  refers  to  an  erosion  and  flood  control  pro- 

ject which  will  involve  conservation  land  treatment  mea- 
sures, and  the  construction  of  a  floodwater  retarding 

structure,  a  5'  high,  1,U00'  long  dike,  and  2,73  miles  of 
channel  improvement.   A  1,376  acre  public  park  and  wild- 

life area  will  be  established.   The  project  will  take  355 

acres  of  agricultural  and  forest  lands;  200  additional 
acres  will  be  occasionally  inundated;  the  natural  beauty 
of  Poplar  River  will  be  affected  by  the  partial  removal  of 
a  granite  outcrop;  the  stream  fishery  of  the  River  will  be 
affected  by  the  channel  works.   (26  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  «  04979)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4979D) 

Final  Date 

East  Fork  of  Whitewater  River  07/25 

Indiana        Ohio 
The  statement  considers  a  watershed  project  which  would 
involve  land  treatment  measures  on  91,000  acres;  3  multi- 

purpose structures  for  flood  control  and  recreational 
facilities;  2  structures  for  flood  control  and  municipal 
water  supply;  one  single  purpose  floodwater  retarding 
structure;  and  29.9  miles  of  stream  works.   Approximately 
3,364  acres  of  land  will  be  removed  from  private  agricul- 

tural use;  1,248  acres  will  be  inundated.   Fish  and  wild- 
life habitat  will  be  adversely  affected.   (34  pages) 

CCMHENTS  MADE  BY:  COE   EPA   HEW   DOI 
(ELR  ORDER  t  04937)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  4937F) 



-36- 

Carbon  Hill  Watershed  07/10 

Rontana 
County:        Custer 
The  statement  considers  the  implementation  of  the  water- 

shed plan,  which  would  include  land  treatment  measures, 
four  reservoirs,  a  floodway  and  drainage  system,  and  re- 

creational facilities.  The  project  will  reduce  floodwater 
and  sediment  damages,  reduce  pollutants  and  sediments  be- 

ing transported  to  the  Yellowstone  River,  lower  a  high  wa- 
ter table,  and  eliminate  mosquito  breeding  grounds.  Approxi- 

mately 287  acres  will  be  committed  to  the  project;  2.5  miles 
of  dry  gullies  will  be  inundated;  one  farmstead  will  be 
displaced.  (UU  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  CCE   EPA   HEW   DOI 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04862)     (NTIS  ORDER  t  EIS  72  '+862F) 

Tore  Williamsburg  Arroyos  Watershed  07/24 

New  Mexico 
County:        Sierra 
The  statement  refers  to  land  treatment  and  the  construction 
of  U  floodwater  retarding  structures,  1  mile  of  channel  work 
and  pipeline,  and  0.6  mile  of  floodway  in  the  19,0U8  acre 
watershed.   Approximately  152  acres  will  be  periodically 
inundated,  with  adverse  effects  upon  agricultural  use  and 
wildlife  habitat;  1  family  will  be  displaced.   (35  pages) 
COMMENTS  MACE  BY:  EFA   COE   HEW   DOI 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04931)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  U931F) 

Chicod  Creek  Watershed  07/13 

North  Carolina 
County:         Pitt  Beaufort 
The  statement  considers  a  watershed  project  which  would 
involve  land  treatment  on  12,200  acres,  and  the  construc- 

tion of  66  miles  of  channel  works,  one  12. U  acre  warm- 
water  impoundment,  11  rock  structures,  30  water-control 
structures,  10  sediment  traps,  and  2  wildlife  wetland 
preservation  areas.   The  project  is  intended  to  reduce 
flood  water  damage  and  erosion,  and  to  improve  soil  qual- 

ity.  Approxima.tely  576  acres  of  cropland  and  woodland 
will  be  lost  to  channels,  spoil  deposits,  and  the  warm- 
water  impoundment.   Wildlife  habitat  will  be  reduced  in 

both  quantity  and  quality.   (247  pages) 
COMMENTS  HADE  BY:  CCE   EPA   DOT 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04884)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4884F) 
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ATOaiC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

Contact:       For  Non-Eegulatory  Matters: 
Mr.  Robert  J.  Catlin,  Director, 
Division  of  Environmental  Affairs 
Washington,  D.C.  20545 

(202)  973-5391 
For  Regulatory  Matters: 
Mr.  A.  Giambusso,  Deputy  Director  for 
Reactor  Projects,  Directorate  of  Licensing 
(202)  973-7373 
Washington,  D.C.  20545 

Draft  Date 

Arkansas  Nuclear  One  Unit  2  07/25 

Arkansas 
County:         Pope 
The  staterrent  considers  the  issuance  of  a  construction  per- 

mit to  the  Arkansas  Power  and  Light  Co.  for  Unit  2,  a  2760 
MWt,  950MWe  pressurized  water  reactor,  with  anticipated 
future  power  levels  of  2900MWt  and  974  MWe.   Hater  for  the 
closed  cycle  cooling  system  (with  a  natural-draft  tower) 
will  be  drawn  from  the  Illinois  Bayou  of  the  Dardanelle 
Reservoir.   Fish  may  be  entrapped  on  the  cooling  system  in- 

let.  Radioactivity  released  from  the  Unit  will  include 
4350  curies  of  gaseous  effluents  and  1005  curies  of  liquid 
effluents  (including  1000  of  tritium),  annually.  (214  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04942)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4942D) 

la  Salle  County  Station  07/28 

Illinois 
County:         LaSalle 
The  statement  refers  to  an  application  by  the  Common- 

wealth Edison  Co.  for  construction  permits  for  the 
Station.   Two  boiling  water  reactors,  of  3293  MWt  and  1100 
MWe  each,  would  be  constructed.   Cooling  water  would  be 
drawn  from  a  to-be-constructed  artificial  lake.   Approx- 

imately 6,860  acres  of  agricultural  land  will  be  required 
for  the  project;  an  additional  400  acres  will  be  taken 
for  appurtenant  facilities  (including  transmission  line) ; 
30  families  will  be  displaced.   An  unspecified  amount  of 
gaseous  radioactive  effluents  will  be  released  to  the 
environs.  (67pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04984)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4984D) 

Bailly  Generating  Station  07/14 

Indiana 
County:         Porter 
The  statement  considers  the  issuance  of  a  construction  per- 
nit  to  the  Northern  Indiana  Public  Service  Co,  for  a  1931 

MWt,  685  MWe  boiling  water  unit.  Natural  draft  cooling  tow- 
ers will  be  used,  with  water  being  drawn  from  Lake  Michigan. 
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Approximately  3U,0C0  curies  of  radioactivity  in  gaseous 
wastes  and  25  curies  (including  20  of  tritium)  in  liquid 
wastes  will  be  released  to  the  environment  annually.  The  mix 
ing  of  cooling  tower  plume  with  smoke  plume  from  existing 
coal-fired  units  may  form  acids  which,  with  salts  and  liquid 
chemical  wastes,  may  have  adverse  effects  upon  flora  and 
fauna  in  the  adjacent  Cowles  Bog  National  Landmark  of  the 
Indiana  Dunes  National  Lakeshore,  (198  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04892)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4892D) 

William  B.  McGuire  Nuclear  Station  07/25 

North  Carolina 
The  statement  considers  the  issuance  of  a  construction 
permit  to  the  Duke  Power  Co.  for  the  2  unit  Station.   Each 
of  the  pressurized  water  reactors  will  produce  BUOCMWt  to 
provide  2300MWe,  and  be  cooled  by  a  once-through  flow  of 
water  from  Lake  Norman;  discharge  will  be  at  16  degrees  F 
above  ambient.   Small  amounts  of  non-radioactive  chemicals 
will  be  released  to  the  water;  an  estimated  dose  of  78  man- 
rem  per  year  (within  a  50  mile  radius)  will  be  released  to 
the  environs.   (312  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04941)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4941D) 

Kewaunne  Nuclear  Power  Plant  07/21 

Wisconsin 
County:         Kewaunee 
The  statement  considers  the  continuation  of  a  construction 
permit  and  the  issuance  of  an  operating  license  to  the 
Wisconsin  Public  Service  Corp.   The  Plant  utilizes  a 
pressurized  water  reactor  to  produce  1650  MWt  and  540  MMe, 
Cooling  water  will  be  pumped  from  Lake  Michigan  into  a 
once-through  system  at  the  rate  of  413,000  gpm.  The  Plant 
will  release  to  the  environs  2000  curies  of  gaseous  wastes, 
5  curies  of  liquid  wastes,  and  1000  curies  of  tritium 
annually.   (336  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04924)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4924D) 

Final  Date 

Turkey  Point  Plant  07/19 

Florida 
County:         Dade 
The  statement  refers  to  the  issuance  of  an  operating  license 
to  the  Florida  Light  and  Power  Co.  for  Units  3  and  4,  each 
being  pressurized  water  reactors  of  2300  MWt  and  760  MWe, 
cooled  by  a  salt  water  multi-channel  system.  Approximately 
70C0  acres  of  salt  marsh  wildlife  habitat  will  be  taken; 
seepage  of  saline  water  from  the  cooling   system  may  affect 
irangroves  and  benthic  organisms  along  several  miles  of  shore 
line;  the  loss  of  plankton  to  entrainment  in  the  cooling  sys 
tern  will  have  an  adverse  effect  upon  the  productivity  of  the 
Card  Sound  Canal;  there  will  be  a  routine  release  of  radio- 
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active  materials  to  the  environs.  (396  pages) 
COMMENTS  HADE  BY:  USDA  CCF   DOC   EPA   FPC   DOI   DOT   HOD 
(ELF  ORDER  #  0U911)     (NIIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  USIIF) 

Marine  Yankee  Atomic  Power  Station  07/20 

Maine 
County:        Lincoln 
The  statement  considers  the  issuing  of  an  operating  license 
to  the  Maine  Yankee  Atomic  Power  Co.  for  the  operation  of 
the  station.   Its  one  unit,  2440  MHt,  792  MWe  pressurized 
water  reactor  will  have  "stretch"  capacities  of  2570  MUt 
and  855  MHe.  Cooling  (salt)  water  will  be  withdrawn  from 
the  Back  River  of  Montsweag  Bay  and  discharged  to  Bailey 
Cove;  both  are  part  of  the  Sheepscot  River  Estuary.   The 
discharge  water  will  be  heated  to  25  degrees  F.  above 
ambient;  sea  worms  and  and  soft  shell  clams  in  Bailey  Cove 
will  probably  be  killed.   Annual  release  of  radioactivity 
to  the  environment  will  include  2800  curies  of  gaseous 
effluents  and  10  curies  of  liquid  effluents.   (230  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  COE   DOC   EPA   FPC   DOI   DOT 
(ELR  ORDER  »  04913)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4913F) 

Enrico  Fermi  Plant,  Unit  2  07/12 

Michigan 
County:        Monroe 
The  statement  refers  to  the  issuance  of  a  construction 
permit  to  the  Detroit  Edison  Co.  for  a  3,428  MWt,  1,150 
MHe  boiling-water  reactor,  with  start-up  scheduled  for 
1975.   Het,  natural-draft  cooling  towers  will  be  utilized 
with  water  being  drawn  from  and  discharged  to  Lake  Erie. 
Approximately  50,000  curies  of  noble  gases  and  0.5  curie 
of  iodine  per  year  will  be  released  in  gaseous  effluents; 
liquid  effluents  will  be  25  curies  annually,  including 
20  curies  of  tritium.   Local  ground  fog  and  icing  may 
develop  from  the  towers.   (218  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  OSDA  DOC   COE   EPA   FPC   HEW   HUD   DOI   DOT 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04876)     (NTIS  ORDER  t  EIS  72  4876F) 

Vermont  Yankee  Nuclear  Power  Station  07/10 

Vermont 
County:         Nindham 
The  statement  considers  the  issuance  of  an  operating  li- 

cense to  the  Vermont  Yankee  Nuclear  Power  Corp.  for  the 
station.   A  single-unit  boiling-water  reactor  with  a  1593 
MWt  capacity,  513  Mfce  output  has  been  constructed.   Cool- 

ing water  will  be  drawn  from  and  returned  to  Vernon  Pond; 
mechanical  draft  towers  will  be  utilized.   Discharge  water 
will  be  heated  20  degrees  above  ambient;  approximately  150 
acres  of  Vernon  Pond  will  be  subject  to  thermal  and  bio- 

logical stress.   (460  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  COE   DOC   EPA   FPC   DOI   DOT 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04855)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4855F) 
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Surry    Power    Station,    Unit    2  07/06 

Virginia 
County:        Surry 
The  statement  refers  to  the  continuation  of  a  construction 
permit  and  the  issuance  of  an  operating  permit  to  the 
Virginia  Electric  and  Power  Co.  for  the  start  up  and  op- 

eration of  Unit  2.   Each  unit  of  the  station  employs  a 
pressurized  water  reactor  of  2,uai  MHt  capacity  in  order 
to  produce  822.5  MWe;  "stretch"  specifications  are  2,546 
MWt  and  855  MHe.   Cooling  water  will  be  drawn  from,  and 
returned  to  the  James  River,  being  heated  14  degrees  F 
above  ambient;  in  order  to  minimize  thermal  impact  upon 
downstream  oyster  seed  beds,  water  will  be  discharged  5.7 
miles  upstream  from  intake.   (298  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  CCE   DOC   EPA   FPC   DOI   DOT 
(ELR  OBDER  #  OUBUI)     (NIIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4841?) 
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DEPARTMENl  OF  COMMERCE 

Contact:      Dr.  Sidney  B.  Galler 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Environmental  Affairs 
Department  of  Commerce 
Washington,  D.C.  20230 

(202)  967-4335 

Draft  Date 

City  of  Cactus  07/11 

lexas 
County:         Moore 
The  statement  refers  to  the  development  of  an  agri-indust- 

rial park  and  area-wide  water  system  improvements  near  the 
City  of  Cactus.   Approximately  700  acres  of  range  land 
will  be  converted  to  industrial  use;  145  acres  of  crop 
land  will  be  taken  for  use  by  a  sewage  treatment  plant. 
Additional  demands  will  be  placed  upon  the  ground  water 
supply  of  the  Ogallala  aguifer.   The  project  also  includes 
an  application  by  American  Beef  Packers,  Inc.  of  Omaha  for 
a  $U, ceo, 000  business  development  loan  in  order  to  con- 

struct and  equip  a  packing  plant  within  the  industrial 
park.   (84  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  «  04863)     (NTIS  ORDER  t  EIS  72  4863D) 

Final  Date 

Charles  Lake  Industrial  Area  07/12 

Louisiana 
County:         Calcasieu 
The  statem.ent  considers  the  construction  of  a  system  to  deli 
ver  raw  water  from  the  Sabine  River  to  the  Lake  Charles   In- 

dustrial Area.  An  existing  irrigation  canal  system  would  be 
expanded  and  improved;  9  miles  of  new  canal  and  U  miles  of 
underground  pipeline  would  be  constructed;  4  new  pumping  sta 
tions  and  siphons,  crossdrains,  control  gates,  bridges,  and 
control  structures  would  be  built.  Approximately  227  acres 
of  agricultural  and  wooded  land  will  be  committed  to  the  pro 
ject.  (131  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  COE   EPA 
(ELR  ORDER  «  04874)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  487aF) 
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DIPARTMENI  OF  DEFENSE,  Army  Corps 

Contact:       ^^ •    Francis  X.  Kelly 
Director,  Office  of  Public  Affairs 
Attn:  DAEN-PAP 
Office  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers 
U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 
XOOO  Independence  Avenue,  S.W. 
Washington,  D.C.  20314 
(202)  693-7168 

Draft  Date 

Coke  Works  Electrical  Generating  Plant  07/27 

Connecticut 
County:         New  Haven 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  and  operation  of  a 
4C0MW  generating  station  with  a  389'  tall  stack,  an  oil  un- 

loading pier,  and  related  facilities.  Dredging  for  the  pier 
will  involve  the  disposal  of  320,000  cu.  yds.  of  spoil.  Ap- 

proximately 280,000  gpm  of  estuarine  water  will  be  utilized 
for  condenser  cooling.  Marine  life  will  be  adversely  af- 

fected; the  potential  for  oil  spillage  will  increase.  (186 
pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04977)     (NTIS  ORDER  i  EIS  72  U977D) 

Broadkill  Beach  07/14 

Delaware 
The  statement  considers  beach  fill,  periodic  nourishment 
and  the  construction  of  a  sand  fence  at  the  eroding  beach. 
Approximately  100,000  cu.yds.  would  be  initially  dredged 
from  a  borrow  source  1000*  offshore;  an  additonal  40,000 
cu.  yds.  would  be  dredged  guadrennially.   Marine  biota  will 
be  damaged  at  the  sites  of  dredging  and  depositing.   (20 
pages) 
(ELS  ORDER  #  04890)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4890D) 

Eeach  Erosion  Control,  Lewes  07/20 

Eelaware 
The  statement  considers  a  beach  erosion  project  at  Lewes. 
The  project  will  involve  beach  fill,  periodic  nourishment, 
a  sand  fence,  and  dune  grass.  Initial  fill  (41,000  cu.yds.), 
and  biennial  nourishment  will  be  dredged  from  Roosevelt 
Inlet.  Marine  life  will  be  damaged  at  the  sites  of  dredging 
and  filling.  (8  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04917)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4917D) 

Eig  Hill  Lake  07/10 

Kansas 
County:  Labette 
The  statement    considers    the   construction   of    a    dam   and 



-43- 

reservoir  on  Big  Hill  Creek,  4,5  miles  east  of  Cherry- 
vale.   Purposes  of  the  action  are  flood  control,  water 
supply,  and  recreation.   Approximately  2,700  acres,  much 
cf  it  wildlife  habitat,  will  be  inundated,  along  with  12 
iriles  of  stream.   Nine  recorded  archeological  sites  will 
adversely  affected.   (200  pages) 
(ELB  ORDER  »  04859)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  43590) 

Greenville  Harbor  07/24 

Mississippi 

County:         Washington 
The  project  consists  of  the  widening  of  an  existing 
channel  from  250'  to  500';  the  construction  of  an  inner 
harbor  channel  (500'  wide);  the  extension  of  a  30C'  wide 
channel  into  the  La  Grange  Crevasse  area;  and  related 
work.   Dredged  spoil  will  be  utilized  to  provide  390  acres 
of  raised  landfill.   Marine  ecosystems  will  be  adversely 
affected,   (42  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04927)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4927D) 

Niobrara  Ground  Hater  07/21 

Nebraska 
County:        Knox 
Ihe  statement  considers  a  program  which  is  intended  to 
resolve  the  seepage  and  drainage  problems  in  the  vicinity 
of  the  town  of  Niobrara.   The  village  is  located  on  river 
bottom  lands  near  the  confluence  of  the  Niobrara  and 
flissouri  Rivers.   The  growth  of  the  river  delta  and  a 
rising  ground  water  table  threaten  local  flooding.   The 
program  would  involve  government  purchase  of  all  affected 
property,  the  establishment  of  a  non-profit  development 
corporation  to  establish  a  new  townsite  and  facilities, 
and  the  relocation  of  displaced  individuals.   Total 
Federal  cost  of  the  project  is  to  be  $7,800,000.   (28 
pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04920)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4920D) 

Mamaroneck  Harbor  07/07 

New  York 

The  statement  considers  the  maintenance  dredging  of  the 
Federal  channel  of  the  harbor.   Spoil  would  be  disposed 
cf  in  approved  dumping  grounds  in  the  New  York  Bight. 
Temporary  turbidity  will  damage  marine  ecosystems.   (13 
pages) 
(ELR    ORDER    »    04846)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EIS    72    4846D) 
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Erosion  Control,  Kissouri  River  07/19 

North  Dakota 
County:         several 
The  statement  considers  erosion  protection  measures  (in^- 
cluding  the  construction  of  revetments  and  dikes),  along 
the  Missouri  River  between  Garrison  Dam  and  Oahe  Lake.  Ap- 

proximately 14,700  acres  of  agricultural  land  would  be  pro- 
tected; an  unspecified  amount  of  wildlife  habitat  will  be 

lost.  (32  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  «  049C7)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  4907D) 

Eaystown  Lake  07/05 

Pennsylvania 
County:        Huntingdon 
Ihe  statement  considers  the  construction  of  a  1,700'  long, 
226'  high  earthfill  dam  on  the  Raystown  Branch  of  the 
Juniata  River,  and  an  8,300  acre  lake.   Purposes  of  the 
project  are  flood  control,  fish  and  wildlife  enhancement, 
recreation,  and  lowf lowregulate.   In  addition  to  the 
8300  acres  permanently  inundated,  2,500  acres  will  be 
periodically  inundated;  29,314  acres  will  be  acquired  for 
the  project.   Displacements  will  number  1,320  residences. 
(70  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  0U834)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4834D) 

Hill  Creek  07/13 

Hest  Virginia 
County:         Jackson 
Ihe  statement  considers  the  snagging  and  clearing  of  2.5 
iriles  of  stream  channel  near  the  Town  of  Ripley.   The  pro- 

ject is  expected  to  reduce  flood  stages  and  damage,  and 
alleviate  pollution.   An  unspecified  amount  of  fish  and 
wildlife  habitat  will  be  lost.   (18  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  »  04889)     (NTIS  ORDER  t  EIS  72  4889D) 

Final  Date 

New  Melones  Lake  07/17 

California 

The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  a  625*  high  dam 
across  the  Stanislaus  River,  in  order  to  impound  2,4000,000 
acre-ft.  of  water.  The  purposes  of  the  project  are  those  of 
flood  control,  irrigation,  conservation,  recreation,  hydro- 

electric power  generation,  water  quality  control,  and  fish 
and  wildlife  enhancement.  The  project  will  total  25,059 
acres,  of  which  10,700  will  be  newly  inundated;  16  miles  of 
stream  will  be  lost.  Whitewater  stretches  of  the  Stanislaus 
River  will  be  lost;  historic  and  archeological  sites  will  be 
inundated;  and  fish  and  wildlife  habitat  in  the  project  area 
will  be  lost.  (280  pages) 
lost.   (280  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  U£DA  DOC   EPA   DOI 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04903)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4903F) 
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JacJcsonville    Harbor  07/03 
Florida 
The  statement  refers  to  the  dredging  of  an  11  mile 
stretch  of  the  St.  John's  River  channel,  from  Blount 
Island  to  the  municipal  terminals.   The  channel  would  be 
deepened  to  38«  and  widened  to  400*  to  1,200'.   Spoil 
would  be  deposited  at  11  sites,  totalling  905  acres  of 
land  and  108  acres  of  open  water.   Marine  ecosystems 
will  be  damaged;  wildlife  and  vegetation  will  be  ad- 

versely affected  at  the  upland  sites.   (89  pages) 
COMMENTS  MAEE  BY:  EPA   DOI 
(ELR  ORDER  »  04826)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  U826F) 

Cively  Drainage  District  07/03 

Illinois 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  3.53  miles 
of  earthen  levee,  3  gravity  drains  and  collector 
ditches,  and  3,800*  of  riprap  on  the  Kaskaskia  River. 
The  purpose  of  the  action  is  that  of  flood  control.   One 
result  will  be  the  conversion  of  wooded  land  to  crop- 

land, with  adverse  effects  upon  wildlife.   (56  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  EPA   DOI 
(ELB  ORDER  #  0U827)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4827F) 

Elaquemine  Lock  Closure  07/03 

Louisiana 
County:         Iberville 
The  statement  considers  the  permanent  closing  of  the  Lock, 
in  order  to  provide  continued  integrity  to  the  Mississ- 

ippi River  levee  flood  protection  system.   An  earthen 
levee  will  be  constructed  on  the.  river  side  of  the  lock; 
7  acres  would  be  used  by  disposal  of  spoil  and  29  acres 
would  be  used  for  borrow.   (41  pages) 

COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  USCG  HEW   DOT   EPA 
(ELR  ORDER  #  0U828)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  U828F) 

Oak  Orchard  Harbor  07/03 

Mew  York 
County:        Orleans 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  2  parallel 
jetties  and  a  detached  breakwater,  and  the  dredging  of  a 
small  (recreational)  boat  harbor  on  the  south  shore  of 
lake  Ontario.   The  project  will  improve  the  safety  and 
the  accessibility  of  the  harbor.   (The  State  of  New  York 
is  planning  a  marine  park  in  conjunction  with  the  pro- 

ject.)  Dredging  will  damage  the  local  water  ecosystem.  A 
5  acre,  diked  site  will  be  covered  with  spoil.  (35  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  EPA   DOC 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04821)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  4821F) 
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Vermilion  Harbor  07/17 

Ohio 
County:         Vermilion 
Ihe  statement  considers  the  construction  of  a  detached 

"T"  type  breakwater,  a  westerly  and  an  easterly  approach 
channel,  and  a  river  channel  extension.   The  purpose  of 
the  project  is  that  of  providing  safe  fresh  weather  harbor 
entry.   Marine  biota  will  be  damaged  at  the  construction 
sites.   (38  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  DCC   USCG  EPA   DOI 
(ELS  ORDER  «  04901)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  4901F) 

Hilwaukee  and  Port  Washington  07/03 

Wisconsin 
County:         Milwaukee      Ozaukee 
The  statement  considers  the  maintenance  dredging,  to 
authorized  dimensions,  of  the  2  harbors.   Spoil  would  be 
deposited  at  a  diked  site.   The  UU  acre  site,  presently 
aquatic  habitat,  would  be  converted  to  land;  aquatic 
life  would  be  damaged  and/or  destroyed.   (62  pages) 
COMMENTS  HADE  BY:  DSCG  EPA   DOI 
{ELR  ORDER  #  04822)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4822?) 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  PSOTECTION  AGENCY 

Contact:       fir.  Sheldon  Heyers 
Director,  Office  of  Federal  Activities 
Room  3630  Waterside  Mall 
Washington   D.C.  20460 

(202)  755-0940 

Draft  Date 

Detroit  Lakes  07/19 

Minnesota 
County:        Becker 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  sevage  treat- 

ment works  which  will  remove  nutrient  from  wastes  contri- 
buted to  an  existing  secondary  treatment  plant  by  the 

population  of  Detroit  lakes  and  a  Swift  and  Co.  food  pro- 
cessing plant.   The  action  will  prevent  the  eutrophicat- 

ion  of  Lake  Sallie.   Lake  St.  Clair  will  be  used  as  an 
effluent  retention  tasin.   (64  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  »  4909  )     (NTIS  ORDER  i  EIS  72  4909D) 
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FEDERAL  PCHEE  COMHISSION 

Contact:       Mr.  Frederick  H.  Warren 
Advisor  on  Environmental  Quality 
441  G  Street,  N.W. 
Washington,  D.C.  20426 

(2C2)  386-6084 

Draft  Date 

Wallace  Dam  Project  No.  2413  07/07 

Georgia 
County:         several 
Ihe  statement  considers  an  application  by  the  Georgia 
Power  Co.  to  provide  recreation  facilities  on  295  acres 
of  the  Project.   An  additional  1,520  acres  will  be 
acquired  for  future  use.   The  statement  mentions  no 
significant  and  adverse  impact.   (21  pages) 
(EL8  ORDER  #  04849)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4849D) 

Oneida  Project  No.  472  07/24 

Idaho 
County:        Franklin 
The  statement  considers  the  issuance  of  a  license  to  the 
Utah  Power  and  Light  Co.  for  the  constructed  project.   It 
consists  of  a  dam  on  the  Bear  River,  three  10,000  kw 
generators  and  appurtenant  facilities.   Continued  operation 
of  the  project  is  expected  to  have  no  adverse  environ- 

mental effects.   (31  pages) 
(BLR  ORDER  »  04932)     (NTIS  ORDER  t  EIS  72  4932D) 

Hongaup  Project  No.  2578  07/10 

New  York 
County:         Sullivan 
The  statement  considers  an  application  for  a  renewal 
license  for  the  Mongaup  River  Project  2578  by  the  Orange 
and  Rockland  Dtilities  Co.  Inc.  The  Project  consists  of  a 
dam  across  the  river,  a  powerhouse  with  a  total  installed 
generating  capacity  of  4,000  kw,  and  appurtenant  facili- 

ties.  Since  the  project  has  been  in  existence  for  over  45 
years,  no  adverse  environmental  impact  is  expected.   (55 
pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04856)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4856D) 
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Eio  Project  No.  2592  07/10 

New  York 
County:         Orange         Sullivan 
The  statement  considers  an  application  by  the  Orange  and 
Eockland  Utilities  Co.,  Inc,  for  a  renewal  license  for 
their  Rio  Project  No.  2592.   The  Project,  which  is  located 
on  the  Mongaup  River,  consists  of  a  dam  across  the  river, 
a  powerhouse  with  total  installed  generating  capacity  of 
10,000  kw,  and  appurtenant  facilities.   Since  the  project 
has  been  in  existence  for  45  years,  no  additional  adverse 
environmental  impact  is  expected.   (55  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04857)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4857D) 

Swinging  Bridge  Project  No.  2605  07/10 

New  York 
County:         Sullivan 
The  statement  refers  to  an  application  by  the  Orange  and 
Rockland  Utilities  Corp.  for  a  license  for  its  construc- 

ted project  on  the  Kongaup  River.  The  project  consists  of 
several  earthfill  dams,  2  powerhouses  with  a  combined 
capacity  of  11,750  kw,  and  appurtenant  facilities.   No 
significant  adverse  impact  is  expected  due  to  relicensing, 
as  the  project  has  teen  in  existence  for  30  years.   (60 
pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04858)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4858D) 

Fort  Edward  Development,  Project  2482  07/20 

New  York 

The  statement  considers  a  request  by  the  Niagara  Hohawk 
Power  Corp.   that  it  be  allowed  to  remove  the  Fort  Edward 
Development  of  Hudson  River  Project  No.  2482.   Stated 
adverse  impacts  would  include  construction   noise  and 
river  bed  erosion.   The  poor  condition  of  the  dam  and 
excessive  replacement  costs  are  the  reasons  for  the 
proposal.   (25  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04916)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4916D) 

Green  River  Project  No.  2563  07/05 

North  Carolina 
County:         Henderson      Polk 
The  statement  considers  an  application  for  licensing  by 
the  Duke  Power  Co.   The  Project  consists  of  two  develop- 
irents;  one  has  a  hydroelectric  plant  of  two  2,500  kw 
generators,  the  other  a  plant  of  two  2,750  kw  generators. 
As  the  developments  have  been  in  operation  since  1925, 
the  statement  foresees  no  significant  and  adverse 
impacts.   (87  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  t  04831)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4831D) 
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Hhite  River,  Project  No.  2494  07/05 

Washington 
County:         Pierce 
The  statement  considers  the  relicensing  of  Puget  Sound 
Power  and  Light  Co. 's  Project  2494,  a  hydroelectric 
power  complex.   The  powerhouse  contains  two  20,000  kw 
and  two  15,000  kw  generators.   As  the  project  has  been 

in  operation  since  1912,  no  additional  environmental 
impact  is  expected.   (14  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  «  04830)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4830D) 

Final  Date 

Lacassine  Project  07/03 

Louisiana 
Ihe  statement  considers  the  approval  of  an  application 
filed  by  the  Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipeline  Co.  for  the 
construction  of  a  22.1  mile  long,  30"  natural  gas  pipe- 

line from  Block  71  offshore  to  a  compressor  station  near 
lake  Arthur,  Cameron  Parish.   The  route  will  traverse 
irarshland  (including  3.4  miles  of  the  Lacassine  National 
Wildlife  Refuge)  and  important  rearing  and  nesting 
areas.   (37  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  DOC   EPA   DOI   COE 
(ELR  ORDER  »  04820)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4820F) 
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GENERAL  SESVICES  ADMINISTRATION 

Contact:       Mr.  Rod  Kreger 
Acting  Administrator 
GSA-AD 
Washington,  D.C.  20U05 

(202)  3U3-6077 

Draft  Date 

Argonne  National  Laboratory  07/03 

Illinois 
County:         Du  Page 
The  statement  considers  the  reassignment  of  2,040  acres 
of  land  comprising  a  portion  of  AEC's  Argonne  National 
Laboratory.   The  land  would  be  assigned  to  the  Department 
of  the  Interior  for  conveyance  to  Du  Page  County.   It 
would  be  utilized  for  park  and  recreational  purposes.   No 
major  adverse  environmental  impact  is  anticipated.   (167 
pages) 
(ELE    ORDER    #    04823)  (NTIS   ORDER    #    EIS    72    4823D) 

Final  Date 

Parcel  A-2,  Pleasanton  07/21 

California 

The  statement  considers  the  transfer  of  Parcel  A-2,  a 
former  sewage  disposal  area,  to  the  Valley  Community  Ser- 

vices District,  for  use  in  holding  treated  effluent  from 
its  sewage  treatment  plant.   The  statement  discusses  the 
possible  impact  of  odors,  insect  breeding,  and  water 
salinity.   (20  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY: 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04919)     (NTIS  OBDER  #  EIS  72  4919F) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  HEW 

Contact:       Mr.  Robert  Lanza 
Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Health  and  Scientific  Affairs 
Room  U062  HEWN 
Washington,  D.C.  20202 

(202)  962-22ai 

Draft  Date 

Grant  Hospital  07/20 

Illinois 
County:         Cook 
Ihe  statement  considers  the  renovation  of  2  existing  hos- 

pital buildings;  the  construction  of  an  11  story  pavilion 
which  would  result  in  an  increase  in  beds  from  339  to 
555;  and  the  construction  of  a  350  car  parking  garage. 
Short  ternr  inconveniences  associated  with  construction 
will  result.   {102  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  «  QH9^l\)  (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  USIUD) 

Final  Date 

Galluadet  College  07/26 
Washington,  D.C. 
Ihe  statement  refers  to  the  construction  of  permanent 
facilities  for  the  Podel  Secondary  School  for  the  Deaf, 
and  ancillary  facilities,  at  Gallaudet  College,   The  fa- 

cilities will  place  increased  loads  on  existing  community 
systems,  such  as  water,  transportation,  energy  use,  and 
waste  disposal.   (4U  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  DOC   DOD   EPA   HEW   HUD   DOI 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04950)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4950F) 
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DEPARIMENI  OF  HUD 

Contact:       Mr.  Richard  H.  Broun 
Director,  Environmental  and  Land  Use 
Planning  Division 
Washington,  D.C.  20'*10 

(202)  755-6186- 
Draft  Date 

Desalinization  Plants  07/05 
Virgin  Islands 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  two  2,250,000 
gpd  sea  water  desalinization  plants,  one  on  St.  Thomas, 
the  other  on  St.  Croix,  in  order  to  provide  commercial, 
industrial  and  residential  water.   The  statement  discusses 
no  significant  adverse  environmental  impact,   (43  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04832)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4832D) 

Ealo  Verde  Estates  07/10 

Arizona 
County:         Yuma 
The  statement  considers  HUD  mortgage  insurance  under  Sec- 

tion 203-B  for  2  subdivisions  totalling  262  units  on  UO 
acres  in  the  City  of  Yuma.   The  sites  are  located  in  CNR 
Zone  2  of  the  Yuma  International  Airport.   (12  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  0485U)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  485UD) 

Shenandoah  New  Community  07/26 

Georgia 
County:         Coweta 
The  statement  refers  to  a  proposed  HUD  offer  of  commit- 
irent    for    loan    guarantee    assistance   of    up   to   $30   million 
in  financing  land  acquisition  and  development  of  a  new 
community.  A  7,200  acre  site  is  involved,  with  a  city  of 
70,000  planned.  Environmental  issues  include  the  situation 
of  the  tract  within  the  City  of  Newnan's  watershed;  and 
the  development  of  new  water  and  sewage  systems. 
(209  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04951)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  U951D) 



-54- 

DEPARTMENT  OF  INTERIOR 

Contact:       Mr.  Bruce  Blanchard 
Director,  Environmental  Project  Review 
Room  7260 
Department  of  the  Interior 
Washington,  D.C.  20240 

(202)  343-3891 

Final  Date 

City  of  Lubbock  07/21 

lexas 
The  statement  considers  the  proposed  granting  of  matching 
Federal  funds  in  order  that  the  City  of  Lubbock  acguire 
and  develop  lands  of  Yellowhouse  Canyon  for  outdoor  re- 

creation.  Approximately  1404  acres  would  be  so  acquired. 
Eisplacements  due  to  the  program  would  include  26  re- 

sidences and  36  businesses.   (55  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  COE   DCI 
(ELR  ORDER  i  04923)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  4923F) 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Draft  Date 

Gil  and  Gas  Lease  Sale  07/21 

Louisiana 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  sale  of  Oil  and  Gas 
Leases  to  135  tracts  (totalling  6  15,315  acres)  of  Outer 
Continental  Shelf  Lands.   All  tracts  offered  pose  some 
degree  of  pollution  risk.   Ea^rh  tract  offered  is  subject- 

ed to  a  matrix  analytical  technique  in  order  to  evaluate 
significant  environmental  impacts  should  leasing  occur 
and  subsequent  oil  and  gas  exploration  ensue.   The  sale 
is  tentatively  scheduled  to  be  held  in  late  autumn,  1972. 
(459  pages) 
(ELR    ORDER    »    04925)  (NTIS   ORDER    »    EIS    72    4925D) 

Final  Date 

Jim  Bridger  Thermal-Electric  Complex  07/27 

Wyoming        Idaho 

The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  a  1500  MW  coal 
fired  power  plant, (northeast  of  Rock  Springs,  Wyoming), 
consisting  of  three  500  HW  generators,  cooling  towers,  a 
7  mile  railroad  spur,  a  switch  yard,  a  coal  storage  area, 
and  three  345  kV  transmission  lines  to  southeastern  Idaho. 

Coal  will  be  strip-mined  nearby.   A  42  mile  36"  under- 
ground pipeline  will  also  be  installed  to  draw  water  from 

the  Green  River.   Environmental  impact  will  include  the 
effects  of  stack  emissions  on  air  quality  and  on  rangeland 
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ecosystems,  erosion,  the  disturbance  of  wildlife,  and  the 
visual  impact  of  the  transmission  lines.   (approx,  500 
pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  OSDA  EP&   AEC   USCG  DOC   HDD   DOI   DOT 
(ELR  ORDEE  #  0«960)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  4960F) 

Bureau  of  Reclamation 

Draft  Date 

Eick-Sloan  Missouri  Basin  07/28 

South  Dakota 
County:         Codington      Hatertown      Brookings 
The  statement  refers  to  the  construction  of  45  miles  of 
115  kV  transmission  line,  from  Hatertown  to  Brookings,  as 
part  of  the  Pick-Sloan  Missouri  Basin  Program,   The  line 
will  affect  the  landscape;  10  acres  will  be  taken  for 
its  construction.   (18  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  «  04981)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  a981D) 

Final  Date 

Yakima  River  07/10 

Washington 
County:        Kittitas 
The  statement  considers  the  rehabilitation  of  a  diver- 

sion dam  on  the  Yakima  River;  a  new  inlet  to  the  irri- 
gation canal;  construction  of  a  fish  ladder,  screen,  and 

bypass  pipe;  channelization  of  1U,  100  feet  of  canal;  and 
construction  of  a  new  pumping  plant.  The  purpose  of  the 
project  is  that  of  assuring  a  reliable  and  adeguate  supply 
of  Hater  to  the  Cascade  Irrigation  District.  The  concrete 
lining  of  the  canal  will  result  in  the  loss  of  7  acres  of 
wildlife  habitat.  (60  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  CGE   DOC   EPA   HEW 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04860)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4860?) 

National  Park  Service 

Draft  Date 

Bandelier  National  Monument  07/03 

New  Mexico 
County:         Sandoval       Los  Alamos 
The  statement  considers  the  proposed  rehabilitation  of 
the  existing  sewage  disposal  system  at  the  Monument. 
Some  ground  vegetation  will  be  removed  during  the  pro- 

ject.  (29  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04824)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4824D) 
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Office  of  Saline  Water 

Final  Date 

Imperial  Valley  07/1U 

California 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  a  96,000  gpd  de- 

salting test  well  in  the  East  Mesa  of  the  Valley.  A   5000' 
to  7,C0C'  deep  brine  injection  well  would  also  be  construc- 

ted. Approximately  20  acres  of  land  would  be  cleared  and 
used  for  the  project.  (100  pages) 
COMMENTS  MACE  BY:  USDA  DOC   EPA   FPC   HEW   HUD 
(ELE  ORDER  #  04895)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  1895F) 
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INTERNATIONAL  BOUNDARY  AND  WATER  COMMISSION 

Contact:     Mr.  T.  R.  Martin 
ARA/Mex . 
Department  of  State,  Room  3906  A 
Washington,  D.  C.   20520 
(202)  632-1317 

Draft  Date 

lower  Rio  Grande  Flood  Control  07/C6 

lexas 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  a  low  earth 
sill  in  the  entrance  to  the  North  Floodway  to  restore 
diversion  of  low  flows  to  the  Arroyo  Colorado  before 
flows  begin  into  the  North  Floodway.   Two  acres  of  borrow 
area  will  have  ground  cover  removed  due  to  the  action. 
(29  pages) 
(ELR    ORDEB    »    0<*838)  (NTIS    ORDER    »    EIS    72    48280) 
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INTERSTATE  COMMERCE  COMMISSION 

Contact:       Mr.  James  Tao 
Office  of  the  General  Counsel 
Room  5107 

Washington,    D.    C.      20423 
343-2097 

Draft  Date 

Chicago,    F.ock    Island    6   Pacific   fiailroad    Co.  07/31 

Iowa 
The  statement  considers  the  abandonment  of  16  miles  of 

railroad  lane,  between  Hills  and  Montezuma.   No  signifi- 
cant and  adverse  impacts  are  anticipated  in  the  statement. 

(3  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04989)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  U989D) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Contact:       Mr.  William  Cohen 
Land  and  Natural  Resources  Division 
Room  2129 
Department  of  Justice 
Washington,  D.C.  20530 

(202)  737-2730 

Law  Enforcement  Assistance  Administratio 

Draft  Date 

Green  Springs  Reception  and  Medical  Center  07/17 

Virginia 
County:         Louisa 
Ihe  statement  considers  the  construction  of  a  Reception 
and  Medical  Center  for  the  Virginia  Division  of  Correc- 

tions.  The  facility  will  be  capable  of  housing  320  men  in 
the  Reception  Center  and  100  patients  in  the  hospital.  The 
only  adverse  impact  considered  is  that  of  location.   The 
Center  is  near  historical  sites  which  are  in  historical 
settings.   (U61  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  »  04900)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4900D) 
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NATIONAL  AERCNAUTICS  AND  SPACE  ADMIN. 

Contact:       Mr.  Ralph  E.  Cushrran 
Special  Assistant,  Office  of  Administration 
NASA 
Washington,  D.C.  20546 

(202)  962-8107 

Draft  Date 

Launch  Vehicle  and  Propulsion  Program  07/31 

The  statement  considers  the  programs  under  which  NASA's 
Office  of  Space  Science  is  responsible  for  the  launch  of 
approximately  20  spacecraft  per  year.   These  are  for  NASA, 
ether  U.S.  government  agencies,  private  organizations, 
foreign  countries  and  international  organizations.   En- 

vironmental effects  caused  by  the  launch  vehicles  are  con- 
sidered to  be  insignificant.   (87  pages) 

(ELS  ORDER  »  04988)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4988D) 

Final  Date 

Space  Shuttle  07/25 

The  statement  refers  to  the  development  of  a  piloted,  re- 
coverable, and  reusable  space  transportation  system;  in- 

tended payload  is  65,000  lbs.  The  shuttle  would  replace 
irost  existing  launch  vehicles  while  expanding  flexibility 
in  space  activities.  Test  flight  is  scheduled  for  1978, 
with  operation  flight  before  1980  anticipated.  Adverse  en- 

vironmental impact  will  include  the  exhaust  emission  of 
hydrogen  chloride;the  sonic  booms  of  launch  and  reentry; 
and  the  reentry  of  the  spent  booster  and  the  orbiter  pro- 
pellant  tank.  (132  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  AEC   D9C   DOD   EPA   HEW   HOD   DOI   DOT 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04939)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4939F) 
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NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 

Contact:         Dr.  Thomas  0.  Jones 
Deputy  Assistant  to  the  Director 
National  and  International  Programs Room  703 

Washington,  D.  c.    20550 
(202)  632-4180 

Draft  Date 

Very  Large  Array  (VLA)  07/06 

New  Mexico 
County:         Socorro        Catron 
The  staterrent  refers  to  the  development  of  a  new  radio 
astronomy  instrument,  which  would  be  constructed  on  a  site 
50  miles  frcm  Socorro.   The  VLA  will  consist  of  27  dish- 
shaped  antennas,  (each  82*  in  diameter),  distributed  along 
three  13-ir.ile  long  arms,  consisting  of  railroad  tracks 
shaped  in  the  form  of  a  wye.   Approximately  3U00  acres 
will  be  committed  to  the  project.   As  the  VLA  receives 
radio  waves  rather  than  emits  them,  no  electromagnetic 
radiation  will  be  associated  with  the  operation;  mining 
and  manufacturing  will  however  be  prohibited  from  the 
valley.   (16  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  048U0)     (NTIS  ORDER  t  EIS  72  UBUOD) 
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TENNESSEE  VALLEY  AUTHORITY 

Contact:       Dr.  Francis  Gartrell 
Director  of  Environmental  Research  and 
Development 
720  Edney  Building 
Chattanooga,  Tennessee  37U01 

(615)  755-2002 

Draft  Date 

Widows  Creek  07/03 

Alabama 
County:         Jackson 
The  statement  considers  the  installation  of  a  full-scale 
research  and  demonstration  wet-limestone  S02  scrubber  on 
Unit  8  of  the  plant.   The  purpose  is  the  development  of 
technology  for  the  removal  of  S02.   A  disposal  pond  will 
also  be  constructed  in  order  to  accommodate  waste  slurry 
and  ash.   Adverse  impact  will  include  the  relocation  of 
Widows  Creek  embayment  and  the  loss  of  aquatic  life  in 
C.2%  of  Guntersville  Reservoir.   (38  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  t  0U819)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  U819D) 
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DEPARTMEN1  OF  IRANSPOBTATION 

Contact:       Mr.  Hartin  Convisser,  Director 
Office  of  Environmental  Quality 
aOO  7th  Street,  S.». 
Hashington,  C.C.  20590 

(202)  426-4355 

Federal  Aviation  Agency 

Draft  Date 

Oxford  County  Regional  Airport  07/19 

Maine 
County:         Oxford 
Ihe  proposed  project  is  the  construction  of  a  new  general 
aviation  airport.   A  3000'  x  60*  runway,  a  taxiway,  an 
apron,  and  lighting  will  be  included.   The  statement 
irentions  no  significant  and  adverse  impact.   (27  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04908)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4908D) 

Cuba  Municipal  Airport  07/19 

Missouri 
County:         Crawford 
The  proposed  project  is  the  construction  of  a  new  air- 

port.  Facilities  would  include  a  3500'  x  60'  N/S  runway, 
a  2600'  x  60'  E/W  runway,  taxiways  and  aprons,  lighting, 
etc.   Approximately  110  acres  of  grazing  land  will  be  ac- 

quired for  the  project.   Increases  in  air  and  noise 
pollution  and  the  removal  of  trees  are  the  only  adverse 
impacts  mentioned  in  the  statement.  (33  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  •  04906)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  4906D) 

Final  Date 

Phoenix  Deer  Valley  Municipal  Airport  07/11 

Arizona 
County:         Maricopa 
The  statement  considers  the  renovation  of  an  airport  recent- 

ly purchased  by  the  City  of  Phoenix.  Structural  facilities 
would  include  the  strengthening  of  an  existing  10,200'  run- 

way, construction  of  a  "touch  and  go"  runway,  installation 
of  lighting,  etc.  The  airport  is  expected  to  be  capable  of 
handling  60*  of  the  business  jet  fleet,  at  60%  of  each 
plane's  useful  load.  The  statement  mentions  no  significant 
and  adverse  environmental  impact.  (77  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USQA  COE   EPA   HUD   DOI   DOT 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04873)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4873F) 
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Gladwin  Municipal  Airport  07/28 

Michigan 
County:         Gladwin 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  new  facilities 
at  an  existing  turf  airfield.   These  would  include  a  3300' 
X  75'  E/W  runway,  an  apron,  a  terminal,  an  access  road, 
lighting,  VASI-2,  etc.   No  significant  and  adverse  effects 
are  mentioned  in  the  statement.   (44  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  COE   EPA   DOC   DOI   DOT 
(ELR  ORDEE  #  04982)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4982F) 

Waseca  Municipal  Airport  07/27 

Minnesota 
County:         Waseca 
The  project  involved  is  the  construction  of  new  airport 
facilities  at  an  existing  grass  runway,  including  the 
following:   a  3400'  X  75'  NH/SE  runway;  a  150'  X  300' 
apron;  a  connecting  taxiway  and  turnaround;  HIRL,  a  bea- 

con, wind  cone,  and  VASI-2.   Approximately  302  acres  of 
agricultural  land  will  be  committed  to  the  project.   The 
statement  discusses  no  significant  and  adverse  environ- 
riental  impact.   (52  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  COE   DOC   EPA   DOT 
(ELF.  ORDER  #  04976)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4976F) 

Winnsboro  Airport  07/10 

South  Carolina 
County:        Fairfield 
The  statement  refers  to  the  construction  of  a  new  basic 

utility  airport  adeguate  for  95%  of  propeller  driven  air- 
craft weighing  less  than  12,500  lbs.   Facilities  would  in- 
clude a  3200'  X  75'  runway,  an  apron  and  connecting  taxi- 

way,  medium  intensity  lighting,  VASI-2,  etc.   Approxi- 
mately 150  acres  will  be  acquired  for  the  project;  of  this 

19  acres  will  be  cleared.   Noise  and  air  pollution  will 
increase  due  to  development;  the  statement  mentions  no 
significant  adverse  environmental  eftects.   (12  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  EPA   DOI   DOT 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04851)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4851F) 

Federal  Highway  Administration 

Draft  Date 

Fourth  Street  and  County  Avenue  07/17 

Arizona 
County:         Yuma 
The  statement  considers  the  proposed  joint  Yuma  City  - 
Yuma  County  construction  of  two  36  foot  roadways  over  both 
new  and  existing  aligment.  Total  project  length  is 
approximately  3  miles.   One  apartment  building  and  two 
family  residences  will  be  displaced.  An  unspecified 
amount  of  agricultural  land  will  be  committed  to  the 
action.   (33  pages) 

(ELR  ORDER  «  04899)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4899D) 
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Connecticut  Route  9  07/06 

Connecticut 
County:         Hartford       Middlesex 
Ihe  project  involves  the  extension  of  Conn.  Route  9  from 
1-91  in  Cromwell  to  Conn.  15  in  Berlin,  a  distance  of 
approximately  2.2  miles.   Fifteen  acres  of  section  4  (f ) 
land  will  be  taken  from  Webster  Park.   One  or  two  busi- 

nesses and  between  five  and  ten  families  will  be  displaced 
by  the  action.   (U3  pages) 
(£LR  OREEE  #  04836)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  4836D) 

Mount  Carrr.el  Connector  07/27 

Connecticut 
The  stateirent  considers  the  proposed  construction  of  a  1.8 
irile  section  of  new  highway  (relocation  of  Route  10)  from 
Whitney  Avenue  to  State  Street  and  Dixwell  Avenue.   A 
strip  of  land  approximately  350  feet  wide  will  be  required 
for  right-of-way;  a  bridge  will  be  constructed  across  the 
Mill  Fiver.   Seven  businesses  will  displaced.   A  4 (f ) 
statement  will  be  filed  as  a  historic  site  would  be 
affected.   (62  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  »  04961)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  49610) 

US  98  07/05 

Florida 
County:         Polk 
The  statement  considers  the  reconstruction  of  2, 5  miles 
of  highway  from  2  to  U  lanes,  between  US  92  and  I  U,  in 
the  City  of  Lakeland.   An  unspecified  amount  of  land,  some 

of  it  swamp,  will  be  taken  for  right-of-way.   A  4(f)  state- 
ment will  be  filed  as  public  land  would  be  affected.   (27 

pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04837)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4837D) 

I  110,  Pensacola  Spur  07/18 

Florida 
County:        Escambia 
The  statement  considers  the  corridor  selection  for  con- 

struction of  Interstate  110  (SR  8)  in  Pensacola.   Project 
length  is  approximately  8500  feet.   An  unspecified  amount 
of  land  will  be  committed  to  the  action.   Approximately 
300  families  will  be  displaced.   (86  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04904)     (NTIS  ORDER  f  EIS  72  4904D) 
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S.R.  207  07/20 

Florida 

County:         Putnam 
Ihe  project  is  the  construction  of  four  miles  of  U-lane 
access  highway  from  the   intersection  of  SR  15-20-1C0  to 
the  intersection  of  S-207A.   Water  quality  in  Dog  Branch 
will  be  degraded.   An  unspecified  nuniber  of  residences 
and  businesses  and  one  non-profit  organization  will  be 
displaced.   Noise  and  air  pollution  will  increase; 
agricultural  activities  will  be  disrupted.  (55  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04918)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  U918D) 

S.B.  530A  07/24 

Florida 
County:        Osceola 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  a  new  four 

lane  limited  access  facility  (S.R.  530A)  from  the  inter- 
section of  SR530-SR535  eastward  5.5  miles  to  the  Florida 

Turnpike.   Potential  adverse  impacts  include  derogation  of 
existing  highways  and  derogation  of  water  quality  in 
Shingle  Creek  and  Mill  Slough,   Plant  and  animal  com- 

munities and  agricultural  activities  will  be  disrupted. 
(60  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04936)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4936D) 

Addison  Avenue   (U.S.  93)  07/24 

Idaho 
Ihe  project  involves  the  reconstruction  and  widening  of 
0.46  mile  of  Addison  Avenue  (U.S.  Highway  93)  in  Twin 
Falls.   Four  families,  one  business  and  seven  garages  will 
be  displaced  by  the  action.   Right-of-way  could  encroach 
upon  private  property  and  0.115  acrps  of  playground  would  be 
lost  to  the  action.   (27  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04928)     (NTIS  OBDER  i  EIS  72  4928D) 

South  Suburban  Freeway  07/06 

Illinois 
County:         Will  Cook 
The  statement  is  concerned  with  corridor  selection  for 

the  proposed  30  mile,  multi-lane,  median  divided,  fully 
access  controlled  South  Suburban  Freeway.   The  proposal 
will  require  an  unspecified  amount  of  land  (including 
wet  lands  and  agricultural  crop  lands) .   (87  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04842)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4842D) 

F.A.P.  Route  410  07/18 

Illinois 
County:        several 
The  statement  is  concerned  with  the  construction  of  89  miles 
of  fully  access  controlled  highway  between  F.A.I.  255  and 
and  Carbondale.  Approximately  3,240  acres  will  be 
committed  to  the  project.   An  undetermined  number  of  re- 
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sidences  and  businesses  will  be  displaced.   Coal  reserves 
scheduled  to  be  either  strip  or  deep  mined  will  be  crossed. 
Air  and  noise  pollution  will  increased.   (107  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  «  04905)     (NIIS  ORDER  #  EIS  12    4905D) 

US  36  07/13 

Indiana 
County:         Hendricks 
The  statement  refers  to  the  construction  of  6.5  miles  of  2 
lane  roadway,  from  Danville  to  Avon.  Approximately  200  acres 
cf  land,  much  of  it  agricultural,  will  be  required  for  right 
of-way;  an  unspecified  number  of  displacements  will  take 
place.  (65  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04887)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  U887D) 

Iowa  21  07/07 

Iowa 
County:         Benton         Tama 
The  statement  is  concerned  with  the  proposed  widening  of 
Iowa  21  from  22  feet  to  24  feet,  providing  new  pavement, 
10-foot  stabilized  shoulders  and  a  channelized  inter- 

section.  An  unspecified  amount  of  agricultural  land  will 
be  committed  to  transportation  uses.   One  family  will  be 
displaced.   (  8  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  »  04843)     (NTIS  ORDER  t  EIS  72  4843D) 

S.R.  1  07/24 

Iowa 
County:         Johnson 
The  statement  considers  the  proposed  widening  of  two-lane 
Iowa  1  to  four  lanes,  construction  of  a  median  separation, 
channelization  of  the  intersection  with  U.S.  6-0. S.  218, 
and  an  interchange  with  proposed  Freeway  518.   Project 
length  is  approximately  2.6  miles.   Two  businesses  and  13 
families  will  be  displaced;  an  unspecified  amount  of  land 
will  be  committed  to  the  action.   Wildlife  cover  will  be 
lost  and  ground  nesting  areas  disturbed,   (  24  pages) 
(ELB  ORDER  #  04926)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4926D) 

F,A.S.  Route  406  07/05 

Kansas 
County:         Linn 
The  action  is  the  proposed  reconstruction  of  approximately 
3.104  miles  of  F.A.S.  Route  405  from  Broadway  Street  to 
its  intersection  with  U.S.  69;  4(f)  land  will  be  taken 
from  the  Harias  des  Cygnes  Waterfowl  Area  for  construction 
of  2.87  miles  of  the  roadway.   Approximately  10.4  acres 
will  be  committed  to  the  project.  Air  and  noise  pollution 
will  increase;  soil  will  be  lost  to  erosion.   (33  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  8  04835)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4835D) 
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State  Route  308  07/13 

Louisiana 
County:         Lafourche 
The  project  involves  the  construction  of  2.0  miles  of  2  lane 
roadway  (including  a  high  level  fixed  bridge)  between  sec- 

tions of  the  Larose  community  which  are  separated  by  the 
Intracoastal  Waterway.  The  project  will  require  22  acres  for 
right-of-way;  9  families  will  be  displaced;  the  potential 
for  water  pollution  will  exist.  (77  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04886)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  a886D) 

1-95  07/19 

Maine 
County:        Cumberland 
The  statement  is  concerned  with  the  proposed  recon- 

struction of  approximately  four  miles  of  1-95  in  the 
Towns  of  Yarmouth  and  Freemont.   Depending  upon  the 
route  chosen,  one  business  and  between  9  and  20  families 
will  be  displaced.   Between  0.25  to  4.0  acres  of  marsh 
would  be  committed  to  the  action.   Erosion,  turbidity  and 
sedimentation  will  occur.   (38  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04910)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4910D) 

Trunk  Highways  87  and  10  07/24 

Minnesota 
County:        Becker 
The  project  considers  the  construction  of  a  1.25  mile 
segment  of  Trunk  Highway  87  between  Frazee  and  T.H.  10 
in  Becker  County.   An  unspecified  amount  of  land  will 
te  taken  for  right-of-way.   (30  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04935)     (NTIS  ORDER  t  EIS  72  4935D) 

Route  T  07/07 

Missouri 
County:        Platte 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  4.7  miles  of 

2  lane  roadway,  from  the  proposed  1-435  to  I  29.   Approxi- 
mately 200  acres  of  land  will  be  committed  to  the  project 

with  a  resulting  effect  upon  local  wildlife  populations. 
Approximately  800'  of  Brush  Creek  will  be  channelized. 
(24  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04845)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  4845D) 

Helena-West    (US  12)  07/10 

Montana 
County:        Lewis  Clark 
Proposed  construction  of  2-lane  US  12  into  a  four-lane 
facility.  Project  length  is  6.42  miles.  Approximately 
2C0  acres  of  land  will  be  required  for  right-of-way. 
There  will  be  adverse  impacts  to  wildlife  habitats. 
(40  pages.) 
(ELP  ORDER  #  04853)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4853D) 
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1-895  07/12 

New  Jersey     Pennsylvania 
County:         Bucks  Burlington 
Proposed  construction  of  1-895,  beginning  at  1-95  in  Penn- 

sylvania and  ending  with  a  connection  to  1-295  in  New 
Jersey,   The  total  project  length  is  6  miles,  including  a 
bridge  over  the  Delaware  River.   An  unspecified  amount  of 
land  will  be  committed  to  the  action.   Families  and  busi- 

nesses to  be  displaced  will  vary  depending  upon  the  route 
chosen.   (9  1  pages) 
(ELH  ORDER  #  0U875)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4875D) 

Eismarck  City  Streets  07/2U 

North  Dakota 
County:         Burleigh 
The  statement  considers  the  proposed  reconstruction  and 
implementation  of  one-way  traffic  on  7th  Street  and  9th 
Street.   Construction  on  7th  Street  will  include  widening 
cf  seven  blocks  and  constructing  an  "at  grade  crossing"  a- 
cross  the  Burlington  Northern  Railroad  tracks.  Some  trees 
on  existing  right-of-way  will  oe  removed;  noise  and  fume 
pollution  will  increase  during  construction.  (26  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  0U929)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  49290^ 

S.R.  's  13  and  97  07/2U 

Ohio 
County:         Richland       Knox 
The  statement  considers  the  proposed  construction  on 
new  location  of  12.22  miles  of  four  lane  limited  access 
highway,  from  S.E.  546  to  the  Village  of  Bellville. 
Approximately  315  acres  of  farmland  and  U5  acres  of  wood- 

land will  be  committed  to  the  action.   The  Clear  Fork  of 
the  Mohican  River  will  be  crossed  and  approximately  1000 
feet  channelized,  with  resultant  loss  to  riparian  habitat. 
Eight  residences  and  their  outbuildings  will  be  displaced. 
(28  pages) 
(ELR    ORDER    #    0U933)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EIS    72    U933D) 

S.R.  61  07/2U 

Ohio 
County:         Crawford 
The  statement  considers  the  proposed  widening  and  rerouting 
of  S.R.  61  through  the  City  of  Crestline,  and  construction 
of  a  grade  separation  structure  over  5  tracks  of  the  Penn- 

Central  Railroad.   Project  length  is  approximately  2.4 
rriles.   Two  residential  buildings,  one  farm  barn  and 
approximately  11  acres  will  be  taken  by  the  action.   (27 
pages) 
(ELfi  ORDER  #  04934)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  4934D) 
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l.R.  1105C  07/07 

Pennsylvania 
County:         Cambria 
Proposed  action  involves  relocation  of  3.2  miles  of  L.R. 
11050.   Eighty-seven  acres  of  farm  and  woodland  are 
required  for  right-of-way.   Seven  residences,  1  business 
and  16  other  buildings  will  be  displaced.   (28  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  048U4)     (NIIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  48440) 

East  Cambridge  Avenue  07/26 

South  Carolina 
County:         Greenwood 
The  statement  consists  of  a  proposed  widening  of  approx- 

imately 1.1  miles  of  East  Cambridge  Avenue  (S-29)  from 
Katewood  Street  (S-99)  to  Seaboard  Avenue  (5-356).   An 
unspecified  amount  of  land  will  be  taken  for  right-of-way 
and  one  residence  will  be  committed  to  the  action, 
Traffic  disruptions,  erosion,  dust  pollution  and  siltation 
will  occur  during  construction.   (9  pages) 
(ELR  OEDEE  t  C4959)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4959D) 

State  Boute  111  07/10 

Tennessee 
County:         Van  Euren       Sequatchie 
The  statement  is  concerned  with  the  proposed  construction 
of  State  Route  111  in  Van  Buren,  beginning  at  the  Sequat- 

chie County  line,  and  extending  to  the  city  limit  of 
Spencer.  Proposed  length  is  13.8  miles,  of  which  approx- 

imately 60%  is  on  new  location.  An  unspecified  amount  of 
land  will  be  committed  to  the  project.  One  business  and 
tetween  ten  and  fourteen  families  will  be  displaced.  (35 
pages.  ) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  0U852)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  48520) 

DS  190  07/17 

Texas 
County:         Eell 
Project  is  proposed  construction  of  an  8. 3  mile  rural 
section  of  US  190  extending  from  Nolanville  to  Belton. 
Approximately  400  ̂ cres  will  be  taken  for  right  of  way; 
19  families  and  17  businesses  will  be  displaced.   Air  and 
noise  pollution  will  increase  during  construction. 
(17  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04897)     (NIIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  4897D) 
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U.S.  87  07/17 

Texas 
County:         Hale  Swisher 
The  statement  is  concerned  with  the  proposed  construct- 

ion of  a  controlled  access  multi-lane  divided  roadway, 
including  frontage  roads,  interchanges,  grade  separat- 

ions and  safety  rest  areas.   Project  length  is  approxi- 
irately  52  miles,  with  19  miles  on  new  location.   Three 
tusinesses,  2  non-profit  organizations,  and  51  families 
will  be  displaced  by  the  action;  an  unspecified  number  of 
farms  will  be  divided  and  businesses  bypassed,  (27  pages) 
(ELE  ORDER  #  04898)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  48980) 

S.T.H. 35  and  54  07/17 

Wisconsin 
County:         Buffalo 
The  statement  is  concerned  with  the  proposed  relocation 
of  approximately  five  miles  of  S.T.H  35  and  54.  Depend- 

ing upon  the  route  chosen,  3  to  12  dwellings  and  5  to  6 
businesses  will  be  displaced.  Between  90  and  120  acres 
of  flood  plain  and  agricultural  land  will  be  committed  to 
the  action.  (37  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04902)     (NTIS  ORDER  i  EIS  72  4902D) 

Newcastle  Marginal  07/06 

Kyoming 
County:         Westcn 
The  statement  is  concerned  with  construction  of  a  marginal 
route  for  U.S.  16  along  the  southern  edge  of  the  City  of 
Newcastle.   Project  length  is  approximately  1.8  miles. 
Increased  noise  levels,  dust,  soil  exposure  and  traffic 
disruption  will  occur.   (13  pages) 
(ELH  ORDER  #  04839)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4839D) 

Outer  Belt  Loop  07/13 

Wyoming 
County:         Laramie 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  4,8  miles  of 

highway,  which  will  connect  1-80  with  the  business  dis- 
trict of  the  City  of  Cheyenne.   One  business  will  be  dis- 

placed by  the  action.   (41  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  «  04888)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4888D) 



-72- inal  Date 

Nenana  Highway  07/26 

Alaska 

Ihe  statement  considers  the  relocation  of  3.2  miles  of  the 
Nenana  Highway  and  the  construction  of  2. 1  miles  of  spur 
road  from  University  Avenue  to  the  Fairbanks  International 
Airport;  a  bridge  across  the  Chena  River  is  included.  An 
unspecified  amount  of  land  will  be  required  for  right-of- 
way.  (91  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  CCE   EPA   DOI   DOT   USCG 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04953)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  14953F) 

Stoneman  Lake  Road  (F.A.S.  462)  07/11 

Arizona 
County:         Coconino       Yavapai 
The  statement  considers  the  reconstruction  of  approximately 
14  miles  of  roadway  in  the  Coconino  National  Forest.   An 
unspecified  amount  of  land  will  be  required  for  right-of- 
way;  there  will  be  some  adverse  impact  upon  wildlife.  (67 
pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  EPA   DOI 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04871)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4871F) 

1405  07/27 

California 
County:         Orange 
The  statement  considers  the  reconstruction  of  the  Seal 
Beach  Boulevard  Interchange  on  the  San  Diego  Freeway 
(1-405) .  Adverse  impacts  discussed  include  air  and  noise 
pollution,  and  visual  impact.  (71  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  DCI   HUD   DOT 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04972)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4972F) 

S.R.  289,  Lebanon-Windham  07/21 

Connecticut 
The  statement  considers  the  reconstruction  of  0.7  miles  of 
2-lane  roadway.   Some  tree  and  plant  growth  will  be  removed. (35  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  COE   EPA   HUD   DOI   FPC   DOT 
(ELR  ORDER  »  04921)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4921F) 

1-95  07/21 

Connecticut 
County:         Middlesex       New  London 
The  statement  considers  the  proposed  widening  of  Inter- 

state 95  between  Route  154  in  Old  Saybrook  and  Lyme 
Street  in  Old  Lyme,  a  distance  of  approximately  3.4  miles. 

Approximately  10  families  and  7  businesses  will  be  dis- 
placed.  An  unspecified  amount  of  land  will  be  committed 

to  the  action.   Section  4(f)  lands  from  the  Old  Lyme  His- 
torical District,  and  tidal  wetlands  in  the  vicinity  of 

the  Lieutenent  River  will  be  affected,   (233  pages) 
COMMENTS  MACE  BY:  U£DA  USCG  DOI   DOT 
(ELR  ORDER  «  04922)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4922F) 



-73- 

OS  41  (S.R.  US)  07/12 

f lorida 
County:        Charlotte 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  reconstruction,  from 
two  to  four  lanes,  of  a  15.3  mile  stretch  of  highway.   The 
project  will  begin  at  the  Lee-Charlotte  County  line  and 
run  north  to  Charlotte  Harbor.   Two  new  bridges  will  also 
be  constructed  across  the  Peace  River.   The  number  of  dis- 

placements and  the  amount  of  land  required  for  right-of- 
way  are  not  specified.   (70  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  UDSA  COE   EPA   DOI 
(ELR  ORDER  »  04877)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4877F) 

OS  319  (S.R.  377)  07/26 

Florida 
County:         Wakulla 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  a  new  bridge 
on  U.S.  319  over  the  Sopchoppy  River.   The  bridge  will  re- 

place an  existing  wooden  structure  which  is  considered  to 
be  unsafe.   (46  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  CCE   EPA   DOC   U3DA  DOI   OSCG 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04954)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  4954F) 

East  Peoria  Bypass  07/12 

Illinois 
County:        Tazewell 
The  statement  considers  a  corridor  study  for  a  proposed 
6  mile  long  bypass  of  the  City  of  East  Peoria.   Since  the 
precise  route  has  net  been  chosen  the  amount  of  right-of 
way  (through  primarily  agricultural  land)  needed,  and  the 
number  of  displacements  to  be  made  is  not  specified.   (78 
pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  DOI 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04880)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  4880F) 

Supplemental  Freeway,  Rock  Island  to  St.  Louis         07/26 

Illinois 
County:         Mercer         McDonaugh      Harren 
The  statement  considers  the  corridor  for  that  section  of 
the  freeway  which  would  extend  from  Reynolds  to  Macomb, 
a  distance  of  75  miles.   Since  the  precise  route  has  not 
teen  chosen,  the  number  of  displacements  and  the  amount  of 
land  needed  for  right-of-way  are  not  specified.   Much  of 
the  land  to  be  taken  is  prime  agricultural  land.   (103 
pages) 
COMMENTS  HADE  BY:  D£DA  DOC   EPA   DOI   DOT 
(ELE  ORDER  #  04958)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4958F) 
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Illinois  Route  23  07/27 

Illinois 
County:         Livingston 
The  stateirent  considers  the  reconstruction  of  12.10  miles 

of  roadway.   Two  businesses,  6  farm  units  and  17  resi- 
dences would  be  displaced;  an  unspecified  amount  of  land 

will  be  taken  for  right-of-way.   (52  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  COE   HEH   DOI   AEC   EPA 
(ELR  ORDER  #  0U970)     (NTIS  ORDER  ♦  EIS  72  4970F) 

US  2U  07/27 

Illinois 
County:         Tazewell       Woodford 
The  statement  considers  a  corridor  study  for  the  reloca- 

tion of  13  miles  of  roadway  between  Washington  and  Eureka, 
Each  of  the  proposed  corridors  would  necessitate  some 
residential  displacement  and  unspecified  amounts  of  new 
right-of-way,   (56  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  DSDA  EPA   HUD   DOI   DOT 
(ELR  ORDER  #  0U973)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  U973F) 

US  50  07/20 

Indiana 
County:         Daviess        Martin         Lawrence 
The  statement  considers  the  corridor  study  for  the  proposed 
reconstruction  of  23  miles  of  4-lane  highway.   The  number 
of  displacements  and  the  amount  of  land  required  for  right- 
of-way  are  not  specified.   A  4(f)  statement  will  be  filed 
as  the  route  passes  through  the  Hoosier  National  Forest;  a 
crossing  of  the  East  Fork  of  White  River  will  be  made. 
(69  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  EPA   HUD   DOI 
(ELR  ORDER  i  04915)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  U915F) 

S.R.9  and  S.R.37  07/26 

Indlcina 
County:  Huntington 
The  statement  considers  the  reconstruction,  from  2  to  4 
lanes,  of  3. 2  miles  of  highway.  Four  residences  and  one 
business  will  be  displaced  by  the  project.  (2U  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  EPA   HEH   DOI 
(ELR  ORDER  #  0U952)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  U952F) 

US  30  07/26 

Iowa 
County:         Benton         Linn 
The  statement  considers  the  reconstruction  of  14.4  miles 
of  highway,  including  dual  bridges  over  Mud  Creek.   One 
family  farm  and  one  business  will  be  displaced;  500  ad- 
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ditional  acres  of  right-of-way  will  be  required.   (45 
pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  EPA   HUD   DOI   DOT 
(ELE  ORDER  «  C4956).    (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4956F) 

I  35W  07/13 

Kansas 
County:         Sedgwick 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  2.161  miles  of 
new  urban  highway  in  the  City  of  Wichita.   Four  major  inter- 

changes will  be  included.   The  Wichita  Drainage  Canal  will 
be  built  on  the  same  right-of-way.   Displacements  will 
include  981  residences  and  106  businesses.   A  U(f)  state- 

ment will  be  filed  as  land  would  be  taken  from  Linwood  Park. 
(171  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  USCG  COE   EPA   DOI   DOT 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04885)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4885F) 

US  56  07/27 

Kansas 
County:        Morris         Lyon 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  6.9  miles  of  2 
lane  highway,  including  bridges,  on  new  location.   Two 
residences  will  be  displaced  and  an  unspecified  amount  of 
agricultural  land  will  be  taken  for  right-of-way.   (42 
pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  CCE   EPA   HEi   DOI   USCG  DOC   OEO   DOT 
(ELR  ORDER  »  04964)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  4964F) 

I  35  07/27 

Kansas 
County:        Johnson        Miami 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  8.5  miles  of 

4-lane  roadway  on  new  location.  An  unspecified  amount  of 
right-of-way  will  be  required.  Several  family  farms  may 
be  severed  by  the  action.  (91  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  CCE   DOC   EPA   HEH   DOI 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04965)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  4965F) 

US54  07/27 

Kansas 
County:         Butler 
The  statement  considers  approximately  1.3  miles  of  2-lane 
roadway,  including  a  bridge  and  railroad  tracks.  A  number 
of  residences  and  businesses  will  be  displaced  as  a  result 
of  the  project;  the  precise  figures  depend  upon  the  alter- 

native route  chosen.  (61  pages.) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  DOC   COE   EPA   HUD   DOI   USCG  DOT 
(ELR  ORDER  «  04968)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4968F) 
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Final  Date 

US  119  and  US  23  07/11 

Kentucky 
County:         Pike 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  approximately 
U    miles  of  U-lane  highway,  between  Dorton  and  Pikeville. 
Eisplacements  will  include  58  families,  4  businesses,  1 
church  and  2  cemeteries.   Approximately  225  acres  are  re- 

quired for  right  of  way.   (40  pages) 
COMMENTS  HADE  BY:  EPA   HEW   HDD   DOI   DOT 
(ELR  ORDEE  »  0U870)     (NIIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  ua70F) 

US  119  07/12 

Kentucky 
County:         Pike 
The  statement  considers  the  reconstruction,  from  2  to  4 
lanes,  of  approximately  5  miles  of  highway,  including  a  new 
bridge.   The  project  is  a  segment  of  the  Appalachian  De- 

velopmental Highway  System,   Displacements  will  number  77 
residences  and  2  1  businesses;  approximately  185  acres  will 
be  reguired  for  right-of-way,   (57  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  COE   EPA   HEW   HOD   DOI 
(ELR  ORDER  i  04881)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4881F) 

Maryland  Route  235  07/12 

Maryland 
County:        St,  Mary's 
The  statement  refers  to  the  reconstruction,  from  2  to  4 

lanes  of  3,9  miles  of  highway  from  Laurel  Grove  to  Hill- 
ville.   Eight  residences  will  be  displaced  by  the  project; 
an  unspecified  amount  of  additional  right-of-way  will  be 
required,   (54  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  DOC   EPA   DOI 
(ELR  ORDEE  #  04878)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  4878F) 

Eavison  Freeway  07 /''7 

Michigan 
County:         Wayne 
The  statement  considers  the  widening  of  the  Davison  Free- 

way, a  depressed  level  urban  freeway  in  the  City  of  High- 
land Park,  to  two  4-lane  sections.  An  unspecified  amount 

of  residential  and  commercial  land  will  be  taken  for 
right-of-way,  (72  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA* 
(ELR  ORDER  «  04967)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  4967F) 
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Trunk  Highway  23  07/27 

Binnesota 

County:        several 
Ihe  proposed  project  is  the  relocation  of  approximately 
32.8  iriles  of  Trunk  Highway  23  in  Lyon,  Yellow  Medicine, 
Renville  and  Chippewa  Counties.   The  project  will  require 
construction  of  15  bridges;  2  over  railroad  crossings,  8 
over  river  and  creek  crossings  and  5  over  highway  cross- 

ings.  An  unspecified  amount  of  agricultural  land  will  be 
committed  to  the  action  and  some  farmsteads  will  be  se- 

vered.  Approximately  U.4  acres  of  Sham  Lake  will  be  en- 
croached upon.   Four  families,  a  town  hall,  and  several 

miscellaneous  buildings  will  be  displaced.   (96  pages) 
COMMENTS  MACE  BY:  EPA   HUD   DOI   OEO   DOT 
(ELK  OROEE  #  0497U)     (NTIS  ORDEB  #  EIS  72  a97UF) 

Route  160  07/12 

Missouri 
County:         Greene 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  8,2  miles  of 

2-lane  roadway  between  Route  123  and  Route  7UU,   Approxi- 
mately 250  acres  of  agricultural  land  will  be  taken  for 

right-of-way;  5  residences  will  be  displaced.   (21  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  EEA   HUS   DOI 
(ELR  ORDER  #  0U882)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  l*882F) 

1-80,  Project  S-259  (4)  and  Project  S-260-A  07/12 

Nebraska 
County:        Cheyenne 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  10.70  miles 

of  4-lane  interstate  highway  from  Brownson  to  Sidney,  and 
2  connecting  roads  totalling  3.5U  miles.   One  farmstead 
will  require  relocation;  an  unspecified  amount  of  land, 
some  of  it  wildlife  habitat,  will  be  required  for  right- 
of-way.   (38  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  COE   EPA   DOI 

(ELR  ORDER  #  014879)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  U879F) 

1-80  07/27 

Nevada 
County:         Humboldt 
The  project  is  the  proposed  construction  of  a  6.850  mile 
section  of  Interstate  80.   Approximately  252  acres  of 
land,  much  of  it  in  a  flood  plain,  will  be  committed  to 
the  action.   Four  businesses,  and  2U  residences  will  be 
displaced.  An  addendum  to  this  statement  considers  the 
relocation  of  1 . U  miles  of  1-95  to  a  point  N.E.  of  Winni- 
mucca,  across  the  Humboldt  Flood  Plain,  to  a  direct  con- 

nection with  1-80.   (51  pages) 
COMMENTS  HADE  BY:  DOI 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04962)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4962F) 
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0S93  07/27 

Nevada 
County:         Lincoln 
The  statement  considers  fhe  resurfacing  of  62  miles  of  ex- 

isting highway,  froir  Caliente  to  Alamo.  Little  change  in 
land  use  is  expected.  (35  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  CCE   DCI   EPA 
(ELR  OFDER  #  0U963)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  1963F) 

N.y.  5  and  US  20  07/11 

New  York 
County:         Ontario 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  an  interchange 
in  the  City  of  Canandaigua,  which  would  create  a  bypass 
of  the  central  business  district.   Twenty-two  families 
will  be  displaced  by  the  project;  a  U  (f )  statement  will  be 
filed  as  some  public  land  would  be  taken  for  use  as  right- 
of-way.   (32  pages) 

COMMiiNTS  KADE  BY:  USDA  FPC   DOT   DOI 
(ELP  ORDER  »  04872)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  U872F) 

Eroject  F-U3-2(  )  07/11 

Korth  Carolina 
County:         Hake 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  a  3.2  mile 

section  of  the  4-lane  loop  around  the  City  of  Raleigh. 
The  project  will  connect  US  64  and  1-40.   Two  families 
will  be  displaced;  a  4(f)  statement  will  be  filed  as  land 
will  be  taken  from  Worthdale  Park.   (62  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  EPA   GSA   HUD   DOI   OEC 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04866)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4866F) 

State  Route  1211  07/25 

North  Carolina 
County:        Graham 
Proposed  reconstruction  of  8.9  miles  of  roadway  from  US  129 
to  NC  28.  Three  families  will  be  displaced  and  approximately 
75  acres  will  be  required  for  right-of-way.  Siltation  and 
channelization  of  Sweetwater  Creek  will  affect  aquatic  life, 
(36  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  CCE   OEO   TVA 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04944)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4944F) 

7th  Street,  Langdon  07/11 

North  Dakota 
County:         Cavalier 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  a  curb  and 

gutter  on  8  blocks  of  street  in  the  city  of  Langdon.   A 
4(f)  statement  will  be  required  as  public  parkland  would 
be  taken  for  right-of-way.   (20  pages) 
COMMENTS  MACE  BY:  EEA   HUD   DOI 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04867)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  4867F) 
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Wilson  Hills  Poad  07/11 

Ohio 
County:        Geauga 
The  statement  considers  the  reconstruction  of  1.30  miles  of 

roadway  in  Chester  Township.   A  number  of  trees  will  be  re- 
iroyed  due  to  the  project.   (30  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  EPA   DOI 
(ELR  ORDER  «  0U865)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  4865F) 

State  Route  29  07/11 

Ohio 
County:         Auglaize       Shelby 
The  statement  considers  the  reconstruction  of  several 
sections  of  roadway  between  St.  Marys  and  New  Knoxville. 
One  family  will  be  displaced;  an  unspecified  amount  of 
land  will  be  required  for  additional  right-of-way.   (75 
pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  EPA   HUD   DOI 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04869)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4869?) 

Inner  Belt  Freeway   Charleston  07/11 

South  Carolina 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  a  multi-lane 
18-mile  long  freeway,  in  Charleston,  from  North  Charleston 
to  James  Island.   The  project  will  cross  Filbin  Creek,  the 
Ashley  River,  and  the  Stono  River  (twice) ,  necessitating 
the  construction  of  high-level  fixed  span  bridges.  Approxi- 

mately 231  residences  and  10  businesses  will  be  displaced 
by  the  project.  A  large  portion-of  the  land  needed  for 
right-of-way  is  marsh  land.  (31  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  HUD   DOT 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04864)     (NTIS  ORDER  t  EIS  72  4864F) 

Assembly  Street  07/26 

South  Carolina 
County:         Richland 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  0.66  mile  of  4 
lane  roadway  in  the  City  of  Columbia.   The  project  will 
improve  traffic  flow  between  the  central  business  district 
and  residential  sections  north  of  the  city.   Thirty-five 
residences  will  be  displaced  by  the  action.   (30  pages) 
COMMENTS  MACE  BY:  COE   EPA   HEH   HUD   DCI   DOT 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04955)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  4955F) 
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Texas 
County:         Harris 
The  statement  considers  the  proposed  reconstruction  of  1,25 
miles  of  controlled  access  freeway  between  Southern  Street 
and  Santa  Elena  Street  in  the  City  of  Houston.  An  unspeci- 

fied amount  of  land  will  be  taken  for  right-of-way.  Seven 
businesses  and  17  residences  will  be  displaced  by  the  action. 
Soil  erosion  will  occur  and  noise  levels  will  increase  for 
homes  abutting  the  new  right-of-way.  (23  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  EY:  COE   EPA   DOI   OEO   DOT 
(ELR  ORDEE  #  01*9^3)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  49U3F) 

Gatesville  Bypass  07/26 

Texas 
County:        Coryell 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  5,6  miles  of 
roadway  to  bypass  the  City  of  Gatesville.   One  family 
will  be  displaced.   (2U   pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  EPA   DOT 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04957)     'NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  U957F) 

State  Highway  71  07/27 

Texas 
County:        Fayette 
The  statement  considers  the  reconstruction,  from  2  to  4 
lanes,  of  6.9  miles  of  roadway;  including  2  bridges.   Nine 
residences  and  2  businesses  will  be  displaced;  several 
properties  will  be  severed.  (U7  pages) 
COMMENTS  MACE  BY:  USDA  EPA  HEH   COE   DOI   DOT 
(ELR  ORDER  *    04959)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4969F) 

Cypress  Creek  Bridge  07/27 

Virginia 
County:        Isle  of  Wight 
The  statement  considers  the  proposed  construction  of  a 
new  bridge  over  Cypress  Creek.  Project  length  is  0.478 
iriles.  The  ecological  balance  of  a  wetland  area  will 
be  disrupted;  breeding,  nesting,  and  feeding  grounds 
will  be  lost.  Several  parking  lots  and  access  to  four 
businesses  will  be  severed, 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  EPA   HEW   DOI   DOT 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04971)     (NTIS  ORDER  t  EIS  72  4971F) 

Sheboygan  River  Crossing  07/11 

Wisconsin 
County:         Sheboygan 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  a  4-lane 
bridge  over  the  Sheboygan  River,  on  Pennsylvania  Avenue  in 
the  City  of  Sheboygan.   Short  term  disturbances  of  the 
river  will  result  from  the  project.   (32  pages) 
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C.OMMENTS  MADE  BY:  UDSA  USCG  COE   EPA   HEH   DOI   DOT 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04868)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  UB68F) 

County  Trunk  Highway  B  07/31 

Wisconsin 

County :        Je  f f er son 
The  statement  considers  the  proposed  reconstruction  of  4.5 
miles  of  road  from  the  Jefferson  County  line  to  the  junction 
of  Rock  Lake  Road.   An  unspecified  amount  of  land  will  be 
taken  for  right-of-way;  a  4(f)  statement  will  be  filed  as 
public  park  land  would  be  affected.   Removal  of  trees  along 
the  existing  road  and  erosion  may  take  place.   (42  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:   USDA  EPA  HUD  DOT 

(ELR  ORDER  #  04987)      (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4987F) 

1-80  07/27 

Wyoming 
County:         Laramie 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  7.5  iriles  of  U 
lane  interstate  highway  on  new  location  near  the  City  of 
Cheyenne.   An  unspecified  amount  of  acreage  will  be  re- 

quired for  right-of-way.   The  roadway  will  hasten  existing 
trends  toward  industrialization.   (39  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  U£DA  DOC   EPA   HUD   DOI   COE   DOT 
(ELR  ORDER  «  04975)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4975F) 

Urban  Mass  Transportation  Administration 

Draft  Date 

Baltimore  Region  Rapid  Transit  System  07/27 

Maryland 
County:        Baltimore 
The  statement  considers  an  application  by  the  Maryland 
Department  of  Transportation  for  a  grant  of  two-thirds  of 
the  cost  of  the  final  design,  construction,  and  land  ac- 

quisition of  a  rail  rapid  transit  line  for  Section  A  of 
Phase  1  of  the  System.  Total  cost  of  Phase  1  is 
$404,513,000.   The  section  discussed  in  the  statement  in- 

cludes 8.5  miles  of  double-track  line  and  10  stations. 
Approximately  46  families  and  32  businesses  will  be  dis- 

placed by  the  project  (86  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04966)     (NTIS  OHDEH  #  EIS  72  4966D) 
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U.  S.  Coast  Guard 

Contact:  Captain  Sidney  A.  Wallace 
Office  of  Environmental  Protection 
Room  7311 

Washington,  D.  C.   20591 
(202)  426-2010 

Draft  Date 

Little  Lake  Butte  des  Morts  07/28 

Wisconsin 
County:         Winnetago 
The  statement  considers  the  approval  of  plans  and  location 
for  a  medium  level,  multi-span  fixed  highway  bridge  across 
Little  Lake  Butte  des  Morts.   The  project  will  connect  two 
sections  of  the  Town  of  Menasha.   Six  residences  will  be 
displaced  by  the  action.   (17  pages) 
(ELB  ORDER  #  0U983)     (NTIS  ORDER  *    EIS  72  4983D) 
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U.S.  WATER  RESOURCES  COUNCIL 

Contact:         Mr.  W.  Don  Maughan,  Director 
2120  L  Street,  N.W. 
8th  Floor 

Washington,  D.  C.   20037 
254-6303 

Final  Date 

Genesee  River  Basin  07/1U 
New  York 
The  statement  considers  the  Comprehensive  Basin  Feport  for 
the  river.  Intermediate  and  long  range  water  related  needs 
(water  supply,  quality  control,  irrigation,  recreation, 
etc.)  are  considered.  Structural  features  of  the  plan  in- 

clude 16  upland  reservoirs,  10  reservoirs  in  the  Ontario 
Lake  Plains,  the  Canaserago  multi-purpose  project,  and  the 
Stannard  irulti-purpcse  reservoir.  (29  pages) 
COMMENTS  HADE  BY: 
(ELR  ORDER  #  0489U)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  489UF) 

Eig  Muddy  River  07/13 

Illinois 
The  statement  is  a  study  of  the  problems  and 
needs  of  the  river  tasin,  with  proposed  projects 
and  programs.  Structural  projects  proposed  by 
the  plan  include  10  reservoirs.  Significant 
Indian  cultural  remains  are  located  in  the  basin. 
(24  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY: 
(ELR  ORDER  #  04883)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  4883F) 
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VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

Contact:  Mr.  William  H.  Bowen   001-A 
Staff  Assistant  to  the  Deputy  Administrator 
810  Vermont  Avenue,  N.W.  -  Room  1127 
Washington,  D.  C.   20420 
(202)  389-2830 

Draft  Date 

Veterans  Administration  Hospital  07/24 

California 
County:         Los  Angeles 
The  stateirent  considers  the  construction  of  a  9U0  bed 
replacement  hospital  in  Los  Angeles.   The  hospital  will 
be  a  major  contribution  to  the  medical  education  program 
of  the  UCLA  Medical  School.   Construction  will  be  dis- 

ruptive to  the  area.   (13  pages) 
(ELB  ORDER  #  04930)     (NTIS  08DEH  #  EIS  72  49300) 

Final  Date 

loma  Linda  07/14 

California 
County:        San  Bernardino  Riverside 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  a  630  bed 
Veterans  Administration  Hospital.   The  hospital  would 
serve  Veterans  and  their  families,  and  contribute  to  the 
medical  education  programs  of  Loma  Linda  University 
Medical  School.   Increased  traffic  volume  and  additional 
loads  upon  local  utilities  will  result.   (15  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  EFA   HEW   DOT 
(ELR  ORDER  »  04891)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  4891F) 
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AVAILABILITY  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY  COMMENTS  ON 

ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENTS 

Appendix  I  contains  a  listing  of  draft  environmental 
impact  statements  which  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
(EPA)  has  reviewed  and  commented  upon  in  writing  during  the 
period  from  July  1,  1972  to  July  31,  1972,  as  required 
by  Section  102  (2)  (C)  of  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969  and  Section  309  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended. 
The  listing  includes  the  Federal  agency  responsible  for  the 
statement,  the  number  assigned  by  EPA  to  the  statement,  the 
title  of  the  statement,  the  classification  of  the  nature  of 

EPA's  comments,  and  the  source  for  copies  of  the  comments. 

Appendix  II  contains  definitions  of  the  four  classifi- 
cations of  EPA's  comments.   Copies  of  EPA's  comments  on  these 

draft  environmental  impact  statements  are  available  to  the 
public  from  the  EPA  offices  noted. 

Appendix  III  contains  a  listing  of  the  addresses  of  the 
sources  for  copies  of  EPA  comments  listed  in  Appendix  I. 

Copies  of  the  draft  environmental  impact  statements  are 
available  from  the  Federal  department  or  agency  which  prepared 
the  draft  statement  or  from  the  National  Technical  Information 
Service,  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  Springfield,  Virginia 
22151. 

Sh6;/ldon  Meyers 

Di'5 

Office   of  t'ederal   Activities 

Date:       AUG  4     1972 
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APPENDIX  II 

DEFINITION  OF  CODES  FOR  THE  GENERAL  NATURE 

OF  EPA  COMMENTS 

(1)  General  Agreement/Lack  of  Objections:   The  Agency  generally: 

(a)  Has  no  objections  to  the  proposed  action  as  described 
in  the  draft  impact  statement; 

(b)  suggests  only  minor  changes  in  the  proposed  action 
or  the  draft  impact  statement;  or 

(c)  has  no  comments  on  the  draft  impact  statement  or  the 
proposed  action. 

(2)  Inadequate  Information: 

The  Agency  feels  that  the  draft  impact  statement  does  not 
contain  adequate  information  to  assess  fully  the  environmental 

impact  of  the  proposed  action.   The  Agency's  comments  call  for 
more  information  about  the  potential  environmental  hazards 

addressed  in  the  statement,  or  ask  that  a  potential  environ- 
mental hazard  be  addressed  since  it  was  not  addressed  in  the 

draft  statement. 

(3)  Major  Changes  Necessary: 

The  Agency  believes  that  the  proposed  action,  as  described 
in  the  draft  impact  statement,  needs  major  revisions  or  major 
additional  safeguards  to  adequately  protect  the  environment. 

(4)  Unsatisfactory : 

The  Agency  believes  that  the  proposed  action  is  unsatisfactory 
because  of  its  potentially  harmful  effect  on  the  environment. 
Furthermore,  the  Agency  believes  that  the  safeguards  which 
might  be  utilized  may  not  adequately  protect  the  environment 

from  the  hazards  arising  from  this  action.   The  Agency  there- 
fore recommends  that  alternatives  to  the  action  be  analyzed 

further  (including  the  possibility  of  no  action  at  all) . 
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APPENDIX  III 

SOURCES  FOR  COPIES  OF  EPA  COMMENTS 

Director,  Office  of  Public  Affairs 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
401  M  Street,  S.W. 
Washington,  D.C.    20460 

Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  I 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Room  2303 

John  F.  Kennedy  Federal  Building 
Boston,  Massachusetts    02203 

Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  II 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Room  847 
26  Federal  Plaza 
New  York,  New  York    10007 

Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  III 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Curtis  Bldg.,  6th  and  Walnut  Streets 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania    19106 

Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  IV 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Suite  300 
1421  Peachtree  Street,  N.E. 
Atlanta,  Georgia    30309 

Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  V 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
1  N.  Wacker  Drive 
Chicago,  Illinois    60606 

Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  VI 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
1600  Patterson  Street 
Dallas,  Texas    75201 
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H.   Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  VII 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
1735  Baltimore  Street 
Kansas  City,  Missouri    64108 

I.   Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  VIII 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Lincoln  Tower,  Room  916 
1860  Lincoln  Street 
Denver,  Colorado    80203 

J.   Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  IX 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
100  California  Street 
San  Francisco,  California    94102 

K.   Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  X 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
1200  6th  Avenue 
Seattle,  Washington    98101 
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No.  8 

;iiber,     197  2 council  on  environmental  quality 
CALVERT  CLIFFS  REVISITED 

A  year  ago  in  the  September  1971  edition  of  the 
102  Monitor,  we  published  the  full  text  of  the  D.C. 

Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  opinion  in  Calvert  Cliffs  Co- 
ordinating Committee  v.  AEC,  499  F.2d  1109,  (D.C.  Cir. 

1971),  a  leading  NEPA  opinion.   Since  that  time,  the 

Atomic  Energy  Commission,  under  new  leadership,  has 
issued  important  revisions  in  its  NEPA  procedures  and 
has  reexamined  all  the  proceedings  before  it  in  the 
light  of  that  opinion. 

Since  the  Calvert  Cliffs  opinion  and  the  AEC's 
positive  response  are  perhaps  the  best  illustration 

of  the  impact  of  NEPA,  we  publish  on  this  anniversary 
an  assessment  of  this  impact  in  a  recent  speech  by 
AEC  Commissioner  William  Doub.   Significantly,  this 
speech  was  given  as  a  commencement  talk  to  an  industry 

School  for  Environmental  Management,  —  training  utility 
executives  to  build  environmental  considerations  into 

their  decision  making,  (see  page  2) 

Contents 

1   Calvert  Cliffs  Revisited 

6   Agency  l>rEPA  Contacts 
9   Sources  for  102  State- 

ments 
10  NTIS  Price  List 
11  Sources  for  Back  Issues 

of  the  102  Monitor 
12  Order  Blank  for  102 

Monitor  Subscription 
13  Environmental  Impact 

Statements  received 

in  August 

74   EPA  Listing  (per  Section 
309  of  the  Clean  Air 

Act,  as  amended) 
83   Cumulative  Summaries  of 

Statements  Received  in 

August,  1972 

Environmental  Impact 
Statements  in  the  Federal  Register 

In  addition  to  the  monthly  listing 
of  environmental  impact  statements 
in  the  102  Monitor,  the  Council  pro- 

vides a  similar  weekly  listing  in 
the  Federal  Register.  The  Federal 
Register  listing  is  published  each 
Saturday. 



UNITED    STATES 
ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

WASHINGTON,   DC.       20545 

No.  S- 10-72 

Tel.  973-3281 

FOR  IMMEDIATE  RELEASE 

Remarks  by 

WILLIAM  O.  DOUB,  COMMISSIONER,  U.S.  ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

at 
Commencement  Ceremonies 

Westlnghouse  School  for  Environmental  Management 

Fort  Collins,  Colorado 

July  21,  1972 

ENVIRONMENTAL  FORESIGHT: 

AEC'S  APPROACH  TO  ENVIRONMENTAL  MANAGEMENT 

Introduction 

As  you  may  recall  from  your  academic  days,  a 
commencement  speaker  is  the  fellow  you  have  to  endure 
for  an  hour  to  get  your  diploma.  He  typically  tells  the 
graduates  that  they  are  better  prepared  to  face  the  real 
world  outside  the  ivory  towers  than  those  who  went  before 
them  and  concludes  with  that  familiar  fatherly  advice  given 
in  Hamlet -To  thine  ownself  be  true,  and  it  must  follow,  as 

night  the  day.  you  can't  be  false  to  any  man.  1  plan  to  spare 
you  such  advice  tonight.  You  are  not  strangers  to  the  real 
world,  so  1  feel  free  to  focus  instead  on  a  few 

environmental  realities  you  have  dealt  with  these  past 
several  weeks  in  your  environmental  management  seminars. 

About  this  time  last  year,  my  colleague  Commissioner 
James  Ramey  was  your  commencement  speaker.  The  date 
was  July  23,  1971.  If  that  date  has  a  familiar  ring,  it  should. 
That  was  the  day  that  the  Calvert  Cliffs  court  decision  was 
handed  down.  Please  do  not  be  alarmed,  for  1  have  no 
similar  judicial  bombshell  to  drop  tonight.  Quite  to  the 
contrary,  1  believe  that  one  year  and  many  dozens  of 
environmental  reviews  later  the  Atomic  Energy 

Commission's  acceptance  of  and  follow-through  on  the 
Calvert  Cliffs  decision  has  responsibly  met  the  court's 
holdings. 

In  our  time,  we  have  witnessed  the  rise  of  commanding 
new  social  values.  Significant  among  these  is  a  new  respect 

for  our  natural  environment.  However,  the  desire  for  a 

clean  environment  simply  has  not  replaced  a  desire  for 

society's  economic  growth.  Both  demands  still  exist,  and 
the  public  rightly  refuses  to  be  forced  into  an  either-or 
choice-  witness  the  California  voters'  recent  rejection  of 
Proposition  9,  which  had  included  a  call  for  a  five-year 
moratorium  on  the  construction  of  nuclear  power  plants. 
Thus,  the  fundamental  problem  we  now  face  is  how  to 
protect  and  improve  the  quality  of  our  outdoor 
environment  without  severely  curtailing  or  eliminating  the 
advantages  of  our  indoor  environment.  And,  it  has  generally 

been  acknowledged  that  the  burden-of-action  to  make 
decisions  that  will  assure  a  dependable  supply  of  clean 
energy  with  optimal  regard  for  the  environment  falls  most 
heavily  on  the  electric  utility  industry.  To  be  perfectly 
blunt,  profit  margins  or  cheap  electricity  can  no  longer  hold 
the  commanding  priority  they  once  did  over  investments  in 

environmental  quahty  in  a  utility's  plani.ing  for  power 
plants.  The  times  demand  that  the  utility  industry  reassess 
the  present  validity  of  the  historic  principles  under  which 
they  have  so  long  managed.  This  does  not  imply  the  need 
for  any  wholesale  rejection  of  values  but  rather  a  reordering 
of  priorities. 

NEPA  and  Calvert  Cliffs 

At  the  risk  of  sounding  like  an  absent-minded  professor 
rehashing  the  same  point  over  and  over,  I  would  like  to 
briefly  review  the  Calvert  Cliffs  decision.  I  do  so  because 
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the  court's  interpretation  of  AEC's  implementation  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  and  the  Commission's 
subsequent  response  have  had  far-reaching  effects  on  the 

way  today's  decision-makers  are  responding  to  questions  of 
environmental  quality.  We  are  advancing  from  an  era  of 
asking  what  we  can  do  to  decrease  pollution  and 
environmental  damage  to  asking  what  we  can  do  to  prevent 
pollution  and  preserve  environmental  quality.  Tills  has  not 
happened  only  because  of  NEPA  or  Calvert  Cliffs.  As  I 
mentioned  earlier,  changing  social  values  have  led  to  new 
national  priorities.  NEPA  and  Calvert  Cliffs  have  created 
the  framework  and  necessary  tools  for  a  new  approach  to 

environmental  management— an  approach  which  stresses 
foresight  instead  of  hindsight. 

In  the  Calvert  Cliffs  decision,  the  court  basically  held 
that  under  NEPA  the  AEC  was  required  to  make  an 
independent  review  and  evaluation  of  all  environmental 

effects  at  every  decision-point  in  the  nuclear  power  plant 
licensing  process.  To  the  horror  of  some— the  approbation 
of  others—  and  on  the  advice  of  our  counsel,  the 
Commission  decided  not  to  appeal  the  decision  but  rather 
to  move  swiftly  to  implement  its  holding.  Compliance  took 
the  form  of  two  substantive  environmental  review  changes: 
(1)  the  environmental  matters  required  to  be  fully 
considered  by  a  license  applicant  and  the  AEC  were 
enlarged  to  include  the  total  impact  of  the  proposed  plant 

on  the  environment,  including-and  perhaps  most 
notably-that  in  the  water  quality  area;  and  (2)  the  addition 
of  a  benefit-cost  analysis  balancing  the  economic,  technical, 
and  other  benefits  of  the  facility  against  the  relative 
environmental  and  other  costs  of  a  variety  of  alternatives, 
including  building,  or  not  building,  the  plant. 

AEC  Guidance  to  Industry 

AEC  has  provided  preliminary  and  interim  guidelnies  to 
the  industry  for  the  preparation  of  environmental  reports. 
In  a  further  effort  to  improve  the  quality  of  utility 
environmental  reports,  the  Commission  recently  published 
a  comprehensive  guide  for  utilities  to  follow  in  preparing 
the  cost-benefit  analysis  section  of  the  report.  The  guide, 
which  takes  into  account  comments  received  from  Federal 

and  State  agencies  and  from  industry  and  environmental 
organizations,  presents  utilities  with  a  framework  for 
avoiding  past  inadequacies  and  oversights. 

Basically,  the  guide  provides  a  format  for  submission  of 
the  benefit  and  cost  information  specifically  required  by 
the  AEC  staff  to  conduct  its  own  independent  evaluation  of 
environmental  impact.  Since  each  case  is  aiialy/cd  on  the 

basis  of  the  unique  environmental  eft'ects  associated  with  a 
specific  plant,  and  since  the  guide  reflects  the  key 

considerations  in  the  AEC's  review  process,  the  full  range 
of  alternative  approaches  to  reduce  detrimental 
environmental  effects  is  required.  The  guide  details 
methods  for  computing  the  costs  associated  with  a  broad 
range  of  environmental  factors,  such  as  water  quality, 
esthetics,  recreation,  need  for  power,  alternative  means  of 
providing  power,  the  effects  of  transporting  fuel,  and  the 
building  of  transmission  Unas.  Anything  less  than  complete 

attention  to  the  details  covered  by  the  guide  increases  the 
chance  that  the  application  will  be  judged  inadequate. 
Errors  and  inadequacies  in  the  cost-benefit  analyses  are 
invariably  costly  to  correct,  and  without  exception,  waste 
time.  The  new  guidelines  are  designed  to  help  remedy  such 
deficiencies. 

The  Commission  has  approved  and  we  expect  to  issue 
shortly  for  comment  and  interim  use  yet  another  guide,  a 
standard  format  for  the  preparation  of  environmental 
reports.  This  comprehensive  guide  is  directed  at  the 

so-called  pristine  or  "Phase  I"  cases,  those  on  which  site 
work  and  construction  activity  has  not  yet  commenced.  In 
this  latest  guide,  thhe  AEC  is  asking  for  fuU  identification 
of  energy  sources  and  site  alternatives  to  those  favored  by 
the  applicant,  followed  by  a  direct  comparison  showing 
why  the  proposed  site  a  dnd  nuclear  plant  are  preferred  by 
the  utility  over  other  alternatives.  Tabular  side-by-side 
presentation  is  requested,  and  quantification  to  the  extent 
practicable  is  called  for. 

1  should  note  in  passing  that  experience  in  the 

preparation  and  review  of  our  first  draft  cost-benefit  guide 
has  persuaded  me  that  it  is  not  desirable  to  strain  after 
quantification  where  the  data  are  not  reasonably  available 
or  the  factor  is  one  which  does  not  lend  itself  to  objective 
quantification.  To  do  so  results  in  the  report  becoming  an 
academic  exercise  rather  than  a  practical  evaluation  of 
environmental  effect.  I  would  hesitate,  for  example,  to 

recommend  a  recent  tongue-in-cheek  suggestion  that  we 
create  a  measurement  called  a  "VU"  to  measure  esthetics. 
With'  such  a  unit  we  could  make  such  quantitative 
statements  as  "we  estimate  the  esthetic  effect  of  the  plant 
will  be  minus  32  millivus."  but  as  long  as  taste  involves 
personal  judgment,  the  measurement  of  such  matters  as 
esthetics  best  remains  qualitative.  But  regarding 
quantifiable  aspects,  I  recommend  thoroughness  in  the 
environmental  report  and  an  adequate  degree  of  dollar 
quantification  in  the  cost-benefit  analysis.  You  should  find 
the  AEC  guides  useful  in  achieving  both  these  objectives. 

By  following  these  various  guidelines,  the  applicant  can 
provide  al]  of  the  required  data  in  his  first  submission  of  the 
report.  Attention  to  the  recommendations  in  them  should 
remedy  many  of  the  uncertainties  and  time-consuming 
exchanges  of  questions  and  answers  that  have  plagued  the 

AEC's  review  process  in  the  past. 

Benefit-Cost  Analyses 

Though  some  observers  of  the  current 

energy -ciiviroiimcn  I  dilcinina  have  made  a  pragmatic 
appraisal  and  decided  that  we  are  stymied  by  a  classic 
confrontation  of  an  immovable  object  and  irresistable 
force,  I  cannot  accept  such  a  patently  simplistic  appraisal. 
We  must  find  a  way  to  strike  an  acceptable  balance  between 

our  society's  needs  for  energy  on  one  hand  and  the  equally 
compelling  commitment  to  protect  the  quality  of  our 
environment  on  the  other.  The  cost-benefit  approach  is  a 
useful  device  for  achieving  such  a  balance—  it  helps  narrow 
the  scope  of  the   issues  and   provides  a   framework  for 
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evaluating  the  requisite  data.  In  tliis  way  it  helps  make 
decision-making  more  productive  of  sound,  rational 

judgments.  In  the  AEC's  licensing  procedures,  cost-benefit 
analysis  is  now  the  hinge  t)n  which  the  decision-making 
process  turns,  but  the  speed  and  quality  of  any  assessment 
the  AEC  makes  varies  in  direct  proportion  to  the  adequacy 

found  in  the  utilities'  environmental  reports. 

It  may  come  as  a  surprise  but  cost-benetll  analysis  is 
not  a  new  tool  in  public  technology  assessment.  Some  70 
years  ago,  the  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  used  a  rather 
simple  form  of  it  to  assess  proposed  navigation  projects. 
Since  then  it  has  been  employed  repeatedly  in  the  public 
and  private  realm  to  help  decision-makers  reach  go-no-go 
decisions.  But,  as  the  AEC  and  other  agencies  under  NEPA 
use  the  cost-benefit  analysis,  a  rather  complex  form  is 
involved,  since  the  evaluation  of  several  alternatives  is 

required.  The  pivotal  cost-benefit  items  do  not  rest  simply 
on  a  comparison  of  the  benefits  of  electricity  versus 
environmental  costs.  The  crucial  comparisons,  rather,  are 
generally  between  the  benefits  to  society  of  reduced 
environmental  consequences  from  alternatives  to  the 

applicant's  preferred  plant,  on  the  one  hand,  and  the economic  costs  of  such  alternatives,  on  the  other.  In  other 
words,  is  it  worthwhile  for  society  to  increase  the  ultimate 
cost  of  power  by  a  given  amount  to  lower  the 
environmental  damage  by  other  estimated  amounts? 

Perhaps  the  long-range  advantage  of  the  cost-benefit 
matrix  is  its  potential  effect  on  the  thinking  involved  in 
planning  projects.  In  our  traditional  costs  and  profits 
scheme,  it  is  second-nature  for  designers  to  seek  ways  to 
hold  dollar  costs  down.  Today,  however,  it  is  clear  that 
such  traditional  approaches  are  inadequate.  Planners  must 
now  add  social  and  environmental  accounting  to  their 
balance  sheets.  For  example,  an  essential  ingredient  in  the 

cost-benefit  analysis  is  the  applicant's  estimates  of  the 
social,  cultural  and  economic  consequences  of  the  facility, 
including  estimates  of  the  value  of  delivered  power,  of  local 
and  regional  employment  and  income  gain,  and  of  increases 
in  tax  revenues.  These  factors,  of  course,  are  in  addition  to 
the  expected  estimates  specifically  balancing  the 
environmental  costs  and  benefits. 

Utility  Response 

The  wide  ranging  scope  of  the  environmental  report  and 

AEC's  environmental  statement  was  of  course  never 
intended  to  impede  or  delay  the  AEC's  licensing  procedure. 
It  was  intended  to  provide  a  fuller  framework  and  a 
functional  decision-making  tool.  Initially,  however,  there 
was  an  apparent  industry  reluctance  to  full  compliance  with 
AEC  guidelines. 

Careful,  complete,  and  realistic  quantification  of  costs 
and  benefits  did  not  typify  the  supplemental  environmental 
reports  filed  subsequent  to  Calvert  Cliffs.  Over  one-half  of 
all  the  supplemental  statements  filed  were  held  up  because 
of  inadequacies  of  information.  Time  and  money  were 
wasted  in  the  exchange  of  questions  and  answers  between 
AEC  and  the  applicant.  In  addition,  in  many  cases  the  need 

for  the  proposed  new  block  of  power  has  not  been  well 
supported.  We  expect  the  applicant  to  provide  data  on  past 
loads,  projected  future  loads,  and  the  relationship  of  the 
proposed  new  block  of  power  to  total  system  and 
interconnection  reliability. 

There  also  has  generally  been  a  lack  of  quantitative 
information  on  existing  environmental  conditions  at  the 
site,  particularly  on  ecological  characteristics  with  respect 
to  inventories  of  important  aquatic  and  terrestrial  biota  and 
their  interrelationships.  While  I  see  no  reason  whai^ocver 
for  an  inventory  of  all  the  biota-even  if  one  were 
possible- it  is  necessary  to  identify  the  important  species  to 
provide  a  baseline  for  evaluating  potential  environmental 
effects. 

There  has  been  a  general  weakness  in  providing 
quantitative  information  on  contemplated  environmental 
effects  as  a  result  of  operation  of  the  plant.  We  expect 
applicants  to  use  their  best  efforts  in  this  area,  recognizing 
that  some  of  the  long-range  effects  cannot  be  predicted 
with  a  high  degree  of  accuracy  at  this  time.  One  major  area 
of  weakness  that  greatly  concerns  me  is  the  failure  to 
adequately  consider  alternative  systems  to  minimize 
environmental  impact  and  to  include  this  information  in 
the  cost-benefit  analysis.  This  requirement  should  not  be  as 
difficult  as  it  may  initially  appear-especially  for  the  utility 
that  has  ably  considered  such  alternatives  and  exercised 
responsible  discretion  and  sound  judgment  in  its  selection 

process. 

Responding  to  AEC's  requirements  is  admittedly  no 
easy  task,  but  it  is  one  which  the  license  applicant  nmst 
face  early  and  with  a  degree  of  realism  that  is  responsive  to 
the  situation.  Doing  what  is  most  expedient  or  most 
expensive  may  not  always  be  an  easy  out.  For  example,  if  a 
utility  chooses  what  seems  expedient  and  says  that  it  will 
build  cooling  towers,  we  may  disagree.  Shocked?  You 

shouldn't  be;  in  certain  circumstances  cooling  towers  may 
have  a  more  detrimental  impact  on  the  total  environment 
than  once-through  cooling,  or  on  the  other  hand,  a  cooling 
tower  might  not  be  sufficient.  This  is  where  sound 
judgment  comes  in.  Protecting  the  environment  does  not 
mean  the  acceptance  of  all  environmentally  approved 

"tools"  regardless  of  merit  as  applied  to  site  characteristics 
and  other  factors.  If  there  is  a  low  water  supply  in  the  site 
area,  the  water  consumptive  rate  of  a  reactor  might  exceed 
available  supply  or  seriously  jeopardize  the  human  water 
supply  and  the  local  ecology.  I  would  also  urge  you  to  keep 
in  mind  that  the  installation  of  a  cooling  tower  usually 
constitutes  an  esthestic  degradation  of  the  environment. 
These  are  hard  decisions  requiring  enlightened  judgment 
and  in-depth  analysis.  From  my  years  of  exposure  to  the 
management  of  the  American  utility  industry,  I  know  that 
results  in  the  public  interest  can  be  achieved  and  the  new 
AEC  is  dedicated  to  insuring  those  results. 

Conclusion 

Before  Calvert  Cliffs,  it  typically  took  the  AEC  one  half 

a     man-year     to     complete     an     environmental     impact 
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statemenl.  Today,  it  sometimes  takes  5  man-years.  And 
those  utilities  who  have  recently  filed  environmental 
reports  have  not  exactly  suffered  in  silence  about  the  time 
and  effort  necessary  to  prepare  their  statements.  In  fact,  I 
suspect  that  many  of  you  here  today  came  to  train  for  the 
day  when  you  would  help  prepare  such  reports.  I  commend 
Westinghouse  for  establishing  this  school,  and  I  commend 
those  organizations  who  have  sponsored  your  attendance. 

The  cost-benefit  method  does  not  constitute  a  means  of 
avoiding  the  human  judgment  in  reaching  decisions.  Rather, 
it  is  an  aid  to  judgment,  not  a  substitute  for  it.  it  is  an 
orderly  means  of  setting  out  the  data  which  those  who 
judge  should  consider  to  assure  timely  and  reasonable 

judgments.  Nothing  less  than  complete  attention  to  the 
AEC-reconmiended  guidelines  can  assure  timely  and  sound 
judgments.  We  are  asking  for  thorougli  statements  and 
accurate  analyses  of  alternative  systems,  particularly  with 
respect  to  components  directly  related  to  environmental 
quality,  such  as  cooling  systems.  Relative  costs  and 
environmental  effects  for  each  are  required,  and  methods 
for  computing  these  are  offered  in  our  guides.  We  are  also 
asking  for  a  summary  statement  which  sets  forth  the  major 

costs  and  benefits  of  the  proposed  facility  and  their- 
relationship  to  one  another.  Finally,  I  recommend  that 
utilities  benefit  from  hindsight,  but  rely  on  foresight, 
environmental  foresight,  in  preparing  their  environmental 

reports. 

Recently,  the  AEC  received  a  communication  from 

Russell  Train,  Chairman  of  the  President's  Council  on 

Environmental  Quality.  Mr.  Train,  commenting  on  CEQ's 
review  of  AEC's  Phase  I  guide  which  I  referred  to 
earlier,  noted  that  CEQ  thought  it  was  a  "first  class 
job."  The  AEC,  in  turn,  is  looking  for  a  first  class  job 
from  the  utilities  in  responding  to  our  licensing 
requirements.  The  AEC  does  not  of  course  rely 
exclusively  on  the  applicant  in  assembling  the  data  base 
for  each  case.  We  have  other  sources  of  information  and 

may,  if  necessary,  perform  or  sponsor  data-gathering 
studies  ourselves.  The  fact  remains,  however,  that  the 

principal  responsibility  for  providing  the  underlying 
factual  base  rests  with  the  applicant,  and  the  speed  and 
quality  of  AEC  decisions  on  a  license  application  bears 
an  intimate  relationship  to  the  adequacy  of  the 

applicant's  job. 
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The  following  are  additions  and  changes  to  the  list  of  agejicy 
NEPA  contacts  which  was  printed  in  the  July,  1972  issue  of  the 
102  Monitor. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  KIR   FORCE 

(ii)   Assistant  Secretary  with  NEPA  Responsibility 

Dr.  Billy  E.  Welch,  Special  Assistant  for 
Environmental  Quality,  OASAF  (I&L) 
Room  4E948,  Pentagon 
0X7-9297 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

Herlrert  E.  Bell,  Colonel,  USAF  BSC 
Chief,  Environmental  Protection  Group 
Directorate  of  Civil  Engineering,  USAF 
Room  5E42  5,  Pentagon 
Washington,  D.  C.   20330 
0X5-2889 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ARMY 

(ii)   Under  Secretary  with  NEPA  Responsibility 

Henry  L.  T.  Koren,  Deputy  Under  Secretary  of  the  Army 
Room  2E614,  Pentagon 
Washington,  D.  C.   20310 
0X7-2241 

(iii)   Working  Level  ̂ jepa  Liaison 

William  P.  Gardiner,  Colonel,  CE 
Chief,  Environmental  Office 

(DALO-INE)  Room  409 
Washington,  D.  C.  30301 
0X4-4269 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  NAVY 

(ii)   Under  Secretary  with  NEPA  Responsibility 

Joseph  A .  Grimes ,  Jr . 
Deputy  Under  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
Room  4C723,  Pentagon 
Washington,  D.  C.   20360 
0X7-0892 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

(USN) 

Joseph  A.  D"Emidio,  CDR,  USN 
Director,  Environmental  Protection  Group 
Office,  Chief  of  Naval  Operations  .(OP-45) 
Room  4B480,  Pentagon 
Washington,  D.  C.   20360 

(USMC) 
L.  Cassedy,  LTC  USMC 
Chief,  Facilities  Maintenance  &  Operations  Branch 
Headquarters  Marine  Corps  (COA-2) 
700  Donata  Building 
192  5  North  Lynn  Street 
Arlington,  l^irginia   22209 
0X4-1425 

DEFENSE  SUPPLY  AGENCY 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

Edward  B.  Rowinski,  Chief 

Field  Support  Division  (DSAH-WS) 
Room  4D489,  Cameron  Station 
Alexandria,  Virginia   22314 
274-6357 

DEFENSE  NUCLEAR  AGENCY 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Lt  Gen  Carroll  H.  Dunn 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

Earl  L.  Eagles,  Director 
Logistics  Directorate   (J-4) 
Washington,  D.  C,   302  05   0X4-8433 



FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

(i)   Head  of  Agency 

Mrs.  Helen  Delich  Bentley,  Chairman 

(ii)   Vice  Chairman  with  NEPA  Responsibility 

None 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

Daniel  Warman 
1405  I  Street 

Washington,  D.  C.   20573 
382-4440 

(iv)   General  Counsel  NEPA  Contact 

Frederick  Shreve 
Office  of  the  General  Counsel 

3l405    I   Street 
Washington,  D.  C.   20573 
382-4440 

GENERAL  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION 

(iii)   Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

Andrew  Kauders 
Director,  Office  of  Environmental  Affairs 
Washington,  D.  C.   20405 
343-4161 
183-4161 
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SOURCES  FOR  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENTS 

In  order  to  receive  more  efficient  and  prompt  service, 
requestors  are  urged  to  order  draft  and  final  impact  statements 

from  the  Department  of  Commerce's  National  Technical  Infor- 
mation Service  (NTIS)  rather  than  the  preparing  agency.   Each 

statement  will  be  assigned  an  order  number  that  will  appear 
in  the  102  Monitor  (at  the  end  of  the  summary  of  each 

statement)  and  also  in  the  NTIS  semi-monthly  Announcement 

Series  No.  68,  "Environmental  Pollution  and  Control."   (An 
annual  subscription  costs  $5.00  and  can  be  ordered  from 
the  NTIS,  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  Springfield,  Virginia 
22151) 

Final  statements  will  be  available  in  microfiche  as 

well  as  paper  copy.   A  paper  copy  of  any  statement  can  be 
obtained  by  writing  NTIS  at  the  above  address.   A  new  price 
list  for  NTIS  documents  is  on  page  10   A  microfiche  costs 
$0.95. 

NTIS  is  also  offering  a  special  "package"  in  which  the 
subscriber  receives  all  statements  in  microfiche  for  $0.35 

per  statement. 

Statements  will  still  be  available  for  public  scrutiny 
in  the  document  rooms  of  the  various  agencies.   However, 
only  limited  copies  will  be  available  for  distribution. 

Yet  another  possible  source  of  statements  is  from 
the  Environmental  Law  Institute,  1346  Connecticut  Avenue, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.   20036.   To  order  a  document,  please 
indicate  the  Department,  date,  and  ELR  Order  #  (given  at 
the  end  of  each  summary).   The  Institute  charges  $0.10 
per  page,  and  as  you  will  note,  the  number  of  pages  is  also 
given  at  the  end  of  the  summaries.   Please  enclose  the 
correct  amount  of  money  with  your  order  and  mark  the  envelope 

to  the  attention  of  the  "Document  Service." 
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NTIS    Price   List 

Pages 

1-20 
$3.00 

201-205 
$12.25 

401-405 
$22.25 

601-605 

$32.25 

80K805 

$42,2 21-25 3.25 206-210 12.50 406-410 22.50 606-610 32.50 806-810 

42.5 

26-30 3.50 211-215 12.75 411-415 22.75 
611-615 32.75 811-815 

42.7 

31-35 3.75 216-220 13.00 416-420 23.00 616-620 33.00 816-820 

43.0 

36-40 4.00 221-225 13.25 421-425 23.25 621-625 33.25 821-825 
43.2 

41-A5 4.25 226-230 13.50 426-430 23.50 626-630 33.50 
826-830 

43.5 

46-50 4.50 231-235 13.75 431-435 23.75 631-635 33.75 831-835 

43.7 

51-55 4.75 236-240 14.00 436-440 24.00 636-640 34.00 836-840 

44.0 

56-60 5.00 241-245 14.25 
441-4d^5 24.25 

6A 1-645 34.25 841-845 
44.2 

61-65 5.25 246-250 14.50 
446-4.'>0 

24.50 646-650 34.50 846-850 

44.5 

66-70 5.50 251-255 14.75 451-455 24.75 651-655 34.75 851-855 

44.7 

71-75 5.7J 256-260 15.00 456-460 25.00 656-660 35.00 856-860 

45.0 

76-80 6.00 261-265 15.25 461-465 25.25 661-665 35.25 861-865 45.2 

81-65 6.25 266-270 15.50 466-470 25.50 566-670 35.50 866-870 

45,5 

86-90 6.50 271-275 15.75 471-47  5 25.75 671-675 35.75 871-875 

45.7 

91-95 6.75 276-280 16.00 476-43  0 26.00 67.6-630 
36.00 876-880 

46.01 
96-100 7.00 281-285 16,25 481-4B5 26.25 631-685 36.25 881-885 46.2 

101-105 7.25 286-290 16.50 
486-4'>D 

26.50 686-690 36.50 886-890 
46.il 106-110 7.50 291-29:: 16.75 491-49  5 26.75 691-695 36.75 891-895 

46.7 

111-115 7.75 296-300 17.00 496-500 27.00 
696-700 37.00 896-900 47.01 

116-120 8.00 301-305 17.25 501-503 27.25 701-705 
37.25 

901-905 47.2: 

121-125 8.25 306-310 17.50 506-510 27.50 706-710 
37.50 906-910 47,  S( 

126-130 8.50 311-315 17.75 511-5r3 27.75 711-715 37.75 911-915 47.7: 

131-135 8.75 316-320 18.00 
516-520 28.00 73.6-720 38.00 916-920 48. 0( 

136-140 9.00 321-325 18.25 521-525 28.25 721-725 38.25 
921-925 

48.2. 

141-145 9.25 326-330 18.50 526-5  ?.0 28.50 726-730 
38.50 

926-930 

48, 5( 146-150 9.50 331-335 18.75 
531-535 28.75 731-735 38.75 931-935 48,7: 

151-155 9.75 336-340 19.00 
536-5UO 

29.00 
736-7iO 

39.00 

936-9^0 49,  Oi 156-160 10.00 341-345 19.25 541-545 29.25 741-7A5 
39.25 

941-9/^^3 

49.2: 

161-165 10.25 346-350 19.50 546-550 29.50 746-760 39.50 946-950 
49. 5( 

166-170 10.50 351-355 19.75 551-553 29.75 751-755 39.75 
951-955 49.7: 

171-175 10.75 356-360 20.00 556-560 30.00 756-760 
40.00 

956-960 

50. 0( 
176-180 11.00 361-365 20.25 

561-565 30.25 761-765 
40.25 

961-965 
50.2: 181-185 11.25 366-370 20.50 

566-570 30.50 766-770 40.50 
966-970 

50, 5C 
166-190 11.50 371-375 

20.75 
571-57  5 30.75 

771-775 40.75 
971-975 

50.7; 
191-195 11.75 376-380 21.00 

576-53-^ 

31.00 
776-780 

41.00 976-980 

51.0C 

196-200 12.00 381-385 21.25 581-58S 
31.25 

781-785 41.25 
981-985 

51.2; 386-390 21.50 
586-590 31.50 786-790 

41.50 
986-990 

51. 5C 
391-395 21.75 

591-595 31.75 791-795 41.75 991-995 

51.7! 
396-400 22.00 596-6C0 32.00 796-800 42.00 996-1000 

52. OC 



-11- 

S PURGE  FOR  BACK  ISSUES  OF 
THE  102  MONITOR 

Because  the  supply  of  past  issues  of  the  102  Monitor  is  not 
sufficient  to  meet  all  requests,  a  list  is  provided  below 
indicating  where  the  various  issues  of  the  102  Monitor 
appeared  in  the  Congressional  Record.   You  may  wish  to  order 
these  Congressional  Records  from  the  Superintendent  of 
Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C. 
20402  ($.25  per  copy). 

page  E  3607)  -  April  28,  1971 

page  E  5151)  -  May  27,  1971 

page  E  602  3)  -  June  16,  1971 

page  E  8458)  -  July  28,  1971 

page  E  9483)  -  September  13,  1971 

page  E  10002)  -  September  24,  1971 

page  E  115,96)  -  November  1,  1971 

page  E  12213)  -  November  15,  1971 

page  E  13322)  -  December  11,  1971 

page  E  76 )  -  January  18,  1972 

page  E  1886)  -  March  2,  1972 

page  E  2409)  -  March  13,  1972 

page  E  3778)  -  April  13,  1972 

page  E  4929)  -  May  13,  1972 

page  E  6489)  -  June  27,  1972 

Vol 1,  Nos.  1,  2, &  3 
Congressional Record 

Vol. 1,  No.  4 
Congressional Record 

Vol. 1,  No.  5 
Congressional Record 

Vol. 1,  No.  6 
Congressional Record 

Vol. 1,  No.  7 
Congressional Record 

Vol. 1,  No.  8 
Congressional Record 

Vol. 1,  No.  9 
Congressional Record 

Vol. 1,  No.  10 
Congressional Record 

Vol. 1,  No.  11 
Congressional Record 

Vol. 1,  No.  12 
Congressional Record 

Vol. 2,  No.  1 
Congressional Record 

Vol. 2,  No.  2 
Congressional Record 

Vol. 2,  No.  3 
Congressional Record 

Vol. 2,  No.  4 
Congressional Record 

Vol. 2,  No.  5 
Congressional Record 
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To  Superintendent  of  Docu- 
ments, Government  Print- 

ing Office,  Washington, 
D.C.    20402 

Date 

,19. 
Street  oddrea 

City   

State    -       Zip  Code 

FOR  Uac  OF  SUPT.  OF  DOCS. 

Enclosed 

To  b*  moiled 
later   

Subscription   

Refund   

Coupon  Refund   

Postage   

CATAUM  NO. 
QUAN- 

TITY 
DBSIRSD 

TITLE  OP  PUBLICATION 
PRICB 
PER 

COPY 

TOTAL 

$   

FOR  ADDITIONAL  SPACE  AHACH  ANOTHER  SHEET.                          TOTAL  AMOUNT  ENCLOSED.. $   
IMPORTANT 

Pleas*  include  your  ZIP  CODE  when  fillinj  out  the  moilinj  label  below. 

U.S.  GOVERNMENT  PRINTING  OFFICE 

PUBLIC  DOCUMENTS  DEPARTMENT 

WASHINGTON,  D.C.      20402 

OFFICIAL  BUSINESS 

RETURN  AFTER  5  DAYS POSTAGE  AND  FEES  PAID 

U.S.  GOVSRNMENT  PUNTING  OFFICI 

Name   

Street  address  - 

City  and  Stale ZIP  Code 
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ON  THE  FOLLOWING  PAGES  ARE  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENTS  RECEIVED 
BY  THE  COUNCIL  FROM  AUGUST  1  THROUGH  AUGUST  31,  1972 

Note:   At  the  head  of  the  listing  of  statements  received 
from  each  agency  is  the  name  of  an  individual  who  can 
answer  questions  regarding  those  statements. 

DEPAFTMENT  OF  A1RICULT0RE 

Contact:       Dr.  T.C.  Byerly 
Office  of  the  Secretary 
Washington,  D.C.  20250 

(2C2)  388-7803 

Agricultural  Research  Service 

Final  Date 

National  Agricultural  Research  Center  08/13 

Maryland 
The  statement  considers  the  utilization  of  1,200  tons  of 
digested  sewage  sludge  on  U  acres  of  soil  at  the  Beltsville 
Center,  in  order  to  evaluate  its  potential  as  a  soil  amend- 

ment.  Concern  has  been  expressed  over  possible  effects  upon 
groundwater  guality.   (19  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY;  EPA   DOI 
(ELR  ORDER  t  05126)     (NTIS  ORDER  «  EIS  72  5126F) 

Forest  Service 

Draft  Date 

Herbicides  in  the  Eastern  Region  08/03 

The  statement  considers  the  use  of  herbicides  on 
an  estimated  50,000  acres  of  National  Forest  land  in  the 
eastern  region.   The  impacts  of  eight  principle  and  six 
minor  use  herbicides  are  evaluated.   States  which  would  be 
affected  are  Minnesota,  Michigan,  Wisconsin,  Missouri, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  New  York,  West 
Virginia,  New  Hampshire,  Vermont,  and  Maine.   (10U  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05014)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  50laD) 
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FALCON  Program  08/17 

The  statement  refers  to  a  research  and  development  program 
for  advanced  logging  systems.   The  maior  purpose  would  be 
to  improve  the  ability  of  resource  managers  to  predict  the 
economic  and  environmental  consequences  associated  with 
the  use  of  conventional  and  new  logging  systems.   Emphasis 
will  be  on  new  or  improved  aerial  logging  methods  (balloon 
use,  helicopters,  and  cable  systems),  with  the  aim  of  pro- 

viding a  larger  array  of  timber  harvesting  alternatives  in 
environmentally  sensitive  areas.   (15  pages) 
(ELR  OPDER  #  05103)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5103D) 

Coconino  National  Forest  08/17 

Arizona 

The    proposed    action   considers    the    implementation    of    a    ten- 
year    Timber   Management   Plan,    beginning   July,     1973.       The 
plan    proposes   an  allowable   annual    cut   of    70,335    HBF   and 
60,700    cords   of   pulpwood;    the    plan    is   based    on  a    120    year 
rotation    period    and    would    affect    721,000    acres    of    commer- 

cial   forest    land    which    comprise    UO^^    of    the    forest's    total 
land    area.       The    slash    left    on    the    ground    from    harvesting 
operations    will    create   short-term    fire    and    safety    hazards, 
adversely    affect   senic    beauty,    and    encourage    an    increase    of 
insect    pests.       Harvesting    operations   may   contribute    to    air 
and    noise   pollution,     increase    erosion   hazards   and    displace 
various    wildlife   species.       (76    pages) 
(ELR    ORDER    #    051C2)  (NTIS    ORDER    »    EIS    72    5102D) 

Coeur    d'Alene    National    Forest  08/08 

Idaho 
County:         Kootenai        Shoshone        Bonner 
The  statement  refers  to  a  3  year  road  building  program  for 
the  Forest  under  which  B5  miles  of  new  road  will  be  con- 

structed and  117  miles  of  existing  road  will  be  recon- 
structed.  The  program  will  facilitate  the  harvesting  of 

timber.   The  soil  mantel  will  be  disturbed,;  hunting  and 
fishing  pressures  will  increase;  30  acres  of  big  game 
range  will  be  permanently  lost;  863  acres  will  be  stripped 
of  vegetative  cover.   (32  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05C56)     (NTIS  ORDEF  I  EIS  72  5056D) 

St.  Joe  National  Forest  08/17 

Idaho 
County:        several 
The  statement  considers  a  3  year  program  (7/1/72  to 
6/30/75)  of  road  construction  in  the  Forest.   Approximate- 

ly 520  miles  of  new  roadway  would  be  constructed  and  100 
miles  of  existing  roadway  would  be  reconstructed,  in  part 
to  facilitate  the  St.  Joe  Working  Circle  Timber  Management 
Plan.   Adverse  effects  will  include  the  clearance  of  vcge- 
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tative  cover  from  2,730  acres  (28*  of  the  acreage  being 

permanently  removed  from  vegetative  production);  the 

disturbance  of  the  soil  mantle  and  the  subsurface  flow  of 

water;  visual  impact;  the  increase  of  hunting  and  recrea- 
tion pressures;  and  the  loss  of  90  acres  of  big  game 

range.   (20  pages) 

(ELR  OBDER  »  05101)     (NTTS  ORDFP  »  FIS  12    5101D) 

Clearwater  National  Forest  08/22 

Idaho 

County:         Clearwater      Shoshone 
The  statement  refers  to  a  3  year  road  construction  program 
for  the  Forest,  involved  282  miles  of  new  construction  and 
1U6  miles  of  reconstruction.   Approximately  2,316  acres  will 
be  stripped  of  vegetative  cover,  716  acres  of  it  permanent- 

ly.  The  soil  mantle  will  be  disturbed  and  the  subsurface 
flow  of  water  will  be  interrupted.   Improved  access  will  in- 

crease the  use  of  the  Forest.   (27  pages) 

(ELR  ORDER  #  051UU)     (NTI?!  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5iaUD) 

Lolo  National  Forest  08/09 

Montana 

County:        several 
The  statement  refers  to  a  3  year  road  building  program  for 
the  Forest.   The  construction  of  330  miles  of  new  roadway 
and  the  reconstruction  of  270  miles  of  existing  roadway  are 
involved,  primarily  in  relation  to  the  Lola  National  Forest 
Timber  Management  Plant.   Approximately  1,500  acres  would 
be  cleared  of  vegetative  cover,  U0%  of  it  permanently.   The 
soil  mantle  will  be  disturbed  and  subsurface  flow  of  water 

will  be  interrupted.   Some  big  game  range  will  be  perma- 
nently lost;  increased  hunting  and  recreation  pressures  will 

develop  with  improved  transportation.  (23  pages) 

(ELR  ORDER  »  0505a)     (NTIS  ORDER  *  EIS  ~>2    505^0) 

Flathead  National  Forest  08/09 

Montana 

County:         several 
The  statement  refers  to  a  three  year  road  program  which 
will  corrplement  the  Timber  Management  Plan  for  the  Forest. 
Approximately  163  miles  of  new  roadway  will  be  constructed, 
and  75  miles  of  existing  roadway  will  be  reconstructed. 
Approximately  1  ,U00  acres  will  be  stripped  of  vegetative 

cover,  U0%  of  it  permanently.   Increased  hunting  and  recre- 
ation pressures  will  develop,  and  an  unspecified  amount  of 

big  game  habitat  will  be  lost.   Temporary  air  pollution  will 
occur  with  the  burning  of  debris.   (29  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  C5055)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  FIS  12    5055D) 
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Freezeout  Koad  08/22 

Oregon 
County:         Wallowa 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  a  12.6  mile,  two- 
lane  road  from  Wallowa  County's  Imnaha  River  Poad  to  the 
Freezeout  Creek  area  of  the  Wallowa-Whitman  National  Forest. 
The  road  will  provide  public  access  where  none  currently 
exists.   The  proposed  road  would  be  closed  to  automobile 

traffic  during  the  winter  months  but  would  be  open  to  snow- 
mobiles.  Grazing  patterns  and  wildlife  habitats  may  be 

disturbed, while  increased  use  of  the  area  may  have  a  de- 
trimental effect  on  the  soil,  water  quality, and  vegetation 

of  the  area.   (33  pages) 
(ELP  ORDER  t  C5145)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  ETS  72  51450) 

Pocket  Gopher  Control  C8/23 

Texas 

County:         Angelina        Jasper  San  Augustine 

The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  use  of  strychnine 

treated  grain  in  the  control  of  the  pocket  gopher  on 
500  acres  of  longleaf  pine  plantations.   Indiscriminate 

and/or  improper  use  of  the  grain  could  result  in  other 
than  the  target  species  being  adversely  affected.   (14 
pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  t  05152)     (NTfS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5152D) 

Kaniksu  National  Forest  08/09 

Washington      Montana         Idaho 

The  statement  refers  to  the  implementation  of  the  10-year 

Timber  Management  Plan  for  the  Forest.   The  plan  involves 
the  construction  of  roads  and  the  harvesting  of  timber  in 

the  1,600,000  acre  Forest.  Adverse  impact  will  include 

effects  upon  soil,  air  and  water,  aesthetics  and  wildlife. 
(34    pages) 
(ELR    ORDER    #    05053)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EIS    72    5035D) 

Final  ''^te 

Kootenai  National  Forest  08/24 

Montana         Idaho 

The  statement  refers  to  a  3  year  (from  7/1/72  to  6/30/75) 
road  construction  program  for  the  Forest.   Approximately 
817  miles  of  new  roadway  and  169  miles  of  reconstructed 
roadway  are  involved.  Construction  will  disturb  the  soil 
mantle  and  the  subsurface  flow  of  water.   Five  thousand 

acres  will  be  stripped  of  vegetation,  40%  of  it  perman- 
ently.  Increased  hunting  pressures  may  develop;  130  acres 

of  big  game  winter  range  will  be  permanently  lost.   (79 
pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  DOI   EPA   TISDA 

(ELR  ORDER  #  05165)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5165F) 
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Umpqaa  National  Forest  08/23 

Oregon 
County:         Douglas 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  development,  under 
special  use  permit,  of  the  Mount  Bailey  complex,  a  ma-jor 
winter  sports  site.  There  will  be  a  reduction  in  local  tim- 

ber production;  soil,  water,  and  aesthetic  values  may  be  ad- 
versely affected.  (31  pages) 

copim'=:nts  made  by:  coe  fpr  hew  hud  doi 
(elr  order  #  05153)    (ntis  trdep  #  ets  72  5153f) 

Lake  Keokoe,  Jefferson  National  Forest  C8/09 

Virginia 
County:        Lee 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  a  IOC  acre 
lake  on    the  North  Fork  of  the  Powell  Piver.   The  lake 

would  be  managed  for  the  production  of  large  mouth  bass, 
bluegill,  channel  catfish,  aad  red  ear  sunfish.   Approx- 

imately 1.3  miles  of  stream  and  100  acres  of  wildlife 
habitat  would  be  lost  to  the  action.   (18  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADF  BY:  EPA 
(ELR  ORDEP  I  05057)     (NTIS  DRDFR  »  EIS  72  5057F) 

Colville  National  Forest  08/01 

Wash  ington 
County:         Pend  Oreille 
The  statement  considers  a  Multiple  Use  Plan  for  the 
15,500  acre  Snyder  Hill  Planning  Unit  of  the  Forest.  The 
area  will  be  managed  for  the  enhancement  of  timber,  wild- 

life, scenic  beauty,  watershed  protection,  recreation,  and 
research.   Road  construction  will  result  in  erosion  and 
stream  sedimentation;  big  game  habitat  will  be  reduced. 
(62  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  3Y:  EPA   DOT 
(ELR  ORDER  #  0U992)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4992F) 

Soil  Conservation  Service 

Draft  Date 

Nutwood  Watershed  08/23 

Illinois 
County:         Greene  Jersey 
The  statement  refers  to  a  watershed  project  which  is  intend- 

ed to  reduce  erosion,  promote  more  efficient  land  use,  and 
reduce  water  runoff.   Land  treatment  measures,  3  floodwater 
retarding  structures,  2  water  level  control  structures,  and 
1  pumping  station  would  comprise  the  project  features. 
Approximately  UO  acres  of  land  would  be  permanently  inundat- 

ed and  37  acres  would  be  periodically  inundated,  1  live- 
stock operation  would  be  terminated.   (27  pages) 

(ELP  ORDEP  #  G5155)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  FIS  72  5155D) 
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Simon    Run    Watershed  08/14 

Iowa 
County:         Pottawattamie 

The  statement  refers  to  a  proposed  proi'ect  consisting  of land  treatment  measures  and  9  grade  stabilization  struc- 
tures.  GuLly  erosion  would  be  eliminated  on  90a  acres  and 

flood  damage  would  be  reduced  by  52%.   Approximately  55 
acres  would  be  permanently  inundated,  and  an  additional  U8 
acres  would  be  periodically  interrupted  by  floodwater, 
(12  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05085)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5085D) 

Starkweather  Watershed  08/22 

North  Dakota 
County:        Cavalier       Ramsey 
The  statement  refers  to  a  watershed  treatment  project  which 
would  involve  land  treatment  measures  and  60.6  miles  of 

channel  works,  for  the  purposes  of  improved  flood  preven- 
tion and  drainage.   Flooding  will  be  reduced  on  66,700  acres 

of  cropland;  mosquito  control  will  be  provided  on  73,000 
acres.   Approximately  315  acres  of  wetlands  will  be  drain- 

ed; 105  acres  of  upland  habitat  will  be  destroyed  by  chan- 
nel works;  an  additional  4,000  acres  of  wetlands  may  be 

drained  by  local  interests,   (29  pages) 
(SLR  ORDER  #  051U2)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5142D) 

Nescopeck  Creek  Watershed  08/09 

Pennsylvania 
County:         Luzerne 
The  statement  refers  to  the  watershed  protection  and  flood 
protection  project  for  the  50,880  acre  watershed.   Land 
treatment  measures  will  be  used  on  11,500  acres  in  order  to 
control  erosion  and  reduce  stream  sedimentation;  special 
measures  will  be  used  on  360  severely  eroded  acres;  an  830 
acre  recreation  lake  will  be  created.   Approximately  3500 
acres  of  land,  along  with  28  residences,  3  farms,  and  2 
businesses  will  be  acquired  for  the  project.   Five  miles  of 
of  trout  stream  and  830  acres  of  wildlife  habitat  will  be 
inundated.   (18  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05047)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5047D) 

Horse  Range  Swamp  Watershed  08/09 

South  Carolina 
County:        Orangeburg 
The  statement  refers  to  the  use  of  land  treatment  measures 
on  the  watershed,  and  25  miles  of  stream  channel  enlargement 
The  purposes  of  the  action  are  the  reduction  of  flooding 
and  the  improvement  of  drainage.   Approximately  214  acres 
will  be  committed  to  the  project,   (19  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05046)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5046D) 
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Hurcicane  Creek  Watershed  08/29 

Tennessee 
County:         Humphreys       Dickson 
The  statement  refers  to  a  project  which  would  include 
the  use  of  land  treatment  measures  and  the  construction 
of  7  floodwater  retarding  structures  and  1  multi- 

purpose (floodwater  and  industrial  water  supply) 
structure,  in  order  to  reduce  floodwater  damage  and 
erosion  on  U,820  acres  of  floodplain.   Approximatly 
163  acres  of  upland  wildlife  habitat  will  be  lost; 
353  acres  will  be  altered  by  construction;  239  acres 
will  be  periodically  disturbed.  (25  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  «  C51P8)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  FIS  72  5188D) 

Final  Date 

Bacon  Creek  Watershed  08/21 

Iowa 
County:         Plymouth       Woodbury 
The  statement  refers  to  a  watershed  protection  project 
which  would  involve  land  treatment  measures,  31  grade 
stabilization  structures,  5  floodwater  retarding  and  sed- 

iment control  structures,  and  one  tiuI  ti- purpose  recreation 
and  floodwater  retarding  structure.   Purposes  of  the  pro- 

ject are  floodwater  retardation  and  erosion  reduction. 
Agricultural  and  wildlife  use  of  215  acres  will  be  lost 
permanently;  an  additional  335  acres  will  be  periodically 
inundated;  85  acres  will  be  lost  until  revegetated.  (Ul 
pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  COS   EPA   HEW   DOI 
(ELR  ORDER  *  05137)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5137F) 

Shoemaker  River  Watershed  08/17 

Virginia 
County:         Rockinghan 
The  statement  refers  to  a  watershed  protection  and  flood 
prevention  project  on  the  Shoemaker  River  Watershed.  Land 
treatment  measures  would  be  applied  to  1077  acres;  U 
single  purpose  floodwater  retarding  structures  would  be 
built.   Approximately  578  acres  of  forest,  wildlife  habi- 

tat, and  pasture  or  cropland  will  be  adversely  affected  by 
construction,  sediment  or  detention  pools,  and  non-project 
development.   (27  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  EPA   DOI 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05100)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5100F) 
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ATOMIC  ENERIY  COinrSSION 

Con^-act:       For  Non-Pequlator  y  flitters: 
Mr.  .Robert  J.  CatLin,  Director,. 
Division  of  Environmental  Affairs 

Washington,  D.C.  205U5 

(2C2)  973-5391 
For  Fegulatory  l^atters: 
'^r.  A.  Gia'nbusso,  Deputy  Director  for 
Peactor  Prajects,  Directorate  of  Licensing 

(202)  973-7373 
Washington,  D.C.  20545 

Draft  Date 

S8G  Prototype  OR/25 

New  York 

County:         Saratoga 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  a  prototype 
of  the  pressurized  water  reactor  plant  to  be  used  in  the 
TPIDFNT  submarine.   Construction  and  operation  of  the  pro- 

totype will  demonstrate  constuction  techniques,  plant  per- 
formance, and  operational  procedures.   Construction  is  ex- 

pected to  begin  in  FY  1973  at  the  Kesselring  Sita,  Mo 
significant  and  advarse  impacts  are  anticipated  by  the 
statement.  (2C2  pages) 
(ELP  ORDER  ft  05168)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5168D) 

Hanford  Plant  No.  2  08/30 

Washingt  on 
County:         Benton 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  issuance  of  a 
construction  permit  to  the  Washington  Public  Power 

Supply  system  for  a  3458  ^w't,  11C0  MWe  boiling  water 
reactor,  with  a  forced-draft  cooling  tower  system. 
Cooling  water  will  be  drawn  from  the  Columbia  Piver 
at  37cfs  (maximum);  gaseous  and  liquid  effluents 
containing  radionuclides  will  be  discharged  to  the 
environs.  (198  pages) 
(ELP  ORDER  »  05201)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EI3  72  5201D) 

Final  Date 

Fort    St.    Vrain    Nuclear    Generating    Station  03/08 

Col orado 
County:  Weld 
The    statement    refers    to    the    issuance    of    a    license    to    the 

Public    Service    Co.    of    Colorado    for    the   start-up    and    operation 
of    the    station.       An    342    "iWt,    330    ilWe    high-temperature    gas 
cooled    reactor    will    be    employed;    make-up    water    for    a    mechan- 

ical   draft    cooling    tower    will    be    drawn    from    St.    Vrain    Creek 
and    the    South    Platte    River.       In   dry    years    approximately 
1500    acres   of    land    may   be    retired    from    irrigated    farming    in 
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order  to  supply  the  station's  cooling  towers.   Approximately 1000  curies  of  radioactivity  in  gaseous  wastes  and  O.OU 
curies  in  liguid  waste  will  be  released  to  the  environs 
annually.   (288  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADK  BY:  USDA  DOC   COE   EPA   FPC   HEW   DOI   DOT 
(FLR  ORDER  #  05041)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5041F) 
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DEP&RTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Contact:       Dr.  Sidney  R.  Sailer 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Environmental  Affairs 

Department  of  Cotinerce 
Washington,  D.  C.  20230 

(202)  957-U335 

Draft 

Artificial  Reefs,  Cape  Henry 

Date 

08/28 

Virginia 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  creation  of  two  artifi- 

cial reefs,  of  80  and  UOO  acres,  which  would  be  constructed 
15  and  30  miles  east  of  Cape  Henry  by  the  sinking  of  156 
surplus  Navy  landing  craft  and  barges.  The  purposes  of  the 
project  are  those  of  creating  a  habitat  attractive  to  sport 

fishes  and  of  providing  research  on  the  benefits  of  artifi- 
cial reefs,  Benthic  fauna  will  be  damaged  at  the  two  sites. 

(16  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  0S178)     (NTIS  3RDEP  #  EIS  72  5178D) 
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DEPAPT1ENT  OF  DEFENSE,  Air  Force 

Contact:       Colonel  Cliff  M.  Hhitehead 
Room  5F  425,  The  Pentagon 
Washington,  D.C.  20330 

(202)  OX  5  -  2389 

Draft  Date 

Blair  Lakes  Range  Operations  08/29 

Alaska 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  use  of  the 
31,860  acre  range  for  aerial  gunnery  and  bombing 
training,  with  inert  ordnance  being  utilized.   The 
action  will  result  in  increased  fire  potential;  there  will 
be  restrictions  on  the  airspace  in  the  vicinity  of  the 
range,  (1UU  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  »  05189)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5189D) 

Final  Date 

Tyndall  Air  Force  Base  08/0  3 

Florida 
County:        Bay 
The  statement  considers  the  outlease  of  150  acres  of  land 
on  the  Base  to  Bay  County.  The  land  will  be  used  for  the 
construction  and  operation  of  secondary  waste  water  facil- 

ities for  four  municipalities  and  two  industries.  Adverse 
impact  will  result  in  the  Military  Point  area,  where  a 
sewage  lagoon  will  be  developed,  with  resulting  effects 
upon  the  forest,  fish,  wildlife,  and  recreation, 
(208  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  HSDA  EPA   DOI 
(ELR  ORDER  »  05015)     (NTIS  ORDER  t  EIS  72  5015F) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE,  Army 

Contact:       Mr.  George  A.  Cunney,  Jr. 
Acting  Chief,  Environmental  Office 
Directorate  of  Installations 
Office  of  the  Deputy  Chief  of  Staff 
for  Logistics 
Washington,  D.C.  20310 

(202)  OX  U-ii269 

Final  Date 

Fort  Detrick  08/17 

Maryland 
The  statement  refers  to  the  disposal  of  a  deactiviated 
biological  anti-crop  agent  which  is  stored  at  Fort  Detrick 
in  Maryland,   The  agent  would  be  incinerated,  with  residue 
ash  being  spread  on  an  approved  site  on  Fort  Detrick  prop- 

erty and  disked  under  the  soil.   No  adverse  impact  is 
anticipated.   (32  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  EPA   HEW 
(ELR  ORDEB  »  G510U)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  SIOUF) 

Project  DIAMOND  ORE  08/11 

Montana 
The  statement  refers  to  proposed  high  explosive  cratering 
experiments  known  collectively  as  DIAMOND  ORE.  Phases  IIB 
and  IIC  of  DIAMOND  ORE,  planned  for  the  fall  of  1972  and  the 
summer  of  1973,  respectively,  use  chemical  high  explosives 
(HE)  to  simulate  nuclear  energy  source  cratering.  Craters 
produced  by  the  explosions  will  vary  in  depth  from  25'  to 
30',  and  in  radius  from  52'  to  62'.  Present  plans  call  for 
backfilling  and  reseeding  the  cratered  area.  (100  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  EPA   DOI 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05968)     (NTIS  DRDER  #  EIS  72  5068F) 

Crude  Oil  and  Natural  Gas  08/11 

Texas 
The  statement  refers  to  the  continued  issuance  of  permits 
for  the  erection  of  structures  associated  with  exploration 
for,  and  production  of,  crude  petroleum  and  natural  gas 
within  the  coastal  waters,  lagoons,  and  estuaries  of 
of  Texas.   Major  oil  spills  would  create  hazards  to  public 
health,  recreational  areas,  and  marine  biota.   Large  con- 

centrations of  well  structures  could  pose  a  navigation 
hazard.   (206  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  EPA   DOC   DOI 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05069)     (NTIS  ORDER  t  EIS  72  5069F) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENS2,  Army  Corps 

Contact:       ^-    Francis  X.  Kelly 
Director,  Office  of  Public  Affairs 

Attn:   DAEN-PAP 
Office  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers 
U.  S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

■  100C  Independence  Avenue,  S.  W. 
f  Washington,  D.  C.  2031U 

(2C2)  693-7163 

Draft  Date 

New  London  Harbor  and  Thanes  River  08/14 

Connecticut 

The  statement  considers  the  deepening  of  the  600'  wide 
channel  from  33*  to  UO',  for  a  distance  of  3  miles;  and 
the  dredging  of  a  30'  deep  turning  basin  at  State  Pier. 
Approximately  3,260,000  cu.  yds.  of  spoil  will  be  dumped 
at  an  approved  offshore  site.   The  project  will  provide 
facilities  which  can  accommodate  vessels  of  up  to  50,000 
deadweight  tons.   (Present  limitations  are  at  35,000 
tons.)   Marine  biota  will  be  damaged  at  the  sites  of 
dredging  and  dumping.   (90  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05C94)     (NTTS  ORDER  »  KIS  72  509UD) 

Savannah  Harbor  08/18 

Georgia 
County:         Chatham 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  granting  of  a  permit 
to  the  American  Cyanamid  Co.  for  the  construction  of  dock 
facilities  in  Savannah  Harbor.   The  facilities  would  be 

utilized  in  the  barging  to  sea  of  the  applicant's  acidic 
iron  waste  byproducts  which  result  from  the  production  of 
titanium  dioxide  pigment.   Plankton  and  benthic  organisms 
would  be  lost  at  the  dumping  site.  (25  pages) 

(ELR  ORDER  »  05128)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  ''2  5128D) 

Hays  Flood  Protection  Project  08/07 

Kansas 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a 
flood  protection  project  which  consists  of  channel 
realignment  of  1.5  miles  of  Big  Creek  and  the  improvement 
of  the  levee  system  around  Hays.   Riparian  wildlife  habi- 

tat would  be  lost;  a rcheological  and  historical  sites 
would  be  adversely;  and  modifications  to  an  oxbow  on  the 
campus  of  Fort  Hays  Kansas  State  College  could  create 
stagnant  water  conditions.   (63  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  «  0503U)     (N'TIS  3RDEP  »  EIS  72  503aD) 
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Mayfield  Creek  08/10 

Kentucky 
The  statement  refers  to  the  snagqinq  and  -cleaninq  of  the 
main  stem  of  Mayfield  Creek,  the  enlarqement  of  a  20  mile 
section,  and  the  construction  of  levees  on  a  5  mile  sec- 

tion.  The  purpose  of  the  action  is  that  of  flood  control. 
Approximately  2, POO  acres  of  wildlife  wetland  habitat  will 
bo  lost  to  the  project.   An  additional  2,300  acres  of  wet- 

land will  be  developed  in  order  to  enhance  fish  and  wild- 
life; there  will,  however,  be  a  net  biological  loss.   (108 

pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  C5065)     (NTIS  ORDEP  #  EIS  72  S065D) 

Bayou  Des  Glaises  08/0  3 

Louisiana 
County:        Avoylles 
The  statement  refers  to  H.R.  5508,  a  bill  which  would  de- 

clare a  portion  of  the  Bayou  to  be  a  non-navigablo  water 
of  the  United  States.   No  adverse  iiipacts  are  anticipated. 
(15  pages) 
(EL!^  ORDER  «  05026)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5026D) 

Lake  Pontchart rain  08/25 

Lou  isiana 
County:         St.  Charles 
The  statement  refers  to  the  construction  of  barriers  and  le- 

vees along  the  east  side  of  the  Lake,  the  St.  Charles  Parish 
lakefront,  and  the  Citrus  and  New  Orleans  East  lakeshores; 
the  improvement  of  existing  works;  and  necessary  modifica- 

tions to  roads,  pipelines,  etc.  The  purpose  of  the  action  is 
that  of  protection  against  flooding  caused  by  hurricanes.  Ap 
proximately  5,265  acres  of  swamp  and  marsh  wetlands  will  be 
committed  to  the  project;  significant  wildlife  losses  will 
result.  The  project  plan  will  also  hasten  urbanization  and 
industrialization,  along  with  the  future  loss  of  additional 
wetlands.  {93  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  t  0517U)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  517UD) 

Charles  River  08/13 

Massachusetts 

The  statement  proposes  a  "non-structural  solution"  to  the 
problem  of  flood  water  control  on  the  Charles  River  water- 

shed.  Approximately  8,422  acres  would  be  acquirsd  by  the 
Corps  and  maintained  in  their  natural  state  in  perpetuity. 
During  periods  of  high  water  level  the  lands  will  be  utiliz- 

ed as  natural  flood  control  reservoirs,  eliminating  the 
future  need  to  construct  dikes  and  levees.   The  areas  will 
be  operated  as  wildlife  refuges  during  normal  periods.   No 
adverse  impact  is  anticipated.  (56  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  »  051C7)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5107D) 
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Rush  Island  08/21 

Missouri 
County:         Jefferson 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  granting  of  a  permit 
to  the  Union  Electric  Co.  for  the  construction  of  two 

600,000  kw  coal-fuolsd  electrical  generating  units  on  the 
west  bank  of  the  Mississippi  River.  Approximately  150  acres 
of  flood  plain  land  would  be  committed  to  the  action;  cool- 

ing water  would  be  drawn  fron  and  returned  to  the  Mississip- 
pi, The  plant  would  consume  2.5  million  tons  of  coal  per 

year;  oxides  of  nitrogen  and  sulfur  and  particulate  matter 
would  be  released.  Fish  and  larvae  may  be  lost  on  intake 
screens  and  in  the  cooling  system.  {31U  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  »  051U1)     (NTIS  3HDER  #  ETS  72  5 1 U 1  D) 

Neuse  River  0  8/0  9 

North  Carolina 
County:         Craven 
The  statement  considers  the  dredging  of  a  commercial  navi- 

gation channel  12'  deep  and  120'  wide  for  9  miles  on  the 
Neuse  River.   Aguatic   life  will  be  disturbed  by  dredging 
and  U7  acres  of  wildlife  habitat  will  be  lost  to  spoil 
deposit.   (19  pages) 
(ELR  ORDEF  #  C50t*9)     (NTIS  ORDER  t  EIS  72  5049D) 

Echo  Bay  Harbor  08/09 

New  York 
The  statement  refers  to  propased  modifications  to  the  harbor 
which  would  enhance  recreational  boating.   Dredged  spoil 

would  be  deposited  Ln  Long  Island  Sound.   Temporary  turbid- 
ity will  affect  marine  biota.  (1U  pages) 

(ELP  ORDER  t  050a8)     (NTIS  3RDEP  #  FIS  72  50148D) 

North  Fork  Licking  River  08/01 

Ohio 
The    statement    considers    the    construction    of    channel    works 
on    9,220    feet    of   the    Licking    River,    for    the    purpose    of 
flood    protection.    Natural    riparian    habitat    will    be    lost; 
erosion    and    siltation    will    occur.     (52    pages) 
(ELR    ORDER    #    05001)  (NTIS    :)HDEP    #    EIS    72    5001D) 

Catherine   Creek    Dam   and    Lake  08/28 

Oregon 
County:         Union 
The  statement  refers  to  the  construction  of  an  earth- 
fill  dam  on  Catherine  Creek,  2.9  miles  of  road 
relocation,  and  a  fish  hatchery.   The  purposes   of  the 
project  are  those  of  flood  control,  irrigation, 
recreation,  anadromous  fish  enhancement,  and  water 
supply.   Approximately  2300  acres  will  be  acquired  for 
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the  project.   Aflversa  effects  will  include  the  loss 
of  2.5  miles  of  natural  stream  bed  and  an  unspecified 
amount  of  land  to  be  inundated.   Mater  quality  of  the 
stream  will  be  affected,  and  the  acquisition  of  480 
acres  of  land  for  deer  and  elk  will  be  necessary  to  compen- 

sate for  the  loss  of  big  gane  winter  range.  (93  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05183)     (NIIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5183D) 

Trexler  Lake  08/01 

Pennsylvania 
County:         Lehigh 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  an  earthfill 
dam  on  Jordan  Creek,  for  the  purposes  of  recreation,  water 
supply,  and  flood  control.   Approximately  3200  acres, 
(1200  of  which  will  be  inundated) ,  will  be  acquired  for 
the  project;  land  will  be  taken  from  agricultural  use  and 
from  state  game  preserves.   Fifty  percent  of  the  Town  of 
Lowhill,  with  an  unspecified  number  of  residences,  will  be 
acquired  for  the  project.   (19U  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05000)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5000D) 

Chincoteague  Inlet  08/01 

Virginia 
County:         Accomack 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  a  navigation 
channel  (2,600*  long  and  150'  wide  by  12'  deep),  across 
the  ocean  bar  at  Chincoteague  Inlet.   The  purpose  of  the 
project  is  that  of  providing  navigational  improvements 
which  will  enhance  commercial  usage  of  existing  resources. 
Approximately  t|3,000  cu.  yds.  of  material  will  be  dredged. 
Marine  biota  will  be  damaged;  3  acres  of  low  upland  ter- 

rain will  be  used  for  spoil  deposit.   (35  pages) 
(ELR  ORDEE  #  05003)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5003D) 

Final  Date 

Red  River  Emergency  Bank  Protection  08/23 

The  statement  refers  to  the  construction  of  emergency 
flood  control  structures  at  11  sites  along  the  Red  River 
between  the  Mississippi  River  and  Index,  Arkansas.   Approxi- 
irately  920  acres  of  land  will  be  lost  to  the  project. 
(lue  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  DOC   EPA   USDA  DO  I   HEW   FPC 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05162)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5162F) 

Kahului  Harbor  08/02 

Hawaii 
County:        Maui 
The  statement  considers  the  repair  of  an  existing  break- 

water at  the  harbor.   Construction  activities  will  damage 
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marine  biota.   (38  pages) 

COMMENTS  KADE  BY:  T=:PA   DOT 

(ELR  ORDER  »  05007)     (NTIS  3RDER  »  EIS72  5007F  ) 

Andrews  River  (Saquatucket.  Harbor) 0  8/0  2 

Massachusetts 

The  statement  considers  the  maintenance  dredging  of  the 
channel  and  anchorage  basin,  in  order  to  provide  safer 
passage  and  mooring.  Marine  biota  will  be  damaged  at 

the  sites  of  dredging  and  dumping.  (Ul  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  DOC   USCG  FPA   DOI 

(ELR  ORDER  »  05C08)     (NTIS  DRDE?  »  ETS  72  5008F) 

Peyton  Creek 08/0  2 

Texas 

The  statement  considers  the  enlargement  of  the  Peyton 
Creek  Channel  and  the  construction  of  a  diversion  channel 

from  Cottonwood  Creek  to  Bucks  Bayou,  for  the  purpose  of 

flood  control.   Approximately  82  acres  of  estuarine  marsh 
would  be  committed  to  the  project.  (U2  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  IJSDA  EPA   HEW   DOI   DOT 

(SLR  ORDER  »  05006)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5006F) 
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DELAWARE  RIVER  BASINS  COMMMISSION 

Contact:       Mr.  W.  Brinton  Whitall,  Secretary- 
Post  Office  Box  360 

Trenton,  N.  J.   08603 

(609)  88309500 

Final  'Date 

Eddystone  Generating  Station  08/30 

Pennsylvania 
County:        Delaware 

The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  addition  of  2  generat- 
ing units  to  the  Philadelphia  Electric  Co.'s  existing 

station,  located  on  the  confluence  of  Crum  Creek  and  the 
Delaware  Hiver.  The  units  involved  are  oil-fired  steam- 
electric,  of  U00,000  kw  each;  a  dock  facility  capable  of 
handling  fuel  barges  and  oil  storage  facilities  will  also 
be  constructed.  (136  pages) 
COMPIRNTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  COE   FPC   USCG  GSft   DOC 

(ELF  OPDEB  #  05193)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5193F) 
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Contact: 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 

Mr.  Sheldon  Meyers 
Director,  Office  of  Federal  Activities 
Room  3630  Waterside  Mall 

Washington   D.C.  20460 

(202)  755-0940 

Draft 

Wastewater  Treatment,  Hot  Springs 

Date 

08/08 
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(NTIS  ORDER  t  EIS  12    50U2D) 

Final 

Wastewater  Treatment  Facilities 

Date 

08/24 

New  York. 

County:         Nassau  Suffolk 
The  statement  refers  to  the  construction  of  wastewater 

treatment  facilities,  including  sewers,  additions  and  im- 
provements to  existing  plants,  the  construction  of  new 

plants, and  the  construction  of  outfalls.   Adverse  effects 
would  include  the  lowering  of  ground-water  levels,  increas- 

ed salt  water  encroachment,  and  possible  contamination  of 
Marine  areas  at  the  sites  of  effluent  and  sludge  disposal. 
(330  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  DOC  ZQY.      HEW   DOI  .EPA 

(ELR  ORDER  t  05163)     (NTIS  DRDER  »  EIS  72  5163F) 
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FEDERAL    POWER    COMMISSION 

Contact:  Mr.    Frederick   H.    Warren 
Advisor    on    Enviromientai    Quality 
4U1    G    Street,    N.W. 
Washington,    D.C.    2r)U26 

(202)     386-6084 

Draft  Date 

Martin  Dam  Project  No.  3U9  08/ia 

Rlabanna 
County:         Elmore  Tallapoosa      Coosa 
The  statoinent  considers  an  application  by  the  Alabama 
Power  Co.  for  a  new  major  license  for  its  Martin  Project 
No.  3U9, located  on  the  Tallapoosa  Biver.   The  project 
consists  of  a  dam  across  the  river,  a  powerhouse  and  a 

U0,000  acre  reservoir.   Present  capacity  of  the  power- 
house is  15U,200  kw  with  a  proposed  increase  ranging  from 

6C,0CC  to  171,000  kw,  depending  on  development  of  upstream 
storage.   The  statement  mentions  no  additional  adverse 
environmental  impact.   (175  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  «  C5092)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5092D) 

Escanaba  Project  No.  2506  08/28 

Michigan 
County:         Delta  Marguette 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  approval  of 
an  application  by  the  Escanaba  Paper  Co.  for  a 
license  for  the  constructed  project.   The  project 
consists  of  4  reservoirs  and  3  power  plants,  totalling 
8,'iOOkw.   As  the  project  has  been  in  existence  for 
several  decades  no  additional  significant  impact  is 
expected.  (33  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05180)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5180D) 

Sabine  Pass  Project  03/0  1 

Texas 

The  statement  considers  the  approval  of  an  application  by 
the  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co,  of  America  to  construct  and 

operate  a  27  mile  long  16  inch  natural  gas  line  from  off- 
shore Texas  to  the  Gulf  Coast  line  near  Sabine  Pass.  The 

project  may  adversely  affect  the  marshland  it  will  cross 
as  well  as  wildlife  resources  .  (62  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  0U993)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4993D) 

Project  No.  2715  08/02 

Wisconsin 

County:         Cutagamy 
The  statement  refers  to  a  reguest  by  the  Green  Bay  and 
Mississippi  Canal  Co.  for  a  license  for  the  constructed 
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project.  The  project  consists  of  a  dam  and  reservoir  and 
several  power  units  totalling  5090  kw.  As  the  project  has 
been  in  existence  since  1899,  no  further  environmental  im- 

pact is  anticipated.  (71  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  «  05005)     (NTTS  ORDER  *  EIS  72  5005D) 

Grandmother  Falls  Project  No.  2180  08/03 

Wisconsin 
County:  Lincoln 
The    statement    considers    an    application    for    a    renewal 
license    by    the   Owens-Tllinois    Power    Company    for    its    Grand- 

mother   Falls    Project    No.    2180.       The    project,    located    on 
the    Wisconsion    Fiver,     consists    of   a    dam   across    the    river; 
an    integral    powerhouse    (with    three   generators   rated    at 
1,000    kw   each);    and    a    reservoir    with    a   surface   area   of 
758    acres.       Since  the   project    has    been   in   existence    for 
nearly    50    years,    no    additional    adverse   environmental 
impact    is    expected.        (12    pages) 
(ELR    OfiDER    #    05027)  (NTIS    3RDEP    #    EIS    72    5027D) 
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GENERAL  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION 

Contact:       Kr.  Pod  Kreger 
Acting  Administrator 
GSA-AD 
Washington,  D.C.  20495 

(202)  3U3-6077 

Draft  Date 

Mitchell  Air  Force  Base  08/02 

New  York 
County:        Nassau 
The  statement  considers  an  exchange  of  land  between  the 
County  of  Nassau  and  the  Federal  Government.   Approximate- 

ly 55. U2  acres  of  land  at  the  former  Air  Force  Base  would 
be  conveyed  to  the  County  in  exchange  for  38  acres  of 
county-owned  land.   The  stated  reason  for  the  exchange  is 
that  the  land  now  owned  by  the  Government  is  suitable  for 
the  development  planned  by  the  County  and  the  land  now 
owned  by  the  County  is  better  suited  for  the  development 
planned  by  the  Government.   No  significant  and  adverse 
effects  upon  the  environment  are  forseen.  (1U  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05017)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5017D) 
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DEPARTMENT    OF    HUD 

Contact:  Mr.    Richard    H.    Broun 
Director,    EnviroriTiental    and    Land    nse 
Planning   Division 

■  Washington,    D.C.    20410 

■  (202)     755-6186 

Dra.ft  Date 

Goleta    Water   and   Sewer    Project  08/03 

California 

County:  Santa    Barbara 
The    statement   considers    the   construction    of    a  new    2U    riGD 

water    treatment    plant,    three    new  covered    storage   reser- 
voirs,   and    51,270    feet    of   aquaduct.    At    issue    is   the    pos- 

sibility   of    local    population    growth    due   to   the    project. 
(51    pages) 
(ELP  ORDEP  #  C5013)     (NTIS  3RDER  #  EIS  72  5013D) 

Forest  Glen  Apartments  08/23 

Massachusetts 
The  proposed  project  is  the  construction  of  138  units  of 
multi-family  housing  in  the  Town  of  Stoughton,  Two  dwelling 
units,  in  clusters  of  8  to  10,  will  be  built.  The  statement 
indicates  that  no  adverse  environmental  impact  will  result. 
(30  pages) 
(ELR  ORDEP  t  05147)     (NITS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  51U7D) 

Bergstrom  Arms  Apartments,  \ustin  08/23 

Texas 
County:  Travis 
The   statement    refers    to   the   proposed    construction   of   a 
98    unit   apartment    complex   on   a    6   acre   site    near    Austin, 

The    project    would    be    built    under    HUD's    Section    236,    Hous- 
ing   Program,    which   provides    HOD    payments    in  order    to    reduce 

the    interest    level   on    low-incoTie    housing.       It   is   anticipat- 
ed  that   most    occupants    would    be    lower-ranking    Air    Force 

personnel    from    Bergstrom    Air    Force    Base.      The    impact    of    the 
project    IS   expected    to    be    negligible.       (17    pages) 
(ELR    ORDER    *    05156)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EIS    72    5156D) 

Final  Date 

Wingate  Apartments  08/14 

New  Hampshire 
County:         Belknap 
The  statement  is  concerned  with  the  proposed  construction 
of  18  two  story  apartment  buildings,  totalling  100  units, 
in  the  city  of  Laconia.    Approximately  10  acres  of  land 
will  be  committed  to  the  action.   (26  pages) 



-36- 

COMHENTS  MADE  BY;  EPA   G3A   HBM   HUD   fPC   001   DOT 
(ELR  OHDER  »  05093)    (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5093F) 

San  Antonio  Ranch  New  Town 
08/25 

Texas 
County:  Bexar 
This    is  an   addendum  to   the   final   statement (ELR   Order    #    1679, 
NTIS   Order   #    PB   20i*   0  1UF),    which   was   received   on   January    17, 
1^72.    The   addendum  discusses    the   relationship   of    the   new 
town    to   the   waterr  quality   of    the   Edwards    Aquifer.     (19  1 

pages) COMMENTS    MADE    BY! 

(ELR    ORDER    #    05191)  (MTIS    3RDEB    t    EIS    72    5194F) 
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DEFARTMENT  OP  INTERIOR 

Contact:       Mr,  Bruce  Blanchard 
Director,  EnvironnentaL  Project  Hevlew 
Room  7260 
Department  of  the  Interior 
Washington,  D.C.  202'<0 

(202)  3H3-3891 

Bureau  of   M  inea 

Final  Date 

Synthane  Process  08/25 

Pennsylvania 
County:         Alleghany 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a 
coal  gasification  pilot  plant  near  the  City  of  Pittsburgh. 
The  plant  would  convert  coal  to  sulfur  free  substitute 

natural  gas  (SVG),   Some  air,  water,  and  ground  contam- 
inants would  be  released,  but  in  levels  lower  than  State 

and  Federal  air  and  water  quality  standards.   (83  pages) 
COMMRNTS  MADE  BY:  DOC   PPC   EPA   HBW   DOI 
(ELP  OB.DER  i  05175)     (NTIS  3HDE1  #  EIS  12    5175P) 

Bureau  of  Outdoor  Recreation 

Draft  Date 

Chattahoochee  Palisades  State  Park  08/03 

Georgia 
County:  Cobb  Pulton 
The    statement   considers    Federal    assistance   of    $1,898,250 
in   the   acquisition   by    the   State    of   Georgia   of    377.014   acres 
of    land    along    the   Chattahoochee    Fiver    for    outdoor    recrea- 

tion   purposes.       No   significant    and    adverse    environmental 
Impact    is   anticipated.       (24    pages) 
(SLR    ORDER    •    05016)  (VTIS    ORDER    #    EIS    72    5016D) 

Bureau  of   Reclamation 

Draft  Date 

Savery-Pot  Hook  Project  08/21 

Colorado        Wyoming 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  two 
earthfill  dams  and  water  delivery  systems  in  the  Little 
Snake  River  Valley,   Water  supply  would  be  regulated  for 
irrigation,  recreation,  and  flood  control.   Approximately 
1,940  acres  of  land  and  13  niles  of  stream  fishery  would 
be  inundated.  Canals  would  be  a  hindrance  to  wildlife  move- 

ment and  a  safety  risk  to  hunans  and  animals,  (105  pages) 
(ELR  ORDEB  •  05135)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5135D) 
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San  Juan  Generating  Station  08/03 

New  Mexico 
County:         San  Juan 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  the  first 
(3U5NW)  unit  of  a  coal  burning  thermal  electric  generating 
station  12  miles  northwest  of  Farmington;  a  3U5  kV  trans- 

mission line  UOC  miles  to  Tucson,  Arizona;  a  160  mile, 
3U5  kV  line  to  Espanola  N.M.;2  nine  mile  segments  of  line; 
and  strip  mining  at  Fruitland  Field.   Ultimate  capacity  of 
the  station  will  be  1690  MW  by  1982.   Approximately  ua 
acres  per  year  will  be  stripmined  for  each  3U5  r^W  unit; 
S02  and  NOx  will  be  emitted,  along  with  particulates  at 
99.5?f  control;  archeologic  and  historic  sites  may  be 
adversely  affected,   (39U  pages) 
(FLR  ORDER  «  05024)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  FIS  12    50214D) 

Oahe  nnit  08/1U 

South  Dakota 
County:        several 
The  statement  considers  the  development  of  the  Oahe  Unit 
of  the  Pick-Sloan  Missouri  Basin  Project.   Water  will  be 
diverted  from  Lake  Oahe  (on  the  Missouri  River)  and  used 
for  the  irrigation  of  190,000  acres,  for  municipal  supply 
by  17  towns  and  cities,  and  for  wildlife  and  recreation 
purposes.   Approximately  U4U,H00  acre-ft.  of  water  will 
be  diverted  from  the  Lake  annually,  reducing  hydroelectric 
production  by  172  million  kw  hours.   Ninety  thousand  acres 
(of  which  9,420  are  wetland)  will  be  required  for  project 
facilities.   (94  pages) 
(ELP  ORDER  »  05088)     (NTTS  ORDER  #  FIS  72  50B8D) 

Bureau  of  Reclamation 

D"f^  Date 

Bonneville  Unit,  Central  Utah  Project  08/18 
Utah 
County:        several 
The  statement  refers  to  a  project  begun  in  1967 
and  now  1GX  complete,  which  is  intended  to  divert 
water  from  the  sparsely  populated  Uinta  Basin  to 
the  more  densely  populated,  water  deficient 
Bonneville  Basin.   Facilities  of  the  project  will 
include  10  new  reservoirs,  140  miles  of  aqueducts, 
tunnels,  and  canals,  3  power  plants,  9  pumping  plants, and  200  miles  of  pipe  drains.   The  project  will  increase 
salinity  of  the  Colorado  River;  22,000  acres  of  land 
will  be  inundated.   (307  pages) 
(ELS  ORDER  #  05108)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5108D) 



^ 

-39r- 

Final 

South  Gila  Valley 

I 

Date 

08/04 

Arizona 
County:        Yuma 
The  statement  considers  the  concrete- lining  of  8  miles  of 
the  Main  Outlet  Drain  into  the  Gila  River  Pilot  Channel. 
The  purpose  of  tlie  action  is  the  prevention  of  seepage 
of  saline  water  into  the  Gila  and  into  the  ground  water 
of  the  Valley,  and  the  improvement  of  the  quality  of 
water  deliverd  to  Mexico.   There  will  be  a  temporary 
adverse  effect  upon  the  spawning  habits  of  fish.   (62 

pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USPA  FPA   DOI   IBwC  STAT 

(ELE  ORDER  #  C5029)     (NTIS  0?DEP  i  EIS  72  5029F) 

Lyman-Torrington  Transmission  Line 

Wyoming 

0  8/0  2 

County:  Goshen 
The    statement    considers    the    construction    of    13.2    miles    of 

115    kw    transmission    line    fron    the    Ly.Tian    Station    to    Tor- 
rington,    as    part   of    the   Pick-Sloan    Missouri    Basin    Program, 
The    line    will    be   an    intrusion    upon    the    landscape. 
(68  pages) 

COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  OSDA  C'OE   EPA   FPC   DOT   DOT 
(ELR  ORDER  I  C5004)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5004?) 

Bureau  of  Sports  Fisheries  and  Wildlife 

Draft 

Smoke  River  Wilderness 

Idaho  Oregon 
The  statement  refers  to  a  legislative  proposal  which 
would  designate  68  islands  (totalling  734  acres) , 
of  the  Snake  River  Sector  of  the  Deer  Flat  National 
Wildlife  Refuge  as  wilderness  within  the  National 
Wilderness  Preservation  System.   No  significant 
environmental  change  is  anticipated.   (37  pages) 
(ELF  ORDER  t  C5187)     (NTIS  DBDEP  #  EIS  72  5187D) 

Date 

08/29 

National  Fishery  Research  Center 08/0  3 

Wisconsin 

County:        LaCrosse 
The  statement  refers  to  the  relocation  and  expansion  of 
the  Center  on  a  61  acre  site  on  French  Island,   The  Center 
will  do  research,  in  laboCatories  and  ponds,  on  chemical, 
biological,  physical,  and  integrated   controls  for  fish 
and  sea  lamprey.   No  significant  and  adverse  effects  are 
anticipated.   (247  pages) 
(ELS  ORDER  #  05022)     (NTIS  3RDFR  #  EIS  72  5022D) 
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Rock  River  08/03 

Wisconsin 
The  statement  considers  the  treatment  of  the  waters  of  the 
Pock  River  drainage  above  the  Indianford  Dam  with  rotenone 
and  antimycin,  in  order  to  remove  carp  and  buffalo  fish. 
The  River  will  then  be  restocked  with  sport  fish.   Ap- 

proximately 2,802  miles  of  stream  are  affected,  along  with 
100, UCO  acres  of  marsh.   All  non-target  fish  species  and 
and  several  species  of  clams  will  be  lost  throughout  the 
project  area.   (213  pages) 
(ELS  ORDER  #  05023)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5023D) 

Final  Date 

Wolf  Island  Wildernass  08/21 

Georgia 
County:         Mcintosh 
The  statement  considers  the  proposed  designation  of  the 
entire  ^,218  acres  of  the  Wolf  Island  National  Wildlife 
Refuge  as  a  wilderness  area  within  the  National  Wilderness 
Preservation  System.   Such  a  designation  is  planned  to  pre- 

serve a  segment  of  coastal  marsh  and  estuary  for  use  by 
migratory  birds,  loggerhead  sea  turtles,  and  marine  fishes. 
Use  of  the  adjacent  Intracoastal  Waterway  would  not  be 
affected  by  the  plan.   Because  man-made  structures  would 
not  be  permitted  under  wilderness  designation,  the  area  may 
vulernable  to  the  natural  elements,  particularly  severe 
storms.   (2U  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  OSDA  DOD   SPA   DOI 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05136)     (NTIS  DRDER  #  EIS  72  5136F) 

National  Park  Service 

Draft  Date 

Acadia  National  Park  08/U 

Maine 
County:        Hancock        Knox 
The  statement  refers  to  the  development  of  a  Master  Plan 
for  the  management  and  use  of  the  Park.   Intentions  of  the 
plan  are  to  minimize  visitor  use  impact  and  to  improve  the 
quality  of  visitor  experiences.   A  fim  and  clearly  defin- 

ed park  management  boundary  will  be  established.   Stated 
adverse  effects  would  include  the  possible  use  of  eminent 
domain;  restriction  of  access  to  some  park  areas  and  the 
utilization  of  park  lands  for  roads  and  vistor  use  facili- 

ties.  (155  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05087)     (NTIS  ORDER  i  FIS  72  5087D) 

Carlsbad  Caverns  National  Park  08/07 

New  Mexico 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  a  new  sewage 
treatment  system  for  the  National  Park.  There  will  be 
some  adverse  visual  impact.  (22  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05036)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5036D) 
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Galtinburg  Aerial  Tramway  08/C1 

Tennessee 

County;         Sevier 
The  statement  considers  the  issuance  of  a  special  use  per- 

mit to  the  Smoky  Mountain  Utility  District  for  construc- 
tion of  an  aerial  tramway  between  the  City  of  Galtinburg, 

and  the  Galtinburg  Ski  Lodge  over  an  aerial  distance  of 
2.1  miles.   The  tramway  will  be  a  visual  intrusion  upon 
the  landscape.   (19  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  »  04991)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  a991D) 

Confluence  Overlook  Poad  08/01 

Utah 
County:         San  Juan 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  approximately 
9.7  miles  of  paved  access  road  within  the  Needles  District 

of  Canyonlands  National  Park.   Adverse  environmental  ef- 
fects include  animal  road  uortality,  increased  visitor 

impacts  upon  the  ecosystems,  and  visual  impacts  as  a  re- 
sult of  cuts  and  fills.   (21  pages) 

(ELR  ORDER  »  04990)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4990D) 

Final  Date 

Lake  Mead  National  Recreation  Area  08/21 

Nevada 
County:        Clark 
The  statement  refers  to  the  construction  and  operation  of 
a  State  fish  hatchery  for  salmonid  species,  in  order  to 
help  restore  high  quality  game  fish  production  to  Lake 
Mead,   Water  for  the  facility  will  be  drawn  from  and  re- 

turned to  Lake  Mead;  some  ninor  nutrient  and  chemical  dis- 
charge will  occur.  (73  pages) 

COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  EPA   DOT   DOT 

(ELR  ORDER  #  05133)     (NTIS  ORDER  t  EIS  ̂   2  5133F) 

Office  of  Coal  Research 

Draft  Date 

Synthetic  Fuels  Pilot  Plant  08/21 

West  Virginia 
The  statement  refers  to  the  modification  and  operation  of  a 
synthetic  fuels  pilot  plant  at  Cresap.  The  purpose  of  the 
plant  is  that  of  defining  the  most  economic  conditions  for 
the  conversion  of  high-sulfur  Eastern  coal  to  low  sulfur 
fuel  oil  for  utility  station  use.  The  statement  anticipates 
no  environmental  problems  from  the  revised  pilot  plant. 
(US  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  0513U)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  513UD) 
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DEPA^TMBNT    OF    TRR NSPORTATION 

Contact:  Mr.    Kartin   Convissec,    Director 
Office   of    EnviroriTiental    Quality 
aOO    7th    Street,    S.W. 
Washington,     D.C,    20590 

(202)     426-4355 

Federal    Aviation    Agency 

Draft  Date 

Las  Animas  County  Airport  08/23 

Colorado 
County:        Las  Animas 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a  run- 

way extension  (of  2500')  and  the  installation  of  VASI,  fen- 
cing, seeding,  power  lines,  and  related  facilities.  Approxi- 

mately 213,7  acres  will  be  coTinnitted  to  the  action.  An  in- 
crease in  noise  levels  from  jet  aircraft  will  result.  (23 

pages) 
(ELR  OHDEF  #  05150)     (NTIS  3RDER  #  EIS  72  5150D) 

Challis  Airport  08/29 

Idaho 
The  statement  refers  to  a  project  which  would  involve 
the  extension  of  an  existing  runway  to  6,200*  x  60', 
and  the  construction  of  aprons  and  a  taxiway. 
Approximately  6  acres  of  agricultural  land  will 
be  acquired  for  the  project.  (15  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05192)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5192D) 

Springfield  Airport  08/25 

Missouri 
County:         Greene 
The  statement  refers  to  a  project  involving  the  extension 
of  one  runway  and  one  taxiway,  the  provision  of  VASI  and 
lighting,  and  the  painting  and  striping  of  paved  surfaces. 
Approximately  19  acres  will  be  acquired  for  the  project. 
(28  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05170)     (NTIS  ORDER  t  FIS  72  5170D) 

Mr,  Convisser's  office  will  refer  you  to  the  regional  office 
from  which  the  statement  originated.  A  list  of  the  regional 
offices  is  on  page  73. 
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Seward  Mrport OR/29 

Nebraska 
County:         Seward 
The  statement  considers  the  developirent  of  a  new  basic 
utility  airport  which  would  include  a  3600'  x  6  0'  NW/SE 
hard  runway  and  a  3U00'  x  150 •  turf  runway,  taxiways 
and  aprons,  and  related  facilities.   Approximately 
268  acres  of  land  would  be  acquired  for  right-of-way. 
(31  pages) 
(ELK    OPDER    #    05191)  (NTTS    DRDEP    *    EIS    72    5191D) 

Final Date 

Rogers  Municipal  Airport 
08/17 

Arkansas 
The  statement  refers  to  the  construction  of  new  facilities 
at  the  Airport.   These  would  consist  of  the  reconstruction 
of  a  section  of  an  existing  N/S  runway  and  tfte  extension 

of  it  to  100'  X  6,000*;  the  reconstruction  of  taxiway  and 
aprons;  the  installation  of  medium  intensity  lighting  and 
VASI;  the  relocation  of  a  country  road;  the  installation 
of  fencing  and  the  marking  of  pavement.   Approximately  95 
acres  would  be  acquired  for  the  project.   The  statement 
discusses  no  significant  and  adverse  impact.   {11U  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  DOC   COF   EPA   HEW   HUD   DOT 

(ELR  ORDER  #  05106)     (NTIS  ORDER  «  ETS  72  51C6F) 

Heed  Airport 
08/16 

California 

County:         Siskiyou 
The  statement  considers  the  reconstruction,  strengthening, 

lengthening  (by  3,000'),  of  an  existing  runway  and  the  in- 
stallation of  new  lighting  and  VAST.   It  is  not  antici- 

pated that  the  extension  will  have  an  effect  upon  the  type 
of  aircraft  using  the  facility.   (28  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  COE   EPA   DOI 

(ELR  ORDER  #  05099)     (NTIS  ORDER  «  EIS  72  5099F) 

Logan  International  Airport 0  8/01 

Massachusetts 

County:         Suffolk 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  the  south 
dual  taxiway  system  at  the  Airport.   Among  the  points 
discussed  in  the  statement  are  those  of  noise  and  air 
pollution.   At  issue  is  the  extent  to  which  the  run- 

ways will  lead  to  increased  aircraft  operations.   (330 
pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  OSDA  COE   EPA   HEW   HUD   DOI   DOT 
(ELR  ORDER  t  0U995)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  4995F) 
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Jackson  Municipal  Airport  08/14 

Mississippi 

County:         Jackson 
The  statement  considers  the  extension  of  Runway  1SR-33L 
from  6,60C'  to  8,'iOO'.   The  project  will  result  in  in- 

creased operational  capacity  of  the  airport  and  a  concomi- 
tant increase  in  noise  levels  from  jet  aircraft.   (3U 

paqes) 
COMKENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  EPA   D3I 

{ELE  ORDER  #  05086)     (NTIS  ORDEP  #  FIS  72  5086F) 

Gulf  Central  Airport  08/21 

Mississippi 

County:        Hancock 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  extension  of  a 

runway  from  (^,500'  to  8,500'  and  the  construction  of 
taxiways  and  a  turnaround,  livestock  loading  facilities, 
and  a  fire  and  crash  building.   The  airport  will  be 
used  for  the  transportation  of  livestock  to  foreign 
countries;   wastes  generated  at  the  facility  will 
reguire  special  treatment  in  order  to  avoid  adverse 
effects  on  the  human  and  natural  environments. 

(U8  paqes) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  DOC   EPA   DO  I 

(ELB  ORDEP  #  05130)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5130F) 

Plymouth  Municipal  Airport  08/11 

North  Carolina 
County:        Washington 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a  new 
general  aviation  airport  to  accotimodate  substantially  all 

propeller  aircraft  of  less  than  12,000  pounds.   A  37C0'x  75' 
runway  would  be  constructed  along  with  aprons,  taxiways  and 
an  access  road;  a  medium  intensity  lighting  system  would  be 

installed.   Approximately  225  acres  of  land  would  be  com- 
iritted  to  the  project.  (31  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  EPA   DOT 

(ELR  ORDER  <t  05070)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5070F) 

Springer  Municipal  Airport  08/21 

New  Mexico 

Proposed  construction  of  a  new  airport,  with  a  6C'  x 
5000*  paved  runway,  graded  taxiways  and  apron,  an  access 
road,  fenced  perimeter,  a  wind  cone  and  a  segmented  circle. 

Approximately  1C8  acres  of  grassland  will  be  com-nitted  to 
the  project.  (47  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  COE   DOC   EPA   HEW   DOT 

(ELR  ORDER  #  05132)     (NTIS  ORDFP  *    EIS  72  5132F) 
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Ponca    City    Municipal    ftirport  C8/09 

Oklahoma 

The  statement  refers  to  the  clevelopment  of  airport  facili- 
ties, including  the  extension  of  an  existing  150'  X  U,800' 

N/S  runway  to  1 50 •  X  6,200',  installation  of  MIPL  and 
VAST,  etc.   Appro xijiately  138  acres  will  be  acquired  for 
the  project.   Noise  levels  will  increase  with  an  increase 
in  business-jet  usage,   (58  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  COE   i?PA   HEW   DOT   DOT 
(ELR  ORDEP  #  05050)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5050F) 

Murdo  Municipal  Airport  08/02 

South  Dakota 
County:         Jones 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  a  new  general 
aviation  airport,  including  the  following  facilities:  one 

1U00'x150'  runway,  an  access  road,  a  parking  lot,  light- 
ing, etc.  The  statement  anticipates  no  adverse  effects 

other  than  increased  noise  levels.  Approximately  85  acres 
will  be  committed  to  the  project,  (U3  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  3Y:  TISDA  COE   EPA   HEW   HUD   DOI   DOT 

(ELR  ORDEP  ?  05009)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5009F) 

Meacham  Field  08/10 

Texas 

The  statement  refers  to  the  acquisition  of  land,  surfacing 

of  an  150'  x  75C0'  runway,  installation  of  HIPL,  construc- 
tion of  taxiways  and  aprons,  etc.  The  new  facilities  are 

being  constructed  at  Maacham  in  anticipation  of  the  closing 

of  Fort  Worth's  other  airport  in  1973,  Approximately  88.7 
acres  are  being  committed  to  the  project.  (103  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  DOC   EPA   HEW   DOI   DOT 

(ELR  ORDER  «  0506ti)     (NTIS  ORDER  i  EIS  72  506aF) 

Federal  Highway  Administration 

Draft 

Eagle  River  Road  08/10 

Alaska 
The  statement  considers  the  reconstruction  of  F,A,S.  Route 

S-0550  within  the  Greater  Anchorage  Area  Borough,   The  pro- 
posed improvement  consists  of  rebuilding  the  existing 

roadway  and  providing  a  paved  two-lane  facility  and  a  sep- 
arate bicycle  path.   Approximately  6.5  acres  of  Section 

U  (f )  land  from  the  Chugach  State  Park  will  be  encroached 
upon.   (43  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  »  05066)     (NTIS  ORDER  *  EIS  72  5066D) 
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Skagway,  Alaska  to  Canadian  Border  08/25 

Alaska 

The  pcoposed  project,  in  conjunction  with  a  planned  Canad- 
ian section  of  highway,  will  provide  a  link  between  Skag- 

way  and  Alaska's  interior  highway  system  via  Whitehorse, 
Yukon  Territory,   The  action  consists  of  9.4  miles  of  new 
construction  and  reconstruction  of  the  Skagway  River  Bridge 
on  the  same  alignment,  (74  pages) 
(ELP  OHDER  #  05171)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5171D) 

OS  66  -  Butler  Avenue  08/21 

Arizona 

County:        Coconino 
The  statement  considers  the  reconstruction  of  1.5  miles  of 

interchange  in  the  City  of  Flagstaff.   An  unspecified  amount 
of  land  will  be  required  for  right-of-way,   (52  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05140)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5140D) 

Flagstaff-Lake  Kary  Poad  08/24 
Arizona 
County:         Coconino 
The  proposed  project  consists  of  two  sections,  totalling  6,5 
miles.  A  basic  right-of-way  of  400'  is  required.  The  scenic 
value  of  forest  land  and  wildlife  habitat  will  be  adversely 
affected,  (61  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05164)     (NTIS  ORDER  t  EIS  72  5164D) 

South  Chapel  Street 08/22 

Delaware 

County:         New  Castle 
The  project  consists  of  the  relocation  of  South  Chapel 
Street  and  the  construction  of  a  grade  separation  bridge 
over  the  Penn  Central  Railroad.   The  number  of  displace- 

ments and  the  amount  of  right-of-way  required  will  depend 
upon  the  alternative  route  selected.   (110  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05146)     (NTIS  OHDFR  #  ET S  72  5146D) 

Interstate  695  08/04 

District  of  Columbia 

The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  six-lane  1-695 
which  will  connect  1-66  with  existing  1-95.   The  project 
will  be  located  almost  entirely  on  Section  4(f)  land  with- 

in West  Potomac  Park.   As  Tiost  of  the  proposed  construc- 
tion will  be  underground,  some  land  from  abandoned  surface 

road  will  be  returned  for  park  use.   Activities  at  the 
park  will  be  disrupted  during  construction;  between  40  and 
65  cherry  trees  may  be  removed  along  the  Tidal  Basin.  (140 
pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05033)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5033D) 
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1-95,  Center  Leg  of  the  Inner  Loop  Freeway  08/15 

District  of  Columbia 
The  proposed  action  involves  the  construction  of  the  final 
portion  of  the  Center  Leg  of  the  Inner  Loop  Freeway,   The 
project  will  initially  consist  of  four  lanes  of  depressed 
roadway  which  will  connect  the  Southwest  Freeway  and  New 
York  avenue.   Project  length  is  2100  feet  of  which  1,200 

feet  will  be  tunneled.   One  hundred  ninety-two  families  and 
32  businesses  have  been  displaced  since  right-of-way 
acquisition  began  in  1956.   (172  pages) 
(ELR  ORDEP  «  CS097)     (NTIS  DRDEP  I  EIS  72  509^0) 

S.R.  15  0  8/01 

Florida 
County:         Putnan 
The  statement  considers  the  reconstruction  of  two  lane 

S.R.  15  to  four  lanes  from  the  north  city  limits  of  Palat- 
ka  to  S.R.  209.   Project  length  is  H.3   miles  and  will  in- 

clude replacing  an  existing  bridge  over  Rice  Creek,   The 
amount  of  land  required  and  the  nunber  of  businesses  and 
residences  displaced  will  depend  upon  the  route  chosen, 
(50  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  «  0^999)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  14999D) 

Indian  River  Bridge  08/03 

Florida 
County:         Indian  ^iver 
The  statement  considers  construction  of  a  two  lane  bridge 
and  approaches  between  S.R.  5  and  S.P.  A1&  over  the  Indian 

River.   Project  length  is  2  .-niles.   The  number  of  dis- 
placements and  the  aT\ount  of  land  required  for  right-of- 

way  will  depend  upon  the  route  chosen.   (98  pages) 
(FLR  ORDEP  t  05018)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5018D) 

Interstate  485  08/04 

Georgia 
County:        Fulton 
The  statement  considers  the  proposed  construction  of  6.27 
miles  of  1-485.   Of  the  1224  acres  required  to  construct 
the  project,  938  acres  have  already  been  acquired.   Ad- 

verse inpacts  include  loss  of  119  acres  of  biotic  communi- 
ties, temporary  turbidity  and  erosion,   A  4(f)  statement 

will  be  filed,  as  possible  use  of  park  lands  is  involved, 
(300  pages) 
(ELR    ORDER    #    05028)  (NTIS    ORDEP    #    EIS    72    5028D) 
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Hestern  Bypass  for  the  City  of  Albany  08/14 

Georgia 
The  statement  represents  a  corridor  study  for  construction 
of  approximately  25  miles  of  highway  to  form  a  Western  By- 

pass for  the  city  of  Albany.   The  amount  of  land  required 
and  the  number  of  displacements  will  depend  upon  the  alter- 

nate selected.   The  Cooleewahee  Swamp  and  a  cluster  of  sink- 
holes used  by  migrating  waterfowl  may  be  disturbed,  (79 

pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05091)     (NTIS  DRDER  »  EIS  72  5091D) 

Dekalb  Gwinnett  Counties  Connector  (PR  7582)  08/15 

Georgia 
County:         Dekalb  Gwinnett 
The  proposed  action  is  the  construction  of  9.2  mile  long 
free  access,  four  lane  facility  from  the  vicinity  of  S.P, 
236  to  the  vicinity  of  the  Jones  Ferry  Poad-Holcomb  Bridge 
Road  intersection.   The  project  will  provide  a  north-south 
arterial  connecting  an  industrial  district  is  Dekalb  county 
with  several  industrial  district  Gwinnett  County,  A  maxi- 

mum of  7  duplexes,  4  residences,  U  businesses,  1  non-profit 
building  and  1  lake  may  be  displaced,   (88  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05098)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5098D) 

Supplemental  Freeway  a07  08/02 

Illinois 
County:        Adams 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  a  Supplemental 
Freeway  (F.A.P.  U07)  beginning  south  of  S.R,  96  and  ex- 

tending north  to  U.S.  21;  approximately  10.9  miles  in  dis- 
tance.  Approximately  700  acres  of  agricultural  land  will 

be  coirmitted  to  the  project.   An  unspecified  number  of 
families  will  be  displaced.   Soil  erosion,  water  pollution 

and  loss  of  vegetative  cover  will  occur.   (106  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05012)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5012D) 



-49- 

FA  Route  103 
08/07 

Illinois 

County:         Whiteside 

The  statement  is  a  study  of  the  alternate  corridors  to 

contain  a  a-lane,  fully  access-controlled  freeway  from  the 

east  bank  of  the  Mississippi  River  to  FA  Route  U03.  The 

amount  of  land  required  and  the  number  of  displacements 

will  depend  upon  the  alternative  chosen.  (75  pages) 

{ELR  ORDER  #  05039)     (NTTS  ORDER  »  FIS  72  5039D) 

Belvidere  Bypass 0  8/21 

Illinois 

County:         Boone 
The  statement  refers  to  the  construction  of  a  2 

lane,  5.5  mile  bypass  of  the  City  of  Belvidere. 
One  residence  and  1  business  would  be  displaced; 

an  unspecified  amount  of  land  will  be  required  for 

right-of-way.  (73  pages) 

(ELR  ORDER  »  05139)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  ETS  72  5139D) 

U.S.  51--Kingsley  Street  Couple 
0  8/2  3 

Illinois 

County:         McLean 

The  proposed  project  is  the  use  of  U.S.  5  1  and 

Kingsley  Street  as  a  traffic  couple.   Nineteen 

families,  four  businesses  and  an  industrial  site 

will  be  displaced.  (25  pages) 

(ELR  ORDER  #  05151)     (NTIS  ORDER  f    EIS  72  5 1 5 1  D) 

Illinois  Route  16 08/28 

Illinois 

County:     Coles        Moultrie 

The  action  is  the  proposed  widening  and  resurfacing  of 
approximately  8.3  miles  of  Federal  Aid  Route  17 

(Illinois  Route  16) .   Approximately  40  acres  of  farm 
land  will  be  acquired  for  right-of-way.   One  family, 
one  business  and  several  miscellaneous  structures  will 
de  bisplaced.   (38  pages) 

ELR  ORDER  #  .05181)    (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5181D) 

F.A.S.  1143 08/29 

Illinois 

County:         Cook  DuPage 
The  statement  refers  to  the  widening  from  2  to  U  lanes 

of  1.2  miles  of  roadway.   Three  residences  and  H 

businesses  would  be  displaced  by  the  action.  (72  pages) 

(ELR  ORDER  #  051B5)     (NTIS  ORDER  «  EIS  72  5185D) 
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North-South  Froeway  08/21 

Iowa 
County:         Dubuque 
The  proposed  Freeway  system  would  consist  of  an  elevated 
hiqh  irobility  loop  to  serve  the  inner  city  of  Dubuque,  a 
northeastern  access  to  the  city  through  the  Couler  Valley, 
an  east  leg  of  the  downtown  freeway  with  a  new  Kississippi 
River  crossing  to  connect  the  city  with  routes  on  the 
Wisconsin  side,  and  a  Dodge  street  freeway  to  provide  access 
to  the  city  from  the  west.   The  project  would  displace  674 
homes  and  223  businesses.   An  unspecified  amount  of  land 

will  be  acquired  for  right-of-way,   (78  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  »  05138)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5138D) 

US  69  08/17 

Kansas 

County:         Miami 
The  statement  considers  the  corridor  location  for  the  re- 

construction, from  2  to  U  lanes,  of  16.5  miles  of  highway. 
The  number  of  residences  to  be  displaced  and  the  amount  of 

acreage  needed  for  right-of-way  depends  upon  the  route 
chosen.   (73  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  »  05105)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5105D) 

Ponchatoula-Frenier  Highway  (1-55)  08/03 

Louisiana 
County:         Tangipahoa      StJohn  Baptist 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  23.102  miles  of 

highway  on  existing  right-of-way,  including  bridges  and 
interchanges.   Temporary  water  pollution  due  to  erosion 
and  dredging  and  air  pollution  from  exhaust  emissions  and 
dust  will  occur.   (74  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05025)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5025D) 

Shady  Grove  Road  08/25 

Maryland 
County:         Montgomery 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  2. 5 
miles  of  U    lane  roadway,  between  Maryland  Routes 
355  and  115.   Approximately  37  acres  of  land  would 

be  required  for  right-of-way.  (15  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  »  05169)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5169D) 

Morris  By-Pass  (T . H .  59)  08/21 

Minnesota 
County:         Stevens 

The  projects  encompassed  in  this  statement  are  the  proposed 
relocation  of  U.5  miles  of  T.  H.  59  to  bypass  the  City  of 
Morris  and  the  reconstruction  of  Township  road  (to  be 
designated  T.H.  329)  on  existing  alignment.   Seventy  acres 
of  agricultural  land  will  be  committed  to  the  projects. 
Some  wildlife  habitat  near  the  Pomme  De  Terre  River  will  be 
lost.   (4a  pages) 
(ELE    ORDER    «    05131)  (NTIS    ORDER    #     PIS    72    513in> 
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Poute    UOTE  08/1U 

Missouri 
County:         St.  Louis 
This  action  proposes  the  reconstruction  and  new  construc- 

tion of  Route  UOTF  on  fully  controlled  access  right-of-way. 
Project  length  is  1.7  miles  extending  from  Lower  Grove  Ave- 

nue in  the  City  of  St.  Louis.   Four  businesses  will  be  dis- 
placed by  the  action.   (55  paqes) 

(ELI?  ORDER  #  CS090)     (NTTS  OPDER  »  EIS  72  5090D) 

S.R.  UU  08/07 

Nebraslta 

County:         Buffalo        Kearney 

The  statement  considers  the  proposed  relocation  of  a  seg- 
ment of  Nebraska  Highway  No.  UU  and  a  new  bridge  spanning 

the  Platte  Piver.   Project  length  is  approximately  1.3 
miles.   An  unspecified  amount  of  land  will  be  required  for 

right-of-way;  water  pollution  and  siltation  may  occur.   (16 
pages) 
(ELF  ORDEF:  »  05CU0)     (NTIS  DRDEP  »  EIS  72  '30U0D) 

South  Platte  Piver  Bridge  08/11* 

Nebraska 

County:         Keith 

The  statement  considers  the  reconstruct i'on  of  approaches 
and  the  bridge  spanning  the  South  Platte  River.   The  con- 
construction  begins  at  the  Brule  Interchange  on  1-80  and 
proceeds  north  on  US  30  at  the  Village  of  Brule.   Project 

length  is  approximately  0.76  miles.   Temporary  water  pol- 
lution, soil  erosion,  and  siltation  from  the  proposed 

channel  clean  out  may  occur.   (21  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05089)     (NTIS  ORDER  i  EIS  72  5089D) 

Piver  Road  08/18 

New  Jersey 
County:         Middlesex 
The  proposed  action  is  the  widening  of  River  Road 
from  a  two-lane  road  to  four  lanes.   Length  of 
project  is  3.26  miles.   Approximately  11  acres  of 
section  'i(f)  land  from  the  proposed  Johnson  Park 
will  be  committed  to  the  project.   Temporary 
siltation  and  erosion  may  occur.  (59  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  «  05110)     (NTIS  ORDER  «  EIS  72  5110D) 

Route  20  Freeway-Drainage  Trunk  Line  08/23 

New  Jersey 

The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a  66" 
drainage  trunk  line  to  serve  Route  20  and  I  80  in  the  City 

of  Paterson.  Pight-of-way  will  be  granted  in  the  form  of 
easements.  Section  U ( f )  land  from  the  Great  Falls  Society 
for  Usefull  Manufactures  Historic  District  will  be  encroach- 

ed upon.  (26  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05m8)     (NTIS  ORDER  I  EIS  72  51U9D) 
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Tijecas  Canyon  Projects  (I-UO)  08/09 

New  Mexico 
County:         Bernalillo 
Four  projects  to  complete  the  remaining  link;  of  I-UO 
through  Tijeras  Canyon  are  encompassed  in  this  state- 

ment.  Total  project  length  is  12  niles;  459  acres  are 
required  for  new  right-of-way.   Twenty  acres  of  Section 
4(f)  land  will  be  taken  from  Cibola  National  Forest, 
Seventy-two  families  and  11  businesses  will  be  displaced. 
The  water  quality  in  the  canyon  may  be  degraded.   (163 
pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  «  05063)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5063D) 

Interstate  687  08/07 

New  York 
County:         Albany 
The  proposed  project  consists  of  the  construction  of  the 
Albany-Crosstown  Extension  (1-90  to  1-687)  ;  the  Northside- 
Northway  Connection,  Interstate  687  (Route  1-90  to  1-87); 
and  the  Albany-Schenectady  Route  (1-87  to  Route  155). 
Approximately  43  to  48  families  and  10  to  14  businesses  will 
be  displaced.   Section  4(f)  land  from  an  area  designated  as 
future  park  land  may  be  required.   (142  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05037)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5037D) 

Susquehanna  River  Bridge  08/23 

New  York 
County:         Broome 
The  statement  considers  the  proposed  construction 
of  a  new  bridge  spanning  the  Susquehanna  River  to 
form  a  connection  between  the  western  areas  and  the 

south  side  of  Binghamton.   The  amount  of  right-of- 
way  required  and  the  number  of  displacements  will 
depend  upon  the  alignment  selected.  (53  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  »  05149)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5149D) 

Route  9A  08/25 

New  York 
County:         Westchester 
The  proposed  project  is  for  the  addition  of  a  ramp  between 
Route  9A  and  T-287,  and  for  the  improvement  of  Route  9A 
from  approximately  500  feet  south  of  the  intersection  with 
Route  119  to  the  Fairview  Park  Drive.   An  unspecified 
amount  of  land  is  required  for  right-of-way;  some  busi- 

nesses and  families  will  be  displaced,   (90  pages) 
(FLR  ORDER  #  05167)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5167D) 
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N.C.  2a  08/02 

North  Carolina 
County:         Cumberland      Sampson         Duplin 
The  statement  considers  a  proposal  to  construct  approxi- 
irately  50  miles  of  new  highway  for  N.  C,  2U  on  new  loca- 

tion.  Approximately  2500  acres  of  farmland  and  woodland 
will  be  committed  to  the  action;  59  families  and  one  busi- 

ness will  be  displaced,   SoTie  siltation  from  erosion  of 
the  streams  crossed  will  occur.  (52  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05010)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5010D) 

Cain  Poad  -  Ireland  Drive  08/Oa 

North  Carolina 
County:         Cumberland 
The  statement  considers  the  proposed  construction  of  a  3 
irile  segment  of  the  Cain  Road  -  Ireland  Drive  thorough- 

fare.  Four  families  and  two  businesses  will  be  displaced; 
an  unspecified  amount  of  land  will  be  required.   Siltation 
and  construction  noise  will  occur.   (26  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  »  05032)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5C32D) 

State  Routes  U3,9,  and  39  08/22 

Ohio 
County:        Carroll 
The  proposed  project  is  the  relocation  and  establishment 
of  a  limited  access  highway  for  S.R.  Nos.  U3  and  9,  bypass- 

ing the  Village  of  Carrolltown.   The  action  consists  of 
constructing  a  2-lane  highway  on  U-lane  right-of-way.   A 
portion  of  S.R.  39  will  require  relocation  in  conjunction 
with  this  project.   Twelve  residences,  two  churches,  and  one 
business  will  be  displaced.   (17  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05ia3)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  51430) 

State  Routes  157  and  13  08/23 

Ohio 
County:         several 
The  statement  refers  to  a  corridor  study  for  a  proposed  new 
north-south  freeway.   Approximately  38  miles  of  roadway 
would  be  constructed  from  the  intersection  of  170  and  S.R. 

79  to  the  southern  end  of  the  S.R.  13  bypass  of  Frederick- 
town.   The  number  of  displacements  and  the  amount  of  land 
required  for  right-of-way  are  not  specified.  (33  pages) 

(ELR  ORDER  »  05154)     (NTIS  ORDER  #'eIS  72  515UD) 
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Pelocation  of  U.S.  30  08/25 

Ohio 
County:         Crawford       Richland 
The  proposed  project  involves  the  construction  on  new 
location  of  a  four  lane  facility  to  realign  the  traffic 
flow  on  existing  U.S.  30N  and  U.S.  30S.   Project  length  is 
16.17  miles ;  approxi:nately  550  acres  of  agricultural  land 
will  be  committed  to  the  action  from  10  to  15  residences  and 
their  outbuildings  will  be  displaced.   Increased  turbidity 
and  sedimentation  and  temporary  erosion  may  occur.   (17 
pages) 
(ELP    ORDER    #    05172)  (NTIS    3RDER    #    EIS    72    5172D) 

State    Route    18  08/23 

Ohio 
County:         Defiance 
The  proposed  action  is  the  widening,  from  2  to  U  lanes,  of 
existing  S.R.  18,  from  its  intersection  with  S.R.  15  to  its 
intersection  with  S.R.  281.  Project  length  is  2.96  miles. 
Two  businesses  and  two  families  may  be  replaced.  (22  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05176)     (NTIS  ORDER  t  EIS  72  5176D) 

Legislative  Route  1003,  Section  3  08/07 

Pennsylvania 
County:        Erie 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  U-lane  L.R. 
1003 (Interstate  79)  from  the  25th  Street  Interchange  to 
the  12th  Street  Interchange.  The  amount  of  land  required 
and  the  number  of  displaceirents  will  depend  upon  the 
route  taken.  (68  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05038)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5038D) 

L.R.  1022  (Traffic  Route  219  relocated)  08/03 

Pennsylvania 
County:        several 
The  statement  considers  the  proposed  construction  of  L.R. 
1022  (Traffic  Route  219  Relocated).  The  portion  of  T.R. 
219  involved  requires  the  construction  of  a  U-lane,  limit- 

ed access  highway  beginning  between  Hastings  and  Barnes- 
boro  on  S.R.  11U09,  Cambria  County;  continuing  through 
Jefferson,  Elk  and  Indiana  Counties  to  T.R.  153,  Clear- 

field County.   Project  length  is  approximately  50  miles. 
An  unspecified  amount  of  land  will  be  required  for  right- 
of-way.   Temporary  turbidity,  sedinen ta tion  of  streams, 
dust,  increased  noise  level  and  soil  erosion  will  occur 
during  construction.   (8U  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05043)     (NTIS  ORDEE  #  EIS  72  50a3D) 
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Leqislative  Poate  1C21,  Spur  B 08/08 

Pennsylvania 
County:         Butler 
The  proposed  project  is  the  construction  of  approximately 
two  iniles  of  two-lane  highway  between  1-79  and  US  422  in. 
Muddy  Creek  Township.   Section  U  (f )  land  from  floraine  State 
Pack  may  be  encroached  upon.   Temporary  siltation,  noise 
and  air  pollution  will  occur  during  construction;  twenty 
acres  of  wildlife  cover  will  be  lost.   (38  paqes) 
(ELR  OBDEP  »  0504«)     (NTIS  ̂ RDER  #  EIS  72  SOUUD) 

L.R.  40047,  Section  B03 08/09 

Pennsylvania 
County:         Luzerne 
The  statement  considers  the  relocation  of  1.47  miles  of  L.R. 
40047  through  open  undeveloped  land.   Sixteen  families  will 
be  displaced  by  the  action.   Strip  mine  holes  would  be  back 
filled  and  spoil  banks  removed  in  conjunction  with  the  pro- 

posed construction.   (32  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  050S1)     (NTIS  ORDER  «  EIS  72  5051D) 

Legislative  Route  1022  (US  219  Relocated) 08/15 

Pennsylvania 
County:         Somerset 
The  proposed  action  is  the  relocation  of  approximately 

seven  miles  of  existing  rjs  219  on  new  right-of-way.   An 
unspecified  amount  of  land  will  be  comiiitted  to  the  project; 
four  families  will  be  displaced.   (36  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  »  05096)     (NTIS  3RDEP  »  EIS  72  5096D) 

Legislative  Route  16034 

Pennsylvania 
County:        Clarion 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of 
2.7  iriles  of  new  4  lane  roadway.   The  fifty  acres 

of  land  required  for  right-of-way  has  already  been 
purchased.  (49  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  C5109)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5109D) 

0  8/18 

I  40 08/0  4 

Tennessee 

The  statement  considers  the  completion  of  the  remaining  3,7 

miles  of  I-4C  beginning  at  Claybrook  Street  and  continuing 
east  through  Overton  Park  to  Bon  Street.   Approximately  125 

acres  of  Section  4(f)  land  from  Overton  Park  will  be 
committed  to  the  action.   An  unspecified  number  of  resi- 

dences and  businesses  will  be  displaced.   (157  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  I  05031)     (NTIS  ORDER  t  EIS  72  5031D) 
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"orthside  -  Southwest  Freeway  (I-35W)  OB/09 

Texas 
County:        Tarrant 

The  Statement  considers  the  proposed  construction  of  17.5 

miles  of  six-lane  freeway  connecting  I-35W  and  State  High- 
way 121  with  Loop  1-820  in  urban  Forth  Worth.   Approximately 

1,100  acres  will  be  required  for  right-of-way;  433  families, 
195  businesses  and  eight  non-profit  organizations  will  be 
displaced.   Section  4(f)  and  other  public  land  will  be 
encroached  upon.   (38  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05052)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5052D) 

State  Highway  11  08/10 

Texas 
County:         Hill  Navarro 
The  project  is  the  proposed  construction  of  two  additional 
lanes  to  form  a  four  lane  divided  non-controlled  access 
facility  for  State  Highway  31.   Project  length  is  21.5 
miles.   Eleven  families,  five  businesses  and  one  non- 

profit organization  will  be  displaced;  222  acres  will  be 

required  for  right-of-way,   (12  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05067)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5067D) 

US  7  0  8/2  3 

Vermont 
County:         Bennington 

The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  approx- 
mately  20  miles  of  highway  on  new  location.  An  unspecified 

amount  of  land  will  be  required  for  right-of-way.  (186 
pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05182)     (NTIS  ORDER  t  EIS  72  5182D) 

Chester  Bridge  and  Approaches  08/14 

West  Virginia 
County:         Hancock 

The  statement  considers  alternative  alignments  for  the  con- 
struction of  a  new  bridge  spanning  the  Ohio  River.   Possible 

adverse  impacts  include  the  taking  of  a  small  number  of  resi 
dences  and  businesses  and  increases  in  noise,  air  and 
water  pollution.   (123  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05095)     (NTIS  DRDER  #  EIS  72  5095D) 

US  35  08/25 

West  Virginia 
County:         Kanawha        Putnam 
The  statement  refers  to  the  construction  of  a  railroad 

overpass  and  approaches,  totalling  1.U  miles  in  length. 
One  residence  would  be  acquired;  30  acres  will  be 

required  for  right-of-way.  (57  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  »  05173)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  FIS  72  5173D) 
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State  Trunk  Highway  23  08/01 

Wisconsin 
County:         Fon  Du  Lac      Sheboygan 
The  statement  considers  a  proposal  to  construct  a  complete 
or  partial  relocation  of  approximately  3S  miles  of  S.T.H. 
23.   The  amount  of  lani  required  and  the  number  of  dis- 

placements will  depend  upon  the;  route  chosen.   Section 

U(f)  statements  have  been  filed  for  lands  that  may  be  re- 
quired from  the  Kettle  Moraine  State  Forest  and  the  Old 

Wode  House  State  Park.   (53  pages) 
(ELF  OPOEF  »  0U996)     (t.TIS  OSDF.P  #  EIS  12    49980) 

Laramie  Projects  08/02 

Wyoming 
County:         Albany 

This  report  encompasses  three  projects  which  are  inter- 
related in  that  they  form  the  principal  westerly  transpor- 

tation artery  for  the  City  of  Laranie.   Projects  "Laramie 
Centennial  Road"  {S-0103(9))  and  "Laramie  Street"  (SU- 
0100(9))  are  on  new  alignment  while  project  "Laramie  West 
Road"  (S-0100(8)),  follows  the  existing  roadway.   Total 
length  of  the  projects  is  approximately  7  miles.   (38 
pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  »  05011)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5011D) 

Interstate  90  08/2(4 

Wyoming 
County:        Crook 

This  project  concerns  the  contraction  of  a  portion  of  1-90 
from  Sundance  east  to  the  Wyoming-South  Dakota  State  Line, 
The  construction  includes  11  najor  structures  including  a 
major  channel  change  of  Sand  Creek.   Three  families  and 
one  motel  will  be  displaced.   An  unspecified  amount  of 

agricultural  land  will  be  required  for  right-of-way.   (19 
pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05166)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  ETS  72  5166D) 

Final  Date 

Effects  of  Highway  Projects  08/01 

The  statement  considers  the  promulgation  of  guidelines 
mandated  by  Section  109(h)  of  Title  23,  ri.s.C.  concern- 

ing the  economic,  social,  and  environmental  effects  of 

highway  projects.   The  guidelines  are  designed  to  consid- 
er these  effects  and  to  assure  that  final  decisions  are 

made  in  the  best  overall  public  interest.  (121  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  EPA   HEW   HUD 

(ELR  ORDER  *  0a99U)     (NTIS  DRDEF  «  EIS  72  a99UF) 
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Northern  Lights  Couplet  .  08/11 

Alabama 

The  proposed  project  is  a  couplet  pair  of  one-way,  four- 
lane  roadways  for  a  distance  of  two  miles  and  a  four-lane 
divided  urban  section  for  0.75  mile.  Existing  Northern 
Lights  Boulevard  would  be  used  for  the  westbound  traffic 
and  a  new   roadway  constructed  for  eastbound  traffic.  A 
significant  number  of  families  and  businesses  would  be 
displaced.  (326  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  EPA   HUD   DOI   USGS 

(ELB  QRDEP  «  0S072)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5072F) 

Pichardson  Highway  08/09 

Alaska 

The  project  is  planned  to  reconstruct  the  Richardson  High- 
way between  Kile  6  and  Mile  65  to  modern  highway  stan- 

dards.  A  ̂ (f)    statement  has  been  filed  because  the  High- 
way passes  through  the  proposed  Keystone  Canyon  State 

Park,   Additional  land  will  be  acquired  to  provide  a  uni- 
form 300  foot  right-of-way.   (80  pages) 

COMMENTS  KADE  BY:  EPA   DOI   DOT 

(ELR  ORDER  #  05060)     (NTIS  ORDSP  »  EIS  72  5060F) 

Cooper  Canyon  Section  (1-17)  08/11 

Ari  zona 

County:         Yavapia 
The  statement  considers  the  proposed  construction  of  approxi 

irately  6,78  miles  of  four-lane  controlled  access  highway  to 
form  the  Cooper  Canyon  Section  of  1-17.   The  project,  lo- 

cated within  the  boundaries  of  the  Prescott  National  Eorest, 
consists  of  constructing  a  new  roading  for  north  bound 
traffic  and  partially  reconstructing  existing  S,B,  79  for 
south  bound  traffic.   An  unspecified  amount  of  land  will  be 

required  for  right-of-way.  (39  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  HSDA  EPA   DOI 

(ELR  ORDER  *  05077)     (NTIS  DRDEP  #  ETS  72  5077F) 

Lake  Havasu  City  -  I-aO  Highway  (SR  95)  08/13 

Arizona 
County:         Mohave 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  23.6  miles  of 

four-lane  highway  on  SR  95.   The  construction   in- 
volves two  projects,  a  cross-town  leg  of  8,9  miles  and  a 

1U,7  mile  leg  from  Lake  Havasu  City   limits  to  about 
one  mile  south  of  I-UO.   Concern  has  been  expressed 
over  the  loss  of  critical  wildlife  habitat;  grazing 
lands  will  be  displaced.   (53  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  FPA   DOI 

(ELR  ORDER  #  05118)     (NTIS  3RDEE  #  EIS  72  5118F) 
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State  Road  2U  08/18 

Florida 

County:         levy 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  roconsturction 
of  Bridge  No.  U  across  Number  Pour  Channel.   Total 
project  length  is  1.5  miles.   Three  residences  would 
bedisplaced  and  12  acres  of  marshland  would  be  required 
for  right-of-way.  (77  pages) 
COrMRNTS  MADE  BY:  TISDA  CDK   EPA   D3 1 

(ELR  OPDER  t  0511U)     (NTTS  ORDER  #  FIS  72  511UF) 

State  Route  20  (US    27)  08/18 

Florida 
County:        Taylor 

The  project  consists  of  upgrading  S.P,  20  (US  27)  beginn- 
ing at  Maple  Street  and  extending  southward  for  an  approxi- 
mate distance  of  6.1  miles.   Three  residences  and  five  bus- 

inesses may  be  displaced.   (32  pages) 
COMKENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  EPA   HUD   DOI 

(FL3  ORDER  »  05121)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5 1 2 1 F) 

State  Route  50  08/18 

Florida 

County:         Brevard 

The  statement  considers  four  corridor  alignments  for  up- 
grading existing  S.R.  50  to  four  lanes.   Project  length 

is  5.5  miles.   An  unspecified  amount  of  land  would  be  re- 
quired for  right-of-way.   (70  pages) 

COMMENTS  KADE  BY:  USDA  EPA 

(ELR  ORDER  f  0512U)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  512aF) 

State  Route  312  (Bridge  and  Approaches)  03/18 

Florida 
County:         St,  Johns 

The  statement  encompasses  a  corridor  study_  for  construct- 
ion of  a  bridge  and  approaches  spanning  the  Matanzas  River. 

Project  length  is  3,5  miles.   An  unspecified  amount  of  land 
will  be  committed  to  the  action   (118  pages) 
COMMENTS  ^■ADF  BY:  USDA  DOC   COE   EPA   DOT   DOT 
(FLR  ORDER  #  05125)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  FIS  72  5125F) 

U.S.  Highway  95  08/11 

Idaho 
County:         Boundary 

The  statement  is  concerned  with  the  improvement  of  approxi- 
mately 15  miles  of  US  95  along  the  existing  alignment.  An 

unspecified  amount  of  agricultural  and  timber  land  will  be 
acquired  for  right-of-way.   The  community  of  Eastpark  would 
be  encroached  upon.   (69  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  COE   EPA   DOT 

(ELR  ORD^F  #  05075)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5075F) 
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State    Highway    39  08/18 

Idaho 

County:  Bingham 
The    proposed    project    provides    for    the    construction   of    a 
6.1    mile    seginent   of    State    Highway   39,    a    rural    two-lane    road, 
from    Sterling    Road    to   near   Springfield,    Idaho.       The   plan 
calls    for    the    use   of    3.1    miles    of   existing    right-of-way 
and    3    miles   of    new    rights-of-way,    which    will    affect    some 
agricultural    uses,    including    irrigation   canals;    UO    acres   of 
existing    upland    bird    habitat    will    be    taken.       One    residence 
will    be    displaced.       (38    pages) 
COMMENTS    MADE    BY:     USDA    DOC       EPA       HEW       HUD       DOI 

(ELR    ORDEP    #    05115)  (NTIS    ORDER    »    EIS    72    5115F) 

Illinois    Route    16     (F.A.    17)  03/09 

Illinois 
County:        Shellby 
The  statement  refers  to  the  reconstruction  of  14.5  miles 

of  highway,  from  2  to  improved  2  and  U  lane  widths.   Ad- 
verse effects  will  include  the  displacement  of  26  resi- 

dences and  5  businesses;  the  removal  from  production  of 

180  acres  of  agricultural  land;  and  the  acguisition  of  8 
acres  of  U  {f)    land.   (56  pages) 
CCMMSNTS  KADE  3Y:  USDA  EPA   DDI   C3E 

(ELR  ORDER  »  05059)     (NTIS  ORDEP  #  EIS  72  5059F) 

1-72  and  F.A.  ai2  08/23 

Illinois 

County:         lacon 
Two  projects  are  encompassed  in  the  statement.   The  action 

is  the  improvement  of  16.2  iiiles  of  1-72  and  9.7  miles  of 
F.A.  U12.   Combining  the  alignment  for  5.1  miles  of  the 

freeway  is  recommended.   The  amount  of  right-of-way  re- 
quired and  the  number  of  displacements  has  not  been  speci- 
fied.  (96  pages) 

COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  EPA   DOI 

(ELR  ORDER  »  05159)     (NTIS  3RDEP  »  EIS  72  5159F) 

F.A.S.  33  (I.R.  121)  0  8/2  9 

Illinois 

County:         Macon 
The  statement  refers  to  the  reconstruction  from 

2  to  U  lanes  of  3.6  miles  of  roadway  south  of 

Mt.  Zion.   A  '♦(f)  statement  will  be  filed  as  public 
land  would  be  taken  from  the  Decatur  Park  District. 

(73  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  EPA   HUD   DOI   DDT 

(ELR  ORDER  i  0518U)     (NTIS  ORDER  I  EIS  72  518UF) 



-61- 

State  Poad  107 08/11 

Indiana 

County:         Jefferson 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  2.7 
iriles  of  S.P..107  from  the  intersection  with  old  U.S.U21 
to  the  intersection  with  S.8.52.  Seventy  acres  will  be 

required  for  right-of-way;  two  families  will  be  displaced; 
wildlife  habitat  will  be  disturbed.  (31  pages) 
CCMHENTS  KADE  BY:  USDA  EPA   HtW   DOI   DOT 

(ELR  OBDEE  #  C5076)     (NTIS  OBDEF  »  EIS  72  507&?) 

S.P.  26 08/18 

Indiana 

County:         Tippecanoe 
The  statement  considers  the  widening  of  1.8  miles  of  high- 

way.  Two  businesses  and  1  residence  will  be  displaced  by 
the  action.   (29  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  EPA   RUD   DOI 

(ELP  OPDER  t  05120)     (NTIS  ORDEP  I  EIS  72  5120F) 

1-129,  Missouri  Piver  Crossing 08/23 

Iowa 
County:        Woodbury 
The  proposed  project  consists  of  approximately  one  of 
four-lane  divided  highway,  a  bridge  across  the  Missouri 
River, and  an  interchange  with  1-29.   Eighty-five  acres 
are  required  for  right-of-way.   One  industrial  plant  and 
one  vacant  house  will  be  displaced.  (29  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  OSDA  EPA   DOT   DOT   HUD 

(ELP  ORDEP  t  05157) (NTIS  ORDEP.  t  EIS  72  5157?) 

U.S.  Highway  2a 08/11 

Kansas 

County:         Jefferson 

The  proposed  project  is   the  reconstruction  of  approx- 
imately 4.2  miles  of  U.S. 24  from  the  end  of  the  U-lane  pave- 

ments near  Grantsville  to  the  Newman  Corner  and  junction 

of  K-237,  Approximately  150  acres  of  agricultural  land  will 
be  taken  from  production,  aildlife  habitat  will  be  disturbed 
during  construction.  (60  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  3Y:  USDA  USCG  COS   DOC   EPA   HUD   DOI   GEO 

(ELR  OSDEF  #  05081)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  FIS  72  5081F) 
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US  60  08/18 

Kentucky 
County:         McCracken 
The  statement  refers  to  the  reconstruction  from  2  to  U  lanes 
of  2.32  miles  of  highway.   Six  residences  and  2  businesses 
will  be  displaced  by  the  action,   A  U  (f)  statement  will  be 
filed  as  public  park  land  would  be  taken,   (61  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY;  tISDA  COE   EPA   HUD   DOI 

(ELR  ORDER  t  05117)     (NTIS  3RDER  #  EIS  72  5117F) 

Chinchuba-Covington  Highway  (US  190)  08/11 

Louisiana 

County:  St.    Tammany 
The    proposed    project    is    the    construction   of    2, U   miles    of 
four   lane   divided    highway   with    frontage    roads   to   the    left 
and    right    of    the   facility.      The    highway    begins    at    a 
point    south    of    La    22    and    extends    north   along    existing 

US    190    to    the    Interchange    with    1-12, Most  of      the    133    acres 
required    for    right-of-way    is   currently   committed  to    exis- 

ting   right-of-way    for    US    190.        (68    pages) 
COMMENTS    HADE    BY:     USDA    GSA       HEW       DOI       GEO       DOT 

(ELR    ORDER    #    05084)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EIS    72    SOSUF) 

Michigan    Route    59  08/11 

Michigan 
County:         Oakland 
The  statement  considers  the  proposed  reconstruction  of  M-59 
to  five  lanes  with  curb  and  gutter  and  enclosed  drainage, 

from  the  proposed  M-275  freeway  easterly  U.  <♦  Miles  to 
Williams  Lake  Road.   An  unspecified  amount  of  land  will  be 
acquired  for  right-of-way.   Water  area  from  Pontiac  Lake 
will  be  lost;  the  aesthetics  of  the  area  will  be  altered. 
(U9  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  COE   HUD   DOI   DOT 

(ELR  ORDER  #  0508C)     (NTIS  3RDER  #  EIS  72  5080F) 

C.S.A.H.  No.  39  08/03 

Minnesota 

County:         Norman 

The  statement  considers  the  reconstruction  of  a  segment  of 
County  State  Aid  Highway  No,  39  east  of  Borup  to  the 
junction  of  Trunk  Highways  32  and  113,   Section  U(f)  land 
from  a  wildlife  Management  area  will  be  encroached  upon. 
(35Pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  CORE  EPA   HUD   OEO   DOT   COE 
(ELR  ORDER  t  05021)     (NTIS  3RDEP  #  EIS  72  5021F) 
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State  9oute  152  C8/18 

Mississippi 

County:         Platte  Clay 
The  statement  proposes  the  construction  of  11  miles  of  new 

roadway  from  1-29  east  to  west  of  1-35.   Approximately  760 
acres  of  agricultural  land  will  he  comiiitted  to  the  action; 
Uf,    families  and  one  business  will  be  displaced  (58  pages) 
COMMENT.S  f.ADF  BY:  F^A   DOI 
(ELP  ORDEP  «  05111)     (NTIS  3F0EF  *    FIS     72  5111F) 

Poute  60  08/13 

Missouri 

County:         Wright 
The  statement  refers  to  the  reconstruction,  from  2  to  U 

lanes,  of  12.3  miles  of  highway.   Approximately  41C  acres 
of  land  will  be  required  tor  right-of-way;  7  residences,  4 
barns,   2  businesses,  and  1  church  will  be  displaced.  (21 

pages) 
COMMENTS    KADF    BY:     USDA    EPA       HEU       DOI 

(ELP    ORDEB    f    05119)  (NTIS    :)RDEP     »    ETS     72    5119F) 

Hardin    Poad  08/11 

Montana 

The  statement  encompasses  two  projects,  the  Crow  Agency- 
Hardin  Road  and  the  Ha rdin- Custer  Road.   The  purpose  of  the 
project  is  to  provide  a  connection  from  the  North  Hardin 
Interchange  to  the  East  Hardin  Interchange,  through  the 
main  business  area  of  Hardin.   Project  length  is  approxi- 

mately 2  miles.   (33  oages) 
COMMENTS  KADE  BY:  COE   HEW   HUD   DOI   DOT 

(FLR  ORDER  «  05078)     (NTIS  ORDEP  «  EIS  72  5078F) 

1-90  (St.Pegis-East)  08/13 

Montana 

The  statement  is  concerned  with  the  construction  of  a  sect- 

ion of  1-90,  beginning  1.5  miles  east  of  St. Regis  and  con- 
tinuing for  a  distance  of  3.6  miles  southeast  along  U.S. 10. 

An  unspecified  amount  of  land  is  required  for  right-of-way. 
Temporary  air  and  noise  pollution  and  an  increase  in  deer- 
auto  collisions  may  occur.   (33  pages) 
C0M1ENTS  ".kDZ    BY:  USDA  COF   DOI   FPC   DOT 
(FLR  ORDEP  #  05113)     (NTIS  DRDEP  t  ETS  72  5113F) 
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Hershey  Connecting  Link  Road  (L-56C)  08/11 

Nebraska 

County :       Lincoln 
The  statement  consitlGus  the  proposed  reconstruc  cion  af  a 

highway  segment,  designated  Nebraska  Highway  No.  L-56C, 
between  U.S. 30  and  1-80;  and  the  construction  of  a  new 

bridge  over  the  South  Platte  Piver.   Project  length  is 

approximately  1.6  miles.   An  unspecified  amount  of 

agricultural  Imd  is  required  for  right-of-way.  ("2  pages) 
COMjyiENTS  MADE  BY:   USDA  COE  EPA  HUD  DOI  DOT 

(ELR  ORDER  #  05082)    (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5082F) 

Route  3  22  Freeway  08/28 

New  Jersey 
County:         Gloucester 
The  statement  is  concerned  with  a  location  study  for  con- 

struction of  the  proposed  Boute  322  Freeway  beginning  at 
the  Route  295  Interchange  in  Logan  and  terminating  at 
Poute  U2  in  Monreo.   Project  length  is  23.2  miles.   Six 
businesses  and  38  families  will  be  displaced;  6.5  acres  of 
the  Glassboro  Wildlife  Management  Area  will  be  committed 
to  the  project.   (99  pages) 
COflMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  EPA   HUD   DOI   DOT 

(ELR  ORDER  «  05179)     (NTIS  OHDEP  #  EIS  72  5179F) 

U.S.  62-180  OB/23 

New    Mexico 
County:  Lea 

The    statement    encompass    two    projects    which    propose    the    con- 
struction  of    10.13   miles    of    U-lane    roadway    on    U.S.    62-180 

from    the    S.P.    U83    junction    with    U.S.     62-180    to    existing 
U-lane    construction    at    the   west    city    limits    of    Hohbs.       No 
significant    adverse    effects    are    anticipated    from    this 
action.        (36    pages) 
COMMENTS    MADE    BY:     USDA    COE       DOT 

(ELR    ORDER    #    05161)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EIS    72    5 1 6 1 F) 
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NC  110  08/01 

North  Carolina 
County:         Haywood 
The  project  is  the  reconstruction  of  approximately  fiveniiles 
of  existing  NC  110  from  Canton  to  fJS  276.  A  150 
foot  bridge  will  be  constructed  across  the  Fast  Fork  of 

the  Pigeon  Fiver,  and  culverts  will  be  provided  at  cross- 
ings of  all  other  streams.   Adverse  effects  include  the 

displacement  of  seventeen  families  and  three  businesses. 
(U5  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  COE   DOC   GS A   HEW   HUD   DOI   TVA   DOT 

(ELR  ORDKR  9    04997)     (NTIS  ORDER  «  EIS  12    4997F) 

(IS  2614  08/30 

North  Carolina 
County:         Wake  Nash  Wilson 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  reconstruction, 
on  new  location,  of  15,7  miles  of  highway.   Fourteen 
residences  and  1  business  would  be  displaced  by  the 
project.   Siltation  of  streams  may  occur.  (101  pages) 
COMMFNTS  MADE  BY:  COE   EPA   33A   HUD   DOI   OEO 

(ELR  ORDSF  #  CS19fl)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  FIS  72  519HF) 

Toledo  Downtown  Distributor  (S.8.  112)  08/09 

Ohio 

County:         Lucas 
The  proposed  project  is  the  construction  of  a  0,9  mile 
section  of  limited  access  highway,  starting  at  T-75  and 
extending  across  a  portion  of  Toledo  to  end  in  two  down- 

town exit  ramps  and  one    entrance  ramp.   Four  family  units, 
33  one  room  units  in  a  transient  hotel  and  several  busi- 

nesses will  be  displaced.   (U2  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  PY:   EPA  HUD  DOI   state  agencies 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05058)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5058F) 

State  Route  Ko.US-22U  08/18 

Ohio 

County:        Seneca 
The  statement  considers  the  relocation  of  a  portion  of  S.R, 
No.ns.22U  starting  at  S.R.  100,   Project  length  is  approxi- 

mately 11.8  miles.   One  residence  and  one  farmhouse  with 
farm  buildings  will  be  displaced;  50C  acres  of  agricultural 
land  will  be  committed  to  the  action.  (i49  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  EPA   DOT 

(FLR  ORDER  »  05112)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5112F) 
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S.R.  39  08/30 

Ohio 
County:         Tuscarawas 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction 
of  U  miles  of  2  lane  roadway.   Approximately 
65  acres  of  agricultural  land  would  be  taken  for 
riqht-of-way.  (36  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  EPA   DOI   HUD   DOT 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05195)     (NTIS  DRDEH  #  EIS  72  5195F) 

Mason  Road  Bridge  08/30 

Ohio 
County:         Erie 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of 

a  new  bridge  and  approaches,  totalling  U500'^  over 
the  Huron  Fiver.   Two  acres  of  agricultural  land  will 
be  taken  for  right-of-way.  (U7  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  EPA   DOI   HUD 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05199)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5199F) 

Mid  County  Expressway  (LR  1010,  Section  A3)  08/30 

Pennsylvania 
County:         Delaware 
The  proposed  project  is  the  construction  of  a  2,1 
mile  portion  of  the  Mid  County  Expressway.   An 
interchange  will  be  provided  to  connect  the 
Baltimore  Pike  with  this  facility.   Twenty-four 
families  and  two  businesses  will  be  displaced. 
Approximately  8.U  acres  of  Section  4(f)  land  from 
Smedly  Park  will  be  encroached  upon.  (105  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  COE   EPA   DOI   DOT 
(ELP  ORDER  #  05196)     (NTIS  DRDEP  #  EIS  72  5196F) 

Humacao  South  Bypass  (SR.  PR-30)  08/18 

Puerto  Pico 
The    statement    refers    to   the    proposed    construction    of    1.89 
iriles   of    roadway   south    of    Humacao.       The    amount    of    land    need- 

ed   for    right-of-way    is    unspecified.        (1UU    pages) 
COMMENTS    MADE    BY:     USDA    DOC       EPA       HUD       DOI       0 EO 
(ELR    ORDER    »    05122)  (NTIS    ORDER     »    ETS    72    5122F) 
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State  Route  UO  08/13 

South  Dakota 

County:         Pennington 
The  statement  considlers  the  proposed  grading  and  surfacing 

of  a  10-rrile  length  of  S.P.UO,  beginning  from  1  mile  east 
of  Scenic,  S.D.,  and  continuing  to  the  Pennington  County 

line.   The  road,  presently  gravelled,  will  be  paved.   Be- 
sides flattening  curves  and  extending  sight  distances,  the 

proposed  reconstruction  will  follow  the  existing  road  align- 
irent,  crossing  grasslands  administered  by  the  U.S.  Forest 

Service  and  transversing  approxiifiatel  y  2  miles  of  the  Bad- 
lands National  Monument.   A  U(f)  statement  is  included. 

The  statement  discusses  adverse  impacts  of  a  temporary 
nature,  citing  noise  and  air  pollution  due  to  construction. 
{U6  pages) 
COMHOTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  DOC   EPA   HEW   DOI 

(ELP  ORDER  #  05116)     (NTIS  DRDEE  #  EIS  72  5116F) 

State  Route  68  08/09 

Tennessee 
County:  Meigs  fIcMinn 
The  reconstruction  of  State  Route  68  from  Bogge  Crossroads 
to  a  point  near  the  1-75  Interchange  is  considered  in  this 
statement.  Additional  right-of-way  will  be  acquired;  nine 
residences  and  one  business  will  be  displaced.  (49  pages) 
COflMENTS  MADE  BY:  UDSA  ARC  CORE  DOI  TVA  DOT 
(ELR    ORDER    i    05062)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EIS    72    5062F) 

State    Route   29  08/11 

Tennessee 
County:         Hamilton 
The  project  involves  construction  of  9,7  miles  of  S. R.  29 

on  new  location  East  of  the  existing  Route.   An  un- 
specified amount  of  land  is  required  for  right-of-way. 

Twenty-seven  families  and  two  businesses   will  be  displaced, 
Chickamauga  Lake  will  be  crossed.  (53  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  COE   HEW   DOI   DOT 

(ELP  ORDER  #  05073)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5073F) 

Interstate  Highway  35F  08/03 

Texas 

County:         Dallas  Denton 

The  sfitement  considers  the  widening  of  9.6  miles  of  four- 
lane  I-35E  to  six  lanes.   Right-of-way  will  be  required 
for  relocation  of  frontage  roads,  which  will  bo  extended 
to  cross  the  Elm  Fork  Trinity  River.   Two  families  and  one 
business  will  be  displaced  by  the  action.   (10  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:   USDA  EPA  HEW  OEO  DOT 
(ELR  ORDER  «  05019)     (NTIS  DRDER  «  EIS  72  5019F) 
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State  Highway  288  08/11 

Texas 

County:         Brozoria 

The  proposed  project  is  the  construction  of  a  controlled- 
access  freeway  on  new  location  for  a  distance  of  15  miles 
from  north  of  Angleton  to  existing  S.H.332  in  Lake  Jackson. 

It  connects  5  miles  of  existing  at-gcade  expressway 
(S.H,3  32)    to  a  controlled-access  freeway.  An  unspecified 
amount  of  riqht-of-way  is  required;  21  families  will  be 
displaced.  An  active  bald  eagle  nest  and  Section  U (f)  land 
from  an  area  designated  as  a  future  park  may  be  encroached 
upon.  (61  pages) 
C0?1ME?JTS    MADE    BY:     USDA    COE       KPA       HEW       DOI       DOT 

(ELP    ORDER    #    05079)  (NTIS    3HDER     »    EIS    72    5079?) 

S.[f.     Loop    288     (US    380)  08/11 

Texas 

County:  Denton 
The    proposed    project    is    the    construction   of    state    highway 
Loop    288    around    the    city   of    Denton.       Proposed    is   construct- 

ion   of    10.5    miles   of    non-controlled    access,    four-lane 
divided    highway    with    interchanges    at    major    intersections. 

An    unspecified    amount    of    land    will    be    acquired    for    right- 
of-way.       Three    businesses, U    single    family   dwellings    and   30 
mobile        homes    will    be    displaced.     (32    pages) 
COr.MENTS    KADF    BY:     IISDA    EPA       HEW       DOT 

(ELR    OBDEB    #   -05083)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EIS    72    5083F) 

State  Highway  35  08/23 

Texas 
County:         Aransas         San  Patricio 
The  project  is  the  proposed  improvement  of  S.R.  35  to  a 
four  lane  divided  highway  with  grade  separations  at  major 
intersections  from  Gregory  to  the  Copano  Bay  Causeway. 

Project  length  is  approximately  22  3/U  miles.   Three  bus- 
inesses and  15  families  will  be  displaced;  733  acres  will 

be  required  for  right-of-way.   (61  pages) 
COMMENTS  KADE  BY:  USDA  COE   EPA   HEW   HUD   DOT 
(ELR  ORDER  «  05160)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5160F) 

State  Highway  350  08/30 

Texas 

County:         Howard 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction 
of  a  railroad  overpass  and  approaches  (totalling  0.9  mile) 
on  S.H.  350  in  the  city  of  Big  Spring. 
four  Businesses  would  be  disoiaced  by  the  project. 
(39  pages) 
COMMENTS  KABE  BY:  USDA  COE   SPA   DOI   DOT   HEW 

(FLP  ORDER  #  05197)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5197F) 
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Moretown    Fiypass    (Vermont    10D)  OB/23 

Vermont 

County:         Washington 
The  proposed  action  is  construction  of  a  bypass  to  relieve 
tLafCic  through  the  Village  of  Moretown.  The  project  is  3 

miles  in  length.  Approximately  300  feet  of  right-of-way 
will  be  acquired  from  largely  undeveloped  land.  Wildlife 
habitat  will  be  encroached  upon.  (^)  1  pages) 
CO^IMENTS  MADE  BY:  DOT 

(ELR  OfvD'=:F  #  C5158)     (NTIS  DBDEP  »  EIS  72  5153?) 

Leigh  5;treet  Viaduct  08/18 

Virginia 
The  statement  contains  a  proposal  to  construct  a  new 
viaduct  across  Shockoe  Valley  to  replace  the  present 
Marshall  Street  viaduct  which  has  been  condemned  and  will 
be  demolished.   The  bridge  will  connect  the  Church  Hill 
residential  neighborhood  with  downtown  Richmond.   Noise  and 
air  pollution  will  increase.   (170  pages) 
COi-IMEN^S  KADr  3Y:  DO! 
(ELR  0»DEP  »  05123)     (NTIS  3RDEP  «  EIS  72  5123F) 

Wheeling  Hospital  Access  Road  08/30 

West  Virginia 
County:         Ohio 
The  project  is  a  proposal  to  upgrade  and  extend 
Ht.  De  Chantel  Boad  to  provide  a  modern  2  lane  access 
road  to  the  new  Wheeling  Hospital.   Increased  noise 
and  air  pollution  will  result  from  increased  traffic 
to  and  from  the  hospital.   One  family  will  be  displaced 
by  the  action.   (92  pages) 
COIi^.rlNTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  COE   EPA   DDT 

(ELR  ORDEF  #  C5200)     (N"^IS  OPOEP  »  ?TS  72  5200F) 

US  a5  08/03 

Wisconsin 

County:         Washington 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  approximately 
13  miles  of  U.S.  45  on  new  location.   Approximately  650 
acres,  much  of  it  agricultural,  will  be  committed  to  the 
action;  HO    acres  of  marshland  will  be  encroached  upon. 
Two  businesses  and  ten  families  will  be  displaced.   Water 
pollution  from  highway  runoff  and  soil  erosion  may  occur. 
(60  pages) 
COMMENTS    MADE    BY:     USDA     EPA       HUD       DOT       DOT 

(ELP    ORDER    »    C5C20)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    FTS     72    5020F) 
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US  U1  0  8/0  9 

W  isconsin 

County:         Winn?bago 
The  statement  considers  a  proposal  to  close  access  to  US 
U1  except  at  interchanges  by  the  construction  of  frontage 
roads.   An  interchange  with  the  proposed  Tri-county 
Expressway  (little  Lake  Butte  Des  lorts  Crossing)  and 

upgrading  of  the  interchange  with  CTH  "EB".  Eight  homos 
will  he  displaced  by  the  action,   (.3  8  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  EPA   HEW   HUD   DOT   DOI 

(FLR  ORDER  #  05061)     (NTIS  3FDEP  #  ETS  72  5061F) 

1-57  (Milwaukee  to  Greenbay)  03/11 

Wisconsin 

County:         Brown 
The  statement  is  concerned  with  the  proposed  construction 
of  1-57  from  Milwaukee  to  Greenbay  through  an  area  commonly 

called  the  Lower  Drive  Corridor . Pro ject  length  is  approxi- 
mately 11.7  miles.   Some  properties  may  be  severed  and 

residences  displaced.    (105  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  EPA   HUD   DOI   DOT 

(ELP  ORDEt  »  0507U)     (NTIS  3RDEE  #  EIS  72  507aF) 

Urban  Mass  Transportation  Administration 

Final  Date 

Golden  Gate  Corridor  Ferry  Service  08/Ot 

California 
County:         Marin 
The  statement  considers  an  application  from  the  Golden 
Gate  Bridge,  Highway  and  Transportation  District  for  a 
capital  grant  to  assist  in  the  construction  of  ferry 
terminals  and  purchase  of  three  ferryboats.   The  purpose 
of  the  action  is  the  expansion  of  ferry  services  between 
San  Francisco  and  Marin  County.   Dredging  at  construction 
sites  will  affect  .marine  biota.   (106  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  DOC   USCG  EPA   DOI 

(FL8  ORDEP  f  05C30)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5030F) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Contact:       Mr.  Donald  L.  Ritger 
Office  of  the  General  Counsel 
Room  3014 

Washington,  D.  C.   20220 

(202)  964-5404 

Draft  Date 

United  States  Hint,  Denver  08/09 

Colorado 
The    statement    considers    the    construction   of    several    build- 

ings    (totalling    700,000    sq.    ft.)»    comprising    the   new    Denver 
Hint,    The    buildings   will    displace    U    businesses    and    20    resi- 

dences.   The    proposed    site    is    on   a    flood    plain,    which    would 
have    serious    implications    if    the   Chatfield   Dam    on    the    South 
Platte    River    were   not    completed    as    scheduled.     (    20    pages) 
(20    pages) 
(ELR    OSDEP    #    050U5)  (NTIS    ORDEP     #    EIS    72    50450) 

Federal    Law    Enf orcc.Tient    Training    Center  08/01 

Maryland 
County:         Prince  Georges 
The  statement,  which  replaces  an  earlier  one  which  was 
challenged  in  litigation,  is  concerned  with  the  construc- 

tion of  facilities  for  the  Center  in  the  town  of  Belts- 
ville.  Environmental  impacts  discussed  include  effects 
upon  water  supoly,  sewerage,  and  special  problems  such 
as  noise  from  firing  ranges.  (33U  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  ♦  05002)     (NTIS  DRDEP  »  EIS  72  5002D) 
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VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

Contact:  Mr.  William  H.  Bowen   001-A 
Staff  Assistant  to  the  Deputy  Administrator 
810  Vermont  Avenue,  N.W.  -  Room  1127 
Washington,  D.  C.   20420 
389-2830 

Draft  Date 

Veterans  Administration  Flospital,  Columbia              08/01 

South  Carolina 
County:         Richland 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  a  new  UOO  bed 

hospital  building  and  a  new  clinic  building  at  an  exist- 
ing hospital  facility.  Construction  activities  will  be 

disruptive  to  the  area.  (12  pages) 

(ELR  OPDFR  #  0U996)     (NTIS  ORDKP  t  EIS  ">  2    U996D) 
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Regional  Federal  Highway  Administrators 

REGION  1 
(Conn.,  N.H.,  R.I.,  Mass.,  Puerto  Rico,  Me.,  N.J.,  Vt.,  N.Y.) 
Administrator ;   Gerald  D.  Love,  4  Normanskill  Blvd.,  Delmar,  N.Y.  12054 

Tel:  (518)  472-6476 

REGION  2 
(Del.,  Ohio,  Md.,  W.V.,  D.C.,  Penna . ,  Va.) 
Administrator ;   August  Schofer,  Rm.  1633,  George  H.  Fallon  Federal 

Office  Bldg.,  31  Hopkins  Plaza,  Baltimore,  Md.  21201 
Tel:   (301)  962-2361 

REGION  3 

(Alabama,  S.C,  Georgia,  N.C.,  Fla.,  Tenn.,  Miss.) 
Administrator:   Harry  E.  Stark,  Suite  200,  1720  Peachtree  Rd,  N.W., 

Atlanta,  Georgia   30309   Tel:   (404)  526-5078 

REGION  4 

(111.,  Ky.,  Wise,  Indiana,  Mich.) 
Administrator:   Fred  B.  Farrell,  18209  Dixie  Hwy.,  Homewood,  111.  60430 

Tel:   (312)  799-6300 

REGION  5 

(Iowa,  Neb.,  Minn.,  Mo.,  Ka.,  N.D.,  S.D.) 
Administrator :   John  B.  Kemp,  P.O.Box  7186,  Country  Club  Station, 

Kansas  City,  Missouri   64113  Tel:   (816)  361-7563 

REGION  6 

(Ark.,  Oklahoma,  La.,  Texas) 
Administrator:   James  W.  White,  819  Taylor  St.,  Ft.  Worth,  Texas  76102 

Tel:   (817)  334-3232 

REGION  7 

(Arizona,  Hawaii,  Calif.,  Nevada) 
Administrator:   Sheridan  E.  Farin,  450  Golden  Gate  Ave.,  Box  36096, 

San  Francisco,  Calif.  94102   Tel:   (415)  556-3951 

REGION  8 

(Alaska,  Montana,  Wash.,  Idaho,  Oregon) 
Administrator;   Ralph  M.  Phillips,  Rm.  412,  Mohawk  Bldg., 

222  Southwest  Morrison  St.,  Portland,  Ore.  97204 
Tel:   (503)  226-3454 

REGION  9 

(Col.,  Utah,  N.M.,  Wyoming) 
Administrator;   William  H.  Baugh,  Bldg.  40,  Denver  Federal  Center, 

Denver,  Colorado  80225   Tel:   (303)  233-6721 
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AVAILABILITY  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY  COMMENTS  ON 

ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENTS 

Appendix  I  contains  a  listing  of  draft  environmental 
impact  statements  which  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
(EPA)  has  reviewed  and  commented  upon  in  writing  during  the 
period  from  August  1,  1972,  to  August  31,  1972,  as  required 
by  Section  102(2) (C)  of  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969  and  Section  309  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended. 
The  listing  includes  the  Federal  agency  responsible  for  the 
statement,  the  number  assigned  by  EPA  to  the  statement,  the 
title  of  the  statement,  the  classification  of  the  nature  of 

EPA's  comments,  and  the  source  for  copies  of  the  comments. 

Appendix  II  contains  definitions  of  the  four  classifi- 
cations of  EPA's  comments.   Copies  of  EPA's  comments  on  these 

draft  environmental  impact  statements  are  available  to  the 
public  from  the  EPA  offices  noted. 

Appendix  III  contains  a  listing  of  the  addresses  of  the 
sources  for  copies  of  EPA  comments  listed  in  Appendix  I. 

Copies  of  the  draft  environmental  impact  statements  are 
available  from  the  Federal  department  or  agency  which  prepared 
the  draft  statement  or  from  the  National  Technical  Information 
Service,  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  Springfield,  Virginia 
22151. 

Sheldon  Meyers 
Director 
Office  of  Federal  Activities 

Date: SEP  8  1972 



K 
U 
H 
ffi CN 

s 
en (i; s .H 

0 w 
fa w » 

s .H 

w 

EH 

ro 

H W 
s m 

Eh 

w cn 

s* 

Q D 
H w w 0 

EH 

D D 
X < en < 
H 

Eh 

CO 

Q W H Q 
2: 2 
W H w 

<C 

eu U cd 
CM 

fiC 
w (N fid 

& s 

r- 

<y\ 
l-i 

EH 

iH 

hJ 2 

•. 

fiC 
W 

iH 

E-1 
3 1 

tH 

0 en 
5^ u ^ 
2 0 
0 D 
« < 
H 
^ 
S 
w 

o 
H 

fa  w H   « 
EH  S 

2  D W  S 

P 

-75- 

sC      (<      <;      <j      i< 

CN  <N  CN  (N  <N 

S 
w 
J 

<: 

CO 

2 
0 
M • 

Eh 

>< 

< 

EH 

• 2 
. CO 

2 

>H 

>i 

J 

CJ 

2 2 

>i 

J 2 0 2 P 

p*
 

■ H H ■ U 

»k 

D s 
u 

tH 

w 

CJ 

^ 

Eh 

^ 
^ 

s 

•. 

2 Pi 

to 

^ 
2 2 2 H H 0 • 0 w 

«^ 

K u > 2 2 
< • 

-. 

M 2 

t^ 

> p H H H 
s < tNI 

Eh 

W Pi 

fid 

w Pi 

CO 

CJ 
2 0 0 < 0 0 ffi Pi 

fid 

p 
w 

1^ 

K 

Eh 

CU, 

p 

EH 

oa w 
Oa «. 

<: 

CO 

u 

cn 

:s 

CO 

Pi 

<N 

iH 

Q M W w w < w p 

«. 

H 2 Pi 2 2 u w > <N 

l3 

CO 

0 

Eh 

0 2 H 

ca 

Eh 

^ H u 

1-3 

s. 

fid 

fa 

CO 
1^ 

iH 

H 

>H 

N w 

Eh 

2 0 2 W 
2 

Eh 

(J - 2 W W u rH CO 

D H 

CO 

w Pi 

fid 

Eh 

w K 2 

Eh 

i-:i - 0 

ij 

2 u W 

fid 

m M 2 M Pi m 

CM 

H 2 

Pi 

2 

Eh 

2 0 u 0 0 Pi 

f::^ 

<: 

ft fa 
H 

tl 

H 

fid 

u P3 < 

CJ 

^ 2 s 

EH 

^ 

EH 

fa Pi K 2 w 0 2 

;3 

Eh 

< 2 < H Pi H u H 
2 

Eh 
tH 

0 ffi 

EH 

EH 

0 2 ^ 
Q 

fid 

CO CO CO 

pc; 
^ 

CQ H 

Pi 

^ 
2 <^ w H g 0 Pi 

^ 
w 

fiC 

CU K 

tH 

Q w CM W 

fis: 

> Pi 
l-p 

fiC 

w 

tA CO 

2 K H w 
CO 

Pi 

w Q 

fid 

w W P 
cc; 

> 
H 

<: 

hj H K 

CO 

2 

CJ 

Pi ^ H 
w u 

:d 

tH 

0 W 

fid 

< Pi 
W 

h:i 

ID 

iJ 

t-q 
h^ 

1^ 

CO 

EH 

2 
J u 2 fa < 

<: 

t< 

CO 

2 2 w 
M D W 2 0 Pi w 0 ^ « 
s 2 W fa s 

0  • 

2 0 m H K 0 
K 0 2 H  CO M s 

CJ 

Eh 

W u 
fa K M 0 Eh  CO CJ 

^ 
D H 

fa u D 

CO 

M  <; 

D w 

Eh 

0 

EH 

« 

tH 

0 

CO 

§ 
Q  S 

W « Pi W 

CO 

^ ffi 

fid 

u 0 0 Q Pi 0 0 cu w ^ 

Eh 

K s J 

CJ 

fid 

P u CM 0 

CO 

2 

C) CJ 0 
w w w 

fid 
fid 

fid 

1 1 
w 

1 
w 

1 1 1 
w w 

0 0 0 f^ C) 0 C) 
u u u 

CJ 

u u u 



« fa en 

o  o H 
h cn 2 

w w § 
u H 

J.J 
K  Oi  O 
ti  O  U 
O  CJ 
OT 

CO 

2: 
hJ W 

pj 
g 

1* 

w H o 
2  <  U 
W S 
O fa 

o 

M 

fa  w 
H  CQ 

en  S 

fa  2 
D 

-76- 

Q 
Ui >■ 

f^
' 

O 
p; 
On 

w 

t^; < • ^ 
2 
2 « 
M « 

, S 
^ 

en - u en 

>H 

M Q 

ca 

2 D 

Eh 

cn 

«. cn M 

2 

IS 

O 2 fa 
H H 1-:] CO cn • 

< W w 

rtj 

m U CE^ ft 2 o 
X • < 
H Di 2 

k. 

W a 
K M 

tH 

fa 
O 

eu 
2 > 

m 
cu 

M H 

ej M ^ Di 
< cn ^ 
K 

cn 

-< 

M 

ca 

D 
W 

cn 
O 

k:i 
cn 

2 
CL, 

iJ 
M O s 

M s M D 

^ a 

Eh 

d: w fn 2 

Eh 

fa 
CU 

w D 
a 

CU (x 
o 

o D o 
cn 

H a tJ H 
O o C) 

c:) u u u u 

fc • < 
< 

C5 

2 
< 2 w 
2 W 

cn 

< 
PL4 

tf 

Eh 

O 
2 ^ K • 
O 2 < 
S 

§ 
O 

Eh 

o 
^ K • 

*>i 

Eh 

< O J • 
M S ft; 

1-^ 

o 
2 O • M u 
D 

>H 

PQ 2 
2 

cn 

2 ^ 

CO 

a W H fa • D 
2 K « 

EH 

cn 

< 
M CD J O ^^ 
2 W H 

*> 

u 

cn 

2 J & ^ o M 

< iJ cn D s 2 
I-:] < w < < 
&< 

2
*
 

Pi 

fa 

». 

^ 
J o 

Pi 

< cn 
W 

h^ 

04 fa D d 2 
« H H CQ 

CJ 

< 2 
< fa X ^ 

b^ 

«: 

J 

cn 

- 

ca 

cn 2 2 J 
Q « 

Eh 

u o O Pu 
h^ 2 w 

<: 

fa 

cn 

Eh 

S 
< < m 2 

h:i 

IS 

« 

Eh 

,-q 

s iJ Q fa 

•k. 

p^ 
cn fa fa < fa 2 

EH 

o 

>H 

>H 

s fa 

cn 

a: H 

IS 

« K « < cn Q 2 
u < u O 

iJ 

Pi fa 

!3 

Q 
1 

Eh 

H tf fa X W 
2 H « fa Q 

Eh 

cn 

2 K 
< 2 

tH 

K fa < Pi < 

cn 

J < u U ffi 

IS 

fa 
I-:] 

a 
& cn fa • 

cn 

b^
- 

&< fa 
hJ u 

Eh 

p; 

EH 

< 

i-> 

w w fa • H fa D 

IS 

fa < 
cn 

h:i 
2 2 

Eh 

2 « S 
D hJ w 3 < 

i-q 

« < 
M o ^ 

IS 

<: 

fa J 2 
w > Q  « fa S fa O 
H^ « H H fa < Pi 

h:i 

cn 

0. 

w «  o 
cn 

Eh 

fa 

CJ 

< 

p:: 

H a 2 cn O J 

Eh 

fa 

Eh 

2 fa fa < Q Q 

Eh 

cn 

Eh 

h^I 
D D 

iJ 

IS 

2 D 

cn 

>H Eh 

D Di iJ M fa M O Pi < 
S C5 m E S s 

i-q 

U fc 

o      o      o 
a      a      a 

<  <  < 
0  o  o 
Q  Q  Q 
1  I  I 
D  Q  Q 

fa 
o H 

2 H 

^ 1 
w ^ 
Pi 
< - 
fa 

>H 

D^ 

cn 
< 

cn 

IS 

§ 
u 
M fa 
2 Q 
O 
« • 

EH 

EH 

U fa 
fa 
^^ Pi 
W fa 

Eh 

fa 2 
h^ fa 

Eh 

t U 

cn  < 

o 

<  hq 

2 
Q u fa O 

^ 
fa 
2 iJ 

H 

Eh 

O M 

^ 
< 

(J P4 fa 
o 

Eh 

Pi 
u fa 2 U 

O fa fa 

». 

U 

Pi 

>H 

fa 
2 

cn cn 

<: 

:d 

2 fa 

0^ 

1 u 
s Q X Pi 
o fa fa o 
u 3 lA fa 

2 

cu 

Q H s p 
fa 

Eh 

O fa 
X 
M 

2 
O 

U 

s U < 



-77- 

2 fa 

i^ 

o fa • 
H M 

>H 

• 

>H 

^ 
h^ 

• < 

<: 

< Q • 2 

1-0 

J s 
> J 2 fa fa 
« M 2 ^ 2 w 
w S O O 

•k. 

Eh 

w 
CO 

u • U ^ • < 
§ 

^"
 

Eh 

u 

E^ 

1 
fa 

d 

Eh 

X 
fa 

K u 

Eh 

< Pi 

>. 

EH 

< 
w 2 O 

Eh 

W 2 • 

Eh 

s V 

«• 

o • 

d- a!, 

^^ O • Q 

tn 

o w W ij M 2 Di O D H < fa < 
ij o 

Eh 

< 

^1 

2 M 04 o fa o 

Fh 

U M < O < a 

». 

2 fa u <^ 
H 

^ 
cd 

Eh 

U M 

(Ti 

M 

%, 

fa 
^ • ^ fa K ^ < O h^ ^ 

iJ 

o  <; 

rtC 

Eh 

X Pu O V < CN a § i< 

Eh 

2 U hJ 2 fa S a< O 2 

iJ 

\ D o 2 2 • 
H < O s M w 2 O < 

<J\ 

m 

Eh 

M M U 
W 

•*. 
U 2 M M 3 

<Ti 

2 s 
D « W 2 g h5 

Eh 

o 

iH 

o W U 

2
*
 

O D o U 2 O DS < M 

Eh 

Eh 

h:i 

w H • 
K X J W H 

^1 

fa 2 o 
cc: 

vA 

o 

EH 

W < 

Eh 

rf » ^ 

Eh 

« H • < c 

2  a: 

J 
X K a sc 

t^ 

< w CO fa K o 

<: 

M 

rt:  u 

fa 
J < w u 2 2 

u: 

Eh 

-p 

fa 
^-^ 

fa ij 

rtj 

M U 

Eh 

a fa O 

f^ 

o 2 

Id 

fa 

en 

fa ^ 
^ ^ 2 o S M ^ 

Eh 

M O 

CM 

^ O 

<  ffl 

^ ^ W fc D W U 

ro 

o fa Q o 
fo u 2 fa 

ca 

2*
 

>H 

Eh 

u fa w 2 u • s O P ^ W Q K 

<c 

w O 

>^ 
t^ 

w D s Q a: 

h4 

Cii w W ^_^ o fa < 
>  t. > M 

Ui 

• H n Q O 

«. 

« U w fa D M 

< a ^ hJ w < < 2 
^ fa S u M H 

u  < 
fa 

2 ^ w W < M U M X 

c^^ 

D fa 1 

<  >< 

gj 

W CO X 2 2 

ij 

S m o 

tH
 

CQ o Q ^ 
li*  Z w O ct: 

<JS 

^ 
K 

Eh 

M fa ^ u 
o o K fa M fa 

CM 

Eh Eh 

in 

s o • w 
H o 

Eh 

Q • fa < < fa <Ti Q fa fa 
2 

Eh 

w < iJ N D 2 O 1 

ro 

Q H 
O  < w 2 2 M < fa O 

Eh 

tH 

H 

"^ 

2 

fa  K 

< 
M Q u o & fa H 2 2 2 ^ < CQ 

Eh 

00 

Eh 

H a H « 

«. 

2 

Eh 

fa fa O 

Pi 

fa 

h:i 

W 
U 

^q o ^ fa Q w O D U S S M fa 

ij 

w Q in Q 
D O fa K < H fa o M fa fa Cl< fa 

ei 

M fa < fa 
cc; w O 2 J w  t> 

Eh 

w w o o < 

in 

c3 

w IS) 

H 2 Q M M fa O  fa < O 

►J 

J u 

a\ 

O O H fa en 
O W « ^ D 

Ch 

fa e Ch 

'^ 

fa fa o 00 

r- 

fa fa iJ 

Eh 

2 U S pa s ^ o Pi 
cc: 

o 00 > > J 1 

in 

fa o fa < 
O K 

EH 

fa ^ 
cc; 

o 

cd 

1 fa fa fa M 

in 

Eh 

fa 

Eh 

U < 2 
M 

W 
a: 

Eh 

Eh 

OQ 

CU 

CM 

en 

2 cu 

M Q Q K 

Eh 

fa 
fa 

fa W 

V£) 
<X) 

"d" 

1-4 

<a 

o in 

in 

rH 

r^ 

00 

.H 

iH 

00 

rH 

1 1 o 

ro 
n 

1 
fa 
O 

o 
1 

o o 
1 

O 
1 

o 
1 

o 
1 

rH 

1 

CM 

1 

rH -   1 

rsi 

1 
fN m 

in 

00 

VD 
rH 

o 

t^
 

rH 

iH 

^ ro 

'^ 

in 

rH 

cn 
a\ 

Eh 

iH 

V£> vo 

Eh 

iH 

00 

CN 

cyi 00 CM 

r\i 

O o 

rg 

o o 2 o o o 2 o 

ro 

O 

ro ro 

•a- 

'^ 

rH 

rH 

■^ 

IT) 
in rH 

iH rH 

fa 

■^ 

iH fN rH 
.H rH 

iH 

O o 

rH 

00 
1 

00 
1 in 

o 
V£) 

IX) 

1 
S 

Eh 

in 

1 1 

in 

1 1 

«* 

"* 

1 

"a- 

in 

1 

"^r 

Q Q cc; M H M e^ 

tH 

Eh 

Eh 

Eh 

tH
 

EH 

tH Eh 

Eh 

^ 
O O < o o o < o O O O O o o O O O 
Q 
1 

Q 
1 

Q 
1 

Q 
1 

Q 
1 

0^ 
fa 

Q 
1 

Q Q Q 
1 

Q Q Q 
1 

Q 
1 

Q 
1 

Q 
1 

D Q Q Q Q Q a Q Q a Q Q a Q Q Q Q 



cc; fc C/J 

C) C) H 
U-, en 

^5 

w w 2 
u H ^ 
ec;  &4  o 
D C)  u 

c:> 
u 

w 

CO 

Eh 1-1 w 

^ 1 
w H  O 
s  <  u 

s Cm 

O 

H 

>^  « 
Pm  W 
H  CQ 

D 

-78- 

CO 

o 
< o u 
2 u 
O yA 

Eh 

Pd vA 
w 

>H 

H < 
h:i 

< < Q 

>H 

i-q Q J ^ 
|j^ • 

H u s 

|_^ 

o 
> 

Eh 

Cm 

h^ hJ 
w 

<: 

tH 

• 

(4] 

o 

Eh 

CO 

O < > u 

Eh 

>H 

Eh 

i^ 
W < o 

t^ 

>H 

t 

«. 

>H 

S H • 

CO 

^ 
cc; 

P 

cc; <: 

« K H 2 ^ 
CO 

cc; 

w 
fa W O O w w 2 ^ 

tn 

pc; 

•- 

w K CQ ^ - 
^ ^ § 

Cji 

EH 

1 

CO 

Cd 

p 

CO CO s 

tH 

•h. 

O 

C/3 

o h^ o u [A « H 

-=1: 

ij 

u ^ u 

e"
 

cq 
CM 

CM 

CO 

>H 

H 
s 

CO 

p CM • 
h:i 

H 

«: 

o 

EQ 

Eh 

H < y^ i-:| ^ > 

Eh 

2 
i-:i o ^ O iJ K 2 

ca 

2 S 
C^ 

U 

h^l 

P H < 2 o 
ct; D m 2 Cm iJ 

cq 

O 

Eh 

Ciil 

Q < u ^ 

«. 

O O O 

>H 

Ui Cm 
H iJ M • 2 P • 2 CM s 

*. 
2 Cm (i^ O 

cq 

H 2 

<: 

53 

tD 

2 H o V • u 2 Cm 

cc; 

O U ^ u 
O • < H 

ca 

>H 

m O m s 

IS 

« 
W u 

CO • K « H 2 
CiJ 

H 

fi< • CO O O X 
cc; 

S o 2 • 

>H 

• 

•k. 

Pi o u 

§ 2 o U O tq H s 

<: 

o 

EH 

M 

C7^ 

tf 

«. 

2 CM 

•. 

K (NJ & s CO 

ID 

M • CO 

<>. 

CJ < • « • • 2 

ct; 

Ui O m 
& 

<: 

H o V o s pq 

h. 

S u 
Q  <: 

CO 

u 

». 

2 u 

r~- 

■<* 

Eh 

s m 

CO 

CO 
w D 

r- 

O ,   , 

CN 

•" 

< d 

<: 

.H 

<;  Pi CD ij p 

<Tl 
CO 

cc; 

iH 

>H 

rH 

s u 2 
^-^ 

o 

^-^ 

>A  < Q O « 

>=; 

o 

•^ 

s 

CO 

tj 

r- 

1 

iH 

tf  s H 

<i 

> o 

i^ 

CJ 

o 

CO 

En ^ Pi ij cq i-:i — 00 — 
W tf  »J Cm 

<: 

p D Cm 

<: 

Eh 

Ci] 
iH 

1 

•^ 

CQ Ph PQ 

Cm 
'd' 

S: 

ro 

t^ 

* — 

t] 

cq 

EH 
tH 

E 1 Cm 1 

s  o 

-^ 

^ 

iH 

r~- 

<M 

EH Eh 

o 

CO 

<: 

in ID 

D Q K P 

Eh 

•. 

lO .H 

< 
CTl 

< ij h3 

rH 

f^ 

(N 

u • W K Pi u tf o 1 

■<* 

tH 

^ 

iH 

o 

CM 

O o O 

(N 

w CO U 

nH      • 

rg 

Eh 

CO Ciq 

>H 

U 

cc; 
1 

ft; 
1 

>* 

o  < 
W ^ Ci3 

-a-  ̂ q 

'S- 

cc; 

K 2 g 

«. 

CM 

Cm 

CM H CM 
o cu w H 

rH 

Eh 

i-q 

Ci] H E 

r- 

1 

Eh 

o DQ 

<: 

IX) 

< 
CU   H 

K 

CLi 

Eh 

hP 

Eh 

Sh 

Sh 

>H 

>H 

U ct; 

tH 

« ^ < 

Eh 

<: 

2 

CO 

2 

tH 

^ 5 S 

IS 

2 
Cli 

CO CO 

CO 

Cm 

CO 

Cm H D H 

cc; 

K K ffi ffi 

Eh 

1 

Eh 

1 

en 

&^ 
Eh 

Eh 

1 
M H 

1 

Eh 

1 

Eh 

H 
1 1 

Eh 

1 

Eh 

1 

Eh 

O O o o O O o o o O O O o O O O 
P P p p 

1 
P 
1 

P 
1 

p p 
1 

p 
1 

P 
1 

P 
1 

P 
1 

p 
1 

P 
1 

P 
1 

P 
1 

P P p p P Q p p p Q P P p P P P 



-79- 

o O 
u K 

<: 

o p 
2 H 

H 

K 

•> 

U ffi 
O 

CO 
o 

u § 
H 

w - 

«: 

> s s 
< 

<< 

w 
^q 

Eh 

« a< O 
w W 

hI 

Sh 

!^ 
H H 

D 
CO ^ 

OQ 
2: 

>H 

»^ 
^ 

< 
yo 

Eh 

en w 
P < o 

W Q 
c3 

cn o 
<: 

ij 

g 2 t^ 
K 

<: 

i-q 

•. 

Eh 

O 
:^ 

<: 

H S 
o 

•s 
iJ 

o o O O 
Oi IS] fc 

Eh 

CQ H o 
p-:i ct; cc; W 
o  <: 

Eh 

2 
K M W 

». 
§ hJ 

fn X 

<: 

Cm H Q 
<:  2 W Q 

Eh 

W CO 
en o O tf 
o ffi & D 
-< 

CLi o W 
ij cc: O 
li4 Pu u 

o iH <N1 

■^ 

2 

r- 

M 

r^ 

H n o n 
tH    K 

.H 

•^ 

.H 

Cm  W ^ 
in ■<«• 

H  cq 1 1 1 
Eh  g 

e^ 

^ 

Eh 

2  D o O O 
fi;  2 
D 
H 

p 
I 

P 
1 

P 
1 

p P P 

D < 
X o CN 

^ 
00 • 

M" 

o rsi 
o 

=ti= 

Pi 

In 

O 

[g 

« o 
CM f^ 

Cm , 
O 

^ 

Eh EH 

2 U 

•. 

9 

1^ 
l-j 

S o o 
o « « • 
(J CM ft u 
w • 

i-i 

> w 

CO 

^ 
U ly o 

(4 

tJ p p < - 

1^ 

H o 

ro 

o p a 

tH 

m 
V£> 

pc; 
Pi m 

CJ CO in 

CU 

<: 

t3 CN 

3: 

o 

lo 

CO 

=«!= 

(^ P 2 O 2 
p tq H 

p:; 

CiJ • 

<c 

c3 

0^ 
cc; 

l-D 

o 

Eh 

2 D O 
2 Pi H o < « 
O O • s M J ft 
s Cm 

>H 

CO 
cc; 

(Ti 
Cm 2 § Cd 

CTi 

O rH o p > 
l-l < O o M 

1 

i-q 

ec; 

(N) 

(N 

cq « ■"a- 
<:  ta 1 1 U 

1 >  > 

ID in 

< 2 

g H 1 1 iJ t; 
U « u O 

h^l 

CiJ 

C^ w 04 

P^ 

<: 

« 
Cm « h ti s u 

u U 
1 1 

u 
1 

ft ft ft ft ft 
Cm 
1 

Cm 
1 

Cm Cm 

P P P P P 

>H 

2 

^ 
P 
< 

bi 

Eh 

cn 

ft 
S 
&a 
K 

CJ . 
CO 

^A 

<: 

a 
m H 

tq ^ 
u 
« 

CD 

o U 

tl 

cq 

Pi o 
H 

<c 

<: 

ft 
D t-:i 
P 

Cil 

K ^ 
u 

^-l 

Eh 

< 
H CO 

S o ft 
P 

CO 

2 H 

< P 

h^ 

P 
Cm 2 
O 

^ 

hJ 

«: 

tq 

CO 

2 
o 2 
ft O 

CO CJ 

H « 
P 

<; 

< 
O 

d 
u 

< 

E^ 

Ciq 

& 
O 
u 

ffi 
< 
o 
p 
2 

>H 

< • 2 

:2: 

Ciq 
m 

•> 

CO 

^ 

Cm 

5 O 
Ci] 

2 

>H 

s 

tH 

H 

2 g 

<: 

PQ 1 
Pi o 
P u 

2 s 

h:i 

Cq 

o 2 
u 
2 P 
M 

Cl| 

iJ CO 

O 

EH 

ft 
Di o 
O « 
Cm ft 

1 
p 

1 
p 

p p ffi E 



-80- 

APPENDIX  II 

DEFINITION  OF  CODES  FOR  THE  GENERAL  NATURE 

OF  EPA  COMMENTS 

(1)  General  Agreement/Lack  of  Objections:   The  Agency  generally: 

(a)  Has  no  objections  to  the  proposed  action  as  described 
in  the  draft  impact  statement; 

(b)  suggests  only  minor  changes  in  the  proposed  action 
or  the  draft  impact  statement;  or 

(c)  has  no  comments  on  the  draft  impact  statement  or  the- 
proposed  action. 

(2)  Inadequate  Information: 

The  Agency  feels  that  the  draft  impact  statement  does  not 
contain  adequate  information  to  assess  fully  the  environment, 

impact  of  the  proposed  action.  The  Agency's  comments  call  fi 
more  information  about  the  potential  environmental  hazards 

addressed  in  the  statement,  or  ask  that  a  potential  environ- 
mental hazard  be  addressed  since  it  was  not  addressed  in  the' 

draft  statement. 

(3)  Major  Changes  Necessary: 

The  Agency  believes  that  the  proposed  action,  as  described 
in  the  draft  impact  statement,  needs  major  revisions  or  ma jo 
additional  safeguards  to  adequately  protect  the  environment. 

(4)  Unsatisfactory ; 

The  Agency  believes  that  the  proposed  action  is  unsatisfactoj 
because  of  its  potentially  harmful  effect  on  the  environment 
Furthermore,  the  Agency  believes  that  the  safeguards  which 
might  be  utilized  may  not  adequately  protect  the  environment 
from  the  hazards  arising  from  this  action.  The  Agency  there 
fore  recommends  that  alternatives  to  the  action  be  analyzed 
further  (including  the  possibility  of  no  action  at  all) . 
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APPENDIX  III 

SOURCES  FOR  COPIES  OF  EPA  COMMENTS 

Director,  Office  of  Public  Affairs 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
401  M  Street,  S.W. 
Washington,  D.C.    20460 

Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  I 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Room  2303 
John  F.  Kennedy  Federal  Building 
Boston,  Massachusetts    02203 

Director  of  Public  Affairs 

Region  II 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Room  84  7 
26  Federal  Plaza 
New  York,  New  York    10  007 

Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  III 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Curtis  Bldg.,  6th  and  Walnut  Streets 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania    19106 

Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  IV 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Suite  300 
1421  Peachtree  Street,  N.E. 
Atlanta,  Georgia    30309 

Director  of  Public  Affairs 

Region  V 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
1  N.  Wacker  Drive 
Chicago,  Illinois    60606 

Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  VI 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
1600  Patterson  Street 
Dallas,  Texas    75201 
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H.   Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  VII 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
1735  Baltimore  Street 
Kansas  City,  Missouri    64108 

I.   Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  VIII 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Lincoln  Tower,  Room  916 
1860  Lincoln  Street 
Denver,  Colorado    80203 

J.   Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  IX 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
100  California  Street 
San  Francisco,  California    94102 

K.   Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  X 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
1200  6th  Avenue 
Seattle,  Washington    98101 
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rnrr  ,  "5"  ■  "'N' 
'-  •\   ■  ;t^'EMORANDUM  OF  IMPLEMENTATION  OF  THE  AGREEMENT  BETWEEN 
of  f'H ::!'>* 

N^V 

THE  UNITED  STATES  OF  AMERICA  AND 
THE  UNION  OF  SOVIET  SOCIALIST  REPUBLICS 

ON  COOPERATION  IN  THE  FIELD  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
OF  MAY  23,  1972 

^blic  Documetids 
Department 
On  September  18,  a  U.S.  delegation,  headed  by  Russell  E.  Train, 
Chairman  of  the  Council  on  Environmental  Quality,  met  in  Moscow 
with  Soviet  environmental  officials.  The  purpose  of  the  meeting 
was  the  further  development  of  the  Agreement  on  Cooperation  in 
Environmental  Protection  which  was  signed  by  President  Nixon 
and  President  Podgorny  during  the  s\immit  meeting  in  May.  On 

September  21  a  memorandum  of  implementation  was  adopted.  It  pro- 
vided for  cooperation  on  thirty  projects  in  eleven  areas  of  en- 

vironmental concern,  including  joint  water  pollution  projects 
on  Lake  Baikal  and  one  of  the  Great  Lakes,  air  pollution  mod- 

eling of  St.  Louis  and  Leningrad,  and  cooperation  and  joint 
(continued  on  page  2) 

STATE  DEPARTMENT  ISSUES  NEPA  PROCEDURES 
First  Impact  Statement  Filed 

The  State  Department  has  promulgated  procedures  (dated  August  31, 

1972;  37  F.R.  19167-19168),  for  the  issuance  of  NEPA  environmen- 
tal impact  statements  on  major  actions  significantly  affecting 

the  environment.  These  procedures  will  insure  the  public  avail- 
ability  of  an  environmental  impact  analysis,  in  cases  where 

Section  102  (2) (C)  of  NEPA  applies,  on 
acts  for  which  the  State  Department  is 

responsible,  including  treaties  and  in- 
ternational agreements.  Pursuant  to  the: 

procedures  the  Department  has  already 
filed  its  first  impact  statement  (on  thi 
proposed  IMCO  Civil  Liability  Conventio; 
and  the  Supplemental  Compensation  Fund 
established  to  back  this  international 

agreement  on  handling  damaae  to  both 
public  and  private  parties  from  oil 
spills) . 
(continued  on  page  15) 
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projects  in  such  areas  as  integrated  pest  management,   the  con- 
servation of  rare  and  endangered  species  of  animals  and  plants, 

the  prevention  and  clean-up  of  oil  pollution,  earthquake  predic- 
tion, and  the  problems  of  development  in  arctic  and   siibarctic 

areas.   "This  is  by  far  the  most  comprehensive   agreement   on 
environmental  cooperation  ever  entered   into  by  two  nations,  " 
said  Chairman  Train  in  signing  the  Agreement  for  the  United  States, 
The  text  of  the  Agreement  follows. 

SEPTEMBER  23,  1972 

NO.  236 

Following  is  the  complete  text  of  the  Memorandum  of  Implementation 
signed  in  Moscow,  September  21,  1972  by  Russell  E.  Train,  Chairman 
of  the  U.S.  Council  on  Environmental  Quality,  and  E.K.  Fedorov, 
Director  of  the  Soviet  Hydrometeorological  Service: 

Memorandum  of  Implementation  of  the  Agreement  Between 
The  United  States  of  America  and 

The  Union  of  Soviet  Socialist  Republics 
On  Cooperation  in  the  Field  of  Environmental  Protection 

of  May  23,  1972 

The  first  meeting  of  the  U.S. -Soviet  Joint  Commission  on 
Cooperation  in  the  Field  of  Environmental  Protection  was  held  in 
Moscow  September  18  to  21,  1972.   The  Joint  Committee  was  established 
by  the  Agreement  on  Cooperation  in  the  Field  of  Environmental 
Protection,  signed  in  Moscow  by  the  President  of  the  United  States 
Richard  Nixon  and  Chairman  of  the  Presidium  of  the  Supreme  Soviet 
N.V.  Podgorny  on  May  23,  1972.   As  provided  for  in  the  Agreement, 
the  Joint  Committee  approved  concrete  measures  cind  programs  of 
cooperation,  and  designated  the  participating  organizations  responsible 
for  the  realization  of  the  programs. 
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Agreement  was  reached  upon  specific  projects  in  the  eleven 
subject  areas  named  in  the  Agreement.   Work  will  begin  on  a  number 

of  high  priority  projects  during  1972-1973.   For  each  project, 
responsible  organizations  were  ncimed  by  each  side,  although  it  was 
understood  that  other  organizations  from  each  side  may  participate 

in  agreed  projects,  in  many  cases  by  working  groups  established  in 
the  specific  area.   It  was  agreed  that  the  respective  coordinators 
would  verify  the  initiation  of  the  agreed  projects  and  remain  in 
communication  regarding  the  development  of  the  program  as  a  whole. 

Agreement  was  reached  upon  the  following  initial  projects: 

AIR  POLLUTION 

1.  Air  Pollution  Modeling 

The  metropolitan  areas  of  St.  Louis  and  Leningrad  were 
designated  as  subjects  for  air  pollution  investigations.   The 
methods  used  in  the  USSR  and  the  U.S.  to  compute  dispersal  of 
pollutants  from  single  and  multiple  sources,  emission  limitations 
and  forecasts  of  hazardous  conditions  of  air  pollution  will  be 
compared  and  improved  with  special  attention  to  meteorological 
techniques  and  topographic  factors. 

2.  Instrumentation  and  Methodology  for  Monitoring  Major 
Air  Pollutemts 

The  instruments  and  methods  used  in  the  USSR  and  the  U.S. 
for  measurement,  data  collection  and  processing,  and  cinalysis 
are  to  be  compared  emd  improved. 

3.  Technology  for  Preventing  Air  Pollution  from  Industrial 
Enterprises 

The  two  sides  will  exchange  information  cuid  explore 
opportunities  for  joint  research  on  technology  for  controlling 
pollutants,  with  initial  work  to  be  done  on  major  stationary 
sources  such  as  power  plcuits.   Special  emphasis  will  be  placed 
on  the  control  of  sulphur  oxides  and  particulates. 

4.  Emissions  from  Treuisportation  Sources 

The  two  sides  will  explore  possibilities  for  cooperation 
in  reducing  emissions  from  transportation  sources ,  including 
the  improvement  of  engine  design. 

Two  working  groups  will  be  appointed.   The  first,  for 
modeling  emd  instrumentation,  will  concern  itself  with 
Projects  1  amd  2  euid  will  meet  in  St.  Louis,  Missouri,  and 
other  cities  in  the  United  States  before  the  end  of  1972. 
The  lead  agency  for  the  U.S.  is  the  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  and  for  the  USSR  the  Hydrometeorological  Service. 
The  second  working  group,  for  control  techniques,  will  concern 
itself  with  Projects  3  and  4  and  will  meet  in  the  USSR  at  the 
beginning  of  1973.   The  lead  agency  for  the  U.S.  is  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  and  for  the  USSR  the  All-Union 
Association  of  Gas  Purification  emd  Dust  Cleaning. 
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II.   WATER  POLLUTION 

1.   Studies  emd  Modeling  of  River  Basin  Pollution 

Specific  river  basins  in  each  country  will  be  selected  for 
a  joint  project  on  water  pollution  river  basin  modeling 
techniques.   The  Delaware  and  other  river  basin  models  will 
be  examined  in  the  United  States.   Rivers  in  the  Soviet  Union 
will  be  designated  later.   Soviet  specialists  will  visit  the 
U.S.  in  early  1973. 

2.  Protection  and  Management  of  Lakes  and  Estuaries 

Both  sides  will  designate  lakes  and  estuaries  in  their 
country  for  joint  projects  on  water  pollution,  including 
eutrophication.   A  Soviet  Union  lake  will  be  Baikal;  U.S. 
lakes  to  be  considered  include  Lake  Tahoe  and  one  of  the 
Great  Lakes.   U.S.  specialists  will  visit  the  Soviet  Union 
in  the  summer  of  1973. 

3.  Effects  of  Pollutants  upon  Aquatic  Ecological  Systems 
and  Permissible  Levels  of  Pollution 

Experts  from  both  sides  will  exchange  information  and 
visits  concerning  research  on  the  effects  of  pollutants  on 

water  systems  and  'the  development  of  water  quality  standards. 

4.  Prevention  or  Treatment  of  Discharges 

The  two  sides  will  exchange  visits  and  information  on 
specific  water  pollution  abatement  techniques,  including 
land  disposal  of  both  untreated  municipal  sewage  and  sludge 
from  municipal  treatment  systems;  reduction  of  pollution 
from  industrial  plants,  such  as  manufacturers  of  pulp  and 
paper;  and  reinjection  of  water  from  oil  extraction  activities, 
including  disposal  of  liquid  wastes  in  permafrost  conditions 
in  arctic  and  subarctic  regions  (collection,  storage,  treatment 
and  final  disposal).   Visits  will  be  made  to  arctic  sites  in 
both  countries. 

A  single  working  group  will  be  appointed.   This  group 
will  meet  in  the  USSR  in  the  first  quarter  of  1973.   There 
will  be  an  exchange  of  visits  of  specialists  to  appropriate 
sites  in  both  countries  including  arctic  and  subarctic  areas. 
The  lead  agency  for  the  U.S.  is  the  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  and  for  the  USSR  the  Hydrometeorological  Service  smd 
the  Ministry  of  Amelioration  and  Water  Management. 

III.  POLLUTION  RELATED  TO  AGRICULTURAL  PRODUCTION 

1.   Integrated  Pest  Management 

The  two  sides  will  exchange  visits  and  information  relating 
to  programs  of  integrated  pest  management.   Such  programs 
include  the  use  of  non-chemical  methods  such  as  pest  predators 
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and  pathogens,  along  with  the  limited  use  of  pesticides. 
Both  sides  agreed  to  develop  conunon  programs,  including  the 
exchange  of  useful  biological  agents  such  as  parasites  and 
predators  and  plant  species  resistant  to  pests. 

2.  Pollution  Caused  by  Feedlots 

The  two  sides  will  exchange  information  and  visits  on 
management  of  wastes  from  large  feedlots. 

3.  Wind  Erosion  and  Dessication 

Both  sides  will  exchange  information  and  visits  on  research 
and  management  practices  on  control  of  wind  erosion  and  dessica- 
tion. 

4.  Effects  of  Pollutants  on  Forests  and  Plants 

Both  sides  will  exchange  visits  and  information  on  the 
effects  of  air  pollutants  on  forest  and  crop  plants. 

A  single  working  group  will  be  appointed.   This  group  will 
meet  in  the  U.S.  in  early  1973.   Initial  emphasis  will  be  on 
integrated  pest  management  and  pollution  caused  by  feedlots. 
A  conference  on  integrated  pest  management  will  take  place  in 
the  USSR  during  1973.   The  lead  agency  for  the  U.S.  is  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  and  for  the  USSR  the  Ministry  of 
Agriculture. 

ENHANCEMENT  OF  URBAN  ENfVIRONMENT 

1.   Urban  Environment 

Both  sides  will  designate  two  metropolitan  areas  in  its 
country,  with  others  added  as  appropriate,  to  serve  as  a  means 
to  examine  jointly  methods  for  planning  and  assuring  a  desirable 
environment  in  urban  areas,  with  attention  to  planning  for 
appropriate  land  use,  transportation,  noise  abatement,  solid 
waste  management,  water  purification,  recreation  and  park 
development,  tourist  zones  and  resorts,  preservation  of  historic 
sites,  etc. 

The  U.S.  side  has  designated  the  Atlanta  and  San  Francisco 
areas  and  the  Soviet  side  has  designated  Leningrad  for  the  initial 
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exchange,  and  will  designate  a  second  city  later. 

2 .  New  Communities 

Both  sides  will  designate  new  communities  in  each  country 
as  a  means  of  examining  the  environmental,  physical,  social, 
economic  and  other  factors  considered  in  the  design  and 
development  of  satellite  and  free  standing  new  communities. 
Among  those  communities  to  be  designated  are  Columbia,  Maryland 
and  Reston,  Virginia  in  the  United  States  and  Togliatti  and 
Akademgorodok  in  the  Soviet  Union. 

3.  Impact  of  Construction  and  Disposal  of  Wastes  in  Permafrost 
Areas 

The  two  sides  will  exchange  visits  and  information  on 
methods  of  construction  in  permafrost,  the  impact  of  construction 
on  the  environment  in  such  areas  and  on  the  collection,  storage 
and  disposal  of  wastes  in  these  areas. 

A  single  working  group  will  be  appointed.   This  group  will 
meet  in  the  U.S.  in  November  1972,  followed  by  a  spring  or 
summer  1973  meeting  in  the  USSR.   The  lead  agency  for  the  U.S. 
is  the  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  and  for  the 
USSR  the  State  Committee  on  Urban  Construction  and  Architecture 
and,  for  noise  abatement,  the  Ministry  of  the  Automobile  Industry. 

V.   NATURE  AND  PRESERVES 

1.   Conservation  of  Rare  and  Endangered  Species  of  Animals  and 
Plants,  and  General  Wildlife  Conservation  and  Management 

Both  sides  will  exchange  visits  and  information  and  develop 
joint  research  for  the  purpose  of  improving  understanding  and 
protection  of  endangered  species  of  plants  and  animals.   A 
Soviet- American  convention  on  conservation  of  rare  species 
migrating  between  the  USSR  and  U.S.  will  be  prepared,  and  both 
sides  agreed  on  the  importance  and  desirability  of  concluding, 
as  soon  as  possible,  international  agreements  on  conservation  of 
wildlife  in  need  of  special  protection,  for  example  polar  bears 
and  other  animals.   Joint  projects  will  also  include  research  on 
preservation  and  management  of  various  marine  and  other  mammals, 
specifically  polar  bears  and  whales  of  the  North  Pacific, 
involving  the  bowhead,  gray  and  fin  whales.   They  will  also  carry 
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out  projects  on  management  of  free-ranging  wildlife  for  animal 
production,  and  research  on  and  management  of  predators  and 
waterfowl,  including  swans  and  other  migratory  birds. 

A  working  group  will  be  appointed  that  will  meet  initially 
in  Moscow  in  December  1972,   As  necessary,  appropriate  sub- 

groups will  be  organized  (for  example,  for  whales).   The  lead 
agencies  for  the  U.S.  are  the  Department  of  the  Interior  and 
the  National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric  Administration  of  the 
Department  of  Commerce,  and  for  the  USSR  the  Soviet  Academy 
of  Sciences  and  the  Ministry  of  Agriculture.   Some  of  the 
indicated  projects ,  such  as  these  for  the  bowhead  whale  and 
migrating  swans,  may  be  initiated  prior  to  the  working  group 
meetings . 

2 .  Tundra  Ecosystems  and  Permafrost 

The  two  sides  will  exchange  visits  and  information  on 
permafrost  regions  and  tundra  ecosystems,  including  research 
on  stabilization  of  disturbed  areas  and  other  ecological 
research.   Visits  will  be  made  by  U.S.  and  Soviet  specialists 
to  appropriate  institutes  and  places  in  each  country. 

3.  Reserved  Areas 

Each  side  will  exchange  information  and  visits  and  develop 
appropriate  research  projects  on  preserves,  their  classification, 
organization  and  maintenance,  on  arid  land  ecology,  and  on  parks, 
including  a  joint  project  involving  the  Yellowstone  National 
Park  (U.S.)  and  the  Caucasian  State  Preserve  (USSR). 

A  meeting  of  specialists  in  the  U.S.  early  in  1973  will 
concern  itself  with  Projects  2  and  3.   The  lead  agency  for  the 
U.S.  is  the  Department  of  the  Interior  and  for  the  USSR,  the 
Ministry  of  Agriculture. 

MARINE  POLLUTION 

1 .   Prevention  and  Clecm-up  of  Oil  Pollution  in  the 
Marine  Environment 

The  two  sides  agreed  to  exchange  visits  and  information  on 
technologies  and  techniques  for  the  prevention  and  clean-up  of 
oil  discharges  in  the  marine  environment,  including  such  areas 
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as  vessel  design,  traffic  control,  shore  facilities  and  offshore 
oil  drilling  safeguards.   The  two  sides  also  agreed  to  exchange 
visits  and  information  on  pipeline  transport,  particularly 
through  permafrost  areas. 

2 .   Effect  of  Pollutants  on  Marine  Organisms 

The  two  sides  will  exchange  visits  and  information  on  research 
on  the  chemical  aspects  of  marine  pollution  and  the  effects 

of  pollutants  on  marine  organisms,  including  chemical  and  bio- 
logical analyses  of  fish,  monitoring  of  rare  species,  exchange 

of  specimens,  and  rehabilitation  of  sea  life  after  major  pollution 
incidents . 

A  working  group  will  be  appointed  to  deal  with  the  first 
project.   It  will  meet  in  the  U.S.  in  early  1973  with  a  visit 
of  specialists  to  the  USSR  in  the  summer  of  1973.   The  lead 
agencies  for  the  U.S.  are  the  Department  of  Transportation  and 
the  Department  of  the  Interior  and  for  the  USSR  the  Ministry  of 
Merchant  Marine.   A  first-quarter  of  1973  meeting  of  specialists 
will  be  held  in  the  U.S.  to  discuss  the  second  project.   The 
lead  agencies  for  the  U.S.  are  the  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  and  the  National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric  Administration 

of  the  Department  of  Commerce  and  for  the  USSR  the  Hydrometeo- 
rological  Service. 

VII.   BIOLOGICAL  AND  GENETIC  CONSEQUENCES 

1.   Comprehensive  Analysis  of  the  Environment 

Both  sides  agree  to  hold  a  symposium  in  the  USSR  in  the 
fall  of  1973  to  examine  scientific  methods  of  setting  standards 
or  limits  on  pollution  discharges  into  the  environment  from 
separate  sources  and  from  large  territories.   The  symposium 

would  focus  attention  on  the  effect  of  man's  activity  on  all 
organisms  and  the  biosphere  as  a  whole  to  provide  guidance  for 
protection  of  the  environment  and  wise  use  of  natural  resources. 
The  two  sides  will  communicate  with  each  other  on  the  design 
of  the  conference,  as  necessary.   The  lead  agency  for  the  U.S. 
is  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency  and  for  the  USSR  the 
Hydrometeorological  Service. 
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2 .   Biological  and  Genetic  Effects  of  Pollutants 

Both  sides  will  exchange  visits  and  information  and  conduct 
joint  research  on  the  health  effects  of  mutagenic  compounds, 
radioactivity,  and  heavy  metals;  study  extrapolation  of 
animal  toxicological  tests  to  man;  and  exchange  visits  and 
information  on  epidemiological  studies.   Both  sides  will 

exchange  information  and  compare  technical  bases  for  establish- 
ing air  quality  standards.   Specialists  will  meet  in  the  U.S. 

during  the  first  quarter  of  1973.   The  lead  agencies  for  the 
U.S.  are  the  Department  of  Health,  Education  and  Welfare  and 
The  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  and  for  the  USSR  the 
Ministry  of  Health  and  The  Academy  of  Sciences. 

VIII.  INFLUENCE  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  CHANGES  ON  CLIMATE 

1.  Effect  of  Changing  Levels  of  Atmospheric  Constituents 
on  Climate 

The  two  sides  will  exchange  information  and  participate 
in  joint  studies  of  the  influence  on  climate  of  gaseous  and 
particulate  contaminants. 

2 .  Monitoring  Atmospheric  Constituents  That  Might  Modify 
Climate 

The  two  sides  will  take  steps  to  insure  the  comparability 
of  data  from  their  respective  climate  monitoring  stations  and 
cooperate  in  the  analysis  and  interpretation  of  such  data. 

3.  Climate  Modeling 

The  two  sides  will  exchange  information  and  cooperate  in 
the  development  and  application  of  mathematical  modeling  to 
assess  the  consequences  of  atmospheric  contamination  on 
climate. 

4 .  Cooperation  in  Polar  Research 

The  two  sides  will  explore  possibilities  of  integrating 
such  scientific  programs  as  the  U.S.  Arctic  Ice  Dynamics 
Joint  Experiment  and  the  Soviet  Polar  Interaction  Experiment 
so  as  to  extend  the  fields  of  observation  and  permit  more 
comprehensive  analysis  and  modeling. 
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5 .   Effects  of  Contamination  of  the  Upper  Atmosphere 
on  Climate 

The  two  sides  will  exchange  information  and  explore 
opportunities  for  cooperation  in  the  study  of  the  effects 
of  perturbation  of  the  upper  atmosphere  by  propulsion 
effluents  from  high  altitude  aircraft. 

A  single  working  group  will  be  established.   It  will 
meet  in  the  U.S.  late  in  1972.   A  symposium  will  be  held  in 
the  USSR  in  1973.   The  lead  agency  for  the  U.S.  is  the 
National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric  Administration  of  the 
Department  of  Commerce  and  for  the  USSR  the  Hydrometeoro- 
logical  service. 

IX.    EARTHQUAKE  PREDICTION 

1.  Earthquake  Prediction 

The  San  Andreas  Fault  area  in  the  U.S.  and  the  Garm- 
Dushanbe  Region  ..n  the  USSR  were  designated  as  subjects 
for  the  installation  of  jointly  operated  earthquake 
measurement  instruments  and  detection  equipment.   Both  sides 
will  exchange  visits  and  information  with  regard  to  earth- 
quEike  prediction  research,  seismic  risk  mapping,  seismicity 
and  earthquake  resistant  design. 

2 .  Integration  of  U.S. -USSR  Tsunami  (Earthquake-Produced 
Tidal  Waves)  Warning  Systems 

Both  sides  will  exchange  visits  and  information  and  will 
consider  the  possibility  of  the  integration  of  the  Tsunami 
warning  systems  currently  being  operated  by  the  U.S.  in  the 
Hawaii  area  and  by  the  USSR  in  the  Kurile-Kamchatka  area. 
The  two  systems  will  be  integrated  to  provide  an  exchange  of 
data  produced  from  each  one  and  to  improve  the  operation  of 
both  systems. 

One  working  group  will  be  established.   It  will  meet  on 
the  subject  of  Earthquake  Prediction  in  the  United  States  in 
early  1973  and  later  in  1973  in  the  USSR.   The  lead  agencies 
for  the  United  States  will  be  the  Department  of  the  Interior 
for  Earthquake  Prediction  Activities  and  the  National  Oceanic 
and  Atmospheric  Administration  Df  the  Department  of  Commerce 
for  Integration  of  the  Tsunami  Warning  Systems,  and  for  the 
USSR  the  Academy  of  Sciences  of  the  USSR. 
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ARCTIC  AND  SUBARCTIC  ECOLOGICAL  SYSTEMS 

The  two  sides  agreed  to  undertake  a  cooperative  program 
involving  arctic  and  subarctic  areas.   The  specific  projects 
agreed  to  will  be  undertaken  under  other  areas  of  the  agreement 
as  follows : 

1.  Prevention  or  Treatment  of  Discharges 

This  project  is  covered  under  Water  Pollution. 

2 .  Impact  of  Construction  and  Disposal  of  Wastes  in 
Permafrost  Environmental  Areas 

This  project  is  covered  under  the  Urban  Environment. 

3 .  Permafrost  and  Arctic  Ecosystems 

This  project  is  covered  under  Nature  and  Preserves. 

4.  Prevention  and  Clean-up  of  Oil  Pollution 

This  project  is  covered  under  Marine  Pollution. 

XI.   LEGAL  AND  ADMINISTRATIVE 

Exchange  of  Information  and  Experience  Regarding  Legal 
and  Administrative  Measures  for  Protecting  Environmental 
Quality 

The  two  sides  will  exchange  infonnation  and  hold  conferences 
on  legal  cind  administrative  measures  for  protecting  environmental 
quality,  dealing  with  questions  of  government  organization, 
procedures  to  analyze  environmental  effects  of  government  decisions 
economic  aspects  of  pollution  and  enforcement  techniques  among 
others.   Specialists  from  both  countries  will  hold  a  meeting  in 
the  United  States  early  in  1973.   The  lead  agency  for  the  U.S. 
is  the  Council  on  Environmental  Quality  and  for  the  USSR  the 
Academy  of  Sciences. 

Both  sides  agreed  that  the  present  memorandum  would  enter 
into  force  as  of  thirty  days  from  the  date  of  signature,  and 
that  in  the  interim  each  side  might  propose  changes  of  a  minor 
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character . 

Both  sides  agreed  that  the  next  meeting  of  the  Joint 
Committee  would  be  held  in  Washington  in  1973.   At  that  meeting 

the  progress  of  the  program  v;ill  be  reviev.-ed  and  plans  made 
for  further  cooperation.   The  Chairman  and  coordinators  will 
meet  as  necessary  between  sessions. 

Signed  in  English  and  in  Russian,  both  copies  equally- 
authentic,  in  Moscow,  September  21,  1972. 

Chairman  for  the  United  States       Chairman  for  the  Soviet  Union 

Russell  E.  Train  E.K.  Fedorov 

Members  of  the  U.S.  Delegation  to  the  First  Session 
of  the  U.S. -USSR  Joint  Committee  on  Cooperation 

In  the  Field  of  Environmental  Protection 

Moscow,  September  18-21,  1972 

1.  Russell  E.  Train  Chairman,  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality. 

2.  Christian  A.  Herter,  Jr.  Special  Assistant  for  Environmental 
Affairs,  Department  of  State. 

3.  John  W.  Larson  Assistant  Secretary  for  Program 
Policy,  Department  of  the  Interior. 

4.  Theodore  C.  Byerly  Coordinator  for  Environmental  Quality 
Activities,  Department  of  Agriculture. 

5.  Robert  M.  White  Administrator,  National  Oceanic  and 

Atmospheric  Administration,  Depart- 
ment of  Commerce. 

6.  Mrs.  Shirley  Temple  Black        Soecial  Assistant  to  the  Chairman, 
Council  on  Environmental  Quality 

7.  Roger  0.  Egeberg  Special  Assistant  to  the  Secretary 
for  Health  Policy,  Department  of 
Health,  Education  and  Welfare. 

8.  Harold  B.  Finger  Assistant  Secretary  for  Research  and 
Technology,  Department  of  Housing 
and  Urban  Development . 

9.  John  E.  Hlrten  Assistant  Secretary  for  Environment 
and  Urban  Systems,  Department  of 
Transportation 
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John  R.  Quarles ,  Jr. 

Raymond  L.  Bisplinghoff 

Thomas  L.  Kimball 

Raymond  Sherwin 

Assistant  Administrator  for  Enforce- 
ment, Environmental  Protection 

Agency. 
Deputy  Director,  National  Science 
Foundation . 
Executive  Vice  President,  National 
Wildlife  Federation. 
President,  The  Sierra  Club. 

Members  of  the  Soviet  Delegation  to  the  First 

Session  of  the  U.S. -USSR  Joint  Committee  on  Cooperation 
In  the  Field  of  Environmental  Protection 

Moscow,  September  18-21,  1972 

E.K.  Fedorov 

Y.A.  Israel 

V.A.  Anikeev 

B.N.  Bogdanov 

5.  A.O.  Kudryavtsev 

I.T.  Matov 

A.V.  Pavlov 

M.A.  Sadovsky 

Academician,  Chief  of  the  Main 
Administration  of  Hydrometeorological 
Services  Under  the  Council  of 
Minister  of  the  USSR. 

Doctor  of  "Physics  and  Mathematics, 
First  Deputy  Chief,  Main  Administra- 

tion of  Hydrometeorological  Services. 
Chief,  All-Union  Association  on  Gas 
and  Dust  Purification. 
Chief,  Main  Administration  on  the 
Preservation  of  Nature,  Wildlife 
and  Game  Preserves,  Ministry  of 

Agriculture. 
Chief,  Administration  of  Planning 
and  Construction  of  Cities,  State 
Committee  on  Civil  Construction  and 
Architecture. 

Deputy  Chief,  Scientific  and  Tech- 
nical Administration,  Ministry  of 

the  Merchant  Marine. 
Chief,  Main  Administration  on 
Sanitation  and  Epidemiology, 
Ministry  of  Health. 

Academician,  Director  of  the  Insti- 
tute of  Earth  Physics,  Academy  of 

Sciences . 
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9.  K.G.  Fedoseev 

10.  M.A.  Florensov 

11.  F.A.  Shevelev 

12.  B.G.  Shtepa 

Deputy  Chief,  U.S.  Division 
Ministry  of  Foreign  Affairs. 
Corresponding  Member,  Academy 
of  Sciences,  Siberian  Branch. 
Director,  Academy  of  Municipal 
Facilities,  Ministry  of  Community 
Facilities,  RSFSR. 
Deputy  Minister,  Ministry  of 
Reclamation  and  Water  Management. 
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Additional  environmental  impact  statements  are  in  preparation  by 

the  Department.  One  will  deal  with  the  proposed  international  con- 
vention to  regulate  ocean  dumping.  Another  will  deal  with  a  State 

Department  permit  for  the  crossing  of  the  United  States  -  Canadian 
border  by  an  oil  pipeline - 

A  number  of  State  Department  components  have  previously  issued 
their  own  NEPA  procedures:  Agency  for  International  Development, 
Procedures  for  Capital  Projects,  dated  August  18  and  September  20, 
1971;  International  Boundary  and  Water  Commission,   procedures 
dated  November  26,  1971. 

The  text  of  the  new  State  Department  NEPA  procedures  is  repro- 
duced below. 

DEPARTf/;F.NT  OF  STATE 
(Piihllc  Notice  364) 

ENVIROK/AENTAL   IMPACT 
STATSWEWTS 

Issuonce  cf  Tinal  Department  Proce- 

{Iiiies  for  Complianco  Vv'ilh  Federal 
Environmental   StofulDS 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  publica- 
tion of  final  prcccciurcs  of  the  Depart- 

ment of  State  for  compliance  wit)!  FecJ- 
rral  environinonlnl  statutes,  in  accord- 

ance with  the  req;;iiements  of  section 
102(2)  (C)  of  ll':.';  Ntvtional  Enviionmen- 
tal  Policy  Act  of  1&69  (42  U.S.C.  4332(2) 
(O),  and  section  1509  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act  (42  U.S.C.  Itiil). 
These  final  procedures  supersede  the 

proposed  pioccduvcs  published  by  the 
Department  in  the  Federal  HraisTER  on 
February  IG,  1972  (37  F.R.  31:0.  These 
final  procedures  v.lll  be  eiTcrtive  upon 
the  date  of  piiblication  of  tliis  notice 
(9-19-72),  and  uili  be  pubiislied  in  the 
Foreign  Affairs  Manual  of  the  Depart- 

ment of  State.  The  procedures  are  as 
follows : 

1.  General.  Attention  is  called  to  sec- 
tion 102(2)  (C)  of  the  Naiional  Tnviron- 

mental  Policy  Act  of  1960  (42  U.S.C. 
4332(2)  (C) ) ;  section  309  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act  (42  U.S.C.  1857) ;  E.xecutivc  Or- 

der 11514  of  March  5.  1970;  and  the 
Guidelines  for  Federal  Afrencies  under 
the  Nation;'.!  Environmcnial  Policy  Act 
'NEPAi  issued  by  the  Conncil  on  Envi- 

ronmental Quality  (CEQ)  April  23,  1971 

(36  F.R.  7724),  incorpoi.'>.ttjd  herein  by 
reference.  Except  as  mociincd  by  the 
preyent  policy  guides,  the  CKQ  guide- 

lines will  be  followed  by  the  responsible 
Dcpartii.cnt  ofiicials  in  rompiying  with 
policies  and  provisions  of  the  NEPA  and 
section  309  of  the  Clean  Air  Act.  These 

pi-ocedurcs  do  not  apply  to  the  Agency 
for     International     Dcvelo;iment,     the 

Arms  Control  and  Disarmament  Agency, 
and  the  U.S.  information  Agency.  These 
procedure?  likewise  do  noi  apply  to  the 
United  Siatcs  .■section  of  the  Interna- 

tional r.ound^iry  and  Water  Commls.sion 
(U.S. -Mexico)  which  orerates  under 
compatible  and  more  specuilizcd  proce- 

dures. The  requirements  of  these  proce- 
dures are  in  addition  to.  and  not  a  sub- 

stitute for.  any  environmental  analyses 
or  consultations  requivcd  by  any  inter- 
nation.'il  obligations  of  the  United  St/ites. 

2.  Dclcrniining  the  r,ci'.l  for  envirori- 
mcnial  i>npact  stalciiict'ts.  (a)  Whether 
or  not  an  environmental  iuipact  state- 

ment i:;  reqi-ired  under  section  102(2) 
(C)  oi  the  NEPA  and  filed  for  any  De- 

partment action,  the  policies  and  pro- 
visions of  the  act  rcQuire  that  the 

environmciital  effects  of  proposed  ac- 
tions, and  reasonable  alternatives  there- 

to (including  those  not  within  the 
authority  of  the  Departincnt),  be  con- 

sidered. The  proce.=^s  of  c^riding  on  the 
need  for  an  environn-cr.t.l  impart  state- 

ment or.  r.iiy  Dcpu'i;.  i.-.v  Cv"tion  v.ill 
Itscif  rer;'.rre  an  anr!'.y..;i  oi  iiie  cHects 
thil  the  j.-rcposed  action  v/Ui  have  on 
the  human  environment.  The  tnciu,')., Into  environmental  efTccts  is  mandated, 
independent  cf  the  requirement  to  file 
environn-.entn!  ''^-^pact  slatement.s.  by 
section  102(2)  (U)  of  the  act,  which 
require.';  procedures  to  in-iure  that 
prcseiiiiy  unquantifiod  environmental 
amenirirs  and  \  alues  may  be  tiiven  ap- 

propriate conrsidfiratien  in  decision- 
makin;;'  along  with  econcmic,  technical 
and  oilier  ccn-^ideraticais.  CEQ  Guideline 
No.  1  iinderscorcs  ihi.s  h-j  recoTnizinR 
that  the  lurjiose  of  s-rtion  102(2)  (C)  is 
to  build  into  the  ajiency  decision-makine 
process-,  an  appropriate  pnd  careful  con- 

sideration of  the  envirournental  aspects 
of  propo.ied  actions,  and  to  assir.t  agen- 

cies in  implementing  not  only  the  letter, 
but  the  spirit,  of  the  act.  While  the  jiro- 
cedurfil  requirements  of  section  102(2) 
(C)  mupt  be  carefully  complied  with,  it 

must  also  be  emphasized  that  the  es- 
sence of  the  act  is  the  need  for  real 

consideration  of  environmental  effects. 

(b)  Section  10'^(2)  (C)  of  NEPA  re- 
quires pn  enviromntntal  impact  state- 
ment on  "every  recommendation  or 

report  on  proposals  for  le.tiislation  and 
otlier  major  Federal  actions  significantly 
affecting  the  quality  of  the  human  en- 

vironment." Therefore,  an  acti\ity  which 
is  both  a  major  Federal  action  and  wiilch 
has  a  potentially  sicnillcant  effect  on  the 
environment  requires  an  Impact  state- 

ment. For  a  general  elaboration  of  the 
terms,  see  the  CEQ  guidelines,  especially 
CE<5  Guidelines  5(a>   and  5(b). 

3.  ResT>07is-.hUily  within  the  Depart- 
vicr.t.  The  Ofliee  of  Environmental  Af- 

fairs (SCI.'EN)  has  primary  re- 

sponsibility for  the  Department's  com- pliance with  tlie  requirements  of  NEPA 
a'nd  for  determiniijg  whether  any  pro- 

posed action  requires  an  environmental 
impact  statemenL 
-  Each  Department  bureau  (including 
the  United  States  section  of  the  Inter- 

nationa! Boundwy  Commission  and  the 
International  Joint  Commissioii  (U.S.- 

Canada)) havins  operational  responsi- 
bility over  a  prciposed  major  action 

which  may  signilieantly  affect  the  en- 
vironment shall  inform  SCI/EN  of  the 

proposed  action,  its  potential  environ- 
mental impact  and  reasonable  altema^ 

fives  thereto.  In  order  to  determine 
whether  the  proposed  action  will  be  a 
"major  Federal  action  significantly  af- 

fecting the  quality  of  the  human  envi- 
ronment," SCI/EN  together  with  the 

responsible  bureau  will  investigate  the 
direct  and  indirect  environmental  effects 
of  the  proposed  vruon  and  shall  consult 
with  the  A.-^sistn)!!  Legal  Adviser  for  En- 

vironmental Affairs  (L/EN).  Where  ap- 
propriate to  supplement  work  in 

evaluating  the  environmental  impact  of 
I  he  proposed  action,  they  will  solicit  in- 
iormation  fic.n  other  parts  of  the  De- 

partment, from  other  feovernme^Tt  a.^en- 
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:ies  with  jurisdictinii  by  law  or  .special 
'\peitlss  with  respect  to  any  oiviron- 
ncnlal  impact  involved,  or  fiorn  private 
>:';,in)i;-^.'.tioi'>s. 
Ill  each  JiisUi'.'icB  whore  it  is  cletcr- 

:ii;'':-d,  after  this  invtsUyali-.i!,  li.at  no 
'nvironmo'.i'i.J  rnp.ict  statcuiont  v/jU,  be 
\-";>nred  by  (he  IH'partniciii;.  -x  meiiio- 
.WKiuiii  will  !,o  wiepiired  for  Ur.Mirliupnt 
ilcs  indicatJnsr  the  extent  of  the  investi- 
:atlon  conciucted  and  the  reasons  for  the 
letenninalion  that  no  Impact  statement 
I'll!  be  prei>:iied.  A  list  of  such  actions 
i-ill  be  avaihible  t-o  Govcniment  agencies 
ir  members  of  the  pubhc  on  request  to 
>CI/EN.  In  af^sessinr;  the  need  for  impact 
tatenicnts  legardine  any  particular 
iction.  the  following  guides  will  be 
onsidered: 
(a)  Not  every  Department  activity 

vill  be  considered  a  major  Federal  ac- 
ion,  for  the  purposes  of  the  act.  For 
!xamiile,  the  foUov.'ing  general  classes  of 
ictions  ordinarily  do  not  require  the 
iling  of  an  en^ronmental  impact 
tatement: 

(i)  Participation  in  research  or  study 
)rojects; 
(u)  Mandatory  actions  required  un- 

Jer  any  treaty  or  intemationjd  agree- 
nent  to  which  the  United  States  is  a 
>arty,  or  reqiured  by  the  decisions  of 
nteniational  organizations,  authorities, 
)r  consuUatior,s  in  which  the  United 
States  is  a  member  or  participant ; 

(iii)  Tne  payment  oi  contributions  to 
iny  orgjnizalion  pursuant  to  t)ie  obliga- 
;ion  of  a  treaty  or  otl'^er  inlernaiional 
igreenient;  or  acquiescence  in  the  ex- 

penditure of  funds  of  an  international 
)rganization  where  the  United  States 
los  no  unUateral  right  to  control  sucn 
;xpenditures. 

(b)  Indirect  effects  .of  U.S.  activities 
'An  lead  to  a  need  to  file  an  environ- 
nental  impact  statement.  Agreements 
vhich  inlluence  resouroo  allocations, 
x>pulation  trends,  and  trade  and  devcl- 
)pment  patterns,  may  iuwc  a  siyiulicunt 
mvirt-nnicntal  impact  ar^d  therefore  may 
•equire  a.  ,<^latcment.  For  example,  an 
igi-eement  to  construct  a  canal  con- 
lecting  hitherto  imconmrcted  bodies  of 
vater,  whicii  may  sVi:..^iantiaUy  alter 
shipping  and  trade  patt  jvns,  may  require 

I  st;\te)r;ent.  Such  secondary  cll'ects  must 3e  con.sidercd,  and  included,  if  necessary, 
n  the  .statement  itself. 

(c)  The  Department  is  responsible  for 
ietermining  whether  an  environmental 
mpact  statement  is  reouired  and  for 
jrepanas  an  environmental  inr,jaci 
;tatenient  only  with  ie:;pect  to  the  Fed- 

eral actions  as  to  which  it  ;s  the  "lead 
igency."  as  delincd  in  CEQ  Guidelin-,' 
j<b).  Projects  such  a.s  the  completion  of 
-he  Pan  Ainerican  Highway  through  the 
3arien  Gap  v.-ould  be  the  subject  of  en- 
.•ironmcntal  impact  statements,  it  oLher- 
^•ise  required,  prepared  by  the  Dopart- 
Tient  of  Ti'ansportation  or  other  lead 
sgency.  In  some  cases,  joint  preparation 
)f  the  statement  by  two  or  more  a.-jen- 
;ies  may  be  appropi-iate. 

Where  it  is  detcnnined  that  an  en- 
vironmental impact  statement  v.-ill  be 

prepared  by  the  Department,  SCf/t='.N and  tlic  lesponsible  bu;oau  will  prep.ne 
the  slali'nient.  In  doi;:.:  r.o,  they  miy, 
where  a;);>ropriatc,  .s'.linii:  informaliou 
and  coii.-vient  from  ]';iJ>'.';,t«  organifrni. >no 
and  (;o\eniment  I'f'cr.'.ir-;  with  S'.;ni-.lal 
e.\iK-ni.-c  or  inter:'.-!,  ■■■•.!  ( ;.  -fire  in  cri- 
sul'r.i;u:i;:,  as  ap;jri..;.r.  ..e.  \.i'A\  f-vr-ffn 
EOvciii.Ticr.l-i  whose  i.i''Virminic;ni ".  a.'e 
sub- laniishy  affecicd  bj  the  prv:'0;H-'d 
nct.ioii.  .'.dvicc  on  ler;i'  Nnuiremri.tr.  for 
filing  environmental  impact  statements 
aiid  on  legal  requirements  regarding 
their  contents  will  be  obtained  from  the 
As.sistant  Legal  Adviser  for  Environ- 
xnentAl  Affairs  <L  EN ) . 

4.  RcspotisibHity  for  mmtigalion  into 
enviro7imc!ilcJ  effects  of  uU  proposed  ac- 

tions. Even  v.here  it  is  clear  from  the 
start  that  a  "proi)osed  action  v.ill  not  re- 

quire an  environmental  irapaci;.  state- 
ment, the  consideration  of  pn.s.sible  en- 

vironmental cflects  will  .-till  be  made, 
and.  as  required  by  the  act,  the  results  of 
that  investigation  will  be  an  inte.qral  part 
of  the  decisionmalcing  i)roccf,s.  Further- 

more, where  no  impact  staicment  will  be 
prepared,  SCl/EN  and  the  responsible 
bureau  will  nonetheless  submit  for  review 
and  concurrence  to  EPA  all  proposals  for 
legislation,  regulations,  and  construction 
pw)jects  v.'liirh  are  related  to  the  statu- 

tory resjionsibilities  of  the  Administrator 
of  the  FPA,  as  indicated  in  CEQ  Guide- 
Jine  No.  8. 

5.  General  procedure.  Unless  excluded 
vmder  .section  3,  actions  of  the  DeF>art- 
ment  which  are  coveied  by  the  act  will 
require  an  environmental  impact  state- 

ment. Tlie  departures  described  herein 
from  normal  procedure  for  filing  and  re- 

viewing statements  embodied  in  CEQ 
guidelines  reflect  the  peculiar  problems 
of  carrying  on  internaiioual  relations, 
esr>ecially  when  negotiations  or  discus- 

sions with  foreign  countries  are  involved. 
(a)  CEQ  Guideline  10<b)  requires 

"tiiat  draft  environmental  statements  be 
prepared  and  circulated  for  comment 
and  furnished  to  the  Council  early 
enough  in  the  agency  review  process  be- 

fore an  action  is  taken  in  order  to  permit 
meamngfiO  consideration  oi  the  environ- 

mental issued  involved."  In  tlie  case  of 
interenational  agreements,  draft  state- 

ments v,'ill,  where  possible,  normally  be 
prepared,  circulated  for  connnent,  and- 
forwarded  to  the  CEQ  prior  to  the  com- 

mencement of  negotiations  intended  to 
produce  a  final  agreement.  Where  pos- 

sible, the  draft  statement  should  accom- 

pany the  request  imder  tlie  Department's regulations  (Circular  175  authority.  11 
PAM  720)  for  authority  to  negotiate  the 
agreement.  Where  ai)propriate,  a  draft 
statement  may  be  prepared  prior  to  the 
establishment  of  a  U.S.  petition,  indicat- 

ing that  two  or  more  alternatives  are 
under  consideration  witliout  specifying 

the  Department's  preference.  The  state- 
ments will  reflect  the  research  and  in- 

dependent assessments  of  the  Depart- 

ment ijersonnel  charged  with-  their 
preparation  and  the  studies,  reports,  or 
information  considered  in  preparing  the 
statement,  and  vrill  cor.:)/ly  wiih  the  le- 
quirements  of  section  ]02f2)(C)  of  the 
act  ns  to  content,  as  set  forth  in  CEQ 
Guideline  No.  6,  but  subject  to  section 
6  of  these  procedures.  In  particular,  the 
di'aft  should  discuss  all  reasonable  alter- 

natives to  the  proposed  course  of  acrion. 
The  draft  .'■hould  indicate  whether  and  to 
what  extent  interests  and  considerations 
of  Federal  policy  outweigh  any  po- 

tentially harmful  impact  on  the  environ- 
ment. 

(b)  The  draft  statements  will  be  dis- 
tributed by  SCI/EN  and  the  responsible 

buicaii  for  comment  to  government 
agen:'i?s  with  jurirdict'on  by  law  or  spe- 

cial e-;pertise  with  respect  to  any  envi- 
ronmental impact  involved,  as  deter- 

minea  by  CEQ  in  Appendix  II  of  the 
CEQ  guidelines,  and,  in  accordance  with 
section  6(d)  below,  made  available  to 
the  public.  Upon  circulation  of  draft 
statements  to  the  Environmental  Pro- 

tection Agency,  comments  shall  be  re- 
quested under  both  tlie  NEPA  and  sec- 

tion 3u9  of  the  Clean  Air  Act.  Notice 

of  the  draft  statement's  availability  will 
be  published  in  the  Fedep.al  Register 
as  a  public  notice.  SCI/ EN  and  the  le- 
sponsible  bureau  shall  arrange  for  this 

publication. 
Any  comments  received  will  be  con- 

sidered in  final  policy  decisions  and  in 
the  preparation  of  a  final  environmental 
impact  statement.  All  such  comments 
should  be  attached  to  the  final  state- 

ment, and  those  re<;ponsi.ble  comments 
not  adequately  discussed  in  the  draft 
statement  should  be  appropriately  dealt 
with  in  the  final  statement.  In  any  case 
where  comments  are  not  received  in  suf- 

ficient time  to  allow  consideration  in 
final  policy  decisions,  they  should  be  con- 

sidered in  future  decisionmaliing  in  simi- 
lar areas  of  policy. 

6.  Exception'^.  The  nature  of  negotia- 
tions and  relations  at  the  international 

level  may  make  it  necessary  to  depart 
iA  some  instances  from  the  procedures 
in  the  CEQ  guidelines.  CEQ  foresaw  the 
need  for  such  departures  in  CEQ  Guide- 

line- 4  and  10.  E.-rccptions  applicable  to 
the  Department  are  set  forth  below: 

(a)  The  statements  which  are  written 
to  comply  with  the  act  s'lould  not  nor- 

mally inchide  any  classified  or  adminis- 
tratively controlled  material.  However, 

there  may  be  situations  where  such 
statements  cannot  adequately  discuss 
environmental  effects  without  including 
material  classified  or  administratively 
controlled  under  the  provisions  of  22 
CPR  Part  9  et  seq.  The  handling  and 
disclosure  of  such  material  shall  be  gov- 

erned by  22  CFR  Part  9  et  seq.  In  any 
event,  however,  those  portions  of  any 
statement  v.'hich  are  not  classified  or  ad- 

ministratively controlled  shall  be  made 
available  to  the  public  unless  the  mate- 

rial thus  disclosed  would  be  distorted  or 
incomprehensible. 
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fb>  Every  attempt  will  be  made  to 
:omply  with  the  30-day  and  90-day 
periods  which  CEQ  Guideline  iO(b)  re- 
luires  between  submission  of  .slateinents 
.md  final  nction.  Where  schedules  of  in- 
Lernationa)  com'eix'nces  or  ol'>pr  factors 
make  this  impossible,  the  Dejiartment 
will  consult  witli  the  CEQ  concerning 
api3i"opriate  modifications  by  l!ic  De- 

partment of  these  roinimum.  jipriods  for 
the  case  in  tiucition  and  any  aiipropriate 
special  arranspments  for  tho  aviTilability 
[)f  environmciual  impact  !r.t;;ic;i';(nts.  In 
any  event,  wlipre  advice  raid  consent  to 
a  proposed  t;  o.ity  wi'l  be  so;ii;lil  or  where 
substantial  C^-Lty  hctwt-cn  ;ir;'Ct.iutio:i 
and  signnturc  of  a  prop;.JCd  e:-cecutive 
a^'eement  is  envisioned,  the  final  state- 

ment shoiild  be  made  available  as  soon  as 

possible  aftei-  the  conclusion  of  an  agreed text. 
(c)  Normally,  pfrencics  consulted  in 

accordance  with  CEQ  Guideline  7  shall 
be  allowed  30  days  for  re)i!y.  and  the 
EPA  shall  be  allowed  45  days.  However, 
the  procedure  in  section  Gtbi  above  will 
be  followed  if  it  becomes  necessary  to 
reduce  these  periods.  When  this  is  the 
case,  all  apencies  to  wliom  the  draft 
statement  has  been  sent  will  be  iniornied 

by  the  responsible  bui'cau  of  the  reduced 
time  period.  The  reduced  time  period 
must  also  be  included  in  the  public  no- 

tice published  in  the  Feder.il  Register. 
(d)  Section  2(b)  of  Executive  Order 

11514  establishes  requJrcn;onts  for  pro- 
viding public  information  en  Federal 

actions  and  impact  statements  paid 

envisions  use  of  public  hearings  v.-herever 
approiniate.  Public  heavints  will  be  em- 

ployed by  the  Departmc.it  follovnng  the 
cii'culiition  of  each  draft  impact  state- 

ment unle.'.s  it  is  determined  that  the 
requirements  of  carrying  on  inter- 

national relations,  including  the  con- 
straints of  time  and  the  po.=^tui-e  of  the 

United  States  in  negotiation,  do  not  allow 
such  hearings  to  be  carried  out  wiliiout 
prejudice  to  the  national  interest.  The 
provisions  of  the  Administrative  Proce- 

dures Act  do  not  apply  to  hearings  in- 

volving "foreign  affairs  fimctions'';  how- ever, in  each  case  wlierc  hearings  are 
emiJioycd  in  accordance  with  this  para- 
gi-aph,  a  public  notice  of  the  heari:ig 
shall  be  pubUshed  in  tlie  T'ederal  Rr.s- isxER  indicating  the  time  and  place  of  the 
hearing  and  the  matters  to  be  consid- 

ered, and  the  draft  environmental  im- 
pact statement  shall  be  made  available  to 

the  public  at  least  15  days  prior  lo  mc 
hearing.  SCI/EN  and  the  responsible 
bureau  shall  arrange  for  tlie  hearing  and 
the  publicition  of  the  prescribed  notice, 
and  shall  conduct  the  hearing.  If  such 
hearings  cannot  be  carried  out.  arranj;o- 
ments  sliouid  still  be  mccie.  where  prac- 
tic.'ible,  for  an  expediied  opportunity  for 
members  of  the  public  to  present  their 
views  orally. 

FoY  the  Secretary  of  State. 

Dated:  Au&\ist31,  1972. 
WiM.iAM  B.  Macomber,  Jr., 

Deputy  Under  Secretary 
fcr  Management. 

|FRDoc.72-15991  Filed  9-18-"2;B:50  ami 
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SOURCES  FOR  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENTS 

In  order  to  receive  more  efficient  and  prompt  service,  requestors 

are  urged  to  order  draft  and  final  impact  statements  from  the 
National  Technical  Information  Service  (NTIS)  of  the  Department  of 
Commerce,  rather  than  from  the  preparing  agency.   Each  statement 

is  assigned  an  order  number  which  appears  at  the  end  of  its  sum- 
mary; the  number  should  be  specified  when  placing  an  order. 

Prices  at  NTIS  vary  according  to  both  the  size  of  each  document 
and  the  demand  for  it  (with  more  copies  being  printed  for  those 
statements  most  in  demand,  and  a  lower  than  normal  price  being 
charged  for  them) .   Therefore,  while  the  size  of  the  statement 
is  noted  with  its  summary,  and  a  price  list  appears  on  page  20, 
it  is  advisable  to  call  NTIS  for  a  price  quotation. 

An  alternative  source  for  statements  is  the  Environmental  Law 

Institute.   Again,  the  price  for  each  statement  depends  upon  its 
size  (at  a  flat  $0.10  per  page),  and  the  order  number  should  be 
specified. 

NTIS  makes  available  microfiche  copies  of  final  environmental 
impact  statements  at  $0.95  per  copy.   It  also  has  a  subscription 
package  which  provides  copies  of  all  final  impact  stateijients  at 
the  rate  of  $0.35  each.   Information  regarding  this  service, 
paper  copies  of  statements,  and  other  relevant  material. may  be 
obtained  from  NTIS  or  by  subscribing  to  its  weekly  publication, 

"Environmental  Pollution  and  Control",  at  $22.50  annually. 

Ordering  Department 
Department  of  Commerce 
National  Technical  Information  Service 
5285  Port  Royal  Road 
Springfield,  Virginia    22151 

(703)   321-8543 

Document  Service 
Environmental  Law  Institute 

1346  Connecticut  Avenue,  NW 
Washington,  D.C.    2  0036 

(202)   659-8037 

Environmental  Impact  Statements  will  still  be  available  for  scrutiny 

in  the  document  rooms  of  the  various  agencies.  Only  limited  copies, 
however,  will  be  made  available  for  distribution. 
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NTIS    Price   List 

Pages 

1-20 $3.00 
201-205 

$12.25 
401-405 

$22.25 
601-605 

$32. 

25 

801-805 
$42.25 21-25 3.25 206-210 12.50 406-410 22.50 

606-610 32. 50 
806-810 

42.50 

26-30 3.50 211-215 12.75 411-415 22.75 
611-615 32. 

75 

811-815 
42.75 

31-35 3.75 216-220 13.00 416-420 23.00 616-620 

33. 
00 

816-820 
43.00 

36-40 4.00 221-225 13.25 421-425 23.25 621-625 
33. 

25 

821-825 43.25 

Al-45 4.25 226-230 13.50 426-433 23.50 626-630 33. 50 826-830 43.50 
46-50 4.50 231-235 13.75 431-4:i5 23.75 631-635 

33. 
75 

831-835 
43.75 

51-55 4.75 236-240 14.00 
436-4-^0 

24.00 
636-640 

34. 
00 

836-840 
44.00 

56-60 5.00 241-245 14.25 441-46^5 
24.25 6il-645 34. 

25 

841-845 44.25 

61-65 5.25 246-250 14.50 446-4.^0 24.50 646-650 34. 

50 

846-850 44.50 

66-70 5.50 251-255 14.75 451-455 24.75 651-655 34. 

75 

851-855 

44.75 

71-75 5.7> 256-260 15.00 456-460 25.00 656-660 

35. 
00 

856-860 
45.00 

76-80 6.00 261-265 15.25 461-465 25.25 661-665 

35. 
25 

861-865 45.25 

81-85 6.25 266-270 15.50 466-47  0 25.50 666-670 
35. 

50 

866-870 
45.50 

86-90 6.50 271-275 15.75 471-47  5 25.75 671-67  5 35. 

75 

871-875 45.75 

91-95 6.75 276-280 16.00 476-480 26.00 676-680 36. 00 876-880 46.00 

96-100 7.00 281-285 16.25 481-485 26.25 681-685 36. 

25 

■881-885 

46.25 
101-105 7.2> 286-290 16.50 

486-4'>D 
26.50 686-690 36. 50 886-890 

46.  ;0 

106-110 7.50 291-29:^ 16.75 49 1 -49  5 26.75 691-695 36, 
,75 

891-895 

46.75 

111-115 7.75 296-300 17.00 496-500 27.00 696-700 37, ,00 896-900 
47.00 

116-120 8.00 301-305 17.25 501-50  5 27.25 701-703 
37. 

.25 901-905 47.25 

121-125 8.25 306-310 17.50 506-510 27.50 706-710 

37, 
,50 906-910 

47.50 

126-130 8.50 311-315 17.75 511-5r3 27.75 711-715 
37. 

,75 
911-915 

47.75 

131-135 8.75 316-320 16.00 516-520 28.00 716-720 38, ,00 
916-920 

48.00 

136-140 9.00 321-325 18.25 521-525 28.25 721-725 
38. 

.25 

921-925 48.25 

141-145 9.25 326-330 18.50 
526-5?.0 

28.50 
726-730 38, 

,50 

926-930 
48.50 

146-150 9.50 331-335 18.75 531-535 28.75 731-735 
38, 

,75 931-935 
48.75 

151-155 9.75 336-340 19.00 
536 -5aO 

29.00 
736-7i0 

39, 
,00 936-940 

49.00 

156-160 10.00 341-345 19.25 541-54  5 29.25 741-7A5 39, 
.25 

941 -9  a'' 

49.25 
161-165 10.25 346-350 19.50 546-550 29.50 746-760 

39, 

.50 

946-950 49.50 

166-170 10.50 351-355 19.75 551-555 29.75 751-755 
39. 

.75 951-955 
49.75 

171-175 10.75 356- 360 20.00 
556-560 30.00 756-760 

40, 

.00 
956-960 50.00 

176-180 11.00 361-365 20.25 
561-56  5 30.2  5 761-765 

40, 

.25 961-965 50.25 
181-185 11.25 366-370 20.50 566-570 30.50 766-770 

40, 

.50 

966-970 50.50 
186-190 11.50 371-375 20.75 

571-57  5 30.7  5 
771-775 

40, 

.75 971-975 50.75 

191-195 11.75 376-380 21.00 

576-5S'~ 

31.00 
776-780 

41, 

.00 

976-980 

Sl.C'O 

196-200 12.00 381-385 21.25 581-585 31.25 781-785 

41 

.25 981-985 51.25 
386-390 21.50 

586-590 31.50 786-790 

41 

.50 986-990 51.50 
391-395 21.75 

591-5<>5 
31.75 791-795 

41 

.75 
991-995 51.75 

396-400 22.00 
596-6C0 32.00 796-800 

42 

.00 
996-1000 52.00 
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Environmental  Impact  Statements  in  the  Federal  Register 

In  addition  to  the  monthly  listing  of  environmental  impact  state- 

ments in  the  102  Monitor,  the  Council  provides  a  similar  weekly- 

listing  in  each  Saturday's  Federal  Register.  Subscriptions  to  the 
Federal  Register,  at  $25.00  per  year,  may  be  obtained  by  writing 
to  the  Superintendent  of  Docioments,  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office, 

20402.   The  Federal  Register  is  also  available  in  many  public  lib- 
raries . 
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A  NOTICE  TO  OUR  SUBSCRIBERS 

When  the  Council  found  it  necessary  to  put  the 

102  Monitor  on  a  paid  subscription  basis  we  were  concerned 

that  the  changed  policy  could  interrupt  service.   It  was 

in  order  to  prevent  such  a  situation  that  we  gave  three 

months  advanced  notice,  and  many  of  our  subscribers  did 

take  advantage  of  it.   The  unfortunate  circumstances 

however,  are  that  as  a  Government  Printing  Office  publication, 

the  Monitor  is  subject  to  GPO ' s  normal  delay  in  processing. 

That  delay  may  be  as  much  as  three  months.   If  after  waiting 

a  reasonable  length  of  time  you  do  not  receive  your  102 

Monitor,  please  direct  inquiries  to: 

Customer  Service  Section 

Superintendent  of  Documents 
P.O.  Box  1513 
Washington,  D.C.,   20013 

At  the  present  time,  however,  we  can  only  apologize  for  any 

inconvenience  which  you  may  have  encountered. 

For  the  benefit  of  those  who  have  not  received  back 

issues,  the  source  for  them  is  on  page  23. 
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SOURCE  FOR  BACK  ISSUES  OF 
THE  102  MONITOR 

Because  the  supply  of  past  issues  of  the  102  Monitor  is  not 
sufficient  to  meet  all  requests,  a  list  is  provided  below 

indicating  where  the  various  issues  of  the  102  Monitor 
appeared  in  the  Congressional  Record.   You  may  wish  to  order 
these  Congressional  Records  from  the  Superintendent  of 
Documents,  U.S.  Governmeit  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C. 

20402  (  $0.60  per  copy) • 

(page  E  3607)  -  April  28,  1971 

(page  E  5151)  -  May  27,  1971 

(page  E  6023)  -  June  16,  1971 

(page  E  ti^oo)    -   July  28,  1971 

(page  E  9483)  -  September  13,  1971 

(page  E  10002)  -  September  24,  1971 

(page  E  11596)  -  November  1,  1971 

(page  E  12213)  ~  November  15,  1971 

(page  E  13322)  -  December  11,  1971 

(page  E  76)  -  January  18,  1972 

(page  E  1886)  -  March  2,  1972 

(page  E  2409)  -  March  13,  1972 

(page  E  3778)  -  April  13,  1972 

(page  E  4929)  -  May  13,  1972 

(page  E  6489)  -  June  27,  1972 

Vol. 1,  Nos.  1,  2, &  3 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 1,  No.  4 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 1,  No,  5 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 1,  No.  6 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 1,  No.  7 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 1,  No.  8 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 1,  No.  9 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 1,  No.  10 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 1,  No.  11 

Congressional Record 
Vol, 1,  No.  12 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 2,  No,  1 

Congressional Record 
Vol 2,  No.  2 

Congressional Record 
Vol 2,  No.  3 

Congressional Record 
Vol 2,  No.  4 

Congressional Record 
Vol ,  2,  No,  5 

Congressional Record 
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To  Supcrinfendent  of  Docu- 
menh.  Government  Print- 

ing Office,  Washington, 
D.C.    20402 

Dot* 
-,  19. 

Nam* 

Slr*«t  oddrttt 

City 

Slate    -   -—     Zip  Code 

POH  UK  or  (urr.  or  docs. 

Enclosed 

To  b<  mailed 
later   

Subtcription   

Refund   

Coupon  Refund  . 

Poitase   

CATALOG  NO. 
QUAN- 
TITY 

DKSIRKD 
TITL«  OP  PUBLICATION 

PRICE 
PER 
COPY 

TOTAL 

s 

FOR  ADDITIONAL  SPACE  AHACH  ANOTHER  SHEET.                          TOTAL  AMOUNT  ENCLOSED.. s   

ItvtPORTANT 

Pleat*  include  your  ZIP  CODE  wlicn  flllins  out  ihc  mollins  label  below. 

U.S.  GOVERNMENT  PRINTING  OFFICE 

PUBLIC   DOCUMENTS  DEPARTMENT 

WASHINGTON,  D.C.      20402 

OFFICIAL  BUSINESS 

RETURN  AFTER  5  DAYS 

Name      

Street  address  . 

City  and  State ZIP  Code 
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Table  of  Abbreviations 

In  many  cases  the  102  Monitor   refers  to  Federal  agencies  through 

the  use  of  abbreviations.  While  many  of  these  are  of  standard  usage, 

others  may  be  not  so  familiar.  For  the  convenience  of  the  reader, 
therefore,  the  following  table  has  been  produced. 

USDA  DtPAFT.-liZl.  r  OF  AC;FTCnLTii"P 
ARC  APPALACHIAN  FEGIONAL  COMMISSION 
AFC  ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 
DOC  DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
DOD  DFPAP.TMENT  OF  DEFENSE 
USA  DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE,  Army 
USAF  DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE,  Air  Force 
DSA  DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE,  Supply  Agency 
USN  DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE,  Navy 
CCF  DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE,  Acmy  Corps 
DF<BC  DELAWARE  RIVER  BASIN  COMMISSION 
EFA  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 
FPC  FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 
GSA  GENERAL  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION 
KEW  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEW 
HUD  DEPARTMENT  OF  HOD 

DOT  DEPAPTMEN"^  OF  INTERIOR 
TPWC  INTEFNA" TONAL  BOUNDARY  AND  WATER  COMM. 

DJdS  DEPArTMEN"^  Or  JUSTICE 
NASA  NATIONAL  AEFC.NAUTICS  AND  SPACE  ADMIN. 
KSF  NATTONPT.  SCli.NCE  FOUNDATION 

NEBB  Nl.   j.hGLAND  PIVES  BASINS  CO^^MISSION 
OST  o:^FTCr  C'--    SClENCF  AKD  TECHNOLOGY 

rF3C  PACIFIC  NORTHWEST  RIVER  3ASINS  COMMISSION 
TVA  TL^:NESSEE  VA'.l.EY  AUTHORITY 

DOT  DEPARTMENT'  OF  T  p  A  N  SPO  R  T  ATION 
TPEA  TFEASUPY  DEPAFTMENT 
WRC  U.S.  WATER  RESOURCES  COUNCIL 
VA  VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 
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On  the  following  pages  are  environmental  impact  statements  received 
by  the  Council  from  September  1  through  September  30,  1972.  At  the 
head  of  the  listing  of  statements  received  from  each  agency  is  the 
name  of  an  individual  who  car  answer  questions  regarding  those 
statements . 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Contact:       Dr.  T.C.  Byerly 
Office  of  the  Secretary 
Washington,  C.C.  20250 

(202)  388-78C3 

Agricultural  Stab,  and  Conserv.  Service 

Final  Date 

Wheat,  Feed  Grain  and  Cotton  Set- Aside  Program         09/18 

The  statement  discusses  a  program,  established  under  the 
Agricultural  Act  of  1970,  which  instructs  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  to  provide  a  set-aside  of  cropland  if  he  deter- 

mines that  the  total  supply  of  wheat,  feed  grain  ,  or  cotton 
is  likely  to  be  excessive.   Approximately  60  million  acres 
have  been  so  set-aside  in  1972.   Impacts  discussed  are 
those  of  uses  of  the  set-aside  land,  including  use  as  wild- 

life food  plots  or  habitat.   (205  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADS  BY:  EPA   DOI   USDA 

various  state  agencies 
(ELR  CPCER  #  05289)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5289F) 

Forest  Service 

Draft  Date 

Mazatzal  Wilderness  09/26 

Arizona 
County:         Maricopa 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  drilling  (to  1000')  of 
3sites  by  private  parties  who  have  located  22  irining  claims 
in  the  Wilderness,  which  is  part  of  the  Tonto  National  For- 

est.  The  purpose  of  the  action  is  that  of  determining  the 
economic  mineral  potential  of  the  claims.   The  operation 
would  necessitate  construction  of  an  access  road,  the  devel- 

opment of  a  «<ater  source  (which  could  affect  downstream 
riparian  habitat)  and  the  leveling  of  sites  and  the  deposi- 

tion of  sludge  with  resultant  lasting  scars  upon  the  land- 
scape.  This  is  in  direct  conflict  with  the  basic 

philosophy  of  wilderness.   If  drilling  stibstantiates 
the  presence  of  a  large  body  of  ore  and  mining  results, 
a  portion  of  the  wilderness  could  be  lost.   (42  pages) 
(ELR  Order  #  05355)      (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5355D) 
El  Dorado  National  Forest  09/26 

California 
County:         Alpine         Amador         El  Dorado 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  development  of  the 
Kirkwood  Winter  Sports  Complex  in  the  Forest,   The  develop- 

ment will  include  13  ski  lifts,  a  day  lodge,  support  faci- 
lities, and  commercial  and  residential  construction  to  ac- 

commodate 2,500  living  units  (including  some  year  round 
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units)  .   Some  wildlife  habitat  will  be.  lost;  species  par- 
ticularly affected  will  be  the  pine  marten  and  the  Colum- 

bian black-tailed  deer.   Major  impact  will  te  upon  soil, 
and  water  quality  and  esthetics.   (53  pages) 
(EL.^  CBDER  »  0535U)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  535UD) 

Bergland  Hill  09/19 

t    Michigan 
County:         Ontonagon 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  granting  of  a  special 

»use  permit  to  a  private  developer  for  the  development  of  a 
ski  complex,  with  an  ultiirate  capacity  of  3,000  skiers  per 
day.   Approximately  280  acres  of  federally  owned  lands  are 
involved.   Completion  of  the  project  would  necessitate  the 
modification  of  timber  management  plans  on  12,000  acres  of 
land;  the  lack  of  zoning  could  result  in  uncontrolled  local 

development;  soil  and  water  quality  will  be  affected.   So- 
lid waste  disposal  will  require  the  development  of  sanitary 

landfill.   (None  presently  exist)  .   (48  pages) 
(£LR  ORDER  (*  05292)     (NlIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5292D) 

Mt.  Hood  Meadows  09/19 

Oregon 
County:         Hood  River 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  an 
additional  chairlift,  a  network  of  intermediate  ski  runs, 

toilet  facilities,  and  a  parking  area  at  the  Mt.  Hood  Mea- 
dows ski  area.   The  project  will  have  impacts  upon  water, 

air,  soil  and  noise.   (32  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05291)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  52910) 

Final  Date 

Santa  Fe  National  Forest  09/01 

New  Mexico 
County:         Sandoval        Santa  Fe 
The  statement  refers  to  a  proposed  transfer  of  13,440  acres 
of  Forest  lands  to  the  Cochiti  Pueblo.   The  land  would  be 
utilized  for  the  grazing  of  animals  and  would  serve  as  a 
buffer  between  the  Forest  and  Indian  developments  at 
Cochiti  Lake.   (76  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  CCF   EPA   DOI   DOT 

,     (ELR  ORDER  t  05204)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5204F) 

Mt.  Ashland  Chairlift  Number  2  09/08 

Oregon 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction 
of  an  additional  chairlift  at  the  Mt.  Ashland 
winter  sports  facility,  in  order  to  provide 
intermediate  skiing.   The  action  will  increase  the 
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chance    ot    polluting    the    Ashland    Municipal    Watershed 
(60    pages) . 
COMMENTS    MADE    BY:     USDA    COE       DOC       EPA       HtJD       DOI 

(ti:?    OBDER    t    05232)  (NTIS    ORDER    »    EI  S    72    5232F) 

Rural    Electrification   Service 

Final Date 

09/08 

Arizona 

County:  Cochise  Pima 
Ihe    statement    refers    tc    a    proposed    change    of    purpose    for 
15,409,028    of    a    prior    REA    loan,    in    order    to   construct    73 
niles    of    230    kV    transmission    line    and    16   miles    of    115    kV 

line.       The    lines    will    be    intrusions    upon    the   landscape. 
(12U    pages) 
COMMENTS    MADE    BY:     USDA    EPA       DOI       DOT 

(FLR    ORDER    #    05230)  (NTIS    ORDER    #.    EI3    72    5230F) 

Transirission    Line,    Midway    to    Limon 09/2  0 

Colorado 

County:  El    Paso  Elbert  Lincoln 

The    statement    refers    to   an    application    by    Tri-State    Genera- 
tion   and    Transmission    Assoc,    for    a    loan    of    $3,708,000    from 

REA,    in   order   to   construct    80   miles   of    230    kV    transmission 
line    from    Midway    to    Liiron,    including   a    substation   at    Limon. 
The    line    will    be    an    intrusion    upon    the    landscape.        (85 
pages) 
COMMENTS    MACE    RY:     USCA    EPA       DOI 

(ELR    ORDER    #    05316)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EIS    72    5316F) 

Alma    and    Cassville    Stations 09/08 

W  i  sc  o  I  s  i  n 

County:         several 
The  statement  refers  tc  a  proposed  loan  of 

ill, 320,000  to  the  Dairyland  Power  Cooperative  in  order  to 
finance  air  pollution- reducing  plant  modifications.   The 
installation  would  minimize  fly  ash  emissions.  (260  pages) 
COMMENTS  MACE  BY:  USEA  EPA   DOI   DOT 
(ELF  ORDER  #  05229)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5229F) 
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Soil  Conservation  Service 

)raft  Date 

Stevens-Rugg  Watershed  _^  09/01 

Vermont 
County:         Franklin 
The  statement  considers  the  implementation  of  land 
treatment  measures  on  10,175  acres  and  the  construc- 

tion of  a  collection  basin  and  channel  works,  for 
the  purpose  of  flood  protection.   Ten  acres  will  be 
committed  to  the  project;  construction  activity  will 
disturb  wildlife  habitat.   (17  pages) 
(ELR  OEUER  #  05207)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EI S  72  5207D) 

Pocatalico  River  Basin  09/07 

West  Virginia 
County:         several 
The  statement  refers  to  a  project  which  would  involve  the 
use  of  land  treatment  rreasuros  on  2400  acres  and  the  con- 

struction of  2  multi-purpose  dams  (for  water  supply,  flood 
control,  sediment  prevention  and  low-flow  augmentation). 
Approximately  11.5  miles  of  stream  and  440  acres  of  land 
will  be  inundated;  UC  residences  would  be  displaced.   (32 
pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05225)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  522.5D) 

Final  Date 

Oliver  Bottoms  09/28 

Arkansas 
County:         Sebastian 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  installations  of  1.4 
miles  of  channel  improvement  and  appurtenant  pipe  overfall 
structures  for  grade  stabilization  and  erosion  control  on 
a  521  acre  watershed.   (21  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADS  BY:  COE 

one  state  agency 
(ELR  CRDER  #  05373)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5373F) 

Cow  Creek  Watershed  09/06 

Okla  homa 
County:         Stephens       Jefferson 
The  statement  refers  to  a  flood  protection  and  erosion  re- 
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duction    project    which    would    involve    124,000    acres.       Physi- 
cal   features   of   the    project    would    be    land    treatment    mea- 

sures,   45    floodwater    retarding    structures,    one    multi-pur- 
pose   structure    (with    recreation   development),    and    2.5   miles 

of   stream    channel    clearing.       Approximately    968    acres    will 
be    inundated    and    an    additional    368    acres    will    be    used    for 

recreational    facilities,    with    adverse    effects    upon    local 
wildlife    populations.        (47    pages) 
COMMENTS    MADE    BY:     COE       EPA       FPC       HEW       DO! 

(ELR    CBDER    #    05222)  (NTIS    ORDER    »    EI  S    12    5222F) 
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ATOMIC    ENERGY    COMMISSION 

Contact:  Foe    Non- Regulatory    Matters: 
Mr.     Robert    J.    Catlin,    Director, 
Division    of    Environmental    Affairs 

Washington,    D.C.    205U5 

(202)     973-5391 
For    Regulatory    Matters: 
Mr.    A.    Giairbusso,    Deputy    Director    for 
Reactor    Projects,    Directorate   of    Licensing 

(202)     973-7373 
Washington,    D.C.    20545 

Draft  Date 

Crystal    River    Plant  09/1U 

Florida 

County:         Citrus 
The  statement  considers  the  continuation  of  the  provisional 
construction  permit  and  the  issuance  of  an  operating 
license  to  the  Florida  Power  Co.  for  Unit  3  of  the  Plant, 
The  Unit  will  employ  a  pressurized  water  reactor  to  produce 
2a52  MWt  for  an  output  of  855  MWe.   The  Unit  is  designed 

for  future  levels  of  254U  MWt  and  885  M"we.   Cooling  will  be by  a  once  through  flow  of  water  obtained  from  and  discharged 
to  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  (at  1U.5  degrees  above  ambient). 
Marinelife  will  be  adversely  affected.   (2^6  pages) 
(ELR  CRDER  #  05269)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5269D) 

Hutchinson  Island  Plant  Unit  1  09/19 

Florida 

Countj:         St.  Lucie 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  continuation  of  a 
construction  permit  and  the  issuance  of  an  operating 
license  to  the  Florida  Power  and  Light  Co.,  for  the 
start  up  and  operation  of  the  2444  MWt,  850  MWe 
pressurized  reactor  unit.   Cooling  water  will  be  drawn 
from  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  (where  fish  and  planktonic 
organisms  will  be  entrained  on  the  intake  system) ; 
discharge,  again  in  the  Atlantic,  will  be  at  6  degrees 
above  airbient.   Hutchinson  Island  is  an  important  sea 
turtle  nesting  area  and  concern  is  expressed  over 
possible  adverse  effects  to  the  turtle  population  from 
plant  lighting,  therrral  discharge,  etc.  (180  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05295)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5295D) 

Final  Date 

Leasing  of  Uranium  Reserves  09/25 

I 
Cclorado        New  Mexico      Utah 
The  statement  considers  the  proposed  leasing  of  25,000 

acres  of  AEC  controlled  land  along'  Uravan  Mineral  Belt to  private  industries.   The  area  will  be  mined  for  uranium 
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and  vanadium.   Mining  ineasures  devised   by  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  for  environmental  protection  will  be 
stipulated  in  the  leases.   (200  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  DSEfi  COC   EPA   DOD   HEW   DOI   FPC 

state  agencies  of  Colorado  ,  New  Mexico 
and  concerned  citizens 

(ELR  ORDER  »  00534)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EI S  72  53U0F) 

Quad  Cities  Nuclear  Power  Station  09/12 

Illinois 
County:         Rock  Island 
The  statement  refers  to  the  continuation  of  operating  li- 

censes to  the  Commonwealth  Edison  Co.  and  the  Iowa- Illinois 
Gas  and  Electric  Co.  for  two  units  with  total  capacity  of 
5022  MWt  and  1618  MWe  (net) .   Approximately  125  miles  of 
transmission  line  have  been  constructed.   Heating  of  2270 
cfs  of  Mississippi  River  water  23  degrees  F  above  ambient 
will  be  needed  for  cooling  until  May,  1976,  when  new  con- 

trols will  lessen  the  amount  needed  to  1160  cfs.   (345 
pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  COE   EPA   FPC   HEW   DOI   DOT 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05257)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5257D) 

Fort  Calhoun  Station,  Dnit  1  09/01 

Nebraska 
County:         Washington 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  continuation 
of  the  construction  permit  and  the  issuance  of  an 
operating  permit  to  the  Omaha  Public  Power  District 
for  the  start  up  and  operation  of  Unit  1.   The  Unit 
will  employ  a  pressurized  water  reactor  to  produce 
up  to  1U20  MWe  and  a  steam-turbine  generator  to 
provide  457  MWe.   A  "stretch"  power  level  of  1500 
KWt  and  475  MWe  is  anticipated  and  considered  in  the 

statement,   Cooling^  water  will  be  heated  to  18  degrees 
F.  above  ambient  and  discharged  at  800  cu ,  ft. /sec.  to 
a  bend  of  the  Missouri  River.   (  293  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  DOC   COE   EPA   FPC   HEW   DOI   DOT 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05203)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5203F) 

Wrr.  Zimmer  Nuclear  Power  Station  09/11 

Ohio 
County:  Clermont 
The    statement    refers    to   the   proposed   issuance    of   a   con- 

struction  permit   to    the   Cincinnati    Gas    and    Electric    Co.    for 
the    Station.    A   boiling    water    reactor    will    be   employed   to    pro 
duce    2436    MWt    and    a    steam-turbine    generator    to    provide    840 
MWe     (net).    Exhaust    steam    will    be   cooled    by    Ohio   River    water 
circulated    in  a   natural    draft    tower.    Non-radioactive   chemi- 

cal,   sanitary,    and   other    wastes    will   be   discharged    to   the 
Ohio    Fiver;    26,000    curies    of    radioactivity    in    gases    and    25 
curies    (including    20   of    tritium)    in    liquid    wastes    will    be   re 
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leased    per    year    to    the    environs;    the    i+79'    tall    cooling   tower 
will    have    a    visual    impact    upon   the    landscape;    280    acres    of 
land    will    be   committed    to    the    project.      {300    pages) 
CCMflEKTS    MADE    BY:     USDA    COE       DOC       EPA       DOI       HEW       DOT 

(ELR    ORDER    #    052U1)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EI  S    72     52mF) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Contact:       Dr.  Sidney  F,  Galler 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Environmental  Affairs 
Department  of  Comrrerce 
Washington,  D.C.  20230 

(202)  967-4335 

Draft  Date 

09/28 

New  Mexico 
County:         San  Miguel 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  33 
miles  of  2  lane  all  weather  roadway,  in  order  to  improve 
access  to  a  proposed  winter  recreation  area  which  is  in- 

tended to  stimulate  local  economic  conditions.   Approximate- 
ly 240  acres  of  timberland,  32  acres  of  rangeland,  and  300 

acres  of  wildlife  hatitat  will  be  required  for  right-of-way. 
(85  pages) 
(ELR    ORDER    #    05374)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EIS    72    537UD) 
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DEPAPT1ENT    OF    Dl-IFENSE,    Aic    ̂ orce 

Contact:  Colonel    Cliff    M.     Whitehead 
Foom    5E    425,    The    Pentaqon 
WashiKv^ton  ,    C.C.    20330 

'  (202)     OX    5    -    2Pe9 

Final  Date 

Elgin  Air  Fccce  Base  09/18 

Florida 
The    statemerts    considers    the   outleasing   of    land    to   the    Gulf 
Power    Co.     in   order    to    install    nei*    230,000    Volt    transmission 

lines    as    backup    to    the    existing    power    net.       Approxiirately 
R20    acres    of    land    would    be    required;    under    certain    weather 

coriditions    the    project    would    introduce    ozone    into    the    at- 
rrosuhere;    seme    vegetation    wculd    be    lost.       (81    pages) 
CCmJ-iEMS    ilADa    BY:     USDA    ZPA       HUD       FPC       DOT 

state    and    local    agencies 

(ELF    QRD^ld    #    052B6)  (NTIS    CRDEH    »    EI  S    12    52B6F) 
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df?akt.";ent   cf   defense.   Army 

C  O II  t  d  C  t 
r'L".    George    A.    Cunney,    Jr. 
Actin.j    Cdief,    EnviLonment al    Office 
Dicectocdte    cf    Installations 

Orfico    of    tht--    Deputy    Chief   of    Staff 
for    Logistics 
Washington,    C.C.    20310 

(232)     OX    U-U269 

Final Date 

Fort    Co  I";  ussy 

0^/13 

Hawaii 

County:  Oahu 
The    statement    considers    the    construction  of    a    15    story 
Armed    Forces    Pecreation    Center    at    Ft.    DePussy.       The    new 
facility    will    have    significant    impact    upon    local    traffic 
and    parking    is    Waikiki.     (63    pages) 
COMMENTS    KAEir    PY:     DOT 

(ELR    CKDEk    P    05260)  (NTIS    O'RDz'R    #    EI  S    72     5260F) 



DEPAPI^EM    OF    DEFENSE,    Army    Corps 

Contact:  ^^-    Francis   X.    Kelly 
iDirector,    Office   of   Public  Affairs 

Attn:    DAEN-PAP 
Office   of    the    Chief   of    Engineers 
U.    S.    Army    Corps   of    Engineers 
10C0   Independence    Avenue,    S.    W. 
Washington,    D.    C.    20314 

(20  2)     693-71  f  8 

Draft  Date 

Apalachicola  Bay  0  9/28 

Florida 

The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  dredging  of  a  new  nav- 
igation channel  and  the  construction  of  a  breakwater  at  Two 

Mile.   Temporary  turbidity  will  adversely  affect  irarine  bio- 
ta.   (18  pages) 

(ELB  ORDER  #  05370)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5370D) 

Savannah  Harbor  09/06 

Georgia 
Co\inty:       Chatham 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  granting  of  a  permit 
to  the  American  Cyanamid  Co.  for  the  construction  of  dock 
facilities  in  Savannah  Harbor.   The  facilities  would  be 

utilized  in  the  barging  to  sea  of  the  applicant's  acidic 
iron  waste  byproducts  which  result  from  the  production  of 
titanium  dioxide  pigment.   Plankton  and  benthic  organisms 
would  be  lost  at  the  dumping  sites.   (25  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05216)        (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5216D) 

South  Fork  Zun-bro  Hiver  09/27 

Minnesota 
County:         Olmstead 
The  statement  refers  tc  the  proposed  modification  of  10 
iriles  of  channel  on  the  Zumbro,  Bear  Creek,  and  Cascade 

Creek,  along  with  supplementary  levee  and  pump  station  con- 
struction.  The  purpose  of  the  action  is  that  of  flood  con- 

trol.  There  will  be  a  disruption  of  greenbelt  corridors  and 
a  loss  of  natural  riparian  habitat,   Tne  area  provides  an 
overwintering  habitat  tor  Canada  geese  and  giant  Canada 
geese  which  is  of  national  importance;  it  would  be  adverse- 

ly affected.   Two  residences  and  eight  businesses  would  be 
displaced.   (82  pages) 
(ELS  ORDER  »  05365)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5365D) 

Astoria  Unit  6  09/01 

New  York 

The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  issuance  of  a  dis- 
charge permit  (pursuant  to  section  13  of  the  River  and  Har- 

bor Act  of  1399)  to  the  Consolidated  Edison  Co.  of  New 
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York,  for  its  No.  6  generating  unit.   The  oil  and  gas  fired 
steam-electric  generating  unit  will  have  a  capacity  of  800 MW.   Adverse  impacts  will  be  associated  with  the  effects  of 
discharged  heated  cooling  water  upon  the  biological  produc- 

tivity of  the  East  Biver.   (217  pages) 
(ELR  CRDER  #  05209)     (NTIS  ORDSK  #  EIS  12    5209D) 

Murderers  Creek  09/21 

New  York 
County:  Greene 

The    statement   considers   the    issuance   of   a    permit    to    Sleepy 
Hollow    Lakes   Inc.    for    the   construction    of    an   earth-fill    dam 
and    a    323    acre    lake    which    will   be    the   central    feature   of 

a    recreational-residential    development.       The   overall 
development    would    cause   impacts   on    the    local    economy,    land 
use,    water    quality,    and    biological    resources;    added    loads 
would    be    placed   on    existing   public    services.        (59    pages) 
(ELB    ORDER    #    05321)  (NTIS    ORDER    »    EIS    72    5321D) 

Verdigris    River    Dock  09/01 

Okla  hoira 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of 
a  barge  docking  facility  of  the  Verdigris  River.   An 
unspecified  amount  of  land  will  be  affected  by  dredging 
and  dumping  operations.   (12  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05208)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5208D) 

Gathright  Lake  09/01 

Virginia 
County:  Bath^  Alleghany 
The    statement    refers    to    the   completion   of    construction 
of   a    irulti-purpose    reservoir   project   on    the   Jackson 
River.      A   cold    water    trout   stream    will    accompany 
the    project.      The    reservoir    will    require   the   acquistion 
of    12,360    acres   and    permanently    inundate    2,530    acres; 
1,700   acres   of    the    Gathright    Wildlife   Management 
Area    will    be    taken    from    production;    the    highly    scenic 
Kincaid   Gorge   will    be    significantly    altered.     (98    pages) 
(ELR    ORDER    »    05205)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EIS    72     5205D) 

Bucna    Vista  09/21 

Virginia 
The    statement    refers    tc    a    proposed    flood   protection    project 
consisting    of    an    11,700'    long    levee    and    fioodwall,    a    200* 
wide    2,800'    channel,    a    5,700'    drainage    canal    and    3   clo- 

sures.     The    covering    of    65    acres    with    levee    and    the    dredg- 
ing   of    850,000    cu.    yds.    of    fill    wii;    adversely    affect    local 

biota.       (48    pages) 
(EL^    OKCER     #     05327;  (NTIS    CaDTJR    #    EIS    72    5327D) 
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Final  Date 

Cache  River  Basin  09/25 

Arkansas 

The  statement  refers  to  a  legislative  proposal  which  woold 
allow  for  modifications  to  the  Cache  River  Easin  Project  to 
allow  the  acquisition  of  30,000  acres  which  would  be 
developed  in  order  to  iritigate  the  fish  and  wildlife  losses 
of  the  project.   The  statement  anticipates  no  adverse 
environmental  effects.   (70  pages) 
COMMENTS  HADE  BY:  EPA   DOI 

one  state  agency 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05350)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5350F) 

Santa  Paula  and  Mud  Creeks  09/22 

California 
County:         Ventura 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  debris 
basins  and  reinforced  concrete  channels  on  the  two  creeks. 
The  purpose  of  the  project  is  that  of  flood  control.   Some 
riparian  hahitat  will  te  lost.   (7a  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  OSDA  EPA   DOI   DOT 
(FLB  ORDER  #  05334)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  533UF) 

United  States  Post  Office,  Honolulu  09/25 

Mawaii 

The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a  one- 
story  general  industrial- type  building  with. a  two  story  of- 

fice wing.   Auxiliary  construction  will  consist  of  parking 
areas,  paved  maneuvering  area,  an  underpass,  and  necessary 
utilities  and  landscaping.   The  facility  will  comprise 
U00,000  gross  sq.  ft.   (56  pages) 
COMMENTS  MACE  BY:  USDA  USA   DOC   OSAF  HEW   DOI   DOT   EPA 

state  and  local  agencies 
(ELR  CRDER  #05345)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5345F) 

El  Dorado  Lake  09/25 

Kansas 

County:  Butler 
The    statement    refers    to   the    proposed   construction   of   a    dam 
and    reservoir   on   mile    100.2   of    the    Walnut    River,    for    the 

purposes   of    flood    control,    water    supply    and    quality   control, 

and    recreation.       Approximately    8,000   acres    A»ould    be    per- 
rranently    inundated    by    the    project,    with    an    additional    2,700 

acres   being    retained    for    the    flood    pool.       Fifty-four    famil- 
ies   would   be   displaced    by    the    project,    along    with    public 

utilities.        (approx.    450    pages) 
COMMENTS    MADE    BY:    USDA    EPA       DOI 

state,    local    and    regional    agencies    and 
concerned   citizens 

(ELR    0r<DER    #    05351)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EIS    72    5351F) 
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Kehoe    Lake,    Tygarts    Creek 09/18 

Kentucky 

County:  Carter  Greenup 

The    statement    considers    the   construction  of   a    dam   and    re- 

lated   facilities   for    the  purposes  of    flood   control,    recrea- 

tion,   fish    and    wildlife   enhancement,    and   water    quality    con- 

trol.      Approximately    9,813    acres,    of    which    BUS    acres    will 

be   inundated,    will    be    required    for    the    project.        (76    pages) 
CGMflENTS    MADE    BY:     USCA    EPA       DOI 

state    agencies 
(ELR    ORDER    #    05290)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EIS    72    5290F) 

Chesapeake    Bay    Hydraulic    Model  09/18 

Maryland 
County:         Queen  Annes 
This  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a 
building  to  house  a  hydraulic  model  of  the  Chesapeake  Bay 
and  a  technical  center.   The  shelter  and  attendant  parking 
areas  will  cover  approximately  17.5  acres.  (36  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USBA  DOC   EPA   HEW   DOI   DOT 

state  agencies  of  Maryland  and 
Virginia 

(ELR  ORDER  «  05284)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  528UF) 

Pearl  River  Basin  09/22 

Mississippi 
County:         Neshoba 
Proposed  construction,  upon  authorization  from  Congress,  of 
a  rulti-purpose  reservoir  project  on  the  Pearl  River.   The 
project  would  be  constructed  for  purposes  of  flood  control, 
wa-ter  quality  control,  recreation,  and  wildlife  enhancement. 
Approximately  16,000  acres  of  agricultural  and  wildlife 
lands  and  an  unspecified  amount  of  free-flowing  stream 
habitat  would  be  iniondated;  an  unspecified  number  of  homes 
would  be  displaced.  (135  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  EPA   DOI   DOT   HEM 
(ELK  ORDER  #  05331)     (NTIS  ORDER  t  EIS  72  5331F) 

Pascagoula  River  Basin  09/22 

Mississippi 
County:  Jef fersonDavis   Covington  Lamar 
The   statement   refers    to   the    proposed    project  authorization 

for    a    irulti-purpose    reservoir    project    on    Bowie    Creek.       Ap- 
proxiirately    5,500   acres   of    agricultural    and    forest    lands 
would    be    inundated.       Endangered    species    for    which    such    land 

provides   habitat    include    the    Bald    Eagle,    the   Perigine    Fal- 
con,   the    Ivory-billed    Woodpecker,    Bachman's    Warbler   and    the 

American    Alligator.        (133    pages) 
COMMENTS    MADE    BY:     USDA    HEW       DOI       DOT       WRC 

state    agencies 
(ELR    ORDER    «    05332)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EIS    72    5332F) 
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Tallahald  Project  09/22 

Mississippi 
County:         Jasper 
The  statement  considers  the  proposed  construction  of  a  dain 
and  reservoir  on  Tallahala  Creek,  for  the  purposes  of  flood 
control,  ¥ater  supply  and  quality  control,  recreation,  and 

fish  and  wildlife  enhancement.   Approximately  U,435  acres 
of  agricultural  and  forest  land  will  be  inundated.   (117 
pages) 
COMMENTS  MADS  DY:  USCA  EFA   COI   DOT 

state  agencies  and  concerned  citizens 
(ELR  C:?DSR  #  05336)     (NTIS  ORDfcR  »  EIS  12    5336F) 

Spring  River  and  Tributaries  09/18 

Missouri       Kansas         Oklahoma 
The  proposed  project  would  involve  the  construction  of  a 
dam  and  reservoir  on  Center  and  Jones  Creeks,  for  the  pur- 

poses of  flood  control  and  recreation.   Approximately  9 
iriles  of  stream  and  1,8fl0  acres  of  land  will  be  permanently 
inundated;   an  additional  3  rriles  and  1,U00  acres  could  be 
inundated  with  the  storage  of  flood  flows.   A  total  of 
5,600  acres,  including  cropland,  pastureland  and  woodland 
will  be  acquired  for  the  frcject.   (36  pages) 
CCMMENIS  MADS  BY:  USDA  EPA   FPC   HEH   DOI   DOT 

state  agencies  of  Kansas 
Missouri,  and  Oklahoma 

(ELR  OPDEP  «  05277)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5277F) 

Perry  Count  Drainage  and  Levee  District  09/18 

Missouri        Illinois 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  4 
pumping  station  and  2  new  drainage  ditches,  totalling 
13,900',  in  order  to  control  flooding.   Construction  ac- 

tivities will  affect  local  wildlife  populations.   (46  pages) 
CCKKENIS  MACE  BY:  USDA  EPA   HEW   DOI   DOT 

state  agencies  of  Missouri 
and  Illinois 

(ELR  ORDER  #  05279)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5279F) 

Little  River  Inlet  09/21 

North  Carolina 

The  statement  refers  tc  a  legislative  proposal  for  author- 
ization of  a  navigation  project  which  would  consist  of 

channels,  jetties,  dikes  and  sand  transition.   The  purpose 
of  the  action  is  that  of  improving  facilities  for  commer- 

cial and  recreational  boating.   Temporary  turbidity  will 
adversely  affect  marine  biota.   (U2  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  DOC   EEA   DOI   HEW   DOT 

state  agencies  of  North  Carolina 
and  South  Carolina 

(ELR  ORDER  #  0532U)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5324F) 



Thompson's  Creek  -42-  09/1  f 

New  York 
County:        Oneida 
The  statement  refers  tc  a  flood  protection  project  which 

would  consist  of  a  diversion  structure,  channel  works,  cul- 
verts, etc.   The  channel  will  act  as  a  barrier  in  re- 

stricting the  circulation  of  wildlife.   (19  pages) 
CCMi^itNTS  MACE  BY:  USCA  EPA   DOI 

state  and  local  agencies 
(ELH  CI'DER  #  05285)     (NTIS  ORDtR  #  EI  S  72  5285F) 

Willow  Island  Locks  and  Dam  09/18 

Ohio  West  Virginia 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  and  operation  of 
a  high-lift  non-naviqable  gated  dam  with  a  irain  and  auxi- 

liary lock,  and  related  actions,  on  the  Ohio  River.   Approxi 
niately  790  acres  of  land  will  be  inundated;  spoil  will  be 
deposited  on  river  islands  and  banks.   There  will  be  a  re- 

sultant loss  of  biotic  habitat.   (60  pages) 
COMMENTS  MACS  BY:  USCA  EPA   DOI   USCG 

state  agencies  of  Ohio  and 
West  Virginia 

(i::LR  ORDER  »  05278)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS72  527BF  ) 

Eirch  Lake  09/20 

Oklahorra 
County:  Osage 
The    statement    refers    to   the    proposed   construction   of    a    dam 
and    reservoir,    for    the    purposes   of    flood   control,    water 

supply   and    quality    control,    recreation,    and    fish   and    wild- 
life   enhancement.       Approximately    3,900    acres    will    be    re- 

quired   for    the    project,    of    which    1,137    will   be    permanent- 
ly   inundated    and    an    additional    1,202   will    be   subject    to 

period    inundation.       This    land    currently    provides    habitat 
for    wildlife.       (175    pages) 
COMMENTS    MADii    BY:     U  SDA    EPA       HEW       DOT 

(ELH    OHCSR    #     05319)  (NTIS    ORDER     #    EIS    72    5319F) 

Boomer    Creek    Channel    Iirprovement  09/22 

0  kla  horra 

County:         Payne 

The  project  consists  of  approximately  1U,000'  of  channel 
construction  on  West  Boomer  Creek  and  5,000'  of  channel 
iirprovement  on  Boomer  Creek..   The  project  will  include 
5,500*  of  concrete  lined  channel,  one  new  higliway  bridge, 
one  new  railroad  bridge,  11  concrete  culverts,  three  drop 
structures;  removal  of  several  foot  bridges  in  the  park; 
and  alteration  of  several  existing  bridges.   The  purpose  of 
the  project  is  protection  against  the  lOO-year  frequency 
flood.   Five  families  will  be  displaced;  59  acres  of  land 
will  be  committed  to  the  action.   (U8  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  EPA   HUD   DOI   DOT 

state  and  local  agencies 
(ELR  ORDER  t  05337)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5337F) 
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Edwards  Underground  RGservoir  09/21 

Texas 
County:  Kays  Comal 
The    statement    refers    to   the    proposed    construction    of    a 

multi-purpose    reservoir   at    the    Cloptin    Crossing    Site   on   the 
Blanco    River.       Approximately    13,5    miles    of    free    flowing 
stream    would    be    inundated    along    with    7,730    acres    of    land. 
Total   acreage    required    for    the   project    is    10,000.     (85    pages) 
COMMENTS    MADE    BY:     USCA    EPA       FPC       HEW       DOT 

(ELR    CFDER    #    05323)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EI  S    72    5323F) 

Virginia  Beach  09/21 

Virginia 
The  statement  considers  a  hurricane  protection  and  beach 
erosion  control  project  which  would  consist  of  sheet  pile 
walls  capped  with  concrete,  the  raising  and  widening  of  the 
beach,  and  certain  other  non-structural  measures.   Marine 
life  will  be  damaged  due  tc  dredging  operations.  (31  pages) 
CCMMENTS  MADii  BY:  EPA   HEW   DOT 

state  agencies 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05322)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5322F) 

Wahkiakum  Diking  District  No.  1  09/18 

Washington 
County:         Wahkiakum 
The  statement  considers  the  raising  of  portion  of  levees, 
the  addition  of  a  new  pumping  station  and  the  reconstruc- 

tion of  3  existing  stations  and  related  activities,  for  the 
purpose  of  flood  control.   The  project  will  eliminate  an 
unspecified  amount  of  iiildlife  habitat.   (60  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  DOC   EPA   DSCG 

state  agencies  of  Washington  and 
Oregon  and  concerned  citizens 

(FIR  ORDER  »  05280)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5280F) 

Mill  Creek  at  Ripley  09/18 

West  Virginia 
County:        Jackson 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  snagging  and  clearing 
of  2.5  miles  of  stream  channel  with  the  intent  of  reducing 

flood  damages  at  Ripley,   An  unspecified  amount  of  ripar- 
ian habitat  will  be  lost.   (16  pages) 

CCMMENTS  HADE  BY:  USDA  DOI 
one  local  agency 

(ELR  ORDER  #  05281)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5281F) 
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FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

Contact:       Dr.  Richard  F,  Hill 

Acting  Advisor  on  Environmental  Quality 
Room  4005 

Washington,  D.C.    20426 
386-6084 

Draft  Date 

Hoi  yoke  Dam  09/08 

Massachusetts 
County:         Hampshire       Hampden 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction 
of  modified  fish  passage  facilities  at  the  dair,  in 
order  to  allow  1,000,000  shad  and  40,000  Atlantic 
salmon  to  pass  annually.   The  project  is  intended 
to  restore  the  species  to  the  river.   Adverse  effects 
may  occur  to  resident  species.    (  96  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05228)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EI  S  72  5228D) 

Pan  Hydroelectric  Project  1894  09/28 

South  Carolina 
County:         Fairfield      Newberry 
The  statement  refers  to  a  request  by  the  South  Carolina 
Electric  and  Gas  Co.  for  a  new  license  for  the  project,  and 
authorization  to  construct  a  pumped  storage  development  and 
use  the  upper  reservoir  of  the  development  as  a  cooling  im- 

poundment for  a  proposed  nuclear  electric  power  generating 
facility.   Construction  of  the  new  storage  facility  will 
require  the  use  of  9,350  acres  of  pine  forest,  hardwood 
forest,  and  farm  land,  and  will  have  adverse  effects  upon 
wildlife  and  fish  resources.   (Approx.  400  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05376)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5376D) 

Badger-Rapide  Croche  Project  2677  09/26 

Wisconsin 
County:         Outagamie 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  approval  of  an 
application  by  the  Green  Eay  and  Mississippi  Canal  Co.  for 
a  license  for  a  hydroelectric  power  complex  with  a  total 
output  of  BOOOkw.   The  run  of  the  river  project  has  been 
in  existence  for  forty-two  years;  no  additional  impact  is 
anticipated.   (16  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05353)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5353D) 

Project  No.  2709  09/28 

West  Virginia 
County:        Tucker         Grant 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  granting  of  a  construe- 
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tion  license  to  the  Monongahela  Power  Co.  for  the  Davis 
Pumped  Stotaqe  Project.   The  project,  on  the  Blackwater 
River  and  Red  Creek,  will  consist  o{  2  reservoirs,  pen- 

stocks, a  tunnel,  a  powerhouse  with  four  2  50  MW  pump  tur- 
bines, 12  miles  of  500kV  transrrission  line,  and  "recreation facilities.   Approximately  7,600  acres  of  wildlife  habitat 

and  grazing  land  will  be  inundated  by  the  project.   (116 
pages) 
(ELR  CRDER  #  05369)     (NlIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5369D) 
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GENERAL    SERVICES    ADMINISTRATION 

Contact:  Mr.     Rod    Kreger 
Acting    Administrator 

GSA-AD 
Washington,  D.C.  20405 

(202)  3U3-6077 

Final  Date 

Argonne  National  Laboratory  09/26 

Illinois 
County:         Du  Page 
The  statement  considers  the  reassignment  of  2,040  acres 

of  land  comprising  a  portion  of  AEC's  Argonne  National 
laboratory.   The  land  would  be  assigned  to  the  Department 
of  the  Interior  for  conveyance  to  Du  Page  County.   It 
would  be  utilized  for  park  and  recreational  purposes.   No 
major  adverse  environmental  impact  is  anticipated. 
(266  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  EPA   AEC   DGI 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05356)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5356F) 
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DtPAElMBNT    OF     HOD 

:ontact:  Kr.     Richard    H.     Eroun 

Director,     Environrrental    and    Land    Use 

Planning    Division 
Washington,    D.C.     20410 

(232)     755-6186 

Date Draft 

Neighborhood  Development  Program  09/27 

Colorado 
The  statement  refers  to  a  Neighborhood  Development 

Program  which  would  provide  low  and  moderate  assisted 
low-income  housing  in  an  area  east  of  the  Central 
Business  District  of  Denver.   The  project  would  remove 
10  businesses  and  266  housing  units  from  the  72  acre 

site  and  replace  them  with  200  units  of  housing  for  the 
elderly   150  garden  apartments,  200  townhouse  apartments, 
and  150  tinits  of  high  rise  apartments.   Land  use  will 

remain  primarily  residential  but  at  a  higher  density 
level.   (106  pages) 

(ELR  ORDER  #  5364)       (NTI3  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5364D) 

Neighborhood  Development  Program  09/27 

Colorado 

The  project  is  a  Neighborhood  Development  Program  which 

provides  low  and  moderate  assisted  low-income  housing 
in  an  area  west  of  the  Central  Business  District  of 

Denver.   The  project  would  remove  27  businesses  and  140 
housing  units  from  the  41.5  acre  site  and  replace  them 
with  200  \mits  of  housing  for  the  elderly,  150  garden 
apartments,  250  townhouse  apartments  and  a  300  unit 
motel.   Adverse  effects  in  the  project  area  are  those  of 
air  pollution  and  noise  exposure.   Land  use  will  remain 
primarily  residential  but  at  a  higher  density  level. 
(105  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05366)      (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5366D) 

River  Bend  Apartments  ' 

Missouri  ^  .     ^    oo 

The  statement  refers  tc  the  proposed  construction  ot  a  ̂ a 

unit,  eight  story,  low  and  iroderate  income  apartment  
build- 

ing in  the  City  of  St.  Louis.   The  project  will  increase 

residential  density  and  demands  on  urban  systems,  and  cause 
some  iiocial  impact.   (80  pages) 

(ELR  ORDER  #  05224)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  522UD) 



Harpers  Square    Apartrrents  09/25 

Virq  inia 
County:         Princess  Anne 
The  statement  reters  tc  a  proposed  UOO  unit  Department  of 
Defense  sot-aside  housing  project,  which  is  to  be  develop- 

ed under  the  provisions  of  Section  236  HUD  subsidized  mort- 
gage housing.   The  site  is  to  the  south  of  Cceana  Naval  Air 

Station,  Virginia  Beach.   The  site  is  within  CNR  Zone  2  of 
the  Station,  making  the  iirpact  of  military  aircraft  noise 

significant  to  residents  of  the  project.   (6'^  pages) 
(ELS  ORDER  #  053U3)     (NTIS  0RD2R  #  EIS  72  53U3D) 

Final  Date 

Palo    Verde    Estates  09/ia 

Arizona 

County:  Yuma 

The   statement    considers   HUD   mortgage    insurance    under   Sec- 

tion   203-B    foi;    2    subdivisions    totalling    262    units    on    40 
acres    in    the   City    of    Yuira.       The   sites    are    located    in    CNR 
Zone    2    of    the    Yuma    International    Airport.        (42    pages) 
CCHHENTS    MADE    BY:     VA  COT 

(RLP    CRDER    #    05266)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EIS    72    5266F) 

Fort    Lincoln    Urban    Renewal    Plan  09/15 

District   of  Columbia 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  creation  of  a  racially, 
socially,  economically  and  functionally  inclusive  coinmunity 
of  16,000  persons.   Approximately  359  acres  of  Federal  land 
will  be  committed  to  the  project.   Adverse  impacts  con- 

sidered by  the  statement  include  those  of  surface  runoff, 
waste  disposal,  traffic,  and  noise  levels.   (174  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  DOC   FFA   HEW   GSA   DOI 
(ELR  CF.DER  #  05276)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5276F) 

Downtown  Urban  Renewal  Area  09/25 

District  of  Columbia 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  use  of  redevelopment 
or  "disposition"  controls  to  aid  redevelopment  of  five  ur- 

ban renewal  sites  in  the  retail  core  of  the  downtown  urban 
renewal  area.  These  controls  would  establish  permitted 

uses,  height,  lot  occupancy,  floor-area  ratios,  off-street 
parking  and  loading  regulations  for  the  sites.  The  dislo- 

cation of  small  retail  business  establishments  will  result. 
(3  volumes) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  EPA   GSA   HEW   DOI   DOT   NCPC  DOC 

local  agencies  and  concerned  citizens 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05352)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5352F) 
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Desalinization  Plants  08/11 

Virgin  Islands 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  two  2,250,000 

gpd  sea  water  desalinization  plants,  one  on  St.  Thomas, 
the  other  on  St.  Croix,  in  order  to  provide  commercial, 
industrial  and  residential  water.   The  statement  discusses 

no  significant  adverse  environmental  impact.   (59  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:   USDA  COE   AEC   DOC   DOT   EPA   GSA 

HEW 

(ELR  ORDER  #  05071)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5071F) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  INTERIOR 

Contact:       Kr.  Rruce  Blanchard 
Director,  Enviconmental  Project  Review 
Room  7260 
Department  of  the  Interior 
Washington,  D.C.  20240 

(202)  343-3891 

Draft  Date 

Prototype  Oil  Shale  Leasing  Program  09/08 

The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  leasing  of  six  tracts 
of  not  more  than  5,120  acres  each  for  the  purpose  of  Oil 
Shale  development.   Two  tracts  are  located  in  each  of  the 

states  of  Colorado,  Dtah,  and  Wyoming.   Impacts  of  the  ac- 
tion will  include  those  on  the  land  itself,  on  water  and 

air  quality,  on  fish  and  wildlife  habitat,  on  competing 
land  uses,  and  on  social  and  economic  patterns.   The  state- 

ment asseses  the  impacts  from  both  prototype  development 
and  from  a  mature  industry.   (3  volumes) 
(ELK  ORDER  #  05242)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EI  S  72  52U2D) 

Bureau  of  Outdoor  Recreation 

Final  Date 

Chattahoochee   Palisades  State  Park  09/19 

Georgia 
County:  Cobb  Fulton 
The    statement    considers    Federal    assistance    of    $1,898,250 

in    the    acquisition    by    the    State   of    Georgia    of    377,04   acres 

of    land   along    the   Chattahoochee    River    for   outdoor    recrea- 
tion   purposes.      No   significant    and    adverse    environmental 

impact    is  anticipated.       (47  pages) 
COMMENTS    MADS    BY:     USDA    DOI       DOT 

(ELR    ORDER    #    05304)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EI S    72    5304F) 

Bureau   of    Reclairation 

Draft  Date 

Fond-Foso    Improvement    District  09/01 
Call f ornia 

County:  Kern 

The    proposed    project    involves   the    construction 
of    an    irrigation    distribution    system,    which 
would    consist    of    lined    and    unlined    canals, 
pipelines,    pumping    plants,    and    related    works. 
Approximately    67,000    acre    ft.    of    water    per 
year    would    be   drawn    from    the   California 
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aqacduct  and  used  for  the  irrigation  of  22, 30^) 
acres.   An  estimated  220  acres  of  land  wo.uld  be 
taken  for  use  as  right-of-way.  (24  pages) . 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05212)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EI S  72  5212D) 

inal  Date 

Central  Arizona  Project  09/26 

Arizona         New  Mexico 

The  statement  refers  to  a  project  which  is  intended  to  pro- 
vide water  for  the  Tucson  and  Phoenix  metropolitan  areas 

and  for  lands  in  Maricopa,  Final  and  Pima  Counties  in  Ari- 
zona and  Grant  County  in  New  Mexico.   Physical  features  of 

the  project  will  include  the  following:  one  concrete  and  3 
earthfill  dams;  U  aqueducts,  including  tunnels,  a  major 
pumping  plant  and  several  smaller  plants;  and  transmission 
facilities.   The  aqueduct  system  will  require  16,000  acres 
of  right-of-way;  the  four  reservoirs  will  require  the  use 
of  38,000  acres.   (approx.  UOO  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USCA  COE   EPA   HEW   HUD   EOT   DOI 

state,  local  and  regional  agencies  and 
concerned  citizens 

(ELR  ORDER  #  05357)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5357F) 

North  Loup,  Pick-Sloan  Project  09/20 

Nebraska 
County:         several 
The  statement  considers  a  dam  and  reservoir  project  which 

is  intended  to  provide  irrigation  for  52,570  acres,  recrea- 
tion, and  fish  and  wildlife  conservation.   Other . physical 

features  include  canals,  pumping  stations,  substations, 
transmission  lines  and  recreation  facilities.   Approximate- 

ly 13  miles  of  the  Calamus  River  and  5,148  acres  of  land 
would  be  inundated.   Nine  farm  residences  and  2  school- 
houses  would  be  displaced.   There  will  be  adverse  effects 
upon  local  wildlife  population,  the  prairie  chicken  in 

particular.   (164  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  EPA   COI 

state  and  local  agencies  and 
concerned  citizens 

(ELR  ORDER  #  05308)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5308F) 

O'Neill  Unit,  Lower  Niobrara  09/27 

Nebraska 
County:  several 
The    statement    refers    to   a    legislative    proposal    to   authorize 
the    ir ulti-purpose    Norden    Dam   and    Reservoir,    which    would 
regulate   the    Niobrara    River.      The    project    would    provide    ir- 

rigation   for    77,000    acres,    recreation    facilities,    fish    and 
wildlife   conservation    and    flood   control.       Canals,    lateral 
distribution    systems,    pumping    plants,    and    transmission 
lines    would    be   constructed.      Approximately    30,355    acres 
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would  be  used  for  the  project  features;  6,300  acres  would 
be  inundated,  some  of  it  wildlife  habitat.   (217  pages) 
CCMMEMS  MADE  DY:  DOI   EPA 

state  and  local  agencies  and 
concerned  citizens 

(ELR  ORDER  #  05367)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5367F) 

Brantley   Project  09/14 

New  Mexico 
County:         Eddy 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a 
concrete  and  earthfill  daw  on  the  Pecos  River  24  miles  up- 
streair  from  Carlsbad,   The  purposes  of  the  project  are 
those  of  flood  control,  irrigation,  and  recreation. 
Approximately  5  miles  of  the  Pecos  River  would  be  inundated, 
along  with  3,000  acres  of  agriculturally  productive  land. 
An  additional  7,000  acres  of  wildlife  habitat  will  be  lost 
and  17,900  acres  will  be  reduced  in  value.   Fifteen  resi- 

dences and  other  properties  will  be  displaced.   (88  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADii  BY:  USEA  C0£   EPA   HEW   DOI 
(ELR  CEDER  I  05263)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5263F) 

Bureau  of  Sports  Fisheries  and  Wildlife 

Final  Date 

Blackteard  Island  09/13 

Georgia 
County:         Mcintosh 
The  statement  refers  to  a  proposal  that  3,000  acres  of  the 
5,618  acre  Blackbeard  Island  National  Wildlife  Refuge  be 
designated  as  wilderness  within  the  National  Wilderness 
Preservation  System.   The  island  is  located  18  miles  off 
the  Georgia  coast.   No  significant  environirental  change  is 
expected  to  occur  as  a  result  of  the  action.   (37  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USEA  CCE   EPA   DOI   DOT 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05258)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5258D) 

National  Park  Service 

Draft  Date 

Theodore  Roosvelt  National  Memorial  Park  09/19 

North  Dakota 
The  statement  refers  to  a  proposal  that  28,335  acres  of  the 
Park  be  designated  by  Congress  as  Wilderness.   Enactment  of 
the  proposal  could  result  in  restrictions  on  back  country 
facility  development,  the  construction  of  mass  recreational 
needs  in  other  areas,  and  restricted  resource  management 
practices.   (29  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  »  052^6)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5296D) 
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Office  of  Saline  Water 

Draft Date 

Desalting  Tcchnoloyy 09/15 

The  statement  refers  tc  a  proposed  5  year  extension  of  re- 
search and  development  projects  and  programs  which  are  in- 
tended to  iniprove  desalting  technology.   The  research  is 

being  conducted  under  Public  Law  92-60.   Separate  impact 
statements  will  be  prepared  on  specific  programs  as  re- 
rjuired.   (24  pages) 
(tLK  OEDER  #  05275)     (NTIS  ORDEK  »  EIS  72  5275D) 

\ 
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DEPARTMENT    OF-JUSTICE 

Contact:  Mr.    Williann   Cohen 
Land   and    Natural    Resources   Division 
Boom    2129 

Department    of   Justice 
Washington,    E.C.    20530 

(202)     737-2730 

Law   Enforcement    Assistance  Administration 

Draft  Date 

Green  Springs  Reception  and  Medical  Center  09/20 

Virginia 
County:         Louisa 
The  document  is  an  addendum  to  a  draft  statement  for  a  pro- 

posed reception  and  Medical  Center  for  the  Virginia  Divi- 
sion of  Corrections.   The  original  statement  was  received 

by  the  Council  on  July  17,  1972;  its  NTIS  Order  Number  is 
EIS  72  U900C.   (3  volurres) 
(ELR  CFDER  #  05317)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5317D) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

Contact:  Mr.  Christian  Herter,  Jr. 

Special  Assistant  to  the  Secretary  for 
Environmental  Affairs 
Room  7819 

Washington,  D.C. 
632-7964 

Draft  Date 

Iritornationai    Convent  ion.  ..  Oil    Pollution  09/08 

The    statement    refers    to    the    proposed    ratification    of    the 
International    Convention    on    Civil    Liability    for    Oil    Pollu- 

tion   Cairage    and    the    International    Convention   on    the    Estab- 
lishitient   of    an    International    Fund    for   Compensation    for    Oil 
Pollution    Damage;    and    to    the    proposed    enactirent    of    the    Act 
to    iirpleinent    these    Conventions.       It    is    the    intent    of    the 
Act    and    Conventions    tc    improve    the    quality    of    the   marine 
and    coastal    environments    by    encouraging    more   adequate    pre- 

cautions  by    vessel    owners    to   minimize      spills,    and    more   ef- 
ficiert    measures    to    contain    and    clear    up    any   such    oil 
spills.     (93    pages) 
(ELR    CRDER    #    0S231)  (.NTIS    ORDER    #     EIS    72    5231D) 
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TENNESSEE     VALLEY    AUTHORITY 

Contact:  Dr.    Francis   Gartrell 
Director    of    Invironment al    Research    and 

Developmen  t 
720    Edney    Building 

Chattanooga,    Tennessee    37*401 

(615)     755-2002 

Draft  Date 

Bear    Creek    Project  09/05 

fllatama 

County:         several 
The  statement  refers  to  the  development  of  a  U- 
reservoir  multi-purpose  watershed  project  on  the 
Bear  Creek  Watershed  in  northwest  Alabama.   Also 
involved  is  the  construction  of  a  9  mile  floodway. 
Approximately  24,000  acres  will  be  acquired  by  TVA 
for  the  project;  8,300  acres  of  land  and  69  miles  of 
unregulated  streair  will  be  inundated.   Some  archeologic 
sites  will  be  adversely  affected  and  68  families  will 
be  displaced,   (  246  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05214)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  HIS  72  5214D) 

Final  Date 

Browns   Ferry    Nuclear    Plant  09/11 

Alabaira 
County:         Limestone 
Tiie  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  and  oper- 

ation of  a  3-unit  nuclear  power  generating  station  and  a 
mechanical  draft  tower  cooling  system.   Approximately  8U0 
acres  will  be  committed  to  the  plant;  easements  will  be  re- 

quired on  an  additional  1,340  acres  for  transmission  line 

right-of-way,   SmalT  quantities  of  radioactive  and  non- 
radioactive materials  will  be  released  to  the  air  and  Water 

by  the  plant.   Ontil  the  cooling  tower  system  is  complete 
ccoling  water,  which  is  drawn  from  Wheeler  Reservoir,  will 
be  returned  at  25  degrees  above  ambient.  (456  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  AEC   USDA  DOC   COE   EPA   FPC   HEW   HUD   DOI 
USA   DOT 

(ELR  ORDER  *  05234)     (NTIS  ORDER  I  EIS  72  5234F) 

New  Lock,  Pickwick  Landing  Cam  09/18 

Tennessee 
County:         Hardin 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a  new 
.ir.ain  lock  at  Pickwick  Landing  Dam  in  the  Tennessee  River. 
Approximately  2.7  million  cu,  yds,  of  material  would  be  ex- 

cavated.  These  will  be  temporary  turbidity  of  the  River  a 
and  a  temporary  removal  from  production  of  30  acres  of 
wildlife  habitat.   (25  pages) 
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CCMKLNTS  MADE  BY:  EPA   COE   DO! 
state  agencies 

(ILK    CEDE?.    #  05288)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EI-S  72  5288F) 
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DEPARTMENT    OF    TPANSPORTATION 

Contact:  Mr.    Martin   Convisser,    Director 
Office   of    Environrrental    Quality 
UCO    7th    Street,    S.W. 
Washington,    D.C.     20590 

(202)     426-4355 

Federal    Aviation    Agency 

Draft  Date 

Isley  Field,  Saipan  0-9/13 

The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  reactivation  of  the 
presently  unused  airport  for  use  as  the  airport  for  the 
Island  of  Saipan,  Marianas,  and  the  government  headquarters 
for  the  Trust  Territory  cf  the  Pacific.   Extending,  paving, 
and  lighting  of  runways,  taxiways  and  aprons  is  involved, 
along  with  the  construction  of  terminal  facilities.   Areas 
to  be  cleared  of  brush  will  be  lost  to  use  by  wildlife  of 
the  island.   The  proposed  facilities  will  be  capable  of 

handling  intercontinental  turbojet   aircraft,   (The  exist- 
ing facilities  at  Kobler  Field,  0.75  mile  from  Isley  cannot 

be  economically  expanded  to  rneet  this  need).   (109  pages) 
(ELR  CEDER  »  05259)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5259D) 

Coluirbia- Adair  County  Airport  09/20 

Kentucky 
County:         Adair 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a  new 
airport  capable  of  accommodating  propeller  aircraft  under 
12,500  pounds  on  a  2U-hour  basis.   The  project  will  provide 
for  a  UOOO'  x  75'  paved  runway  and  future  developrpent  of  a 
1000'  extension,  mediuir  intensity  lights,  apron  and  taxiway. 
The  airport  will  be  constructed  on  predominatly  city-owned  land 
with  approximately  40  acres  acquired  from  private  property 
owners.   Air  and  noise  pollution  levels  will  increase.   (18 
pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05307)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5307D) 

Somerset  County  Airport  09/28 

Pennsylvania 
County:         Somerset 

The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  extension  (by  800')  of 
an  existing  runway,  corstruction  of  a  parallel  taxiway  and 
an  apron.and  the  resurfacing  of  existing  facilities.   Ten 
acres  will  be  acquired  for  the  project.   Operations  from 
the  new  runway  (R/W  6-24),  will  greatly  increase  the  am- 

bient sound  level  for  650  people  residing  in  the  area;  an 
elementary  school  is  located  in  zone  II  of  the  approach  and 
will  also  be  affected  by  increased  noise.   (17  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05372)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  LIS  72  5372D) 
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Date 

t-cttrick    Henry    Airport  09/25 

Virginia 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  purchase  of  200  acres 

of  farmland  to  construct  a  1,500'  runway  extension  and  to 
extend  and  strengthen  riinway,  taxiway,  and  lighting  systems. 
An  electrical  substation  will  require  relocation;  16 
residences  will  be  displaced  and  45  acres  of  shrub  growth 
cleared.   (79  pages) 
ELR  ORDER  #  05338)       (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5338D) 

Marshall  County  Airport  09/05 

West  Virginia 
County:         Marshall 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  development  of  a  new 

airport  in  the  town  of  ̂ 'loundsvi  lie.   A  paved  3300'  x  60' 
runway  would  be  constructed,  along  with  an  apron  and  a 
taxiway;  medium  intensity  lighting  would  be  ir\stalled.   An 
unspecified  amount  of  land  will  be  constructed;  one  family 
iray  be  displaced.   [U3    pages) 
(ELF  Cr<D£P  #  05^21)     (NTIS  ORDEK  ft  EIS  72  5221D) 

Final  Date 

Mt.  Vernon  Airport  09/14 

Illinois 
County:         Jefferson 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  acquisition  of  land, 
the  extension  and  lighting  of  runways  and  taxiways,  and  the 
construction  of  a  new  terminal.   The  project  will  result  in 
increased  noise  and  air  pollution;  9  families  will  be 
displaced  and  an  unspecified  amount  of  land  acquired.   (104 
pages) 
CCKMENTS  MAEE  DY:  USCA  FPA   COE   DOC   HUD   DOI   DOT 
(ELR  CPD£E  «  05262)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5262F) 

Kokomc  Municipal  Airport  09/18 

Indiana 
County:         Howard 
The  statement  considers  the  extension  of  a  runway  from 
4,000'  to  5,200',  the  construction  of  a  taxiway  and  apron, 
the  installation  of  VAST  and  lighting^and  related  facili- 

ties for  the  airport.   An  unspecified  amount  of  land  will 
be  acquired  for  the  new  development;  noise  levels  will  in- 

crease.  (45  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  COE   DOC   EPA   DOI   DOT 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05306)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5306F) 



Cuba  Hunicipal  Airport 09/14 

Missouri 
County: Crawford 

The  [jLoposGd  project  is  the  construction  of  a  new  air- 
port.  Facilities  would  include  a  3500'  x  60*  N/S  runway, 

a  2300'  X  60'  E/W  runway,  taxiways  and  aprons,  lighting, 
etc.   Approximately  110  acres  of  grazing  land  will  be  ac- 

quired for  tho  project.   Increases  in  air  and  noise 
pollution  and  the  removal  of  trees  are  the  only  adverse 
inpacts  mentioned  in  the  statement.  (33  pages) 
COMMENTS  MAD2  BY:  COE   CCI 
(ELR  ORDER  *  05267)     (NIIS  ORDEP  #  EIS  72  52f)7F) 

Federal  Highway  Administration 

Draft 

Interstate  10 

Date 

09/20 

Arizona 
County:         Maricopa 
The  statement  is  a  draft  supplement  to  a  linal  stateirient 
which  was  dated  June  15,  1971.   It  discusses  the  environ- 

mental impact  of  110  from  Ehrenberg  to  Phoenix.   (102  pages) 
(F.LR  OPDER  #  05315)     (NTIS  OHDER  #  EIS  72  5315D) 

Central  Fort  Collins  Expressway 09/01 

Colorado 
The  statement  contains  a  corridor  study  for  construction 
of  an  8-9  mile  section  of  four  lane  highway  near  Fort 
Collins.   The  number  of  displacements  and  the  amount  of 

right-of-way  required  will  depend  upon  the  alternative 
selected,   (50  pages) 
(ELP  OPDER  #  05210)     (UTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5210D) 

Elue  Heron  Bridge 09/01 

F  lorida 
County:         Palm  Beach 
The  proposed  project  will  provide  a  four-lane  crossing  of 
tlie  Intracoastal  Waterway,  from  the  mainland  to  Phil  Foster 
Park  (on  the  island)  and  continuing  to  Singer  Island.   Pro- 

ject length  is  1.015  miles.   Dredge  and  fill  operations 
will  effect  aquatic  life  systems.   Section  U(f)  land  from 
the  Phil  Foster  Park  will  be  committed  to  the  project, 
(112  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  P    05206)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5206D) 

State  Route  329 09/05 

Florida 
County:         Alachua 
The  statement  refers  to  a  proposal  to  convert  existing  two 
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lane    S.R.    329     (South    Main    Street)    into    a   four    lane    facil- 
ity   from    S.P.     .331    to    Depot    Avenue    in    Gainesville..     An    un- 

specified   number   of    businesses    will    be    displaced.     (33    pages) 
(ELP    OKCtP    *    05219)  (NTIS    ORDER    i    EI  S    72    5219D) 

1-75  09/27 

Florida 
County:  Lee  Charlotte  Sarasota 
The    prouosed    facility    will    ultimately    be   a    four-lane,    limit- 

ed   access,    divided    highway    of    interstate   standard,     52.4 
rriles    long.       The    segrrent    covered    in    this    statement    is    UI.U 
miles    long    and    lies    North    of    the    Lee-Charlotte    County    line. 
Major    environmental    impacts    will   be   the    Peace    Eiver   cross- 

ing,   the    Cecil    K.    Webb    Wildlife    Management    Area    crossing, 
the    displacement    of     people    and    the    possible    disruption    of 
surface    hydrology    in    the    area.       A    Section    U  (f )     statement 
has    been    filed    for    Wildlife    Management    Area    encroachment. 
{190    pages) 
(LLP.    CHDER    #    05368)  (NILS    ORDEK     »    EIS    72     5368D) 

Edwardsville    South    Bypass  09/15 

Illinois 
County:         Mad is en 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a  new 
four  lane  highway  facility  beginning  at  Illinois  Route  157 
and  continuing  easterly  and  northeasterly  to  Illinois  Route 
143.  Project  length  is  approximately  5.9  miles.  Eighteen 
families  and  one  business  will  be  displaced;  160  acres  will 
be  required  for  right-of-way.  (163  pages) 
(LLR  ORDER  «  05272)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5272D) 

Kansas  Route  U  09/05 

Kansas 
County:         Jefferscn 
The  proposed  project  is  the  completion  of  the  remaining 
section  of  K-4  between  lopeka  and  Atchinsori.   Length  of 
the  project  is  6.5  miles.   An  unspecified  amount  of  agri- 

cultural land  is  required  for  right-of-way.   (20  pages) 
(ELR  CRDER  #  05223)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5223D) 

Lexington  to  Paris  Road  09/25 

Kentucky 
County:         Fayette        Bourbon 
The  proposed  project  is  the  replacement  of  a  two  lane  road 
with  a  four  lane,  high  speed,  parkway  type  highway  between 
Lexington  and  Paris  Road;  length  would  be  12.1  miles. 
Thirteen  families  would  be  displaced,  a  private  country 
club  relocated,  and  a  private  school  would  lose  recreation 
ground.   (40  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05348)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5348D) 
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Route  2  09/12 

Massachusetts 

The  statement  is  a  revised  draft  for  the  proposed  recon- 
struction of  11.3  miles  of  2-lane  Route  2  in  Lexington, 

Lincoln,  Concord,  and  flcton,  to  freeway  standards.   Eighty- 
seven  residences  would  be  displaced  by  the  project.   Several 
4(f)  statements  will  be  filed,  as  the  highway  would  affect 
the  Minute  Man  National  Historic  Park,  the  Walden  Pond 
State  Preservation,  one  town  forest  and  two  conservation 
areas.   (245  pages) 
(ELK  ORDER  #  05256)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EI S  72  5256D) 

T.H.  60  09/05 

Minnesota 
County:         Jackson        Cottonwood     Watonwan 
The  statement  covers  the  proposed  construction  of  20.2 

iriles  of  U  lane  T.H.  60.   The  project  will  generally  fol- 
low the  existing  T.  H.  60  alignment  but  will  provide  by- 

passes for  the  municipalities  of  Windon,  Bingham  Lake  and 
Mountain  LakG.   Five  residences,  three  businesses  and 
three  farmsteads  will  be  displaced.   An  unspecified  amount 
of  agricultural  land  will  be  committed  to  the  action. 
(  59  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05220)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EI  S  72  5220D) 

Shepard  Road  and  Chestnut  Street  09/11 

Minnesota 
County:         Ramsey 
The  statement  refers  to  the  construction  of  a  bridge  over 
a    railroad  line  and  an  interchange  in  urban  St.  Paul. 
Temporary  congestion  will  occur  during  construction.   (17 
pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05239)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5239D) 

T.H.  14  Relocated  09/11 

Minnesota 
County:         Dodge  Olmsted 
The  proposed  action  consists  of  the  reconstruction  of  7 
miles  of  T.H.  14  on  new  location  as  a  four  lane  divided 
facility.   The  project  includes  a  0,4  mile  extension  of 
T.H.  57  in  Kasson  between  existing  T.H.  14  and  the  new  loca- 

tion.  Four  families  and  one  business  will  be  displaced; 
313  acres  of  agricultural  land  will  be  committed  to  right- 
of-way.   (35  pages) 
(FLfi  ORDER  #  05240)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5240D) 
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Route    36  09/11 
Missouri 
County:  Linn 
The    statement    refers    to    the    proposed   construction    of    5.7 
miles   of   4    lane   roadway,    including    bridges,    interchanges 
and    dual    paving.      Approxirrately    200   acres    would    bo   acquired 
for  right-of-way ;        9   residences    and    H    businesses    would    be 
displaced.       (12    pages) 
(ELR    CRDER    #    05238)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    HIS    72    52380) 

Nebraska    2  09/18 

Nebraska 
County:         Custer 
The  proposed  action  is  the  reconstruction  of  an  eight  rnile 
segment  of  Nebraska  Highway  No.  2.   The  improvement  in- 

cludes grading,  full  safety  section,  roadway  drainage  struc- 
tures and  bridging  of  Mud  Creek.   An  unspecified  airount  of 

agricultural  land  is  required  for  right-of-way.   (21  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05287)     (NTIS  CRDER  #  EI  S  72  5287D) 

County  Road  No.  65C  (Bridge  Street)  09/05 

New  York 
County:         Montgomery 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  reconstruction  of 
CR  65C  (Bridge  Street)  including  a  new  structure  over  the 
Penn  Central  Railroad  tracks.   Nine  families  and  two  busi- 

nesses will  be  displaced.   (17  pages) 
(ELR  CRDER  #  05217)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EI  S  72  5217D) 

US  441  (Gateway  to  Cherokee)  09/05 

North  Carolina 
County:        Jackson        Swain 

The  statement  refers  tc  the  proposed  widening,  re-align- 
ment and  relocation  of  5.4  iriles  of  OS  441.   The  proposal 

also  includes  a  US  1 9  East  Connector  to  connect  US  19  and 
US  441.   Approximately  90  acres  of  land  are  required  for 
right-of-way.   Three  families  and  three  businesses  will  be 
displaced.   Siltation  to  Sow  Creek,  Oconaluftee  River  and 
Tuckasegee  River  may  occur.  (37  pages) 
(ELR  CRDER  #  05215)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  521 5D) 

US  19  09/25 

North  Carolina 
County:         Swain 
The    statement    refers    to   the    proposed  reconstruction   of    U.S. 
19,    with   minor   relocations,    to    a   tour-lane    divided    highway. 
Project    length    is    6.21    iriles.       Approximately    2  50    acres    of 
land    will    be    committed    to    right-of-way.       Eight    fanriilies    and 
two    businesses    will    be    displaced.       There   will    be    temporary 
erosion   and    siltation   during   construction.       (38    pages) 
(ZLR    ORDER    #    05342)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EIS    72    5342D) 
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Charging   Eagle    Bay    Bridge    and    Approaches  09/05 

North    Dakota 

County:  Dunn  McKenzie 
The    statement    considers    alternate    alignirents    for   constroc- 
tion    of   approaches   and    a    bridge   across    the    Charging    Eagle 
Bay.       An   unspecified    airount   of    agricultural    land    will    be 
committed    to    the    project.        (27    pages) 
(ELR    CBD£R    #    05218)  (NTIS    OHD£R    #    EI  S    72     5218D) 

State    Route    30    to    State    Route    56  09/28 

North    Dakota 
County:  Logan 
The    proposed    project    is    the    reconstruction      of    an   existing 
5    rrile    roadway   section.      Two   acres    for    right-of-way    will   be 
acquired    from   the    Fisfa    and    Wildlife    Service.       Adverse   im- 

pacts   will    be   upon    wildlife,    primarily    birds.        ^^^    pages) 
(ELS    CEDE?    #    05371)  (NTIS    ORDER    »    EIS    72    5371D) 

S.R.     140    Relocated  09/25 

Ohio 
County:         Sciotc 
The  proposed  project  is  the  construction  of  0.8  mile  of 
four  lane  pavement  and  1.75  miles  of  two  lane  pavement  on 
new  four  lane  r ight-cf -way .   Twenty-two  families  and  four 
businesses  will  be  displaced;  80  acres  of  agricultural  and 
residential  land  will  be  committed  to  the  action.   (16  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  »  05339)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  SIS  72  5339D) 

Legislative  Routes  1053  and  313  09/08 

Pennsylvania 
County:         Centre         Clearfield 
The  statement  is  a  corridor  study  for  providing  a  traffic 
system  around  Philipsburg,  a  connection  between  Philipsburg 
and  1-80  at  Kylertown  and  a  connection  between  Osceala 
Kills  and  Philipsburg.   Project  length  is  approximately  24 
miles.   Eight  businesses  and  62  families  will  be  displaced. 
(68  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05227)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5227D) 

Legislative  Route  1033,  Section  A02  09/15 

Pennsylvania 
County:         Hifflin        Juniata 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  reconstruction  of  a 
section  of  existing  3-lane  L.R.  1033  into  a  four  lane 
limited  access  highway.   Length  of  project  is  6.U  miles. 
An  unspecified  number  of  businesses  and  low  incoire  families 
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will  be  displaced.   Tetrporary  sedimentation  and  siitation 
of  the  Juniata  River,  dust  and  increased  noise   levels 
will  occur  during  construction.   (68  pages) 
(ELH  OKCER  #  0  5  271)     (NTIS  0«DFP  #  SIS  12     5271D) 

LR  1022  (Traffic  iioute  219)  09/18 

E'ennsylvania 
County:         Cambria 
The  project  discussed  in  this  statement  consists  of  ap- 
proxirrately  15  irile  length  of  four-lane  relocation  of  Traffic 
Route  219.   Approximately  18  residences,  fS  1  mobile  homes, 
6  Larns  and  several  businesses  will  be  affected;   130  to 

280  acres  of  woodland  will  be  committed  to  right-of-way, 
(UO  pages) 
(ELfi    UEDEE    #    05282)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EI  S    72    52R2D) 

L.R.     1076,    Sections    3,    U,    and    5  09/22 

Pennsylvania 
County:  Allegheny 
The    proposed    project    is   a    portion   of   the   T.R.     48    Parallel 
Expressway    which    will    serve    as    an    outer    belt   circumferential 
route   around    the    Metropolitan    Pittsburgh    area.       The    action 
consists    of    construction    cf    approximately    seven    miles   of 
f cur-lane    expressway    with    interchanges    at    required    points. 
Section   4(f)     land       from    white    Oak    Park    will    be    encroached 
upon.       Twenty-six    businesses    and    107    families    will    be    dis- 

placed.      (55    pages) 
(ELR    PRDER    #    05329)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EIS    72    5329D) 

State    Route    95  09/25 

Tennessee 
County:  Loudon 
The    proposed    project.     State    Route    95,    will    be    constructed 
to    provide    a    four-lane    divided    facility,    a    medium,    and    a   mini- 

mum   right-of-way    width    of    200   ft.       The    project    length    is 
U.O    miles.       Several    displacements    would    be    necessary.       The 
project    will    involve    the    loss    of    wildlife    habitat    and 
between    75    and    90    acres    of    agricultural    land.        (17    pages) 
(ELP    ORDER    #    05344)  (NTIS    ORDEP    #    EIS    72    53UUD) 

Airport    Road  09/11 

Texas 
County:  El    Paso 
The    statement    refers    to    the    proposed    reconstruction   and 
widening   of    approximately    3   miles    of   roadway.       (28    pages) 
(ELH    ORDER    »    05237)  (NTIS    ORDER    »    EIS    72    5237D) 



state    Highway    72  09/25 

Texas 

County:         Karnes 

The  proposed  project  consists  of  constructing  a  new  pave- 
ment with  paved  shoulders.   The  project  length  is  2  iriles 

with  approximately  one  half  on  new  location.   Adverse 
effects  on  the  environirent  include  erosion,  water  pollu- 

tion, destruction  of  plant  vegatation,  and  urban  conges- 
tion.  (13  pages) 

(ELR  CPDSR  #  05345)     (NTIS  ORDEI?  #  £1 S  12    53U6D) 

State  Highway  71  09/14 

Texas 

County:  Colorado 
The    statement   considers    the    proposed    improvement    of    State 

Highway    71    from   the    Fayette-Colorado   County    line    to    1-10 
near    Columbus.      The    project    will   consist   of    a    3.5   mile 
bypaifs    of   Columbus   on    new    location   and    B.  6    iriles   of    upgraded 
highway   on    existing    location.      One    family    will    be    displaced; 
265    acres    will    be    required    for    additional    right-of-way. 
(48    pages) 
(ELR    ChDER    #    05624)  (NTIS    ORDER     #    EI  S    72     5264D) 

1-464  09/18 

Virginia 
The    proposed    project    is    the    construction   of    the    final    1.407 
irile    segment    of    1-464   to    corrplete    the   north/south    spur 
route    connecting    1-64    in   Chesapeake    and    all    points   south 
with    downtown    Norfolk.      One    hundred    sixty-four    families,    14 
businesses    and    five   non-prfit   organizations    will    be    dis- 

placed.      Section    4(f)     land,    recreational    facilities,    from 
the    Lincoln    Recreation    Center    and    the    area    adjacent    to    St, 
Helena    School    will    be    encroached    upon.        (64    pages) 
(ELR    ORDER     #    05203)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    ET  S    72     5283D) 

S.E.     90 — West    Sno-jualmie    to    Tanner  09/01 

Washington 
County:  King 
The    project    is   the    proposed   construction   of    a    six    lane 
freeway   and    appurtenances,    with    its   major    length    passing 
through    undeveloped    forest,    then    through    a    portion    of   spar- 

sely   settled    agricultural    land.       Free    movement    of    wild    and 
domestic   life    will    be    restricted,    approximately    31    families 
will   be   displaced.        (211    pages) 
(FLP    ORDER    #     05213)  (NTIS    ORDER     #     EIS    72    5213D) 

1-90  09/11 

Washington 
County:  King 
The  proposed  project  is  the  construction  of  a  10  lane 

Interstate  Freeway,   (T  90)  from  the  junction  of  SR-5 
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to  the  West  Shore  of  Morcer  Island,  3.08  miles,   along  the 
existing  alignment  of  a  four  lane  freeway  across  Seattle 
and  Lake  Washington.   Section  4(f)  lands  from  Sturgis  Park 
and  Judkins  Playground  will  be  encroached  upon.   Forty-eight 
businesses  and  179  fairilies  in  the  Seattle  Model  City 
Community  will  require  relocation.   (131  pages) 
(ELS  0«CEK  #  05235)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5235D) 

Northeast  Pacific  Street  Relocation  09/25 

Wash  ing ton 
The    project    is   the    proposed    relocation    of    Northeast    Pacific 
Street    between    1st    Avenue    N.E.     and    15th    Avenue    N.E.     within 

the    city    liirits  of    Seattle.      The    project    will    eliminate    two 
existing   arterial    streets    and    allow    these   street    areas    to 

be   incorporated    into    the    University    of    Washington's    West 
Campus    development.       Project    length    is    0.89    mile.       Two 

businesses    will   be    displaced    to   satisfy    right-of-way 
r*5yuirements .        (48    pages) 
(ELR    CEDER    #    05341)  (NTIS    ORDER     #    EIS    72     5341D) 

Final  Date 

1-65  09/12 

Alabama 

County:  Jefferson 
The    project    covered    in    this    statement    is    one    of    three 
construction   projects    needed    to    complete   the   construction 

.of    1-65    from    US31    South    of    Birmingham    to    the  Tennessee 
State   line.       Length    of    project    is    2.6    miles.       Nine    families 
and    four   businesses    will    be    displaced.       Of    the    272    tracts 

required    for    right-of-way,    230    have    already    been    acquired, 
(41    pages) 
COMMENTS    MADii;    BY:     U  SDA    AEC       COE       EPA       HEW       HUD       DOI       DOT 

(ELR    ORDER    #    05247)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EIS    72    5247F) 

US-80  09/27 

Alabaira 

County:  Dallas 

The    proposed   project    is   the    improvement   of    nS-BO    from   a   2- 
lane    rural    to   a    4-lane    rural    highway.       Project    length    is 
approximately    17.6    miles.       Approximately    294   acres   of    rural 
developed    lands    would    be   acquired.       Dislocation    includes    33 
families  and    14  businesses.       (54   pages) 
COMMENTS    MACE    BY:     OSEA    CCF       DOC       EPA       HEW       HUD       DOI       DOT 

state    and   regional  agencies 
(ELR    ORDER    #    05361)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EIS    72     5361F) 

Relocation    of    US    431  09/27 

Alabana 

County:  Russell 
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The    project    is    the    proposed    relocation    and    reconstruction 

of    approximately    13.6   iriles   of    US    431    to  a    four    land    divid- 
ed   facility.       An    unspecified   amount    of    rural    land    is    requir- 
ed   to    provide    a    300'    right-of-way.       Thirty-six    families, 

six    businesses    and    one    non-profit    organization    will    be    dis- 
placed.      (66    pages) 

C0M!1ENTS    lADi:    BY:     USDA    CCE       DOD       EPA       HE'A       KOD       DOI 
state    and    local    agencies 

(ELR    CEDEK    #    05362)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EIS    72    5362F) 

1-291  09/20 

Connecticut 
County:         Hartford 
The  proposed  pro^p>^•^  involves  the  construction  of  a  section 
of  1-291  in  the  Towtis  6f  W6tli6ifsf ield,  Rocky  Hill,  NewiAg'ton, 
New  Britain  and  Farmington,  froir  an  interchange  with  1-91 
in  Rocky  Hill  to  an  interchange  with  I-8U  in  Farmington. 
The  project  will  provide  a  part  of  the  proposed  belt  route 
around  the  Metropolitan  Hartford  area.   Project  length  is 
approximately  7.6  miles.   Section  4(f)  lands  from  the 
Churchill  Park  and  the  Eagle  Lantern  Village  Open  Space  will 
be  acquired  for  right-of-way.   Fifteen  businesses  and  56 
families  will  be  displaced;  65  acres  of  industrial  land  will 
be  committed  to  the  project.   (145  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  HUD   DOI   DOT 

state  and  local  agencies 
(ELR  CRDER  #  05309)     (NTIS  OSDER  #  EIS  72  5309F) 

Ochiockonee  River  Bidge  09/12 

Florida 
County:         Franklin 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a 
replacement  bridge  over  the  Ochiockonee  River  on  US  319 
(SR  377),   Total  project  length  is  0.17  mile.   (48  pages) 
CCMKENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  EPA   DOI 
(ELR  ORDER  »  05245)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5245F) 

Silver  Star  Road  (S.B.  438)  09/13 

Florida 
County:         Orange 
The  proposed  project  involves  upgrading  approximately  4.2 
rriles  of  S.R.  438,  partially  on  new  location,  from  a  two 
lane  rural  to  a  multi-lane  divided  urban  highway  extending 
from  S.R.  435  (Hiawassa  Road)  easterly  to  S.B.  500  (Orange 
Blossom  Trail).   The  number  of  displacements  will  depend 
upon  the  route  selected.   (Ill  pages) 
COMMENTS  MAEE  BY:  EPA   DOI 
(ELR  CRDER  t  05261)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5261F) 
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S.R.     U35  09/22 

Florida 

County:  Orange 
Ihe    twc    {jrojects   ericcmfcissed    in    this    statement    involve    the 
four    laning    of    1.785    rriles    of    the    urban    section   of    SE    435 
and    the    resurfacing    and    widening   of    four   miles    of    two    lane 
rural    SR    U35.       The    number    of    displacements    will    depend    upon 
the    route    taken.        (71    pages) 
CCMMEMS    HADE    BY:     OSDA    FPA       DOI 

state    and    local    agencies 
(ELP    OPCER    *    05328)  (NTIS    ORDKR    t    EIS    72    5328F) 

FAP    Route    1:2     (Illinois    Route    43)  09/12 

Illinois 

County:  Cook 
The    proposed    project    provides    for    the    widening    of    F.A.P. 
Route    42     (Illinois    Route    43)    to    four   lanes    from    119th 

street    to    143rd    street.      A p proximately    three   acres   of   Sec- 
tion   4  (F)     land    from    the    Ccok    County    Forest    Preserve    Dis- 

trict   are    required    for    right-of-way.       (135    pages) 
COH^ENTS    MAC?;    BY:     USCA    CGI       CFC       EOT 

(iLE    CRDEB    #    05255)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EIS    72     5255F) 

FAP    77     (Illinois    Route    59)  09/15 

I  llinois 

County:         Du  Page 
The  statement  provides  for  the  proposed  widening  of 
Illinois  Route  59  from  two  to  four  lanes  from  the  east-west 
Tollway  to  Illinois  64.   Project  length  is  7.81  miles. 

Additional  right-of-way  will  be  acquired  along  the  existing 
alignment.   Section  4(f)  land  from  the  Illinois  Prairie  Path, 
a  pedestrial  and  equestrain  path  used  for  recreational  pur- 

poses will  be  crossed.   (142  pages) 
CCMHLNTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  AEC   EPA   HEW   HUD   COI   GEO 
(ELR  CROrJP  #  05274)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5274F) 

Illinois  Route  23  09/20 

Illinois 
County:         LaSalle 
The  proposed  project  involves  12  miles  of  Route  23  from  the 
north  corporate  limits  of  Streator  to  the  south  corporate 
limits  of  Ottawa.   The  project  consists  of  widening  and 
resurfacing  9.76  miles  of  2-lane  pavement,  reconstructing 
2.24  miles  to  four  lanes  on  relocation  and  replacing  the 
bridge  over  i-Jolt  Creek.   Cnc  farmhouse  and  barn  will  be 
displaced;  several  other  properties  will  be  severed  to 
acquire  needed  right-of-way.   (78  pages) 
CCMMENTS  KADE  BY:  USDA  AEC   DOC   COE   EPA   FPC   HEW   HUD   DOI 

state  and  local  agencies 
(ELR  CRDER  #  05310)     (MTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5310F) 
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Wayrie    Street    Bridge  08/31 

Indiana 
County:         Miami 
The  proposed  project  involves  the  replacement  of  the  exist- 

ing bridge  across  the  Wabash  River  on  Wayne  Street.   A  com- 
panion project  will  provide  for  the  installation  of  flash- 

er lights  at  the  Chesapeake  and  Ohio  Railroad  Crossings, 
north  of  the  new  structure.   No  harnnful  effects  to  the  en- 

vironment are  anticipated  by  the  statement.   (23  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  EPA   DOI 
(ELR  OPDKR  »  05202)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5202F) 

U.S.  Highway  30  09/20 

Indiana 
County:         Allen 
The  proposed  project  is  the  reconstruction  of  a  segment  of 
U.S.  30  froiT  a  point  southeast  of  New  Haven  to  the  Indiana- 
Ohio  State  Line.   Length  cf  project  is  approximately  9.5 
miles.   Approximately  300  acres  of  farmland  will  be  requir- 

ed for  right-of-way,  three  families  will  be  displaced. 
(54  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  SY:  USDA  EPA   GSA   DOI 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05313)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  531 8F) 

US  20  09/27 

Iowa 
County:         Webster 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  reconstruction  of  1,7 
rriles  of  US  20  from  US  169  to  12th  Street  in  Fort  Dodge. 
The  bridge  over  the  Des  Moines  River  will  be  widened  as 
required.   Five  families  and  two  businesses  will  be  dis- 

placed,  (32  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  EPA   HUD   DOI   DOT 

state  agencies 
(ELR  ORDER  t    05359)     (NTIS  ORDER  f  EIS  72  5359F) 

K-18  09/12 

Kansas 

County:         Riley  Geary 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  5,1 
iriles  cf  2  lane  roadway,  including  bridges,  on  a  4  lane 
right-of-way,   Approxiirately  193  acres  will  be  acquired  for 
the  project.   (12U  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  CCE   EFA   USCG  DOC   HOD   OEO   DOI 
(ELK  ORDER  #  052UU)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  52UUF) 

Kansas  Route  7  09/20 

Kansas 
County:         Johnson 
The  project  is  the  proposed  reconstruction  of  12  miles  of 
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K-7,    including    bridge    construction.       Construction   activities 
will   cause    tempordry    air    and   surface   water    pollution;    some 
wildlife   cover   will    be    lost.       (87    pages) 
CCMMENTS    MADE    BY:     USEA    COE       USCG    EPA       HEW       ICC       DCI       OEC       DOT 

(ELR    CEDER    #    05320)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EI  S    72    5320F) 

Md.    Rte.    aii|   and    I-U95    Interchange  09/22 

Maryland 
County:         Prince  Georges 
The  project  is  the  proposed  modification  of  the  existing 
interchange  at  Md.  Rte.  U1U  and  I-U95  to  a  full  cloverleaf 
interchange  by  providing  additional  ramps  and  the  dualiza- 
tion  and  widening  of  Maryland  Rte.  UIU.   Project  length  is 
approximately  1.70  miles.   Fifteen  businesses  and  12  fami- 

lies will  be  displaced.   (29  pages) 
COMMENTS  MACE  BY:  DOT 
(ELK  CEDER  »  05330)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EI  S  72  5330F) 

Federal  Aid  Route  22  09/15 

Montana 
County:         Sheridan 
The  project  considered  is  the  reconstruction  of  a  portion 
ofFederal  Aid  Route  22  (Montana  16),  including  a  new  bridge 
spanning  Medecine  Lake.  Section  U  (f)  land  from  the  Medecine 
Lake  National  Wildlife  Refuge  will  be  encroached  upon. Total 
project  length  is  approximately  10  miles.  (106  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USEA  COE   EPA   HEW   HUD   COI   DOT 
(ELR  ORDER  »  05273)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5273F) 

Route  87  09/27 

M  issouri 
County:         Howard 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  reconstruction  of 
Route  81    from  the  Route  E  junction  to  south  of  Route  J. 
Approximately  120  acres  of  agricultural   land  and  10  acres  of 
brush  covered  land  will  be  comrritted  to  the  action.   Chan- 

nel changes  to  Blue  and  Richland  Creeks  will  eliminate  ap- 
proximately two  acres  of  wildlife  habitat.   Four  houses  and 

one  mobile  home  will  be  displaced.   (23  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  COE   EPA   HEW   DOI   DOT 

state  agencies 
(ELP  ORDER  #  05358)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5358F) 

Nebraska  79  09/12 

Nebraska 

County:         Dodge  Saunders 
The  proposed  project  is  the  improvement  of  1.3U  miles  of 
highway  construction  between  North  Band  and  Mort^  Eluff. 
The  construction  will  consist  of  a  new  i40  foot  roadway,  a 
bridge  spanning  the  Platte  River  and  drainage  structures. 
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An  unspecified  amount  of  agricultural  land  is  required  for 
right-of-way.   (55  pages) 
CCKMENTS  MAEE  BY:  USEA  COE   EPA   HUD   DOI 
(ELR  CRDER  #  05250)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EI  S  72  5250F) 

U.S.  73  09/20 

Nebraska 
County:         Richardson 
The  statement  considers  the  proposed  reconstruction  of  15.9 
II  iles  of  U.S.  73  between  Dawson  and  Falls  City.   The  project 
provides  for  improveirents  to  eight  bridges  including  new 
bridges  spanning  Muddy  Creek  and  Goalsky  Creek  and  a  new 
viaduct  over  the  Missouri  Pacific  Railroad.   Six  families 

will  be  displaced;  196  acres  of  land  is  required  for  right- 
of-way.   (31  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USCA  COE   EPA   DOI 
(ELE  ORDER  #  05312)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EI  S  72  5312F) 

N.Y.  Route  3  09/21 

New  York 
County:         St.  Lawrence 
The  statement  provides  for  the  reconstruction  of  Route  3 
along  the  existing  alignment.   Approximately  120  acres  of 
forested  land  is  required  for  additional  right-of-way. 
Eighteen  acres  of  Section  U  (f)  Forest  Preserve  lands  within 
the  Adirondack  State  fark  will  be  committed  to  highway  us- 

age.  (27  pages) 
COMMENTS  MACE  BY:  USDA  HUD   DOT 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05326)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EI  S  72  5326F) 

US  17  Business  (Ehringhaus  Street)  09/12 

North  Carolina 
County:         Pasquotank 
The  action  is  the  proposed  widening  of  US  17  Business  to 

five  lanes  from  US  17  Bypass  to  McCarrine  Street.   Approxi- 

mately 10  acres  of  new  right-of-way  are  required;  4  busi- nesses and  15  families  will  be  displaced.   (39  pages) 

COMMENTS  MACE  BY:  USEA  COE   EPA   GSA   HUD   DOI 
(ELK  ORDER  #  052U3)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5243F) 

Truck  Weigh  Station  on  1-85  09/12 

North  Carolina 
County:         Gaston 
The  proposed  project  is  the  construction  of  a  truck  weigh 
station  on  1-85.   Four  acres  will  be  committed  to  the 
action.   The  statement  irentions  no  effects  as  a  result  of 
this  project,  (35  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADS  BY:  USEA  DOC   EPA   HUD   DOI   DOT   USA 

state  and  local  agencies 
(ELP  CRDER  e  05246)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5246F) 
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Grant  Pass  -  New  Hopp  Road  Section  09/27 

Oregon 
County:         Josephine 
The  statenient  refers  to  the  widening  of  existing  Jackson- 

ville Highway  from  its  intersection  with  New  Hope  Road,  a 
distance  of  1.4  miles.   Adverse  effects  include  teirporary 
disruption  due  to  construction  and  the  loss  of  frontage  areas, 
(36  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  COE   EPA   HUD   DO  I 

state  and  local  agencies 
(ELE  ORDER  #  05360)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5360F) 

Hixson  Pike  (Route  a306)  09/20 

Tennessee 
County:         Hamilton 
The  statement  considers  the  proposed  reconstruction  of  Boute 
U306  from  the  SK  153  interchange  to  Middle  Valley  Road. 
Project  length  is  1.792  miles.   The  proposed  facility  will. 
consist  of  four  12*  traffic  lanes,  a  bridge  over  the 
Chickamauga  Creek  and  an  overhead  struc-ture  for  the  Southern 
Railroad.   Three  families  and  one  business  may  be  displaced. 
(38  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  COE   EPA   DOI   TVA   DOT 

state  and  local  agencies 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05311)     (NTIS  ORDER  I  EIS  72  5311F) 

S.R.  60  Bypass  09/20 

Tennessee 
County:         Bradley 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  the 
last  connecting  link  of  the  S.R.  60  bypass  which  when  com- 

pleted, will  connect  with  the  S.R.  UO  bypass  to  provide  a 
continuous  loop  highway  around  the  central  area  of  Cleve- 

land.  Project  length  is  approximately  2.2  miles.   Three 
businesses  and  sixteen  residences;  eight  of  which  are  mo- 

bile homes,  will  reguire  relocation.   Approximately  90 

acres  of  pasture  and  wood  land  will  be  committed  to  right- 
of-way.   (Ul  pages) 
COMME^TS  MADE  BY:  USCA  COE   EPA   HEW   DOT 
(ELR  CRDER  #  05313)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5313F) 

Route  164  (Western  Freeway)  09/12 

V  irg  iria 
The  proposed  project  is  the  reconstruction  and  relocation 
of  a  0.958  mile  segment  of  Route  164,  including  a  bridge 

spanning  the  Elizabeth  River.   Two  families  will  be  dis- 
placed,  (5  5  pages) 

COMMENTS  MADS  BY:  liPA   HUD   DOI 
(ELR  CPDER  *  05249)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5249F) 
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U.S.  Route  220  09/12 

Virginia 
County:         Eoanoke 
The  proposed  project  provides  the  final  link  of  a  limited 
access  thruway  which  will  extend  from  the  northern  end  of 
the  City  of  Roanoke  to  the  southern  end.   The  segment  cov- 

ered in  this  statement  is  2.6  miles  in  length  and  extends 

from  the  Franklin  Road-Maples  Avenue  intersection  to  the 
Route  419-existing  Route  220  intersection.   Twenty-two 
businesses  and  106  fairilies  will  be  displaced.   (78  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  EPA   HUE   COI 
(ELR  CRDER  #  05252)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5252F) 

Quick's  Mill  Road  (Route  612)  09/12 

Virginia 
County:         Augusta 
The  statement  is  concerned  with  the  proposed  improvement 
of  a  1,617  mile  segment  of  Route  626.    Four  families  and 

one  business  will  be  displaced  by  the  action.   An  unspeci- 
fied amount  of  agricultural  land  is  required  for  right-of- 

way.   (41  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADS  BY:  USCA  EPA   HUD   DOI   DOT 
(ELR  CRDER  #  05253)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5253F) 

Passing  Lanes  on  SR  2  09/07 

Wash  ington 
County:         Snohomish 
The  project  discussed  in  this  statement  consists  of  adding 
passing  lanes  to  an  existing  2  lane  portion  of  SR  2  on  the 
existing  alignment.   Approximately  7.5  acres  of  right-of- 
way  will  be  committed  to  the  action.   (32  pages) 
COMMENTS  HADE  BY:  USDA  DOC   COE   EPA   HUD   COI   DOT 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05226)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5226F) 

S.R.  24  09/22 

Washington 
County:         Adams 
The  proposed  project  includes  the  reconstruction  of  approx- 
miately  5.5  miles  of  S.R,  24  through  rural  farmland  and  with- 

in the  city  limits  of  Cthello.   One  family  will  be  dis- 
placed by  the  action.   An  unspecified  amount  of  agricultur- 

al lard  will  be  committed  to  transportation  uses.   (46 
pages) 
COMMENTS  MACE  BY:  EPA   HUD   DOT 

state  and  local  agencies 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05333)     (NTIS  CRDER  #  EIS  72  5333F) 
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SR    97,    Chelan    to    Jet.    SR    151  09/22 

Washington 
County:  Chelan 
The    proposed    project   consists   of    the   construction    on   new 
alignirent    of    appr  ox  innately    3.56   miles   of   SR    97.       It    will 
provide   a    controlled    access    bypass    of    the   central   business 

district   of    Chelan    with    2.2   iriles    of   four-lane    roadway 
including    two    two-lane    bridges    spanning    the   Chelan    River. 
Two    businesses    and   48    fairilies    will   be   displaced.       Approxi- 
irately   79    acres,    of    which    36   acres    is    producing    orchard, 

will    be   comiritted    to    right-of-way.       (121    pages) 
COMHENIS    MADE    BY:     tISCG    EPA       HUD       DO  I       DOT 

state   and    local    agencies    and 
concerned    citizens 

(ELS    OEDF-R    #    05335)  (NTIS    ORDER    »    EIS    72    5335F) 

U.S. Coast    Guard 

Draft  Date 

Oil    Pollution    Act    of    196  1,    Amendments  09/27 

The    statement    considers    a    bill     (S.     3766/H.     15627)  ,    which 
would    airend    the    Oil    Fpllution    Act    of    1961,    as    amended,    by 
the    iiTplem.entation   of    the    1969    and    1971    Amendments    to    the 
International    Convention    for    the    Prevention   of    the    Pollu- 

tion   of    the    Sea    by    Oil,     1954,    as   amended.       The    bill    would 
establish    rigid   control    measures   to    prevent   and    control 
pollution    of    the    sea   i3y    oil.      The    statement    indicates    that 
no    adverse    environmental    effects    would    result    from   enact- 

ment   of    the    bill.       (52    pages) 
(ELR    ORDER    #    05363)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EIS    72     5363D) 

Final  Date 

Long  Range  Aids  to  Navigation  (Loran-C)  Station        09/14 

Maine 
County:         Aroostook 
The  statement  considers  the  construction  of  a  new  Loran-C 
Transnitting  Station  in  the  Caribou,  Presque  Isle  area  of 
Aroostook.  County.   Adverse  impacts  will  include  those 
resulting  from  sewage  disposal  facilities  and  that  of  the 
visual  impact  of  antenna  towers  (600*  tall)  .   (24  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  B\:     USEA  COI   DOT 
(ELR  GBDER  #  05268)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5268F) 

Edisto  River  09/28 

South  Carolina 
County:         Colleton 
The  proposed  action  is  the  approval  of  location  and  plans 
for  a  pipeline  bridge  across  the  river.   The  purpose  of  the 
bridge  is  to  carry  fossil  fuel  ash  from  a  steam  electrical 
generating  plant  to  settling  basins  on  the  opposite  side  of 

I 



-76- 

the    river.       Both   are    properties   of    the    South   Caroli
na   Elec- 

tric   and   Gas    Co.     ' Apprcxiinately   400    acres    of    the   coirpany's 

land    will    be   committed    to    the   action;    some    of    this    is   wild
- 

life   habitat.        (124    pages) 

CCMMEN'iS    MACE    BY:     OSEA    EOC       COE       EPA       HEW       DOI       DOT 

{ELR    CBDER    #    05375)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EI  S    72    5375F) 
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Reqional  Federal  Highway  Administrators 

REGION  1 
(Conn.,  N.H.,  R.I.,  Mass.,  Puerto  Rico,  Me.,  N.J.,  Vt.,  N.Y.) 
Administrator :   Gerald  D.  Love,  4  Normanskill  Blvd.,  Delmar,  N.Y.  12054 

Tel:  (518)  472-6476 

REGION  2 
(Del.,  Ohio,  Md.,  W.V.,  D.C.,  Penna.,  Va.) 
Administrator ;   August  Schofer,  Rm.  1633,  George  H.  Fallon  Federal 

Office  Bldg.,  31  Hopkins  Plaza,  Baltimore,  Md.  21201 
Tel:   (301)  962-2361 

REGION  3 

(Alabama,  S.C.,  Georgia,  N.C.,  Fla.,  Tenn.,  Miss.) 
Administrator:   Harry  E.  Stark,  Suite  200,  1720  Peachtree  Rd,  N.W., 

Atlanta,  Georgia   30309   Tel:   (404)  526-5078 

REGION  4 

(111.,  Ky.,  Wise,  Indiana,  Mich.) 
Administrator :   Fred  B.  Farrell,  18209  Dixie  Hwy.,  Homewood,  111.  60430 

Tel:   (312)  799-6300 

REGION  5 
(Iowa,  Neb.,  Minn.,  Mo.,  Ka.,  N.D.,  S.D.) 
Administrator ;   John  B.  Kemp,  P.O.Box  7186,  Country  Club  Station, 

Kansas  City,  Missouri  64113  Tel:   (816)  361-7563 

REGION  6 
(Ark.,  Oklahoma,  La.,  Texas) 
Administrator ;   James  W.  White,  819  Taylor  St.,  Ft.  Worth,  Texas  76102 

Tel:   (817)  334-3232 

REGION  7 

(Arizona,  Hawaii,-  Calif.,  Nevada) 
Administrator;   Sheridan  E.  Farin,  450  Golden  Gate  Ave.,  Box  36096, 

San  Francisco,  Calif.  94102   Tel:   (415)  556-3951 

REGION  8 

(Alaska,  Montana,  Wash.,  Idaho,  Oregon) 
Administrator;   Ralph  M.  Phillips,  Rm.  412,  Mohawk  Bldg., 

222  Southwest  Morrison  St.,  Portland,  Ore.  97204 
Tel;   (503)  226-3454 

REGION  9 

(Col.,  Utah,  N.M.,  Wyoming) 
Administrator;   William  H.  Baugh,  Bldg.  40,  Denver  Federal  Center, 

Denver,  Colorado  80225   Tel;   (303)  233-6721 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 

WASHINGTON.  D.C.   20460 

Office  of  the 
Administrator 

AVAILABILITY  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY  COMMENTS  ON 

ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENTS 

Appendix  I  contains  a  listing  of  draft  environmental 
impact  statements  which  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
(EPA)  has  reviewed  and  commented  upon  in  writing  during  the 
period  from  September  1,  1972,  to  September  30,  1972,  as  required 
by  Section  102(2) (C)  of  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969  and  Section  309  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended.  . 
The  listing  includes  the  Federal  agency  responsible  for  the 
statement,  the  number  assigned  by  EPA  to  the  statement,  the 
title  of  the  statement,  the  classification  of  the  nature  of 

EPA's  comments,  and  the  source  for  copies  of  the  comments. 

Appendix  II  contains  definitions  of  the  four  classifi- 
cations of  EPA's  comments.   Copies  of  EPA's  comments  on  these 

draft  environmental  impact  statements  are  available  to  the 
public  from  the  EPA  offices  noted. 

Appendix  III  contains  a  listing  of  the  addresses  of  the 

sources  for  copies  of  EPA  comments  listed- in  'Appendix  I. 

Copies  of  the  draft  environmental  impact  statements  are 
available  from  the  Federal  department  or  agency  which  prepared 
the  draft  statement  or  from  the  National  Technical  Information 
Service,  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  Springfield,  Virginia 
22151. 

^vS^iW^T^Ze^^^ Sheldon  Meyers 
Director 
Office  of  Federal  Activities 

Date:    OCT  3   1972 
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APPENDIX  II 

DEFINITION  OF  CODES  FOR  THE  GENERAL  NATURE 

OF  EPA  COMMENTS 

(1)  General  Agreement/Lack  of  Objections;   The  Agency  generally: 

(a)  Has  no  objections  to  the  proposed  action  as  described 
in  the  draft  impact  statement; 

(b)  suggests  only  minor  changes  in  the  proposed  action 
or  the  draft  impact  statement;  or 

(c)  has  no  comments  on  the  draft  impact  statement  or  the 
proposed  action. 

(2)  Inadequate  Information: 

The  Agency  feels  that  the  draft  impact  statement  does  not 
contain  adequate  information  to  assess  fully  the  environraenta] 

impact  of  the  proposed  action.   The  Agency's  comments  call  foj 
more  information  about  the  potential  environmental  hazards 

addressed  in  the  statement,  or  ask  that  a  potential  environ- 
mental hazard  be  addressed  since  it  was  not  addressed  in  the 

draft  statement. 

(3)  Major  Changes  Necessary: 

The  Agency  believes  that  the  proposed  action,  as  described 
in  the  draft  impact  statement,  needs  major  revisions  or  major 
additional  safeguards  to  adequately  protect  the  environment. 

(4)  Unsatisfactory : 

The  Agency  believes  that  the  proposed  action  is  unsatisfactor 
because  of  its  potentially  harmful  effect  on  the  environment. 
Furthermore,  the  Agency  believes  that  the  safeguards  which 
might  be  utilized  may  not  adequately  protect  the  environment 

from  the  hazards  arising  from  this  action.   The  Agency  there- 
fore recommends  that  alternatives  to  the  action  be  analyzed 

further  (including  the  possibility  of  no  action  at  all) . 
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APPENDIX  III 

SOURCES  FOR  COPIES  OF  EPA  COMMENTS 

A.  Director,  Office  of  Public  Affairs 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
401  M  Street,  S.W. 
Washington,  D.C.    20460 

B.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 

Region  I 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Room  2  303 
John  F.  Kennedy  Federal  Building 
Boston,  Massachusetts    02203 

C.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  II 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Room  84  7 
26  Federal  Plaza 
New  York,  New  York    10007 

D.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  III 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Curtis  Bldg.,  6th  and  Walnut  Streets 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania    19106 

E.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 

Region  IV 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Suite  300 
1421  Peachtree  Street,  N.E. 
Atlanta,  Georgia    30309 

F.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 

Region  V 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
1  N.  Wacker  Drive 
Chicago,  Illinois    60606 

G.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  VI 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
1600  Patterson  Street 
Dallas,  Texas    75201 
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Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  VII 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
1735  Baltimore  Street 
Kansas  City,  Missouri    64108 

Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  VIII 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Lincoln  Tower,  Room  916 
1860  Lincoln  Street 
Denver,  Colorado    80203 

Director  of  Public  Affairs 

Region  IX 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
100  California  Street 
San  Francisco,  California    94102 

Director  of  Public  Affairs 

Region  X 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
1200  6th  Avenue 
Seattle,  Washington    98101 
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'\b/V 

environmental 

statements      department 

102 
monitor 

council  on  environmental  quality 

TWO  NEW  MEMBERS  APPOINTED  TO  THE  COUNCIL  ON  ENVIRONMENTAL  QUALIT"b: 

On  September  29,  President  Nixon  announced  the  nominations  of 
John  A.  Busterud,  of  San  Rafael,  California,  and  Dr.  Beatrice 
E.  Willard,  of  Boulder,  Colorado,  as  members  of  the  Council  on 

Environmental  Quality.  The  two  nominations  were  confirmed  by 
the  Senate  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  on  October 
6.  Mr.  Busterud  was  sworn  in  on  October  16,  and  Dr.  Willard  on 
October  19.  The  new  members  succeed  Robert  Cahn  and  Gordon  J.F. 

MacDonald.  Biographical  sketches  of  Mr.  Busterud  and  Dr.  Willarc 
appear  on  page  2. 

AGENCY  PROCEDURES  FOR  IMPLEMENTING  SECTION  102  (2) (C)  OF  NEPA 

The  Council  on  Environmental  Quality  recently  published  (37  F.R. 

22667-22698,  October  20,  1972),  a  cummulative  listing  of  agency 
procedures  for  implementing  section  102  (2) (C)  of  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act.  This  listing  supercedes  that  which  was 
published  last  December  (36  F.R.  23666-23712,  December  11,  1971) 
and  is  reproduced  beginning  on^-page  3. 

Contents 

1   Two  New  Council  Members 

Appointed 
1   Agency  NEPA  Procedures 

34   Agency  NEPA  Contacts 
45   Environmental  Impact 

Statements  Received  In 
October,  1972 

98   EPA  Listing  (per  Section 
309  of  the  Clean  Air  Act 
as  amended) 

109   Cumulative  Summaries  of 
Statements  Received 

ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT 

STATEMENTS  IN  THE  FEDERAL  REGISTER 

In  addition  to  the  monthly  listing 
of  environmental  impact  statements 

in  the  102  Monitor,  the  Council  pro- 
vides a  similar  weekly  listing  in 

the  Federal  Register.  The  Federal 

Register  listing  is  published  each 
Saturday. 



Mr.    John  A.    Busterud 

Mr.  Busterud  has  lieen  scrA-ins^  as  Deputy  As.sistant 

Sccrclan'  of  Defense  for  Enxironnieiital  Qualit)'  since 
1971.  Prior  to  tliis  appointment,  he  was  a  senior  partner 

in  the  l;nv  fiiiii  of  liusleriKl,  Draper  and  .^danis  in  San 

Franciseo,  sjiec  ializinc;  in  ((nisenatioii  and  antitru't  law. 
A  nati\e  of  Cloos  Bay,  Ores;.,  Air.  Bustcmd  was  bom 

March  7,  1921.  lie  iecei\cd  a  B.S.  from  t})c  University 

of  Oregon  in  1913  and  an  I-L.JJ.  from  Yale  Law  .School 
in  1949.  From  1957  to  1962  he  was  a  member  of  the 

.Assembly  of  the  California  Legislature.  He  was  founder 

and  president  oS  Headlands,  Inc.,  a  charitable  conser\'a- 

tion  organization  formed  to  a.ssist  the  California  Park."i 
Department  to  dc\e!op  ALaiin  Headlands  State  Park. 

He  also  served  as  Marin  County  cliaiiTnan  of  People  for 
a  Golden  Gate  National  Recreation  Area,  and  as  vice 

president  of  the  Associated  Regional  Cliti'/.cns,  an  organt 
zation  de\oted  to  the  study  of  regional  government  for  thfi 

San  Francisco  area.  Mr.  Bustcrud"s  activities  have  in- 
volved him  in  many  nalme  consen'ancy  projects. 

Mr.  Busterud  is  mamed  to  the  fonncr  Anne  Witwer 

They  have  three  children  and  reside  in  McLean,  Va. 

Dr.  Beatrice  E..  Willard 

Dr.  ̂ Villa^d,  an  ecologist,  is  president  of  the  Thome 
Ecological  Institute  of  Boulder,  Colo.  She  has  served 

with  ti'.c  Institute  as  executive  director  (1965-1967) 

and  vice  president  (1967-1970).  From  1963-1961,  she 
was  an  assistant  professor  of  biologv  at  South  Oregon 

College  and  was  a  teaching  a.ssistant  and  research  assist- 

tant  at  the  I'nivcr.sity  of  Colorado  from  1958  to  1963. 
Prior  to  that  Dr.  Willard  taught  in  the  public  .schools 

and  was  a  ranger  naturalist  in  the  national  parks. 

Dr.  "Willard  was  born  Decemiier  19,  1925,  in  Palm 
Spring.s,  Calif.  She  received  a  B.A.  from  Stanford  Univer- 

sity in  1947,  and  earned  an  M.A.  (1960)  and  Ph.D. 

(1963)  from  the  University  of  Colorado.  She  has  au- 
thored a  number  of  liooks  on  alpine  ecosystems  and  has 

served  as  setrclar\-  of  the  Colorado  Air  Pollution  Con- 

trol  Commi.ssion;   member  of  the   Colorado   State  Ad- 

visory Committee  on  Environmental  Education;  secre- 

tary and  trustee  of  the  Rocky  Mountain  Center  on  En- 

vironment ;  president  of  the  Colorado  Open  Space  Coun- 
cil; trustee  of  the  ,\spen  C;entcr  for  Ensiionmentai 

Studies;  and  memiier  of  the  Colorado  Environmental  In- 
ventory Advisory  Committee.  She  is  the  past  recipient 

of  the  Colorado  Wildlife  Federation's  Colorado  Conser- 
vationist of  the  Year  Award  ( 1969).  Currently,  Dr.  Wil- 

lard is  seiA'ing  as  a  trustee  of  the  Colorado  ChajJter  of  the 
Nature  Conservancy;  chaimian  of  the  Rocky  Mountain 

Chapter  of  the  Sierra  Clul);  and  as  a  member  of  the 

Ecological  Society  of  .America,  the  .American  Association 
for  the  .Advancement  of  Science,  the  .American  Institute 

of  Biological  .Science,  the  National  Parks  Association,  and 

the  \N'ilderness  .Society. 



22668 NOTICES 

COUNCIL  ON 

i    ENVIRONMENTAL  QUALITY 
IMPLEMENTATION  OF  NATIONAL 
ENVIRONMENTAL   POLICY   ACT 

Revised  Cumulative  Listing  of  Agency 
Procedures 

A  cumulative  listing  of  agency  proce- 
dures for  implementing  section  102(2) 

(C I  of  the  National  Environmental  Pol- 
icy Act  was  previously  published  by  the 

Council  on  Environmental  Quality  last 
December  (36  PR.  23666-23712,  Decem- 

ber 11,  1971) .  A  number  of  agencies  have 
since  issued  new  or  revised  procedures. 
Following  is  a  revised  list  of  current 
agency  NEPA  procedui-es.  together  with 
the  texts  of  procedures  not  previously 
appearing  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Timothy  Atkeson, 
General  Counsel. 

Department  of  Agriculture 

Departmental  procedures  dated  November  12. 
1971    (36   F.R.   23667-23669,   December    11, 
1971). 

Agricultural  Stabilization  and  Conservation 
Service  procedures  dated  December  2,  1971 
(text  follow.s  this  notice) . 

Farmers    Home    Administration    procedures 
dated   August   17,   1972    (37  F.R.   17459-62, 
August  2<J.  1972)   (final) . 

Forest  Service  procedures  dated  July  13,  1971 
(36  F.R.  23669-23672.  December   11,   1971). 

Rural   Electrification   Administration   proce- 
dures dated  June  17.  1971    (36  F.R.  23672- 

23674.  December  11,  1971). 
Soli  Conservation   Service  procedures   dated 

November    15,    1971    (36  F.R.   23674-23676, 
December  11,  1971). 

Appalachian  Regional  Commission 

Procedures  dated  June  7,  1971  (36  F.R.  23676, 
December  11,  1971). 

Atomic  Energy  Commission 

Regulatory  activities — procedures  dated  Sep- 
tember 3.  1971  (36  FR.  1B071-18076) ,  Sep- 

tember 9.  1971  (Interim);  amendments 
dated  November  26.  1971  (36  F.R.  22851- 
22854.  December  1.  1971)  (proposed). 
May  8.  1972  (37  F.R  9619-9620,  May  13, 
1972),  May  15,  1972  (37  F.R.  9779,  May  17, 
1972).  July  21,  1972  (37  F.R.  15127-15143, 
July   28,    1972).    August    4.    1972    (37    F.R. 

16035,  August  9,  1972). 

Noiiregulatory    activities — procedures    dated 
June  27.  1972  (37  F.R.  13160-13164.  July  4. 

1972). 

Canal  Zone  Government 

Procedures  dated  July  21.  1972  (text  follows 
this  notice). 

Central  Intelligence  Agency 

Procedures  dated  July  19.  1972  (text  follows 
this  notice) . 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board 

Procedures  dated  June  10.  1971  (36  F.R. 
12513-12315,  July  1.  1971). 

Delaware  River  Basin  Commission 

Procedures  dated  September  30,  1971  (36  F.R. 
20381-20382,  Oct.  21.  1971) . 

Department  of  Commerce 

Departmental  procedures  dated  October  23, 
1971  (36  PR.  21368-21370.  November  6. 
1971). 

Economic  Development  Administration  pro- 
cedures dated  March  8.  1972  (text  follows 

this  notice). 

Maritime  Administration  procedures  dated 
November  9.  1971  (text  follows  this  notice) . 

National  Oceanographic  and  Atmospheric  Ad- 
ministration (no  separate  procedures) . 

Dep rMENT  OF  Defense 

Departmental  procedures  dated  August  9. 
1971  (36  F.R.  15750-15755.  August  18.  1971 1 . 

Army  Corps  of  Engineers  procedures  dated 
January  3.  1972  (37  F.R.  2525-2531.  Febru- 

ary 2.  1972). 

Department  of  Health.  Education. 
AND  Welfare 

Departmental  procedures  dated  November  23. 
1971    (36   F.R.   23676-23679.   December   11. 1971). 

Food   and   Drug   Administration   procedures 
dated  July   3.    1972    (37  F.R.    13636-13640. 
July  12.  1972)   (proposed) 
Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 

Development 

Departmental  procedures  dated  July  16.  1971 
(text  follows  this  notice) . 

Department  of  the  Interior 

Departmental  procedures  dated  September 
27.  1971  (36  F.R.  19343-19347.  October  2, 1971). 

Alaska  Power  Administration  procedures 
dated  April  1,  1972  (37  F.R.  7008-7009, 
April  7.  1972). 

Bonneville  Power  Administration  procedures 
dated  December  30.  1971  (37  F.R.  815-817. 
January  19,   1972). 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs  draft  procedures 
dated  Aprtl  13,  1972  (text  follows  this notice). 

Bureau  of  Land  Management  procedures 
dated  June  8,  1972  (37  F.R.  15015-15020. 
July  27.  1972). 

Bureau  of  Mines  procedures  undated  (37 
F.R.  2895-2897.  February  9.   1972). 

Bureau  of  Outdoor  Recreation  procedures 
dated  March  24.  1972  (37  F.R.  6501-6504. 
March  30.  1972). 

Bureau  of  Reclamation  procedures  dated 
January  18.  1972  (37  F.R.  1126-1129.  Jan- 

uary 25.  1972). 

Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife  draft 
procedures  dated  December  1971  (text  fol- 

lows this  notice) . 

National  Park  Service  procedures  undated 
(37  F.R.  4373-4374.  March  2.   1972). 

Office  of  Coal  Research  procedures  dated 
January  18.  1972  (37  F.R.  1414.  January  28. 1972). 

OfBce  of  Saline  Water  procedures  dated  De- 
cember 28.  1971  (37  F.R.  545.  January  13. 1972). 

Southwestern  Power  Administration  proce- 
dures dated  April  14.  1972  (37  PR.  9246. 

May  6.  1972). 

tJ.S.  Geological  Survey  procedures  undated 
(37F.R.  5263.  March  11.  1972). 

Department  of  Justice 

Law  Enforcement  Assistance  Administration 
procedures  undated  (37  F.R.  4418-4422. 
March  2,  1972). 

Department  of  State 

Departmental  procedures  dated  August  31. 
1972  (37  F.R.  19167-19168.  September  19. 
1972)    (final). 

Agency  for  International  Development  spe- 
cial procedures  for  capital  projects  dated 

August  18  and  September  20.  1971  (text 
follows  this  notice). 

International  Boundary  Water  Commission 
(United  States-Mexico)  procedures  dated 
November  26,  1971  (text  follows  this notice). 

Department  of  Transportation 

Departmental  procedures  dated  October  4. 
1971  (36  F.R.  23679-23682.  December  11. 
1971). 

Coast  Guard  procedures  dated  October  13. 
1971  (36  FR.  23682-23686.  December  11. 1971). 

Federal  Aviation  Administration,  Airport  De- 
velopment Aid  Program  procedures  dated 

December  7,  1970,  amended  June  25.  1971 
(36  F.R.  23686-23695,  December  11,  1971) 
(Interim) . 

Federal  Highway  Administration  procedures 
dated  August  24,  1971  (36  F.R.  23696- 
23702,  December  11,  1971). 

St.  Lawrence  Seaway  Administration  proce- 
dures dated  November  1971  (text  follows 

this  notice) . 

Urban  Mass  Transportation  Administration 
procedures  dated  February  1,  1972  (text 
follows  this  notice). 

Environmental  Protection  Agency 

Procedures  dated  January  14,  1972  (37  F.R. 

879-885.  January  20,  1972).' Federal  Communications  Commission 

Procedures  dated  July  24, 1972  (37  F.R.  15711- 
15714.  August  4.   1972)    (proposed). 

Federal  Maritime  Commission 

Procedures  undated  (37  F.R.  20184-86.  Sep- tember 27.  1972). 

Federal  Power  Commission 

Procedures  dated  December  4.  1970  (35  F.R. 
18958-18961,  December  15,  1970):  amend- 

ments dated  April  13,  1971  (36  F.R.  7232- 
7233,  April  16.  1971)  and  November  19. 
1971  (36  F.R.  22738-22741,  November  30, 1971). 

Federal  Trade  Commission 

Procedures  dated  November  19,  1971  (36  F.R. 
22814-22815,   December    1.    1971). 

Bureaus  of  Consumer  Protection  and  Com- 
petition  (no  separate  procedures). 

General  Services  Administration 

Federal  Supply  Service  procedures  dated 
September  15.  1971  (36  F.R.  23702-23704. December  11.  1971). 

Property  Management  and  Disposal  Service 
procedures  dated  September  15.  1971  (36 
F.R.  23704-23706.  December  11.   1971). 

Public  Buildings  Service  procedures  dated 
December  2.  1971  and  November  26.  1971 
(36  FR.  23336-23338.  December  8.  1971;  36 
F.R.  23652-23654.  December  11.  1971). 

Transportation  and  Communications  Service 
procedures  dated  November  26.  1971  (36 
FR.  23274-23275.  December  7.  1971). 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission 

Procedures  dated  January  14.  1972  (37  F.R. 
6318-6319,  March  28,  1972). 

National  Aeronautics  and  Space 
Administration 

Procedures  dated  October  31,  1971  (36  F.R. 21753-21755). 

National  Capital  Planning  Commission 

Procedures  dated  August  9.  1971  (36  FS,. 
23706-23709.  December  11.  1971);  amend- 

ments dated  February  7.  1972  (37  F.R. 
3010-3011.  February  10,  1972),  March  2, 
1972  (37  F.R.  4936.  March  7.  1972).  June  1, 
1972  (37  FR.  11198-9,  June  3,  1972), 
June  29,  1972  (37  F.R.  13135,  July  1.  1972). 

National  Science  Foundation 

Procedures  dated  November  15.  1971  (36  PJi. 
23709-23410.  December  11.   1971). 

Office  of  Economic  Opportunity 

Procedures  dated  July  1.  1971  (text  follows this  notice) . 
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Office  of  Management  and  Budget 

Procedures  dated  September  14,  1971  (36  F.R. 
23710-23711,  December  11,  1971), 

Small    Business   Administration 

Procedures  dated  December  1971   (proposed) 
(text  follows  this  notice) . 

Tennessee  Valley  AuTHORrrY 

Procedures  dated  October  26.   1971    (36  F.R 
21010-21014,  November  2,  1971). 

Department  of  the  Treasury 

Departmental  procedures  dated  July  30.  1971 
(36  F.R.    14221-14222,  July  31.   1971), 

Internal   Revenue   Service  procedures  dated 
August  12,  1971    (36  F.R.  15061-15062,  Au- 

gust 12,  1971). 
U.S.  Postal  Service 

Procedures    undated    (37    F.R.    13322-13325, 
July  6.  1972) . 

Veterans  Administration 

Procedures  dated  April  24,  1972  (37  F.R.  8591- 
8595.  April  29.  1972) . 

Water  Resources  Council 

Procedures  dated  February  10.  1971   (36  F.R. 
23711-23712.   December   11.   1971). 

Department  of  Agriculture 

(Notice  EQ-71 
Guidelines  for  Preparing  Environmental 

Statements 

Approved  by : 
Carroll  G.  Brunthaver, 

Acting  Administrator. 
I.  CHANGE  in  guidelines 

The  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
(Public  Law  91-190)  requires  the  submission 
of  an  environmental  statement  with  every 
proposal  or  favorable  report  on  legislation 
and  other  major  actions  significantly  affect- 

ing the  quality  of  the  human  environment. 
USDA  guidelines  for  filing  environmental 
statements  have  been  revised  based  on  guide- 

lines issued  by  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality  (CEQ) .  The  ASCS  guidelines  have 
been  revised  within  the  framework  of  the 
USDA  guidelines. 

2.  GENERAL  GUIDELINES  FOR  IMPLEMENTING 

ASCS  Is  responsible  for  determining 
whether  the  quality  of  the  human  environ- 

ment will  be  significantly  affected  in  carry- 
ing out  its  assigned  programs 

A.  The  Act  indicates  that  "significant  ef- 
fect" may  be  either  beneficial  or  adverse,  or 

both.  These  effects  may  affect  human  beings 
directly  or  Indirectly  through  the  environ- 
ment. 

B.  The  COC.  the  STC.  and  directors  of 
Washington  divisions,  within  their  respective 
areas  of  responsibility,  shall  assist  the  Ad- 

ministrator in  determining  whether  the  qual- 
ity of  the  human  environment  will  be  sig- 

nificantly affected. 
C.  Any  questions  which  cannot  be  resolved 

locally  may  be  referred  to  the  ASCS  member 
of  the  USDA  Environmental  Quality  Execu- 

tive Committee  (EQEC). 

3.  ASCS     OFFICES    TO    PREPARE    STATEMENTS 

A.  Washington  (originating  or  designated 
program  divisions) .  For: 

1.  Legislative  proposal. 
2.  Legislative  report,  except  when  a  nega- 

tive report  Is  prepared  for  nonenvironmental 
reasons. 

3.  Major  nation?!  action. 

B.  States  and  counties  For  major  program 
actions. 

C.  COS  DPCs,  and  MFO.  For  any  major 
administrative  change  or  program  that  will 
have  significant  Impact  on  the  quality  of  the 
environment. 

4.    TYPES    OF    STATEMENTS    TO    BE    PREPARED 

A.  Draft   Required  on: 
1.  "Administrative  actions"  (major  ac- 

tions) when  first  sent  to  CEQ.  over  the  sig- 
nature of  the  Administrator,  and  made  avail- 

able to  the  public.  (See  exhibit  3.) 
2.  "Legislative  reports"  when  sent  to  OMB 

for  executive  agency  review  and  clearance. 
(See  exhibits  1  and  2.) 

B.  Final.  Required  on: 
1.  "Administrative  actions"  when  draft 

statement  has  been  modified  and  expanded, 
based  on  full  consideration  of  comments  on 
the  draft  statement,  and  sent  to  CEQ  over 
signature  of  the  Administrator. 

2.  "Legislation"  when  forwarded  to  Con- 
gress following  clearance  by  OMB. 

As  early  as  possible  and  prior  to  the  deci- 
sion concerning  major  actions  that  signifi- 

cantly affect  the  environment,  in  consulta- 
tion with  appropriate  Federal.  State,  and 

local  agencies.  ASCS  shall : 
A.  "Assess  the  potential  environmental 

impact"  In  order  to  determine  the  possible beneficial  and  adverse  effects, 

B.  "Explore  alternative  actions"  that  will minimize  adverse  impacts. 
C.  "Evaluate  both  the  long-  and  short- 

range  implications"  in  order  to  avoid  to  the 
fullest  extent  practicable  undesirable  conse- 

quences for  the  environment. 
D.  "Assess  the  economic  factors."  such  as 

impact  on  the  public  and  on  the  affected 
areas  and  industries,  including  employment, 
unemployment,  and  others. 

Prepare  when; 
A.  There  Is  a  potential  that  the  environ- 

ment may  be  significantly  affected  by  the 
action,  even  though  such  action  may  be 
localized  In  its  impact; 

B.  It  Is  reasonable  to  assume  a  cumula- 
tively significant  Impact  on  the  environment 

from  successive  implementation  of  several 
similar  actions; 

C.  The  decision  Is  a  precedent  for  action 
In  much  larger  cases  or  represents  a  decision 
In  principle  about  a  future  major  course  of action; 

D.  A  proposed  action  has  an  environ- 
mental Impact  which  Is  likely  to  be  highly 

controversial; 

E.  Determined  to  be  needed  under  pro- 
visions of  paragraph  3  of  Exhibit  3. 
7.    PREPARATION    OF    STATEMENTS 

Follow  format  In  Exhibits  4.  5.  6.  and  7. 

In  some  instances,  two  or  more  USDA  or 
other  Federal  agencies  are  involved  In  a 
major  action  at  the  local  level  which  re- 

quires development  of  an  environmental 
statement.  The  agency  funding  the  project 
is  the  lead  agency  in  developing  the  state- 

ment. (Example:  Special  project  on  stream- 
bank  stabilization  with  REAP  cost-sharing 
and  SOS  technical  assistance.  ASCS  Is  the lead  agency.) 

A.  Only  one  statement  shall  be  prepared 
for  a  project. 

B.  The  lead  agency  should  call  upon  other 
agencies  for  Inputs  In  preparing  ttie  state- ment. 

A.  When  ASCS  is  the  lead  agency.  WUl  be 
forwarded  to  CEQ  and  OMB  by  the  Admin- 

istrator, through  the  USDA  Coordinator  of 
Environmental  Quality  Activities. 

B.  When  developed  at  the  State  or  county 
level.  Statements  shall  be  forwarded  by  the 
COC  and/or  STC  through  channels  to  the 
Secretary,  ASCS  Environmental  Quality 
Committee. 

10.    AVAILABILITY     TO     THE     PUBLIC 

A.  Environmental  statements  shall  bei 
made  available  to  the  public  as  described  Ini 
the  exhibits. 

B.  Where  hearings  are  to  be  held  on  pro- 
posed major  action  or  legislation,  the  draft, 

environmental  statement  shall  be  made' 
available  to  the  public  15  days  prior  to  thei 
time  of  the  hearings. 

II.    ASSISTANCE    TO    OTHER    AGENCIES 

ASCS  shall  provide  assistance  to  otheri 
USDA  agencies  in  preparing  environmental' 
statements  and  developing  responses  to 
statements  from  agencies  within  USDA  andl 
other  departments.  These  efforts  shall  be  co- 

ordinated by  the  ASCS  member  of  EQEC.  A( 
copy  of  any  statement  prepared  on  a  matteri 
which  may  be  controversial  in  nature  shall 
be  forwarded  to  him  for  approval. 

12.    STATE    OFFICE    ACTION 

A.  Determine  whether  certain  actions  arei 
Of  a  nature  that  a  statement(s)  should  be* 
developed  for  the  entire  State  or  separatei 
statements  for  a  portion  of  the  State. 

B.  Provide  guidance  to  counties  on  proj- 
ects or  activities  on  which  a  statement  should* 

be  filed. 
13.    OBSOLETE    MATERIAL 

Notices  EQ-3  and  EQ-6. 
14.    NOTICE    DISPOSAL 

When  Incorporated  Into  planned  EQl 
handbook. 

Environmental  Control  Policy  for  Cahali. Agencies 

July  21,  1972. 

1.  Background,  (a)  Congress  has  declaredi 
a  national  policy  which  will  encourage  pro- 

ductive and  enjoyable  harmony  between  man 
and  his  environment  and  Is  promoting  efforts 
to  prevent  or  eliminate  environmental  dam- 

age. To  assure  that  all  Federal  agencies,  de- 
partments, and  establishments,  to  the  fullest 

extent  possible,  "direct  their  policies,  plans, 
and  programs  so  as  to  meet  national  environ- 

mental goals,"  a  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality  (CEQ)  has  been  established  In  the 
Executive  Office  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States.  In  particular,  and  pursuant  to  Public 
Law  91-190.  which  was  enacted  on  January  1, 
1970.  and  Is  entitled  "National  Environmen- 

tal Policy  Act  of  1969."  all  Federal  agencies 
are  required  to  submit  to  the  CEQ  detailed 
draft  and  final  environmental  Impact  state- 

ments on  all  proposed  legislation  and  other 
major  Federal  actions  significantly  affecting 
the  quality  of  the  human  environment. 

(b)  The  CEQ  has  published  guidelines  (pp. 
7724-7729,  vol.  36,  No.  79,  April  23,  19T1, 
Federal  Register,  copy  attached  as  Annex  A)" 
for  use  by  all  Federal  agencies  In  the  prepara- 

tion of  environmental  Impact  statements.  To 
Implement  procedures  required  by  these 
guidelines,  this  Environmental  Control  Pol- 

icy for  Canal  Agencies  ̂   provides  local  guide- 
lines applicable  to  the  canal  agencies. 

(c)  Proposed  Federal  legislation  or  actions 
requiring  the  preparation  of  envlronmentaJ 
statements  Include  (1)  legislation  Including 
that  Tor  appropriations;  (2)  projects  and 
continuing  activities  supported  In  whole  or 
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in  part  through  Federal  contracts,  grants,  or 
Dther  funding  assistance  and  involving  a 
Federal  lease,  permit,  licenbe.  certificate,  or 
»ther  uiuitlcnient  for  use;  and  (3)  policy, 
regulations,  and  procedure  making.  Pa&t. 
surrenf,.  continuing,  and  proposed  future  ac- 

tions. Including  but  not  limited  to  the  fore- 
going, msy  seemingly  be  localized  in  their 

impact  but  potentially  may  significantly 
affect  the  fiiiure  environment  In  any  or  all 
parts  of  the  Canal  ̂ one  and  areas  contiguous 
thereto. 

(d!  The  Governor  of  the  Canal  Zone  has 
istabllshed  an  Environmental  Quality  Com- 

mittee (EQG)-  to  act  on  environmental  mat- 
ters affecting  the  Canal  Zone. 

(e)  The  Environmental  Quality  Committee 
will  be  the  primary  reviewing  body  for  en- 
I'lronmental  Impact  statements  submitted  by 
the  Canal  agencies.  Specifically,  the  EQC  will 
(1)  determine  whether  particular  proposed 
legislation  and  major  agency  actions  require 
iubmission  of  detailed  environmental  state- 
nents:  (2)  provide  appropriate  comments  or 
iflews  for  Inclusion  in  any  required  environ- 

mental statement;  (3)  l<cep  on  file  a  copy  of 
my  environmental  statements  for  propo.sed 
egislatlon  or  actions  submitted  to  CEQ  from 
;he  Cannl  agencies,  as  well  as  copies  of  other 
itatements  relating  to  the  Canal  Zone,  when 
ivallable;  and  (4)  maintain  contact  through 
ilplomatlc  channels  with  coiinterpart  offi- 
;ials  in  the  Republic  of  Panama  to  seek  co- 
>perative  action  on  any  problems  having  a 
•ommon  geographic  sotirce. 
2.  Cunal  Zone  gtiidelinea. 
(a)  Bureaus  or  independent  units  initl- 

itlng  or  planning  legislation  or  actions  which 
hey  beMeve  may  significantly  affect  the 
luallty  of  the  human  environment  should 
aibmit  six  (6)  copies  of  a  resume  (format 
or  .-rsume  sheets  is  shown  at  Annex  B)"  to 
he  EQC.  The  EQC  will  decide  whether  an 
•nvironmental  impact  statement  is  required 
md  will  inform  the  originating  bureau  or 
mit  of  its  decision. 

(b)  If  the  EQC  determines  that  a  particu- 
.ar  piece  of  proposed  legislation  or  other 
iction  will  require  the  submission  of  an 
■nvironmental  statement,  the  originating 
nireau  or  unit  will  prepare  a  draft  statement 
n  the  format   set  out  in  Annex  C."  Eleven 
U!  copies  of  this  draft  statement  together 
vlth  a  summary  sheet  ( the  format  for  which 
s  also  set  out  in  Annex  C)  and  a  letter  of 
•ransmittal  to  the  CEQ  ■  for  signature  by  the 
jovernor  President  will  be  sent  to  the  EQC 
hrough  the  Chief.  Executive  Planning  Staff, 
t  the  proposal  is  one  which  requires  (as  will 
lorraally  be  the  case)  the  comments  of  the 
Snvironmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA)'  or 
f  the  comments  of  other  Federal  agencies 
ire  desired,  appropriate  cover  letters  for  slg- 
lature  by  the  Governor  .'President  also  will  be 
;ubmltted. 

(c)  When  comments  from  the  EPA  (where 

■equired)  and  other  agencies  are  received, 
he  origlnatijig  bureau  or  unit  will  prepare 
I  finol  environmental  statement,  using  the 
;an!c  format  as  for  draft  statements  revising 
.he  text  thereof,  whci'e  appropriate,  to  in- 
:orporate  the  views  of  connnenting  agencies, 
rhe  final  statement,  together  with  copies  of 
>U  comments  received,  will  be  forwarded  in 
he  same  maimer  as  that  provided  above  for 
fraft  statements. 

(d)  In  determining  at  what  stage  of  the 
jianning  process  the  EQC  is  to  be  first  ad- 
/Ised  of  proposed  actions  or  legislation  which 
nay  slgniflcaully  affect  the  quality  of  the 
luman  environment,  the  originating  bureau 
3r  independent  unit  will  take  into  considera- 
-lon  tne  following  lead  times; 

(i)  Review  of  draft  environmental  state- 
ments by  the  EQC  will  require  at  least  15 

lays.  This  review  may  result  in  a  recommen- 
Jation  that  further  study  of  the  proposal  Is 
^•equired  at  the  bureau  or  unit  level. 

(11)  Draft  environmental  statements  must 
be  furnished  to  CEQ  no  later  than  90  days 
before  any  administrative  action  by  th? 
Canal  agencies  is  taken  with  regard  to  the 

proposal. (ill)  Environmental  statements  which  re- 
quire comment  from  EPA  will  be  held  by 

that  agency  up  to  45  days.  Comments  from 
other  agencies  can  be  expected  to  take  a  like lime. 

(iv)  Pinal  environmental  statements  must 
be  furnished  to  CEQ  no  later  than  30  days 
before  any  administrative  action  is  taken  by 
the  Canal  agencies  with  regard  to  the 

proposal. 3.  Comments  oj  other  agencies. 
(a)  As  indicated  above,  certain  draft  en- 

vironmental statements  must  be  sent  to  EPA 
for  comment.  Areas  in  which  EPA  comments 
are  required  are  air  and  water  quality,  noise 
abatement  and  control,  pesticide  regulation, 
solid  waste  disposal,  and  radiation  criteria 
and  standards.^ 

(b)  Federal  agencies  with  special  expertise 
to  comment  on  various  types  of  environ- 

mental Impacts  are  listed  in  the  CEQ  Guide- 
lines. 

(c)  Local  Federal  sources  of  expertise  in 
environmental  matters  are  listed  in  Annex 
D  "  of  this  memorandum. 

4.  Summary  o/  agency  actions  affecting 
environment. 

(a)  In  addition  to  the  requirement  for  de- 
tailed environmental  Impact  statements,  dis- 

cussed above,  the  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget  (OMB)  has  announced  that  agency 
annual  budget  estimates  shall  be  accom- 

panied by  a  summary  list  of  those  specific 
actions  which,  in  accordance  with  agency 
procedures,  require  the  preparation  of  such 
environmental  impact  statements.  (OMB 
Bulletin  No.  72-G.  dated  September  14,  1971, 
is  attached  as  Annex  E.)  '■ 

(b)  Bureau  directors  and  heads  of  inde- 
pendent units  will  thus  include  such  a  sum- 

mary statement  with  their  inputs  to  the 
annual  budget  estimate.  It  should  be  noted, 
however,  that  only  tho.se  items  which  the 
EQC  has  determined  will  require  detailed 
environmental  statements  should  be  included 
in  the  summary.  The  form  which  the  sum- 

maries are  to  follow  is  set  out  in  Exhibit  1 
of  Annex  E. 

Central  Intellicence  Agency 

i  Instruction  No.  LI  45-16 1 
Septemder   19.   1972. 

Proceuoees  for  Implementing   Section    102 
(2)  (C)    OF  THE   National   Environmental 
Policy  Act 

1  Purpose.  This  logistics  instruction  pre- 
scribes procedures  for  implementing  section 

102(2)  (C)    of    the    National    Environmental 

'  "Canal  agencies"  means  the  Panama 
Canal  Company/Canal  Zone  Government. 
-The  EQC  is  composed  of:  Lt.  Governor 

(Chairman);  Chief.  Executive  Planning 
Staff;  Engineering  and  Construction  Di- 

rector; Health  Director;  and  General  Counsel. 
'Address:  General  Counsel,  Executive  Of- 

fice of  the  President,  Council  on  Environ- 
mental Quality.  722  Jackson  Place  NW.. 

Washington.  DC  2000G. 
'  Address-  Mr  Charles  Fabrikant,  Director 

of  Impact  Statements  Office,  162G  K  Street 
NW.,  Washington.  DC  20006. 

■■  A  more  complete  list  of  areas  of  interest 
to  EPA  is  contained  in  Annex  D.  Those  areas 
bearing  an  asterisk  will  require  EPA  com- 
ments. 
"Annexes:  A.  CEQ  Revised  Guidelines, 

April  23.  1971.  B.  Format  of  Resume  Sheet  for 
EQC.  C.  Detailed  Environmental  Statements. 
D.  Local  Environmental  Expertise,  and  E. 
OMB  Bulletin  72-6,  filed  as  part  of  the 
original  document. 

Policy  Act  of  1969  (Public  Law  91  -190) .  here- 
inafter referred  to  as  the  Act.  with  regard 

to  the  design,  construction,  alteration,  opera- 
tion, and  use  oi  public  buildings  and  sites, 

and  the  lease  or  purchase  of  comimercial 
facilities  to  house  Agency  activities. 

2.  Background.  Section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  directs 
all  Federal  agencies  to  identify  and  develop 
methods  and  procedures  which  will  Insure 
that  environmental  amenities  and  values  are 

given  appropriate  consideration  in  decision- 
making along  with  economic  and  technical 

considerations,  and  to  prepare  a  detailed 
statement  on  major  Federal  actions  that 
significantly  affect  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment.  Executive  Order  11514  of  March 

5,  1970,  "Protection  and  Enhancement  of  En- 
vironmental Quality,"  implements  the  pur- 

pose and  policy  of  this  Act,  and  "Interim 
Guidelines."  implementing  its  provisions, 
have  been  issued  by  the  Council  on  Environ- mental Quality    (CEQ). 

3.  Procedures.  The  following  procedures 
are  established  for  complying  with  the  Act: 

a  Officials  responsible  for  the  environ- 
mental statements.  Statements  shall  be  pre- 

pared by  the  Director  of  Logistics,  who  has 
been  designated  as  the  responsible  official  re- 

ferred to  in  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the  Act.  The 
Chief.  Real  Estate  and  Construction  Divi- 

sion. OL.  will  assist  the  D/L  as  required  and 
provide  appropriate  technical  competence  to 
develop  statements  in  a  timely  manner  con- 

sistent with  the  actions  identified  in  sub- 
paragraphs 3b,  3c,  and  3d  of  this  instruction. 

b.  Identifying  Agency  actions  requiring 
environmental  statemcnis.  Environmental 
statements  shall  be  provided  when  it  Is  con- 

cluded that  an  Agency  action  will  have  a 
significant  (by  Itself  or  cumulative)  effect  on 

the  quality  of  the  human  environment.  Dol- 
lar value  alone  is  not  a  sufficient  Indicator;  a 

small  repair  and  improvement  project  may 
have  significant  impact  on  the  environment. 
Actions  requiring  environmental  statements 
will  Include,  but  not  be  limited  to: 

(1)  Awards  of  contracts  or  other  agree- 
ments for  repair,  maintenance,  or  operation 

of  a  facility  wliich  may.  through  the  processes 
liwolved.  the  residue  caused  or  collected,  and 
disposal  thereof,  adversely  affect  the 
environment. 

(2)  Acquisition  of  real  property  by  lease, 
assignment,  purchase,  construction,  or  other- 

wise, the  operation  of  which,  by  the  process 
Involved,  adversely  affect  the  environment. 

(3)  Actions  involving  the  moving  or  dis- 
placement of  people  which  would  materially 

affect  population  density. 
c.  Informution  for  environ7nental  state- 

ments. A  broad  spectrum  of  pertinent  Infor- 
mation shall  be  used  in  the  preparation  of 

the  five-point  environmental  statement  re- 
quired by  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the  Act.  Spe- 

cial attention  is  to  be  given  to  the  pro  and 
con  presentation  of  alternatives  that  relate 
to  the  short  and  long  term  environmental 
decisions.  As  part  of  these  Information  gath- 

ering efforts,  approaches  being  used  by  other 
Federal  agencies  to  similar  environmental 
prol)lems  will  be  examined  with  the  view  of 
utilizing  a  systematic  and  interdisciplinary 

approach. d    Content  of  environmental  statement. 
( 1 )  The  following  points  ai  e  to  be  covered : 
(a)  The  probable  impact  of  the  proposed 

action  on  the  environment.  Including  im- 
pact on  ecological  systems  such  as  wild  life, 

fish,  and  other  marine  life,  as  well  as  the  im- 
pact on  historic,  archaeological,  architectural, 

and  cultural  resources.  Both  primary  and 
secondary  significant  consequences  for  the 
environment  should  be  Included  in  the 
analysis. 

(b)  Any  probable  adverse  environmental 
impact  which  cannot  be  avoided  (such  as 
water  or  air  pollution,   damage  to  life  sys- 
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terns,  urban  congestion,  threats  to  health, 
or  other  consequences  adverse  to  the  envi- 

ronmental goals  set  out  in  section  101(b) 
of  P.L.  91-190). 

(c)  Alternatives  to  the  proposed  action 
(section  102(2)  (D)  of  the  Act)  require  the 
responsible  agency  to  "study,  develop,  and 
describe  appropriate  alternatives  to  recom- 

mended courses  of  action  In  any  proposal 
which  involves  unresolved  connicts  concern- 

ing alternative  uses  of  available  resources." 
A  rigorous  exploration  and  objective  evalua- 

tion of  alternative  actions  that  might  avoid 
some  or  all  of  the  adverse  environmental  ef- 

fects is  essential.  Sufficient  analysis  of  such 
alternatives  and  their  costs  and  impact  on 
the  environment  should  accompany  the  pro- 

posed action  through  the  review  process  in 
order  not  to  foreclose  prematurely  options 
which  might  have  less  detrimental  effects. 

(d)  The  relationship  between  local  short 
term  uses  of  man's  environment  and  the 
maintenance  and  enhancement  of  long  term 
productivity.  This  requires  assessment  of  the 
action  for  cumulative  and  long  term  effects 
from  the  perspective  that  each  generation  is 
trustee  of  the  environment  for  succeeding 
generations. 

(e)  Any  irreversible  and  Irretrievable  com- 
mitments of  resources  which  would  be  in- 

volved in  the  proposed  action  should  it  be 
implemented.  This  requires  identification  of 
the  extent  to  which  the  action  curtails  the 
range  of  beneficial  uses  of  the  environment. 

(f)  Where  appropriate,  a  discussion  of 
problems  and  objections  raised  by  other  Fed- 

eral agencies  and  State  and  local  entities  in 
the  review  process  and  the  disposition  of  the 
Issues  involved. 

(2)  Each  environmental  statement  shall  be 
prepared  In  accordance  with  the  precept  in 
section  102(2)  (A)  of  the  Act  that  all  agen- 

cies of  the  Federal  Government  "utilize  a 
systematic,  interdisciplinary  approach  which 
will  Insure  the  integrated  use  of  the  natural 
and  social  sciences  and  the  environmental 
design  arts  in  planning  and  decisionmaking 

which  may  have  an  impact  on  man's 
environment." 

e.  Consulting  with  Federal,  State,  and 
locnl  agencies.  Where  appropriate,  prior  to 
completing  a  detailed  draft  of  an  environ- 

mental statement,  adequate  consultation 
shall  be  made  with  the  regional  offices  of  the 
Federal  agencies  and  such  State  and  local 
agencies  as  have  Jurisdiction  by  law  or  ex- 

pertise for  specific  areas  of  environmental 
quality. 

t.  Eiisting  projects  and  programs.  The 
section  102(2)  (C)  procedure  shall  be  applied 
to  further  Agency  actions  having  significant 
effect  on  the  environment  even  though  they 
arise  from  projects  or  programs  initiated 
prior  to  enactment  of  P.L.  91-190. 

4.  Preparation  and  submission  of  the 
draft  text  of  environmental  statement. 

a.  Ten  copies  of  draft  environmental 
statements  shall  be  forwarded  to  the  CEQ  by 
the  responsible  officer  simultaneously  with 
distribution  for  comment  to  relevant  State 
and  local  agencies  and  the  public,  as 
appropriate. 

b.  A  minimum  of  30  days  Is  to  be  allowed 
for  agency  comment  (45  days  tor  En- 

vironmental Protection  Agency  comment) . 
followed  by  preparation  of  a  final  environ- 

mental statement. 
5.  Preparation  and  submission  of  final 

text   of  environmental   statement. 
a.  Any  conrunents  received  from  Federal, 

State,  regional,  or  local  officials  shall  be  re- 
conciled, where  practicable,  with  the  draft 

environmental  statement  through  coordina- 
tion with  the  particular  agency  concerned. 

The  environmental  statement  shall  be  re- 
vised CO  r  "-rt  "rbpii  [appropriate,  the  addi- 

tional   ditta    .iid    comn.'.nts   obtained   from 
those  i'3c.   .■    I;"i  any  event,  a  discussion  of 
pru'n.ems    antt    objecticps    raise*'    ^y    o'.'jT 

Federal  agencies  and  State  and  local  entitles 
in  the  review  process,  together  with  the  re- 

sponsible official's  recommended  disposition 
of  the  issues  involved,  shall  be  appended  to 
the  final  text  of  the  environmental 
statement. 

b.  Ten  copies  of  the  final  environmental 
statement  shall  be  forwarded  to  the  CEQ  and 
other  Interested  parties  as  In  paragraph  4a, 
above. 

c.  To  the  maximum  extent  possible,  no  ad- 
ministrative action  will  be  taken  prior  to 

30  days  after  the  final  statement  has  been 
presented  to  the  CEQ  or  sooner  than  90  days 
after  the  submission  of  the  draft  statement 
as  per  paragraph  4a.  above. 

John  P.  Blake, 
Director  of  Logistics. 

Department  of  Commerce 

[No.  17.02-2) 
EDA  Program  Implementing  Section  102(2) 

(C)     OF    THE     National     Environmental 
Policy  Act  of  1969 

The  attached  revision  to  EDA  environ- 
mental procedures  eliminates  the  use  of 

Form  ED-511,  "Applicant's  Environmental 
Impact  Evaluation."  and  provides  in  its 
stead  for  a  preliminary  environmental 
assessment  by  the  economic  development 
representative.  The  purpose  of  the  new  pro- 

cedures Is  to  provide  for  EDA  consideration 
of  the  environmental  impact  of  the  project 
in  the  early  stages  of  consideration  of  project 

applications.  In  this  way  the 'time  element involved  in  assessing  the  potential  impact 
and  in  conforming  to  NBPA  procedures  will 
run  concurrently  with  regional  evaluation  of 
project  applications. 

The  revised  directive  also  sets  out  In  de- 
tail the  functions  of  the  special  assistant  for 

the  environment  and  his  role  under  the  re- 
vised procedures. 

Questions  on  these  procedures  or  Interpre- 
tations of  the  guidelines  should  be  referred 

to  the  special  assistant  for  the  environment. 
This  revision  supersedes  Order  17.02-2, 

dated  June  1,  1971,  and  supplements  De- 
partment Administrative  Order  216-6, 

"Statements  on  Proposed  Federal  Actions  Af- 
fecting the  Environment,"  dated  October  23. 1971. 

Effective  date:  March  8,  1972. 
Sec. 
2.01  Purpose. 
2.02  Functions  of  the  Special  Assistant  for 

the  Environment. 

2.03  Procedures  for  public  works  and  busi- 
ness loans  project  processing. 

2.04  Procedures     for     technical     assistance 
projects  processing. 

2.05  Proceduers  for  planning  activities. 
2.06  Procedures     for     processing     environ- 

mental impact  statements  received 
from  other  governmental  agencies  for 
comment- 

2.07  Public    availability    of    environmental 
Impact  statements  developed  by 
EDA. 

2.08  Applicability    and    reporting    require- 
ments. 

2.09  Effect  on  other  orders. 
2.10  Effective  date. 

17.02-2.01  P^trpose.  The  National  Environ- 
mental Policy  Act  of  1969,  requires  that  every 

recommendation  or  report  on  proposals  for 
legislation  or  other  major  Federal  actions 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  shall  contain  a  detailed 
statement  concerning  the  degree  of  environ- 

mental impact  anticipated.  In  subsequent 
guidelines  Issued  by  the  Council  on  Environ- 

mental Qual'.ty.  major  Federal  actions  are 
partially  defined  as  Including  projects  and 
ccntinuinK  activities  supported  In  whole  or 

In  part  through  Federal  contracts,  grants, 
subsidies,  loans,  or  other  forms  of  funding 
assistance.  It  is  clear,  therefore,  that  most 

all  of  EDA's  program  activities  fall  within 
the  purview  of  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act,  and  that  specific  projects  funded 
by  EDA  will  require  some  measure  of  en- 

vironmental Impact  assessment.  (EDA  sup- 
plemental public  works  grants  to  other  Fed- 

eral agencies  will  not  require  statements  by 
EDA.)  The  procedures  outlined  in  this  di- 

rective are  Intended  to  assure  that  proper 
assessment  takes  place. 

17.02-2.02  Functions  of  the  Special  As- 
sistant for  the  Environment.  The  general 

functions  of  the  Special  Assistant  for  En- 
vironmental Affairs  are  to: 

( 1 )  Act  as  principal  adviser  to  the  Assistant 
Secretary  on  environmental  affairs; 

(2)  Serve  as  the  Agency's  responsible  of- ficial under  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  of  1969  (NEPA) ; 

(3)  Develop  and  direct  the  Agency's  pro- cedures for  complying  with  NEPA  and  other 
environmental  legislation; 

(4)  Review  on  a  project  basis  the  Agency's 
program  Involvements  and  recommend  them 
to  the  Assistant  Secretary  for  approval  or 
disapproval  based  upon  the  requirements  of 
this  directive  being  fulfilled. 

(5)  Coordinate  the  Agency's  environrnental 
program  with  the  environmental  programs  of 
local.  State,  and  other  Federal  agencies  which 
become  involved  with  EDA  projects; 

(6)  Represent  the  Assistant  Secretary  at 
conferences  and  meetings  and  on  Inter- 

agency committees  dealing  with  environ- mental matters; 

(7)  Maintain  liaison  on  environmental 
matters  with  interested  public  groups  and 
local.  State,  and  other  Federal  agencies; 

(8)  Review  and  evaluate  legislative  and 
administrative  proposals  in  terms  of  their 
environmental  impact;  and 

(9)  Perform  such  other  assignments  of  a 
policy,  administrative  or  operational  nature 
as  requested  by  the  Deputy  Assistant  Secre- 
tarv. 

17.02-2.03  Procedures  for  public  works 
and  business  loans  project  processing 
Thoughout  the  following  procedures  special 
attention  at  the  regional  and  Washington 
levels  is  needed  to  uncover  any  significant 
environmental  imoacts  brought  about  by  a 
proposed  project  at  the  earliest  possible  time. 
In  order  that  additional  information  or 
amendment  of  the  project  can  be  accom- 

plished. Personnel  both  In  the  field  and  In 
Washington  should  feel  free  to  request  as- 

sistance on  envlromental  matters  from  the 
Special  Assistant  for  the  Environment.  Office 
of  the  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Eco- 

nomic Development. 
a.  Environmental  file.  EDA  will  initiate 

an  "Environmental  File"  for  each  project 
funded  by  EDA  (excluding  EDA  projects  sup- 

plementally funded  to  other  Federal  agen- 
cies and  which  will  contain  the  following: 

( 1 )  The  Economic  Development  Represent- 
ative's environmental  assessment  (Appendix 

A).' 

(2)  Comments  per  OMB  Circular  A-95 
from  regional  and  State  clearinghouses  in- 

cluding any  supplemental  State  comments received. 

(3)  Comments  from  other  Federal  agencies 
and/or  non-Federal  or  private  organizations, 

(4)  EDA  regional  office  analysis  and  Im- 
pact determination. 

(5)  EDA  Washington  program  office  review, 
(6)  The  Special  Assistant  for  the  environ- 

ment's review  and  certification  that  the  re- 
quirements of  this  directive  have  been  ful- 

filled, and 
(7)  Where  required,  both  a  draft  and  final 

environmental  impact  statement. 
b.  Economic  Development  Representatives 

lEDR's).  Economic  Development  Representa- 
tives  will   Instruct  potential   applicants  for 
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SDA  public  wcrks  or  business  loana  assist- 
.nce  that  each  project  will  be  reviewed  to 
letermine  Its  impact  ou  the  envirciment. 
The  initial  step  of  this  review  will  be  the 
)reparatloii  of  ail  environmental  assessment 
)y  the  Economic  Development  Representative 
see  Appendix  A>.  As  the  Fconoraic  Develop- 
nent  Representative  performs  this  asse.ss- 
nent.  he  will  kepp  in  mind  the  Guidelines 
or  Determlnn.g  Significant  Enviroiin-.ental 
;ffects  (Appendix  B).> 
The  Economic  Development  Representative 

nay  find  It  desirable  to  coiitact  the  applicai-.i 
ind  others,  if  necessary,  in  order  to  develop 

laslc  impressions  of  the  project's  eiiviron- 
nental  Impact.  Rarely  will  a  project  be  con- 
Idered  to  have  "lio  impact."  In  all  cases 
xplanations  in  the  environmental  assess- 
nent  shall  be  complete  and  reflect  the  best 
udgment  of  the  Economic  Development 
icprcsentativc. 
The  Economic  Development  Representa- 

Ive's  envlro]jmentaI  assessment  shall  be  com- 
jleted  at  the  time  a  profile  and  scope  is  pre- 
jared  for  a  public  works  project  or  at  the 
.ime  a  preliminary  project  report  is  prepared 
'or  a  business  loan. 
Also,  EDR's  Will  advise  sucli  applicants 

jf  the  names  and  addresses  of  State,  regional 
ind  .netropolilan  clearinghouses.  Applicants 
;hal!  be  informed  that  all  environmerual 
;ommei;t3  received  from  the  clearinghouse 
shall  be  forwarded  to  the  regional  o.Tice. 
Economic  Development  Represematives 

should  make  clear  to  potential  applicai;t.%  the 
lature  of  the  environmental  review  within 
SDA. 
c  Regional/metropolitan  and  Siate  clear- 

■.nces.  Clearinghouses  must  review  all  Fed- 
■ral  projects  within  30  ciJendar  days  with 
m  additional  30-day  exten-sion  if  required, 
n  accordance  with  A-95  procedures  (see  ED.A 
directive  8.01-1 )  for  public  '^'orks  and  busi- 
less  loans.  Objections  raised  during  the 
:learance  process  to  envirc:  mental  a:-pects 
)f  a  project  aic  to  be  rti;ilved  wnere  pos- 
;ible.  and  r,iie  EDA  regional  ofnce  must  be 
nformed  of  all  objections 
Appli'-ants  will  send  comments  and  rec- 

jmmendations  made  by  the  clearinghouse 
;o  the  EDA  regional  office  .-.s  soon  as  possible 
ifter  the  preapplicatlon  conference  but  no 

ater  than  the' filing  of  the  application. 
Applicants  will  also  state  that  after  fol- 

owlng  all  prescribed  notification  and  review 
>roredures  no  comments  or  recomnienriatlons 
lave  been  received.  If  such   is  the  Ca.:e. 
d.  Regional  oKces.  The  project  off.cer  or 

.he  member  of  the  regional  office  staff  des- 
gnated  to  handle  environmental  matters 
ffill  review  the-  EDR's  environmental  assess- 
■nent  The  purpose  of  this  review  Is  to  deter- 
nine  if  the  Information  provided  by  the 
SDR  is  adequate  to  allow  the  Regional  blrec- 
-or  to  make  a  determination  that  further 
environmental  review  is  or  is  not  necessary, 
[f  the  information  is  adeqitate.  tjie  reviewer 
should  so  advise  the  Regloi^al  Director.  If  the 
.nfomiatlon  is  not  adequate,  the  reviewer 
should  use  v.hatever  sources  he  belie'.'es  nec- 

essary, including  further  contact  with  the 
SDR.  to  develop  the  needed  information 
apon  which  a  decslslon  can  be  made. 

In  this  review,  the  reviewer  will  examine 
Che  project  from  the  viewpoint  of  the  Guide- 

lines for  Determining  Significant  Envlron- 
•nental  ETects  (Appendix  B).  He  will  also 
sxamine  alternatives  to  the  project  proposal, 
and  develop  inputs  as  they  relate  to  long- 
term  commitments  of  natural  resources  and 
;hanges  in  the  natural  environment  which 
could  result  from  implementation  of  the 
project. 
The  reviewer  may  desire  as  pairt  of  his 

analysis  the  technical  advice  of  other  govern- 
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mental  or  private  agencies  concerning  aspects 

of  the  project  within  these  agencies'  exper- tise. He  should  communicate  with  these 
agencies  by  the  most  expeditious  means.  He 
may  also  find  it  desirable  to  set  forth  the 
problem  area  in  a  letter  to  the  agency.  All 
such  information  shall  ne  recaiesteU  in- 

formally and  no  forms  shUl  be  sent  for 
review. 

The  regicna!  ofF.ce  shall  utilize  an  Inter- 
discipliiiary  approach  in  the  review  of  the 
EDR  environment  assessment  p.nd  the  re- 

gional office  analysis.  The  analy.sif.  will  enu- 
merate inputs  developed  by  utilizing  this 

interdisciplinary  approach. 
When  developed  the  regional  office  aiialysis 

shicll  be  made  part  of  the  e;iVironmental  file 
as  an  attachment  to  the  EDR  assessment.  If 

necessary,  the  applicant  -.^all  be  ad\ised  at 
the  time  of  the  preapplicatlon  conference  or 
at  any  time  the  project  pnceeds  through  the 

processing  st.iges  within  "he  office  that  en- 
\  iroiimental  problems  have  been  xincovered 
and  v.'ill  have  to  be  considered  prior  to  the 
projects  being  recommended  for  approval. 

•The  reviewer  will  recommend  to  the  Re- 
gional Director  that  the  project  has  the  po- 
tential for  significantly  affecting  the  quality 

of  the  huinan  environment  and,  therefore, 
an  enviroiimeiital  Impact  statement  sltould 
be  prepared,  or  shall  advise  the  Regional  Di- 

rector that  the  project  docs  not  have  slgnifl- 
cant  iniijact  on  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment  and,  therefore,  no  environ- 

mental Impact  statement  is  necessary 
The  Region  i!  Director  shall  consider  the 

Information  prepared  by  the  EDR  and  re- 
gional office  review,  and  accordingly  execute 

the  appropriate  statement  on  the  EDR 
assessment. 

If  the  Director  finds  that  a  project  will 
have  the  potential  for  significantly  affect- 

ing the  quality  of  the  himan  environment. 
a  preliminary  discussion  'Aith  all  support- 

ing Information  shall  be  dceloped  by  the  re- 
gional office  on  the  project.  The  preliminary 

discussion  should  be  forwarded  to  the  Special 
Assistant  for  the  Environmerit  as  part  of  the 
environmental  file  (Guidelines  for  prepar- 

ing a  preliminary  discussion  are  contained  in 

Appendix  C.)  ' If  the  Director  finds  that  the  project  will 
not  significantly  affect  the  quality  of  the 
humaii  environment,  the  file  will  be  for- 

warded to  the  Special  Assistant  for  the 
environment. 

e  The  Special  Assistant  for  the  environ- 
ment. 1 1 )  Upon  receipt  of  the  environmental 

file,  the  Special  Assistant  for  the  environ- 
ment shall  review  the  file  and  notify  the 

regional  director  and  the  Washington  pro- 
gram office  of  his  concurrence  or  non- concurrence. 

(2)  In  the  case  of  a  project  which  has  a 
preliminary  discussion,  the  Special  Assistant 
shall  review  the  discussion  and  may  require 
additional  information  or  recommend  to  the 
regional  director  that  the  project  may  not 
significantly  affect  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment. 

(3)  He  may.  in  the  case  of  a  project  for 
which  there  is  no  discussion,  recommend  that 
the  regional  office  prepare  such  a  discussion. 
Where  the  Special  Assistant  determines  that 
a  discussion  Is  necessary,  the  requirements 
shall  be  as  described  in  DAO  216-6. 

(4)  Projects  requiring  application  of  the 
environmental  impact  statement  procedure, 
but  for  special  reasons,  such  as.  national  dis- 

aster or  other  emergency  conditions,  shall  be 
called  to  the  attention  of  tiie  Department  of 
Commerce  and  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality  by  the  Special  Assistant,  who  shall 
seek  to  have  the  time  requirements  then  In 

'  Appendixes  A,  B.  and  C,  filed  as  part  of rthe  original  document. 
'  Appendixes  A,  B.  and  C.  filed  as  part  of 

the  original  document. 

force   for   processing   draft  and   final  state- ments reduced. 

^5|  Final  environmental  impact  state- 
ments shall  be  certified  by  the  Special  Assist- 

ant as  being  in  compliance  with  appropriate 
laws  and  regulations. 

(G'l  A  copy  of  the  final  environmental  im- 
pact statement  shall  be  attached  to  the  ac- 
tion memorandum.  (Form  ED~50fi)  which 

shall  accompany  the  project  file  being  cir- 
culated for  approval  in  'V^'ashington. 17.U2-2  04  Technical  assi-:tance  projects. 

Each  technical  assistance  project  shall  be 

cleared  by  the  Special  Assistant  for  Environ- 
mental Affairs.  Each  technical  assistance  con- 

tract awarded  or  granted  to  determine  the 
feasibilltv  of  establishing  a  particular  type 
of  industrial  site  or  enterprise  must  contain 
a  condition  indicating  that  due  considera- 

tion will  be  given  by  the  contractor  to  en- 
vironmental impact  in  recommending  the 

design  and  location  of  such  a  facility. 
It  will  be  the  responsibility  of  the  Special 

Assi.'^tant  to  monitor  thl.^  provision  ui;  ap- 
plicable technical  assistance  contracts,  and 

the  Office  of  Technical  Assistance  will  be 
responsible  for  referring  all  such  contracts 
to  the  Special  Assistant. 

17.02-2.05  Procedures  lor  planning  ac- 
izvitics.  Plaiiiung  grants  shall  be  cleared  by 
the  Special  Assistant  for  Environmental Affairs. 

The  Office  of  Planning  and  Program  Sup- 
port, v/ith  the  assistance  of  the  Special  As- 

sistant for  the  envlronmen',  will  develop 
and  transmit  environmental  planning  guid- 

ance to  regional  offices  and  to  district  and 
area  OEDP  Com^ralttces  lor  Incorporating 
environmental  analyses  and  ecological  con- 

siderations into  the  local   pl;inning  process. 
The  regional  office  will  instruct  applicants 

submitting  district  and /or  area  planning 
grant  applications  that  their  overall  economic 
development  program  must  include  environ- 

mental considerations,  and  that  their  plan- 
ning grant  must  provide  assurance  that  such 

environmental  factors  will  be  Incorporated 
into  their  planning  consistent  with  the  pur- 

pose of  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969.  The  applicant  will  include  under 
Item  5  of  the  application  for  planning  and 
administrative  grant.  Form  ED-301,  assur- 

ance that  development  planning  will  inter- 
relate with   environmental  considerations. 

Planning  reviews  will  assure  that  ecological 
and  other  environmental  considerations  have 
been  Incorporated  into  local  plans  consistent 
with  the  purpose  of  the  National  Environ- 

mental Policy  Act  of  1969.  These  reviews, 
made  m  the  course  of  EDA's  usual  analyses 
of  the  district  and  area  OEDP's  and  other 
planning  documents,  must  consider  the  en- 

vironmental impact  of  their  economic  goals 
and  activities.  The  Special  Assistant  for  the 
environment  will  monitor  these  reviews  and 
work  with  the  appropriate  staffs  assuring 
consistency  with  the  Act. 

n.02-2.06  Procedures  for  processing  en- 
vironmental impact  statements  received  from 

other  governmental  agencies  for  comment. 
The  purpose  of  the  procedure  Is  to  permit 
EDA  regional  offices  to  be  responsive  to  re- 

quests for  comments  on  impact  statements 
from  other  governmental — local.  State,  and 
Federal — agencies,  and  to  provide  the  Depart- 

ment's Environmental  Officer,  who  Is  the 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Environmen- 
tal Affairs  in  the  Office  of  Science  and  Tech- 

nology, the  opportunity  to  coordinate  a  re- 
sponse on  behalf  of  tiie  Secretary  of  Com- merce if  deemed  appropriate. 

Upon  receipt  of  a  request  to  provide  com- 
ments from  a  governmental  agency,  the  re- 
gional office  promptly  will  develop  Its  com- ments and  will  forward  them  along  with  the 

impact  statement  to  the  Special  Assistant  for 
the  environment.  Then  the  Special  Assistant 
will  review  and  amend,  if  appropriate,  the 
regional    ofBce    comments    as   the    result   of 
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Inputs  from  the  headquarters  level  review 
and  forward  the  package  to  the  Departmental 
Environmental  Officer  for  formal  response  to 
the  requesting  agency. 

17.02-2.07  Public  availability  of  environ- 
mental ivipact  statements  developed  by  EDA. 

Draft  and  final  environmental  impact  state- 
ments developed  by  EDA  shall  be  made  avail- 

able to  the  public  in  accordance  with  pro- 
cedures established  by  DAO  216-6,  section 

5.03.  In  addition,  statements  shall  be  made 
available  to  appropriate  State,  regional,  and 
metropolitan  clearinghouses,  and  other  gov- 

ernmental bodies,  groups,  and  Individuals. 
17.02-2.08  Applicability  and  reporting  re- 

quirements. The  provisions  of  this  directive 
win  be  effective  for  all  applications  accepted 
for  processing  by  EDA  regional  offices  on  or 
after  the  effective  date  of  the  directive. 

Department  Order  216-6,  section  9  provides 
for  a  monthly  report  of  major  actions  re- 

viewed and  environmental  Impact  statements 
to  be  prepared  by  EDA.  So  that  the  Special 
Assistant  for  the  environment  may  comply 
with  this  requirement,  regional  directors  will 
submit  the  information  called  for  by  DO 
216-6  to  the  Special  Assistant  by  the  fourth 
working  day  of  each  month. 

17.02-2.09  Effect  on  other  orders.  This 
directive  is  Intended  to  supplement  e.xisting 
Council  on  Environmental  Quality  Guide- 

lines, and  Departmental  Order  216-6,  "State- 
ments on  Proposed  Federal  Actions  Affecting 

the  Environment."  It  aJso  supersedes  EDA 
Directive  17.02-2,  dated  June  1,  1971,  and  any 
other  instructions  which  inay  be  In  conflict 
with  its  provisions. 

17.02-2.10  Effective  date.  The  effective 
date  of  this  directive  is  upon  signing.  This 
directive  may  be  followed  for  all  applications 
submitted  to  EDA  after  February  1,  1972  or 
for  projects  in  EDA  on  or  after  that  date. 

Robert  A.  Podesta, 
Assistant  Secretary 

for  Economic  Development. 
Maritime  Administration 

(Order  217] 

Implementation  or  the  National  Environ- 
mental Policy  Act  of  1969  WrrniN 

THE  Maritime  Administration — Proce- 
dures AND  Responsibilities 

Section  1.  Purposes. 
1.01  The  National  EnvlronmentaJ  Policy 

Act  of  1969  (Public  Law  91-190)  requires 
Federal  agencies  to  make  an  assessment  of 
the  environmental  impact  for  all  proposed 
programs  and  projects  potentially  having  an 
impact.  The  law  requires  that  the  proposed 
program  be  submitted  for  review  and  com- 

ment to  any  Federal  agency  which  has  Juris- 
diction by  law  or  special  expertise  relative 

to  the  program's  potential  environmental impact. 
1.02  Department  Administration  Order 

216-6  establishes  policies  and  procedures  to 
implement  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  of  1969  within  the  Department 
of  Commerce.  It  is  to  be  considered  the  basic 
reference  document. 

103  The  purpose  of  this  Administrator's 
Order  is  to  implement  the  provisions  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969 
and  Department  Administrative  Order  216-6, 
and  to  assign  responsibilities  within  the 
Maritime  Administration  for  the  assessment 
of  programs  originated  from  within,  and  for 
the  processing  of  requests  for  review  and 
comment  from  other  Federal  agencies  on  the 
potential  environmental  impact  of  programs 
proposed  by  those  agencies. 

Sec  2.  Responsibilities. 
2.01  The  "Assistant  Administrator  for 

Operations"  is  designated  as  Coordinator 
of  Environmental  Activities  (hereafter  re- 

ferred to  as  Coordinator)  and  as  such  is  as- 
signed   principal    responsibility    for    coordi- 

nating and  performing  the  functions  re- 
quired to  implement  the  provisions  of  the 

National  Environmental  Policy  Act  in  con- 
formity with  Department  Administrative 

Order  216-6  in  the  Maritime  Administration, 
as  set  forth  in  this  Order.  In  carrying  out 
these  responsibilities,  the  Coordinator  shall 
submit  all  environmental  discussion  papers 
and  other  actions  for  review  and  clearance 
by  the  General  Counsel  where  legal  implica- 

tions may  be  involved,  by  the  Ofnce  of  Policy 
and  Plans  where  policy  implications  may  be 
involved  and  by  such  other  offices  having 
expertise  In  the  subject  under  consideration. 

2.02  The  "General  Counsel"  shall  have 
primary  responsibility  for  all  legislative  mat- 

ters which  Involve  environmental  activities, 
and  shall  act  directly  upon  these  for  the 
Maritime  Administration,  with  appropriate 
coordination  with  other  elements,  when  the 
subject  matter  so  requires.  In  addition,  the 
General  Counsel  shall  keep  the  Coordinator 
advised  of  all  legislative  actions  taken  which 
have  environmental  implications. 

2.03  The  "Office  of  Policy  and  Plans"  shall 
provide  necessary  guidance  to  the  Coordina- 

tor in  respect  to  Maritime  Administration 
plans,  programs  and  policies  which  could 
have  an  effect  on  a  given  response  to  an  en- 

vironmental matter  being  reviewed,  or  advise 
of  any  significant  or  new  policy  which  might 
have  either  present  or  potential  impact  on 
the  Maritime  Administration  position  con- 

cerning such  environmental  activities  under 
review  by  the  Coordinator. 

2.04  The  "Assistant  Administrator  for  Re- 
search and  Development"  shall  have  primary 

responsibility  for  the  budgeting,  planning, 
and  conducting  of  all  research  and  develop- 

ment In  the  maritime  field  pertaining  to 
pollution,  and  environmental  policy  related 
thereto,  and  shall  consult  with,  and  keep  the 
Coordinator  advised,  on  all  research  and  de- 

velopment projects  dealing  with  environ- 
mental activities. 

Sec.  3.  Programs  and  projects  originated 
within  the  Maritime  Administration. 

3.01  All  Maritime  Administration  person- 
nel engaged  in  programs  and  projects  that 

may  have  an  environmental  Impact  shall  be- 
come thoroughly  familiar  with  the  basic 

reference  document.  Department  Adminis- 
trative Order  216-6.  and  shall  adhere  to  the 

provisions  thereof.  In  participating  in  the 
preparation  of  the  required  environmental 
Impact  statement  (s).  In  this  regard,  par- 

ticular attention  shall  be  directed  toward 
references  in  Department  Administrative 
Order  216-6  ond  the  appended  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality  "Guidelines"  as  pub- lished in  Vol.  36,  No.  79,  of  the  Federal 
Register  of  April  23,  1971. 
3.02  Tlie  environmental  Impact  shall  be 

given  consideration  in  the  early  stages  of  a 
proposed  program  or  project.  Including  short 
or  long  term  ( 5  years  or  more )  program  plans. 
An  environmental  discussion  paper  which 
Is  initiated  by  an  element  of  the  Maritime 
Administration,  as  described  herein,  shall  be 
forwarded  to  the  Coordinator  for  his  review 
and  subsequent  referral  to  the  Deputy  Assist- 

ant Secretary  for  Environmental  Affairs 
(hereafter  referred  to  as  Department)  in  ac- 

cordance with  Department  Administrative 
Order  216-6. 
Sec  4.  Requests  for  comments  on  other 

Agency-proposed  programs. 
4.01  The  Coordinator  shall  receive  from 

the  Department  all  requests  concerning  en- 
vironmental Impact  statements  and  com- 

ments. These  shall  be  reviewed  and  evalu- 
ated by  a  designated  staff  member  to  screen 

out  Incoming  environmental  matters  that 
are  of  no  concern  or  Interest  to  the  Maritime 
Administration,  thus  reducing  workload  to 
only  pertinent  environmental  matters,  upon 
which  comments  are  required.  The  selection 
of  the  element  within  the  Maritime  Admin- 

istration, having  the  expertise  to  comment 
on  the  Incoming  proposal,  will  be  made  by 
the  Coordinator  and  the  docuinent(s)  will 
be  forwarded  to  that  element  for  necessary 
action.  The  resultant  comments,  after  appro- 

priate review  within  the  Maritime  Adminis- 
tration, shall  be  forwarded  by  the  Coordi- 

nator to  the  Department  for  further  handling 
in  accordance  with  Administrative  Order 

216-6. 
4.02  All  officials  shall  cooperate  with  the 

Coordinator  by  giving  full  and  prompt  sup- 
port  to  requests  for  review  and  comments 
on  the  environmental  Impact  statements 
received  from  other  agencies  via  the  Depart- 

ment. It  is  desirable  that  a  prompt  explicit 
response,  either  positive  or  negative  (no 
comment) ,  be  made  to  the  Department  in 
order  to  provide  assurance  that  the  Maritime 
Administration  has  reviewed  such  environ- 

mental impact  statements  in  terms  of  the 
statutory  authority  functions  and  expertise 
of  the  Maritime  Administration. 
Sec.  5.  Review  of  environmental  impact 

statements. 
5.01  The  Coordinator  is  responsible  for 

Maritime  Administration  clearance  of  all  en- 
vironmental impact  statements  which  are 

prepared  by  the  Department  and  which  are 
submitted  to  the  Maritime  Administration 
for  review  and  evaluation  of  such  statements 
and  reports  thereon  to  the  Department. 

5.02  After  coordination  and  completion 
of  the  comments,  the  Coordinator  shall  route 
these  through  the  Office  of  the  General  Coun- 

sel, Office  of  Policy  and  Plans  and  other  of- 
fices having  interest  in  the  subject  under 

consideration  prior  to  submission  to  the 
Department, 

5.03  The  Coordinator,  at  his  discretion, 
may  approve  and  forward  directly  to  the 
Department  comments  on  impact  statements 
not  generated  within  the  Maritime  Adminis- 

tration which  are  of  a  routine  or  nonpolicy 
nature. 

Effective  date:  November 9,  1971. 
A.  E.  Gibson, 

Assistant  Secretary  for 
Maritime  Affairs. 

Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development 

(1385.1) 

Departmental  Policies,  Responsibilitdcs 
AND  Procedures  for  Protection  and  En- 

hancement   of    Envxhonmental    Qualitt 

Table  of  Contents 

1.  Purpose  and  authority. 
2.  Definitions  (cross  reference  to  Appendix 

A). 
3.  Policy  (general) . 
a.  Policy  on  actions  Initiated  by  HUD. 

(1)  Legislation, 
(2)  New  central  office  guidance  documents. 
(3)  Updating  existing  guidance  docu- ments. 

(4)  HUD  project  level  actions  and  major amendatorles. 

(a)  Normal  environmental  clearance. 
(b)  Special  environmental  clearance. 
(c)  Detailed  environmental  statements. 

(d)  Exceptions. 
(5)  Timing  of  environmental  statements 

and  HOD  approval  actions. 
(6)  Public  disclosure. 
b.  Policy  for  HUD  comments  on  102(2)C 

environmental  statements  Initiated  by  other 
Federal  agencies. 

4.  Office  responsibilities  for  protection  and 
enhancement  of  environmental  quality. 

a.  Deputy  Under  Secretary. 
b.  General  Counsel. 
c.  Assistant  Secretaries  and  FIA  Admin- istrator. 

d.  Regional  Administrators. 
e.  Area  and  Insuring  Office  Directors. 
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Appendices 

I      A.  Definitions,  decision  points  and  thresh - 
Icdds. 
I     B.  Environmental  clearance  worksheet. 
I      C.  Outline   of   content   for  HUD  environ- 
I  mental  statement  and  CEQ  format  for  sum- 
i  mary  sheet  to  environmental  statements. 

D.  Outline  of  content  for  HUD  "comment" 
on  environmental  statements  originating 
outside  HUD. 

E.  Model  format  for  "negative  statement". 
F.  Section  102(2)  (C)  of  the  National  En- 

vironmental Policy  Act  of  1969. 
G.  Executive  Order  11514.  protection  and 

enhancement  of  environmental  quality. 
H.  CEQ  guidelines.  April  23,  1971. 
I.  Executive  Order  11593.  protection  and 

enhancement   of  the   cultural   environment. 
1.  Purpose  and  authority.  The  National 

Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969  (Public 
Law  91-190)  establishes  new  national  policy, 
goals,  and  procedures  for  protecting  and  en- 

hancing the  environment.  This  Act  governs 
Federal  departments  and  agencies,  and  re- 

quires systematic  attention  to  the  environ- 
mental consequences  of  all  Federal  activities. 

The  purposes  of  this  circular  are  to  set  forth 
departmental  policy  and  to  provide  pro- 

cedural guidance  to  all  headquarters  and  field 
offices  under  this  Act.  This  circular  applies 
to  HUD  legislative  proposals,  all  HUD  central 
office  guidance  documents  (Including  guides, 
regulations,  handbooks,  circulars,  technical 
standards,  etc.).  and  Individual  project  ap- 

proval actions  on  Insurance,  loans,  and 
grants,  subsidies  and  demonstration  projects. 

This  circular  Is  based  on  authority  provided 
In: 

a.  The  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  Act  of  1965  (Public  Law  89-174) 
which  provides  that  the  Secretary  may  make 
rules  and  regulations  as  may  be  necessary 
to  carry  out  his  functions,  powers,  and  duties, 
and  sets  forth,  as  a  matter  of  national  pur- 

pose, the  sound  development  of  the  Nation's 
communities  and  metropolitan  areas; 

b.  The  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
of  1969  (Public  Law  91-190)  which  estab- 

lishes a  comprehensive  policy  for  protection 
and  enhancement  of  environmental  quality 
by  the  Federal  Government,  creates  the 
Council  on  Environmental  Quality  (CEQ)  In 
the  Executive  Office  of  the  President  and 
directs  Federal  agencies  to  carry  out  the 
purposes  of  this  Act; 

c.  Presidential  Executive  Order  11514. 
dated  March  5.  1970.  which  directs  heads  of 
agencies  to  monitor,  evaluate,  and  control 

their  agencies'  activities  so  as  to  protect  and 
enhance  the  quality  of  the  environment; 

d.  The  guidelines  of  the  Council  on  En- 
vironmental Quality,  dated  April  23,  1971, 

which  call  for  heads  of  agencies  to  establish 
agency  procedures  for  Implementing  section 
102(2)C  of  Public  Law  91-190; 

e.  Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
(OMB)  Bulletin  71-3.  August  31,  1970.  which 
requires  environmental  statements  to  ac- 

company legislative  proposals  and  provides 
for  materials  in  support  of  the  appropriations 
process; 

f  OMB  Circular  A-95,  dated  February  9, 
1971,  which  provides  for  Inputs  to  section 
102 ( 2) C  environmental  statements  by  State 
and  local  governmental  agencies  with  envi- 

ronmental quality  responsibilities; 
g.  Presidential  Executive  Order  11593. 

dated  May  13,  1971,  which  requires  heads  of 
agencies  to  administer  their  programs  so  as 
to  preserve  the  Nation's  cultural  environ- 

ment, particularly  sites  on  the  National 
Register  of  Historic  Places; 

h.  Section  4(f)  of  the  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  of  1966  (Public  Law  89- 
670)  as  amended  by  Public  Law  90-945  which 
together  call  for  HUD  comments  on  the  Im- 

pact of  highways  on  natural  environments, 
particularly  parks  and  recreation  areas; 

NOTICES 

i.  The  Housing  Act  of  1937  (Public  Law 
75-412)  which  authorized  Federal  assistance 
to  low  rent  public  housing  and  conveys 
standard  settlnt,-  authority;   and 

J.  The  National  Housing  Act  (Public  Law 
79-479)  which  created  the  Federal  Housing 
Administration  and  encourages  improvement 
in   housing  standards  and  conditions. 

2.  Definitions.  Appendix  A  contains  de- 
cision points  by  which  stage  environment 

clearances  must  be  completed,  thresholds 
which  require  special  clearances,  and  defini- 

tions of  key  terms  used  in  this  circular, 

including  "Environment,"  "Normal"  and 
"Special"  environmental  clearances.  "Envi- 

ronmental Clearance  worksheet."  "Negative 
Statement."  "Major  HUD  actions  significantly 
Affecting  the  Quality  of  the  Human  Envlron- 
m;nt,"  "Environmental  Statement"  (draft 
and  final).  "Comment,"  and  others.  Clear 
understanding  of  these  terms  Is  basic  to 
interpretation  of  policies  set  forth  below. 

3.  Policy.  The  national  goal  of  "a  decent home  In  a  suitable  living  environment  for 

every  American  family" — established  by  the 
Housing  Act  of  1949  and  subsequently  re- 

affirmed— Is  central  to  the  mission  of  the 
Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  Develop- 

ment (HUD) .  Pursuant  to  Public  Law  91-190, 
HUD  must  continue  to  review,  update,  or 
establish  policies,  standards,  and  procedures 
for  administering  HUD  programs  to  promote 
environmental  quality. 

a.  Policy  on  actions  initiated  by  HUD. 
Public  Law  91-190  and  CEQ  guidelines  re- 

quire that  prior  to  'major  Federal  actions 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment"  an  assessment  of  en- 

vironmental consequences  shall  be  made  In 
the  form  of  a  (draft)  environmental  state- 

ment, which  shall  be  circulated  for  comment 
by  Federal,  State,  and  local  agencies  as  pro- 

vided In  CEQ  guidelines  and  then  revised  as 
needed.  A  final  environmental  statement 
shall  accompany  the  proposed  action  through 
HUD'S  review  and  decision  processes.  The 
following  sections  establish  policy  for  such 
major  HUD  actions  and  for  lesser  actions  re- 

lating to  environment 
(1)  Legislation.  HUD  legislative  proposals 

may  be  "major  actions."  The  General  Coun- 
sel. In  consultation  with  the  Deputy  Under 

Secretary,  and  based  on  the  significance  of 
the  expected  environmental  Impact,  shall  de- 

termine which  HUD  legislative  proposals 
shall  be  accompanied  by  an  environmental 
statement. 

(2)  New  central  office  guidance  documents, 
including  regulations,  policy  circulars,  pro- 

gram handbooks  and  guides,  standards  doc- 
uments, etc.  Promulgation  of  these  guidance 

documents  may  be  "major  actions."  and  in 
each  case  a  determination  shall  be  made  In 
consultation  with  the  Deputy  Under  Secre- 

tary as  to  whether  or  not  there  Is  a  signifi- 
cant Impact  on  the  human  environment.  In 

all  cases  where  there  Is  a  significant  environ- 
mental Impact,  environmental  statement 

shall  be  prepared  prior  to  promulgation  and 
cleared  concurrently  with  A-85  review  of  the 
basic  document  whenever  possible.  Except 
as  noted  herein,  the  promulgation  of  guid- 

ance documents  shall  be  the  principal  means 
for  administering  environmental  quality 
standards  within  the  department. 

(3)  Updating  existing  guidance  docu- 
ments. In  order  to  assure  adequacy  of  envir- 

onmental requirements,  each  Assistant  Sec- 
retary and  the  Administrator  of  the  Federal 

Insurance  Administration,  prior  to  June  30, 
1972,  shall  either  (a)  issue  an  officewide 
circular  with  environmental  policies,  en- 

vironmental standards,  and  environmental 
clearance  procedures  which  will  govern  all 
programs  and  activities  administered  by  his 
office,  or  (b)  identify  those  existing  guidance 
documents  which  have  a  significant  bearing 
on    the   environment.    Including    site    char- 

acteristics, and  update  these  guidance  docu- 
ments as  appropriate.  Both  options  shall  in- 

corporate "nomial  environmental  clearance" 
and  "special  environmental  clearance"  pro- 

cedures into  routines  for  processing  appli- 
cations (see  definitions). 

(4)  HUD  project  level  actions,  including 
insurance,  grants,  and  loans,  debt  guaran- 

tees, subsidiaries,  planning  activities,  demon- 
stration activities,  etc.  HUD  processes  be- 

tween 15.000  and  20.000  applications  per  year 
at  the  project  level,  not  Including  Insurance 
actions  on  Individual  houses.  Except  as  pro- 

vided herein,  approvals  of  these  applications 

are  not  construed  as  "major  Federal  actions." 
(a)  ••Normal  environmental  clearance"  for 

projects  and  for  proposed  changes  or  amenda- tories.  Normal  envlronmenal  clearances  (see 
definitions)  shall  be  established  to  assure  a 
consideration  of  alternatives  and  suitable  en- 
vlroiimental  conditions  for  all  project  ap- 

provals. Including  major  changes  or  amenda- 
torles  to  an  approved  project,  but  exclud- 

ing Insurance  on  individual  houses.  These 

clearances  shall  assure  compliance  with  cen- 
tral office  policies  and  standards,  and  shall 

be  completed  before  the  HUD  decUlon  points 
summarized  In  Appendix  A. 

(b)  "Special  environmental  clearances" 
for  selected  projects  and  amendatories.  Spe- cial clearances  (see  definitions)  shall  be 

undertaken  for  those  projects  whose  accept- 
ability cannot  be  determined  In  normal 

clearance  and  for  projects  of  larger  size  or 
special  environmental  significance  above  the 

thresholds  In  Appendix  A.  For  projects  in- 
quiring special  environmental  clearance,  a 

negative  statement  or  a  final  102(2)C  en- vironmental statement  shall  be  placed  In  the 

application  file  to  accompany  the  applica- 
tion through  the  HUD  review  process.  The 

HUD  Environmental  Clearance  Worksheet 

(see  Appendix  B)  '  Is  suggested  for  carrying 

out  special  clearances. 
(c)  Detailed  environmental  statements  on 

unusually  large  or  complex  projects  and 
major  amendatories.  Final  section  102(2)C 

environmental  statements  shall  be  com- 
pleted for  a  limited  number  of  projects  or 

amendatories  whose  environmental  issues 
cannot  be  satisfactorily  resolved  In  special 
clearance  and  for  all  applications  and  major 
amendatories  under  the  following: 

(I)  New  communities  activities  under 
Title  VII.  Including  debt  guarantee.  Interest 

loan,  grant  for  waiver  of  tax  exemption,  and certification  of  eligibility,  and 

(II)  Title  X  (large  scale  subdivisions). 

(d)  Exceptions.  All  disaster  aid  and 
emergency  activities  of  the  department  shall 
be  excepted  from  the   102(2)C  requirement. 

(5)  Timing  of  102(2)C  environmental statements  and  HUD  approval  actions. 
(a)  Pursuant  to  section  10(b)  of  the 

Guidelines  of  the  Council  on  Environmental 

Quality,  published  April  23,  1971.  HUD's 102(2)C  environmental  statements  for 
"major  HUD  actions  significantly  affecting 

the  quality  of  the  human  environment" must  be  filed  with  the  CEQ  and  made  avail- 
able to  appropriate  agencies  and  to  the 

public. 

(I)  In  draft  form  at  least  90  days  before 
HUD  approval  of.  or  commitment  to.  the 

proposed  action,  and 
(II)  In  final  form  at  least  30  days  before 

HUD  approval  of,  or  commitment  to.  the 

proposed  action. 
(b)  Exceptions  in  the  form  of  reduced 

time  periods  are  permitted  under  sections 
10  (b)  and  (d)  of  the  CEQ  guidelines,  but  are 
discouraged  They  must  be  approved  by  the 

Deputy  Under  Secretary  In  consultation  with 
the  CEQ  on  a  case  by  case  basis;  realistic 

time  periods  for  comment  shall  be  main- tained. 

1  Appendixes  B-H,  and  I  and  n,  filed  as 
part  of  the  original  document. 
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(6)  Public  di.iclosure.  Draft  and  flnal  sec- 
tion 102 (2) C  environmental  statements  and 

negative  statements  shall  be  made  available 
to  the  public  In  accordance  with  tlio  Instruc- 

tions of  Executive  Order  11514  and  the  CKQ 

guidelines  "to  Insure  the  fullest  practical 
provision  of  timely  public  Information  and 
understanding  of  Federal  plans  and  pro- 
grams." (a)  After  environmental  statements  and 
proposed  distributions  are  approved  by  the 
Deputy  Under  Secretary,  the  InhlHtlng  HUD 
ofnce  shall  provide  copies  to  appropriate 
Federal,  State,  and  local  odiclals  and  key 
private  groups  having  an  interest  In  the 
Federal  action  In  point,  and  to  appropriate 
HUD  Information  centers  for  reading  by  the 
public. 

(b)  Based  on  distribution  by  the  CEQ. 
retention  copies  of  envlroiimental  state- 

ments may  be  purchased  for  J3  00  by  In- 
terested members  of  the  public  froni  the 

National  Technical  Information  Service,  De- 
partment of  Commerce,  Springfield,  Va. 

22161. 
(c)  Negative  statements  and  supporting 

evidence  shall  be  available  to  the  public 
through  the  cognli;ant  HUD  Information 
offices. 

b.  Policy  for  HUD  comments  on  102(2)C 
environmentnl  statement  Initiated  by  other 
Federal  agencies. 

(1)  All  102(2) C  environmental  statements 
on  project  level  actions  Initiated  outside  HDD 
shall  be  referred  to  the  HUD  Regional  Ad- 

ministrator In  whose  Jurisdiction  the  project 
falls,  or  to  his  designee,  for  "comment"  (see 
definitions) . 

(a)  HUD  comment  on  project  actions  shall 
be  related  to  areas  of  HUD  Jurisdiction  by 
law  or  special  expertise  as  defined  by  Ap- 

pendix II 1  of  the  CEQ  guidelines  of  Aorll  23, 1971. 

(b)  The  Regional  Administrator  (or  his 
designated  Environmental  Clearance  Officer) 
normally  shall  speak  for  HUD  In  these  mat- 

ters, and  develop  appropriate  comments  with- 
in 30  days.  HUD  comments  recnmmeudlng 

delay  or  rejection  of  a  major  undertaking  by 
another  agency,  comments  may  be  referred 
to  the  Deputy  Under  Secretary  for  mallout, 
Including  copies  to  the  CEQ.  Precedent-mak- 

ing comments  of  national  significance  also 
warrant  referral  to  the  Deputy  Under  Secre- 
tary. 

(2)  All  102(2)C  statements  from  other 
Federal  agencies  on  legislation  and  on  guid- 

ance documents  shall  be  sent  to  the  Gen- 
eral Counsel  and  Deputy  Under  Secretary, 

respectively,  for  comment. 
(3)  Pursuant  to  CEQ  guidelines,  ten  (10) 

HUD  copies  of  HUD  comments  normally  shall 
be  sent  by  the  commenting  HUD  office  di- 

rectly to  the  General  Counsel,  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality.  722  Jackson  Place 
NW..  Washington,  DC  20006. 

4.  Office  responsibilities  lor  protection  and 
enhancement  of  environmental  quality. 

a.  Deputy  Under  Secretary.  The  Deputy 
Under  Secretary  is  assigned  the  overall  de- 

partmental responsibility  for  administering 
and  coordinating  policies  and  procedures  set 
forth  In  this  circular.  He  .shall  be  assisted  as 
appropriate  by  all  Assistant  Secretaries,  the 
General  Counsel,  the  Federal  Insurance  Ad- 

ministrator, and  the  HUD  Regional  Admin- 
istrators, and  he  shall  have  authority  to 

delegate  portions  of  the  total  responsibility 
as  appropriate.  The  Deputy  Under  Secretary 
shall  provide  leadership  In  moving  toward 
a  unified  departmental  set  of  policies  and 
standards  to  be  applied  to  all  HUD  actions. 
He  shall  also  be  HUD's  principal  point  of contact  with  the  Council  on  Environmental 

'  Appendixes  B-H,  and  I  and  II.  filed  as  part 

Quality,  the  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  other  Federal  agencies  and  State  and 
local  groups. 

b.  General  Counsel.  Effective  Immediately, 
the  General  Coun.sel  shall: 

(1)  Designate  an  "Environmental  Clear- 
ance Officer"  as  his  principal  advisor  on  en- 

vironmental matters  and  estaljlish  environ- 
mental  clearance   procedures   for   his  office; 

(2)  Prepare,  in  cooperation  with  program 
and  policy  offices,  "environmental  state- 

ments" on  all  new  HUD  legl.slatlve  proposals 
significantly  affecting  the  environment,  and 
forward  same  to  the  Deputy  Under  Secre- 

tary; and 
(3)  Support  the  Deputy  Under  Secretary 

on  matters  relating  to  litigation,  interpre- 
tation of  statutory  requirements,  and  other 

areas  as  appropriate. 
c.  Assistant  Secretaries  aurt  Federal  Insur- 

ance Administrator.  Effective  immediately, 
each  Assistant  Secretary  and  the  Federal  In- 

surance Adminlstratyor  .sh.ill: 

(1)  De.'.lgnate  an  "Environmental  Clear- 
ance Officer"  (a  senior  official  or  staff  direc- 
tor) who  shall  act  as  "principal  advisor"  on 

environmental  matters,  maintain  an  "envi- 
ronmental clearance  officer's  notebook"  of 

Federal  guidance  documents,  oversee  the  de- 
velopment of  environmental  policies,  stand- 

ards, and  procedures  and  maintain  liaison 
with  the  Deputy  Under  Secretary. 

(2)  Before  June  30,  1972,  establish,  up- 
date, collate,  and  simplify,  in  cooperation 

with  the  Deputy  Under  Secretary,  the  envi- 
ronmental quality  policies  and  standards  'for 

programs  and  activities  under  his  JurLsdlc- 
tlon,  including  the  development  of  proce- 

dures and  simpUfled  application  forms  with 
environmental  components,  and  the  identifi- 

cation of  decision  points  and  thresholds; 
(3)  Establish  and  maintain,  in  cooperation 

with  the  Deputy  Under  Secretary,  orderly 
procedures  for  environmental  clearances  for 
all  activities  under  his  Jurisdiction  in  HUD 
headquarters  and  forward  copies  of  these 
procedures  to  the  Deputy  Under  Secretary 
(these  shall  provide  for  an  environmental 
statement  or  negative  statement  on  all  pro- 

posed regulations  and  guidance  documents: 
Environmental  statements  shall  be  cleared 
with  normal  A -85  clearance  of  the  guidance 
document  whenever  possible) ; 

(4)  Assign  adequate  personnel  to  environ- 
mental protection  and  enhancement,  provide 

a  'formal  evaluation  of  progress  each  year 
In  cooperation  with  the  Deputy  Under 
Secretary. 

(5)  The  Assistant  Secretary  for  Adminis- 
tration or  his  designee  shall  further  support 

the  Deputy  Under  Secretary  in  budgetary 
process  requirements  set  forth  in  OMB  Bul- 

letin No.  71-3. 
d.  Regional  Administrators.  Effective  Im- 

mediately, the  Regional  Administrators,  as- 
sisted by  Area  Office  and  Insuring  Office  Di- 

rectors, shall: 
(1)  Designate  a  Regional  Environmental 

Clearance  Officer  (a  senior  official  or  staff 
director  reporting  directly  to  the  Regional 
Administrator  or  his  Deputy)  who  shall  act 
as  principal  Adviser  to  the  region  on  environ- 

mental affairs,  maintain  the  official  file  of 
Federal  regulations  and  policies  on  environ- 

ment, and  estal>llsh  and  maintain  a  system 
for  environmental  clearances  throughout  the 
region   (a  copy  to  Deputy  Under  Secretary). 

(2)  Enforce  departmental  environmental 
clearance  policies  and  standards,  including 
normal  and  special  environmental  clearances, 
the  preparation  and  forwarding  of  draft  and 
flnal  environmental  statements  and  pro- 

posed distribution  lists  to  the  Deputy  Under 
Secretary  for  approval,  appropriate  distri- 

bution of  environmental  statements,  and 
guiding  the  preparation  of  HUD  "comment" 
on  major  Federal  actions  proposed  by  other 

(3)  Assign  adequate  personnel  for  carry- 
ing out  environmental  clearances  described 

herein,  provide  for  formal  periodic  evalua- 
tion of  the  progress  In  Implementing  Public 

Law  91-190,  and  bring  to  the  attention  of 
the  Deputy  Under  Secretary  significant  policy 
issues  regarding  which  the  existing  depart- 

mental po.sture  appears  Inadequate. 
e.  Area  Office  and  Insuring  Office  Directors. 

Under  supervision  of  the  Regional  Adminis- 
trator, the  Area  and  Insuring  Office  Direc- 

tors, eflectlvely   immediately,  shall: 

(1 )  Designate  an  Environmental  Clearance 
Officer  (a  senior  official  or  staff  director  re- 

porting directly  to  him  or  his  Deputy)  who 
shall  act  as  principal  adviser  to  the  Direc- 

tor on  environmental  affairs,  maintain  the 
official  file  of  Federal  regulations,  policies, 
and  standards  on  environment,  and  oversee 
environmental  clearances  described  In  this 
circular; 

(2)  E.stablish,  with  approval  of  region, 

orderly  procedures  for  environmental  clear- 
ances set  forth  In  this  circular  for  all  pro- 

grams, and  enforce  departmental  environ 
grams,  and  enforce  departmental  environ- 

mental policies  and  standards  with  respect  to 
all  applications  processed  by  the  office  ex- 

cept insurance  on  Individual  houses;  and 
(3)  Assign  adequate  personnel  to  environ- 

mental clearance  functions,  provide  for  pe- 
riodic evaluation  of  environmental  Impact, 

and  bring  unresolved  policy  Issues  to  the  at- 
tention of  the  Regional  Administrator  and 

the  Deputy  Under  Secretary. 
Appendix  A 

PART   l:    DEFINmONS 

This  appendix  defines  Important  terms 
used  In  the  body  of  this  circular  and  sets 
forth  in  Part  II  on  a  program-by-program 
basis  the  decision  points  at  which  stage  en- 

vironmental clearances  must  be  completed 
for  their  respective  HUD  programs.  Part  11 
also  lists  program  thresholds  above  for  which 
a  special  environmental  clearance  Is  required. 

1.  Environment.  Environment  Is  not  de- 
fined In  the  basic  legislation  or  In  the  CEQ 

Guidelines.  However,  It  Is  clear  from  section 
102  In  the  Act  and  elsewhere  that  it  Is 
broadly  defined  to  Include  physical,  social, 
and  aesthetic  dimensions,  and  that  interdis- 

ciplinary analyses  are  required  well  beyond 
the  normal  technical  and  economic  consid- 

erations. Examples  of  environmental  con- 
siderations are:  Air  and  water  pollution,  ero- 

sion control,  natural  hazards,  land  use  plan- 
ning, site  selection  and  design,  subdivision 

development,  conservation  of  flora  and 
fauna,  urban  congestion,  overcrowding,  dis- 

placement and  relocation  resulting  from  pub- 
lic or  private  action  or  natural  disaster,  noise 

pollution,  urban  blight,  code  violations  and 
building  abandonment,  prevention  of  subur- 

ban sprawl,  etc. 
2.  "Normal  Environmental  Clearance"  /or 

projects  and  major  changes  or  amendator- 
ies.  That  HUD  assessment  of  site  character- 

istics, environmental  consequences,  and  al- 
ternatives with  superior  environmental  con- 
sequences that  shall  be  applied  to  every  ap- 

plication for  Insurance  or  assistance  (except 
individual  housing  Insurance  actions) .  This 
clearance  takes  place  primarily  at  tJie  area 
and  insuring  office  level.  In  addition  to  such 
special  requirements  as  Assistant  Secretaries 
and  Regional  Administrators  establish  In 

their  respective  Jurisdictions,  the  "normal 
environmental  clearance"  shall  consist  of: 

a.  Consistency  check  of  proposal  with  HUD 
central  office  environmental  policies  and 
standards; 

b  Opportunity  for  comments  from  A-95 
agencies  for  all  HUD  programs  and  projects 
covered  by  revised  OMB  Circular  A-95,  dated 
February  9,  1971, 

c.  (Optional)  comments  as  may  be  ap- 
nrr.nrl(..'i»   from    other   State   and   local   offl- 
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slals  or  field  oflices  of  Federal  agencies  with 
esponslblUty  for  environmental  standards 
n  areas  of  special  concern  on  a  case  by  case 
asls; 
d.  Checkoff  to  assure  consistency  with  the 

lollcy  regarding  the  National  Register  of 
Ilstorlc  Places  and  other  aspects  of  Execu- 
Ive  Order  11593; 

e.  Evidence  of  local  approval,  eg.,  bulld- 
ng  permit  in  the  case  of  new  housing — this 
pproval  affords  State  and  local  government 
ipportunlty  to  Incorporate  requirements  for 
}Ubllc  water  supply,  sewerage  treatment,  etc.. 
into  the  process; 

f.  Site   visits   and   prudent   Judgment   by 

"^'HUD    field    office    personnel    to   assure    that there  are  no  significant  adverse  environ- 
mental consequences;  and 

g  Consultation  with  the  Office  of  the  Dep- 
uty Under  Secretary  for  precedent-making 

jr  otherwise  unusual  cases. 

3  Special  Environmental  Clearance"  for 
prii/ects  and  major  changes.  That  additional 
review  of  environmental  consequences  which 
sh.^ll  be  applied  to  larger  size  projects  or 
projects  with  greater  environmental  signifi- 

cance (Including  all  projects  above  thres- 
holds in  Appendix  A)  and  to  projects  which 

■ire  controversial  with  regard  to  whether  or 
not  HUD  and  other  appropriate  environmen- 

tal policies  and  standards  are  being  met,  or 
precedentmaklng  In  the  sense  that  Impor- 

tant environmental  circumstances  are  not 

,  treated  In  HUD's  central  office  guidance 
documents.  For  this  purpose,  the  HUD  En- 

vironmental Clearance  Worksheet  (see  Ap- 
pendix B)'  Is  suggested.  All  special  environ- 
mental clearances  shall  result  In  either  (a)  a 

negative  statement  signed  by  the  head  of 
the  HUD  field  office  (or  his  designated  En- 

vironmental Clearance  Officer),  Indicating 
that  approval  of  the  application  Is  consistent 
with  established  HUD  policy  and  standards 
and  would  have  no  significant  adverse  effect 
on  the  environment,  or  (b)  If  there  are  still 
unresolved  environmental  Issues  and  con- 

cerns, the  drafting  and  circulating  of  a 
102 (2 1 C  environmental  statement.  A  nega- 

tive statement  or  a  102(2)C  environmental 
statement  shall  become  part  of  the  applica- 

tion file  and  shall  accompany  the  applica- 
tion through  the  HUD  review  and  decision 

process. 
4.  Threshold.  A  threshold  is  a  criterion 

of  size  or  of  environmental  impact  which 
requires  a  special  environmental  clearance 
and/or  a  102(2)C  environmental  statement. 
Thresholds  are  set  forth  In  Appendix  A  on 
a  program-by-program  basis.  The  Deputy 
Under  Secretary's  office  Invites  field  com- 

ment on  suitability  and  on  additional  needs. 
5.  HUD  environmental  clearance  work- 

sheet. A  HUD  standard  form  (see  Appendix 
B)i  for  Identifying  key  environmental  Im- 

pacts and  for  assessing  alternatives  as  re- 
quired In  Public  Law  91-190  and  CEQ  guide- 

lines. Assistant  Secretaries  are  authorized  to 
structure  individual  components  of  the 
form  (particularly  the  impact  section)  to 
facilitate  checkoff  for  their  program  needs. 
A  draft  worksheet   (Appendix  B-1)'  may  be 

used  as  part  of  the  program  application.  A 
final  worksheet  (Appendix  B-2)'  Is  the  sole 
responsibility  of  the  HUD  reviewing  officials. 

6.  Negative  statement.  A  statement  by 
a  HUD  official  that  no  environmental  state- 

ment Is  required  for  the  proposed  HUD  action 
under  consideration.  In  the  event  that  no 

environmental  statement  Is  planned,  "nega- 
tive statements "  shall  be  filed  with  the 

Deputy  Under  Secretary  early  In  the  devel- 
opment of  new  or  revised  central  office  guid- 

ance documents,  and  In  review  of  project 
actions  administered  by  the  central  office. 
HUD  Regional  Administrators  shall  require 
either  a  negative  statement  signed  by  the 
Area  or  Insuring  Office  Director  (or  another 
designated  Environmental  Clearance  Officer) 
or  an  environmental  statement  for  project 
actions  not  eliminated  by  established  thresh- 

olds for  HUD  programs.  The  negative  state- 
ment shall  not  be  Issued  for  projects 

which  are  In  violation  of  central  office  envl- 
rorunental  policies  and  standards  and  It  shall 
not  b3  used  without  a  sufficient  factual 
basis  as  will  stand  up  under  careful  Judicial 
scrutiny  In  the  event  of  litigation.  A  for- 

mat for  a  negative  statement  is  set  forth 

In   Appendix   E.' 
7.  Major  HUD  actions  significantly  affect- 

ing the  quality  of  the  human  environment . 
The  HUD  portion  of  major  Federal  actions 
in  the  comparable  phrase  appearing  In  sec- 

tion 102(2)C  of  the  statute  and  defined  in 
the  CEQ  Guidelines,  especially  paragraph  5 
therein.  All  such  actions  require  the  com- 

pletion of  a  102(2) C  environmental  state- 
ment 30  days  prior  to  HUD  decision.  The 

definition  includes  two  parts  on  Identifi- 
cation of  actions  and  an  assessment  of 

environmental  consequences.  The  Identified 
major  actions  Include  legislative  proposals, 
the  Issuance  of  central  office  guidance  docu- 

ments, and  a  limited  number  of  HUD  project 
actions  determined  by  policy  criteria  and 
thresholds  set  forth  in  Part  II  of  Appendix 
A.  Assessment  of  the  environmental  conse- 

quences to  be  'significant"  Is  a  matter  of 
Judgment  and  consensus;  at  the  project  level, 
this  Judgment  shall  be  governed  largely  by 
established  environmental  policies  and 
standards. 

8.  Environmental  statement.  That  speci- 
fied one-page  summary  sheet  and  the  de- 

tailed, interdisciplinary  analysis  of  environ- 
mental consequences  prescribed  In  section 

102(2)C  of  Public  Law  91-190  and  In  the 
CEQ  Guidelines;  the  HUD  format  Is  set 
forth  in  Appendix  C  '  Although  Inputs  can 
and  should  be  requested  from  the  applicant, 
the  draft  and  final  environmental  statements 
are  the  sole  resDonslblllty  of  reviewing 
HUD  officials.  A  "draft  environmental  state- 

ment" Is  the  draft  required  by  the  CEQ 
Guidelines  to  be  circulated  by  a  responsible 
official  of  the  cognizant  Federal  agency  to 
Federal.  State,  and  local  agencies  designated 
by  the  CEQ  and  made  available  to  the  pub- 

lic for  comment.  A  "final  environmental 
statement"  Is  the  mature  revised  draft  re- 

quired by  statute  to  Incorporate  external 
comment,  to  be  filed  with  the  CEQ.  and  ac- 

company the  proposed  action  through  the 
department's  review  and  decision  processes. 
It  is  the  clear  Intent  of  the  legislation  that 

the  final  environmental  statement  be  com- 
pleted and  filed  with  the  CEQ  prior  to  even 

tentative  HUD  commitment  or  approval  so 
that  feedback  from  the  environmental  state- 

ment can  Improve  the  environmental  con- 
sequences of  the  proposed  action.  CEQ 

Guidelines  established  a  30-day  delay  In 
approval  after  the  final  statement  Is  filed. 

9.  Comments.  Formal  reactions  by  one 
Federal  agency  to  the  proposed  action  and 
the  draft  environmental  statement  of  an- 

other Federal  agency;  also  formal  reactions 
of  State  and  local  agencies  or  of  public  or 
private  groups  to  the  proposed  action  Each 
Federal  agency.  Including  HUD,  Is  obliged  to 
take  these  comments  received  on  Its  draft 
environmental  statement  Into  account  In  the 

final  environmental  statement  and  HUD's 
approval  or  disapproval  of  the  proposal.  The 
HUD  format  for  comments  Is  set  forth  In  Ap- 

pendix D.' 
10  Areas  of  Jurisdiction  by  law  or  spe- 

cial expertise.  The  areas  in  which  one  agency 
is  required  to  comment  on  major  actions  by 
another  agency  in  accordance  with  Pi'Oilc 
Law  91-190  and  the  CEQ  Guidelines  Av: 
pendlx  II '  to  the  CEQ  Guidelines  p;ovides 
CEQ  views  on  these  areas.  HtTD  Regional 
Administrators  are  Invited  to  work  out  more 
specific  definitions  within  their  Regional 
Council  of  mechanism  and  In  bilateral  a-- 
rangements  with  field  offices  of  other  Federal 
agencies  In  accordance  with  special  needs  of 
their  regions  and  In  the  perspective  of  avail- able staffing. 

Appendix  A 

PART  II   DECISION  POINTS  AND  THRESHOLDS 

The  basic  policy  outlined  In  this  circular 
Is  to  complete  102(2)C  environmental  state- 

ments prior  to  decisions  on  legislation,  cen- 
tral office  guidance  documents  and  large  or 

otherwise  exceptional  projects  significantly 

affecting  the  quality  of  the  human  environ- 
ment. For  the  more  routine  projects,  It  Is 

HUD  policy  to  rely  primarily  on  "normal"  or "special"  environmental  clearances  on  ap- 
plications or  major  amendatorles  and  thus 

enforce  central  office  policies  and  stauc<ards 
in  careful  administrative  review  of  applica- 

tions. 
The  table  below  Identifies  In  HUD's  review 

processes  the  decision  points  by  which  all 
HUD  environmental  clearances  must  be  com- 

pleted. The  table  also  sets  forth  thresholds 
above  which  "special  clearance"  Is  required. 
Special  clearance  must  be  followed  by  a  neg- 

ative statement  or  a  102(2)C  environmental 
statement.  In  general,  the  102(2)C  statement 
shall  be  completed  for  projects  which  are 
controversial  with  regard  to  whether  or  not 
HUD  and  other  environmental  policies  and 
standards  are  being  met.  or  precedent  mak- 

ing In  the  sense  that  Important  environmen- 
tal circumstances  relating  to  the  proposal 

are  not  treated  In  central  office  guidance 
documents. 

Both  HUD's  General  Counsel  and  the 
Council  on  Environmental  Quality  have  ear- 

lier opined  that  It  Is  undesirable  and  Inap- 
propriate to  approve  projects  subject  to  en- 

vironmental clearance.  It  Is  departmental 
policy  that  environmental  clearances  shall 
be  part  of  the  generic  review  process  and 
shall  not  be  separated  for  later  approval 

•  Appendixes  B-H,  and  I  and  II,  filed  as  part 
of  the  original  document. 

'  Appendixes  B-H,  and  I   and   II,   filed   as 
part  of  the  original  document. '  Appendixes   B-H.  and   I  and   II.  filed   as 

part  of  the  original  document. 
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Decision  points  for  completing  environmental 
clearances  on  applications 

Thresholds 

New  communities  activities    (note  A-95   re- 
quirement) 

1.  Debt  guarantee  or  certification  of  eligi- 
bility— offer  of  commitment  or  major 

change  to  approved  plan.  (Activities  are 
preconditions  for  public  service  grants 
and  supplemental  grants.) 

2.  Interest  loan — same  decision  point  as 
No.  1. 

3.  Grant  for  waiver  of  tax  exemption — same 
decision  point  as  No.  1. 

4.  Special  planning  loan  or  grant  (see 
threshold). 

All   projects   for   actions    1,   2,   and 
quire  102(2)C  statements. 

Planning  grants  under  action  4  will  have 
an  environmental  assessment  In  102 
(2)C  format  as  a  final  product. 

Open  space  (note  A-95  requirement) 
Approval  of  application  for  funds  or  major 
amendatory. 

Water  and  sewer  (note  A-95  requirement) 
Approval   of   application   to   fund   a   facility 

(note:      The     Environmental      Protection 
Agency  funds  Interceptor  sewers  and  waste 
treatment  plants) . 

Urban  renewal  (note  A-95  requirement) 
(Conventional)  approval  of  plan  or  fund 
reservation  for  Part  I  (or  combined  Parts 
I  and  II) ,  I.e.,  approval  of  either  the  ur- 

ban renewal  plan  or  fund  reservation  to 
carry  the  real  estate  acquisition,  public 
Improvements,  rehabilitation,  clearance  or 
resale  aspects  of  plan  to  completion. 

(Neighborhood  development  program- — a 
special  mechanism  for  funding  annual  In- 

crements of  renewal)  approval  of  fund 

reservation,  i.e.,  approval  of  locality's  plan 
and  budget  for  12  months  of  activities  to 
Implernent  the  plan  (see  conventional). 

Approval  of  major  amendatorles  that  trigger 
thresholds. 

Public  facilities  loans  (note  A-95  requirement) 
Approval  of  application  or  major  amenda- 

tory. 

Model  cities  (note  A-95  requirement) 
Approval  of  application  or  major  amenda- 

tory. 

Housing    assistance    or    insurance     (see    also 
HPMC-FHA  leOO.lre:  A-95) 

Approval  of  feasibility  letter,  or  major  pro- 
posed change  in  the  letter  or  project,  for 

Subdivisions. 
Title  X  (large  scale  subdivisions) . 
Multlfamily  mortgage  insurance. 
Mobile  home  courts. 
Nursing  homes. 

Letter  of  notification  of  site  approval  or  dis- 
approval for  public  housing  projects. 

Approval    of    fund    reservation    for    college 
housing  or  major  change  to  a  fund  reserva- 
tion. 

Stage   of   HUD  commitment   for   other  pro- 
grams not  listed. 

Demonstration  projects 
Approval   of   application   or   major   proposed 
amendatory  or  change  In  the  project. 

Flood  and  disaster   insurance    (note  A-95   re- 
quirement) 

Designation  by  HUD  of  area  having  special 
flo-Dd  hazard. 

1.  All  sanitary  landfill  projects,  or 
2.  Projects  upon  which  two  or  more  sur- 

face acres  of  water  will  be  Impounded, 
or 

3.  Projects  in  excess  of  300  acres. 

1.  Projects  requiring  new  water  treat- 
ment plants,  or 

2.  Projects  resulting  in  Impoundment  of 
water  of  more  than  five  acres. 

1.  Plans  that  change  concentration  in  the 
renewal  area  approaching  or  in  excess 

of  50  percent  Increase  in  density, "or  in vehicular  traffic,  or  in  demand  for 
energy,  or  in  demand  for  other  public 
services,  or 

2.  Conversions  of  use  expected  to  produce 
noise,  waste  products  or  waste  energy 
which  exceed  capacity  of  existing  facil- 

ities and  airsheds  to  absorb  them  in 
manner  that  meets  applicable  standards. 

3.  Projects  involving  structures  on  Na- 
tional Register  of  Historic  Places. 

4.  Plans  Involving  an  Increase  of  100  or 
more  feet  In  the  height  of  any  structure 
over   any   prevlosuly   existing   structure. 

Same  as  water  and  sewer  and  open  space. 

Use  urban  renewal,  open  space,  and  water 
and  sewer  thresholds. 

1.  50  lot  subdivision,  or 
2.  100  unit  multlfamily  structures  or 
3.  200  unit  college  housing  structures,  or 
4.  100  unit  mobile  home  courts  (some 

regional  administrators  have  suggested 
50;  discretion  is  granted  to  \ise  this 
figure) ,  or 

5.  100  bed  nursing  homes,  or 
6.  Any  proposal  Involving  sites  for  which 

compliance  with  central  office  environ- 
mental policies  and  standards  is  in 

doubt  or  under  challenge. 

Projects  totaling  $500,000  or   more    (from 
all  sources)  in  new  construction. 

After  normal  administrative  review,  use 
negative  statement  prior  to  designations, 
or  p.epare  102(2)C  statement. 
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Environmental  Impact  Statements 

.01  Policy.  Indian  lands  are  essentially 
private  lands,  not  public  lands.  The  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969  is  inappli- 

cable to  activities  of  the  Bureau  of  Indian 
Affairs  in  situations  in  which  the  Bureau  is 
involved,  not  as  an  agency  dealing  with  Fed- 

eral lands,  moneys,  or  activities,  but  rather 
as  a  trustee  of  Indian  land.  In  situations  In 
which  Federal  lands,  moneys  or  activities 
are  Involved  and  the  Bureau  is  acting  in  its 
capacity  as  a  Federal  agency,  and  not  merely 
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IS  a  trustee  of  Indian  land,  the  Bureau  shall 
provide  leadership  in  preserving  and  enhanc- 

ing the  eni-lronmental  qualities  found  on  In- 
dian reservations  and  Bureau  facilities  under 

its  administrative  supervision.  The  Bureau 
shall  encourage  the  tribal  organizations  to 
adopt  programs,  plans,  and  procedures  to 
protect  and  enhance  the  quality  of  the  en- 

vironment on  reservations.  The  Bureau,  to 
the  maximum  degree  practicable,  must  see 
that  the  potential  environmental  impact  of 
proposed  and  ongoing  activities  to  which 
NEPA  Is  applicable  are  fully  evaluated. 
Note:  By  Public  Law  91-275.  enacted  June 

2,  1970.  Congress  amended  section  1  of  the 
Act  of  August  9.  1955.  69  Stat.  539  (25  U.S.C. 
section  415).  to  require  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  to  consider  the  effect  on  the  environ- 

ment of  the  uses  to  which  leased  restricted 
Indian  lands,  whether  tribally  or  individually 
Dwned,  are  to  be  subjected.  While  the  pro- 

cedure to  be  used  may  differ  somewhat  from 
that  under  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  of  1969,  the  goals  are  clearly  iden- 

tical. The  efforts  of  the  Bureau,  coupled  with 
those  of  the  Indians  themselves,  will  help  us 
to  attain  these  goals.  Environmental  Impact 
statements  are  not  required  by  Public  Law 
91-275. 
The  purpose  of  this  manual  Is  to  provide, 

in  those  situations  in  which  the  National  En- 
vironmental Policy  Act  is  applicable  to  Bu- 

reau activities,  direction  in  (1)  the  Identi- 
fication of  major  Bureau  actions  significantly 

affecting  the  quality  of  the  environment.  (2) 
the  preparation  and  review  of  environmental 
impact  statements,  and  (3)  standardizing 
the  processing  of  such  statements. 

.02     Objectives. 
A  To  meet  statutory  goals  and  Depart- 

mental requirements  for  the  preparation  of 
environmental  impact  statements. 

B.  To  identify,  in  all  Bureau  activities,  the 
procedures  required  for  the  preparation  of 
environmental  impact  statements.  To  review 
statements  made  by  others. 

.03     Authority. 
A.  General. 

1  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969.  section  102(2)  (c)  (Public  Law  91-190. 
83  Stat.  852.  January  1.  1970).  hereafter  re- 

ferred to  as  NEPA. 
2.  Executive  Order  11514.  Protection  and 

Enhancement  of  Environmental  Quality,  sec- 
tion 2(f)   (March  5,  1970). 

3.  Guidelines  of  the  Council  on  Environ- 
mental Quality  (36-79  F.R.  7724.  April  23 

1971). 
4.  516  DM  1-3. 
.04     Responsibilities. 
A.  The  Commissioner  is  responsible  for 

Bureau  compliance  with  requirements  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969 
(NEPA)    {Public  Law  91-190). 

B.  To  fully  carry  out  the  Bureau's  environ- 
mental quality  responsibilities,  particularly 

those  under  NEPA,  the  Division  of  Environ- 
mental Quality  Services,  Offlce-of  Planning, 

hereinafter  referred  to  as  EQ.  shall  be  re- 
sponsible for  determining  that  proposed 

envlrormienfcal  evaluations  and  analyses  are 
formulated  in  conformance  with  approved 
policies  and  procedures,  and  that  they  repre- 

sent the  full  and  balanced  interests  of  the 
Bureau  In  Its  trustee  responsibilities  for 
tribal  lands  and  Interests. 

As  the  Bureau's  contact  point  for  policy 
and  procedure  matters  concerning  the  prep- 

aration and  review  of  environmental  analy- 
ses and  statements  EQ's  specific  responsibili- ties Include: 

1.  Screening  for  adequacy,  monitoring  and 
coordinating  Bureau  preparation  and  review 
of  environmental  statements. 

2,  Coordinating  the  preparation  and  pro- 
viding leadership  In  the  development  of criteria  to  determine  which  Bureau  actions 

require  statements. 
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3.  Designating,  with  the  advice  of  appro- 
priate Program  Directors.  Bureau  task  forces 

composed  of  representatives  of  appropriate 
offices  which  prepare  statements  in  special cases. 

4.  Designating,  with  the  advice  of  appro- 
priate Program  Directors,  lead  offices  to  pre- 

pare statements  and  when  feasible  providing 
leadership  in  the  preparation  of  statements. 

5.  Overseeing  review  external  to  the  Bu- 
reau and  editing,  approving  and  transmit- 
ting. Bureau  draft  and  final  statements  to 

the  Office  of  Environmental  Project  Review 
(PEP). 

6.  Coordinating  and  monitoring  Bureau 
review  of  draft  statements  prepared  by  other 
Federal  agencies. 

7.  Furnishing  guidance  and  approving 
procedures  developed  by  Directors  for  analyz- 

ing environmental  impacts. 
8.  Assuring  that  NEPA  requirements  are 

met  for  major  Federal  actions  having  a  sig- 
nificant effect  on  the  environment  which 

were  initiated  prior  to  January  1.  1970. 
9.  Consulting  with  the  Assistant  Secre- 

tary—Program Policy,  for  Departmental 
guidance  and  direction. 
C  All  Directors,  within  their  areas  of 

responsibility: 
1.  Develop  criteria  for  identifying  major 

actions  which  require  statements. 
2.  Develop  procedures  for  ansdyzing  en- 

vironmental Impacts,  including  applications 
for  contracts,  loans,  leases,  rights-of-way, 
license  or  permits. 

3.  Identify  actions  which  require  state- 
ments and  make  certain  that  statements  are 

expeditiously  and  properly  prepared. 
4.  Review  draft  statements  prepared  by 

other  Bureau  officials  or  by  other  Federal 
agencies. 

5.  Are  responsible  fcr  assuring  that  pro- 
fessional expertise  Is  maintained  for  staff 

Involved  in  environmental  analysis. 
D.  Area  Directors  and  Superintendents 

using  officially  approved  criteria  are  responsi- 
ble within  their  areas  of  responsibility  for 

the  following: 

1.  Identification  of  actions  which  require 
statements,   and  preparation  of  statements. 

2.  Reviewing  and  commenting  upon  draft 
statements  prepared  by  other  Bureau  officials 
or  by  other  Federal  agencies. 

Area  Directors  are  responsible  for  guidance 
and  coordination  on  all  environmental  state- 

ments prepared  and  reviewed  In  their  areas. 
They  shall  make  certain  that  for  actions  hav- 

ing an  Impact  on  Indian  lands  or  communi- 
ties review  by  State  and  public  agencies  shall 

also  Include  review  by  pertinent  Indian 
tribal  governing  bodies. 

.05     Definitions. 
A.  Human  environment.  The  total  sur- 

roundings In  which  man  conducts  his  activ- 
ities. The  environment  Includes  both  natural 

and  man-made  components  (the  interde- 
pendent living  and  nonliving  parts  which 

make  up  man's  ecosystems).  The  condition 
and  use  of  resources  determines  the  environ- 

ment; e.g.,  in  timber  management  of  the 
condition  of  the  resource  base,  including 
soil  conditions,  topographical  characteristics, 
water  and  air  quality  must  be  protected  or 
improved  to  maintain  continuing  resource 
productivity.  The  overall  environment  In- 

cludes the  general  conditions  provided  for 
man's  well-being,  for  the  growth  of  plant 
and  animal  communities,  and  for  maintain- 

ing the  quality  of  air.  water,  land  forms. 
Indian  cultural,  historical  and  aesthetic 
values  and  socioeconomic  factors 

B.  Environmental  impact.  The  beneficial 

and  harmful  effects  of  man's  action  upon  his 
surroundings.  Identification  of  environ- 

mental Impacts  requires  Judgment  objec- 
tively exercised  by  the  official  p-eparlng  the 

statement  on  the  basis  of  the  environmental 
values  he  attributes  to  an  area.  An  action 

can  have  short-  and  long-term  effects  upon 
the  physical,  biological,  and  social  aspects  of 
the  environment.  For  example,  the  benefits 
of  the  introduction  of  better  seed  can  be 
wiped  out  by  soil  erosion;  water  resources 
can  disappear  by  the  destruction  of  the 
forest  watershed.  Strip  mining  may  produce 
Income  but  can  destroy  the  contours  of  land, 
the  fertility  of  the  soil  and  its  recreational 
possibilities.  Disposal  of  industrial  wastes  can 
destroy  fish  resources  of  greater  environ- 

mental value  than  the  economic  value  of  the 
industry  which  is  generatUig  the  pollution. 
Economic  development  may  have  both  de- 

sirable and  undesirable  socioeconomic 
Impacts. 

C.  Environmental  statement  or  "state- 
ment". A  detailed  assessment  of  the  environ- 
mental impact  of  an  ongoing  or  proposed 

action,  as  defined  in  .053  above. 
Procedures  for  preparation  and  review  of 

statements  are  indicated  in  Illustration  1.' 
The  content  of  the  statement  is  described 
in  .21  and  .22  below. 

D.  Actions.  These  are  defined  by  types  as follows: 

1.  Actions  relating  to  legislation  and  ap- 
propriations. Congressional  authorizations 

for,  or  limitations  on,  BIA  programs,  which 
significantly    affect    the    enviromnent. 

2.  Projects,  continuing  activities  and  re- 
lated individual  actions.  Projects  are  spec- 

ified tasks,  conducted  on  either  a  one-time 
or  continuing  basis.  Projects  may  Include 
several  related  individual  actions.  Continu- 

ing activities  are  defined  as  broad  Bureau 
programs  conducted  under  continuing  statu- 

tory authority,  and  mclude  several  Individual 
related  actions,  e.g..  watershed  program. 
Related  individual  actions  are  those  Jobs 

or  tasks  which  are  necessary  to  accomplish 
projects  or  continuing  activities,  e.g.,  an  ac- 

cess road  created  with  Federal  funds,  an  Ir- 
rigation project,  a  new  school. 

3.  Those  program  actions  with  significant 
Impacts  on  the  environment  which  are 
identified  in  annual  budget  estimates.  For 
guidance,  see  516  DM  2  9E.  Preparation  of 
this  material  Is  the  responslbUlty  of  the  staff 
unit  responsible  for  the  Bureau  s  budget.  All 
units  of  the  Bureau  will  provide  such  as- 

sistance In  the  preparation  of  this  material 
as  may  be  requested. 

.06  Coverage. 

A.  Actions  initiated  after  January  1,  1970. 
All  activities  of  the  Bureau  Initiated  after 
the  passage  of  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  which  significantly  affect  the  en- 

vironment are  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
this  manual  section  provided  that  the  activ- 

ity is  one  to  which  NEPA  applies  (see  .01). 
B.  Actions  initiated  before  January  1,  1970. 

The  provisions  of  this  manual  section  will  be 
applied  to  continuing  major  Federal  actions 
having  a  significant  effect  on  the  environ- 

ment even  though  they  arise  from  projects  or 
programs  initiated  prior  to  enactment  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act.  provided 
that  the  activity  Is  one  to  which  NEPA  ap- 

plies (see  .01) . 
While  it  may  sometimes  be  difficult  to  re- 

direct basic  decisions  initiated  prior  to  en- 
actment of  the  Act.  continuing  actions  which 

are  based  on  those  early  decisions  should  be 
conditioned  by  the  Act's  Intent.  Ongoing 
projects  or  programs  authorized  before  Janu- 

ary 1.  1970.  shall  be  reconsidered  in  the  light 
of  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  to 
assure  that,  to  the  maximum  extent  possible, 
adverse  environmental  Impacts  are  avoided. 

General  criteria  for  identifying  major  ac- 
tions having  "significant"  effects  on  the  en- vironment are  found  In  .12  below. 

If  the  program  or  project  has  significant 
Impact,  alternatives   will   be  considered  and 

'  Filed   as  part  of   the  original  document 
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the  procedure  for  preparing  an  environ- 
mental statement  followed  7ho  program  or 

project  need  nut  be  stopped  or  delayed  pend- 
ing preparation  of  the  statement.  However, 

If  an  ongoing  program  entails  Individual 

projects  not  yet  authorized  or  not  yet  funded, 
an  environmental  statement  Is  necessary  for 

each  such  project  found  to  have  significant 
environmental  impact. 

.1  Ideniificalion  of  actions  requiring statements. 

11  Types  of  actions.  See  .05D.  and  .OG. 

Note-  The  types  of  actions  described  indi- 
cate the  range  of  actions  which  may  require 

statements,  and  are  not  meant  to  exclude 

other  actions  with  slgniricant  potential  en- 
vironmental impacts.  (See  applicability  of 

NEPA  as  defined  in  .01.) 
12  General  criteria. 

A  /)r(crmi7ia(io7i  of  -major  Federal  ac- 

tions "  The  term  "major  Federal  actions  sig- 

nificantly affecting  the  quality  of  the  human 
environmenf  is  to  be  construed  with  a  view 

to  the  otterall  cumulative  impact  of  the  ac- 

tion proposed,  and  of  further  actions  con- 
templated. Such  actions  may  be  localized  In 

their  Impact,  but  If  the  environment  or  its 

uniqueness  may  be  significantly  affected,  a 
statement  Is  required. 

1.  The  effect  of  many  Bureau  decisions 

about  a  project  or  complex  of  projects  can 
be  individually  limited  but  cumulatively 

considerable.  For  example,  the  construction 

of  one  road  often  opens  a  new  area  to  a 

wide  range  of  development  in  the  future. 
Cumulative  effects  can  occur  when  one  or 

more  agencies  over  a  period  of  years  put  Into 

a  project  individually  minor  but  collectively 

major  resources,  when  one  decision  Involv- 
ing a  limited  amount  of  money  is  a  precedent 

for  action  In  much  larger  cases  or  represents 
a  decision  in  principle  about  a  future  major 
course  of  action,  or  when  several  Government 

agencies  individually  make  decisions  about 
partial  aspects  of  a  major  action. 

2.  Any  proposed  action  that  has  an  en- 
vironmental Impact  likely  to  be  highly  con- 

troversial should  be  covered. 
B.  Bureau  determination.  Within  each  Di- 

rectorate, analytical  procedures  will  be  de- 
veloped for  determining  the  environmental 

Impact  of  all  types  of  actions  (see  .04).  It  is 
vital  that  maximum  participation  by  Indian 
Tribes  and  Individuals  be  solicited  and  en- 

couraged. The  results  of  environmental  im- 
pact analysis  must  be  documented  (See  .13B 

below) .  Public  and  tribal  participation  must 
play  an  Important  role  in  these  procedures. 
(See  .34A) . 

C.  General  criteria  for  significant  actions. 
Specific  criteria  for  determining  whether  a 
statement  is  required  will  be  developed  with- 

in each  Directorate  for  each  type  of  action. 
The  general  list  of  environmental  Impacts 
below  cannot  be  used  alone  to  Identify  ac- 

tions requiring  statements,  but  provides 
guidance  to  personnel  in  developing  specific 
criteria  for  that  purpose. 

Provokes  public  controversy,  local  or  na- 
tional. 

Reduces  air  quality  or  water  quality  below 
existing  conditions,  or  below  established  Fed- 

eral or  State  standards. 
Affects  the  socioeconomic  potential  of 

tribal  lands. 
Alters  significantly  natural  ecosystems. 
Takes  place  on  fragile  or  unstable  soils,  or 

on  steep  slopes. 
Involves  the  consumption  of  a  wasting 

asset. 
Occurs  In  or  adjacent  to  wild  and  scenic 

rivers,  cultural  or  recreation  sites,  or  areas 
of  historic  or  scenic  significance. 

Destroys  rare  or  unique  wildlife  or  land 
features. 

Inflicts  permanent  damage  to  the  visual 
landscape. 

Results  in  conditions  hazardous  to  public 
safety  or  health. 

14 
NOTICES 

Reduces  or  eliminates  possible  future  al- ternative uses  of  the  land. 
Introduces  a  new  resource  u.se  Into  a  geo- 

graphic area. 
Seriously  conflicts  with  existing  use  or 

users. 
See  516  DM  2.5. 

.13  Procedures  for  identifying  actions  re- 
quiring statements.  For  each  type  of  action, 

the  procedure  shown  in  Illustration  2  '  will determine  whether  a  statement  is  required. 
A    Actions  requiring  statements. 
1.  Actions  of  a  type  identified  as  requiring 

a  statenient  every  time. 
2,  Actions  which  have  been  analyzed  for 

environmental  impact  and  meet  the  criteria 
for  preparation  of  a  statement. 

B.  Actions  not  requiring  statements  (nega- 
tive declarations).  Actions  which  have  been 

analyzed  for  environmental  Impact  but  do 
not  meet  the  criteria  for  preparation  of  a 
statement  will  not  have  statements  prepared, 
but  will  have  an  environmental  analysis 
memorandum  prepared  and  made  a  part  of 
the  case  file.  Tliis  will  assure  that  maximum 
consideration  is  given  to  the  potential  envi- 

ronmental impact  of  proposed  and  ongoing 
activities  on  Indian  lands.  Tlicse  actions  will 
receive  periodic  review. 

.2  Preparation  of  draft  statements.  (See 
510  DM  2.6)  "  The  draft  statement  is  as  com- 

plete as  possible  (normally  it  is  complete) 
and  is  circtilated  to  Federal,  State,  Indian, 
and  local  agencies  and  to  other  appropriate 
individuals,  groups,  or  organizations  for  their 
review  and  comments  regarding  its  adequacy. 
It  may  be  circulated  concurrently  with  the 
review  process,  but  no  final  decisions  will  be 
made  prior  to  consideration  of  comments 
received. 

The  environmental  statement  is  a  complete 
document  capable  of  standing  alone.  It 
should  include  sufficient  information  (in- 

cluding technical  data,  and  maps,  charts, 
and  other  graphics  if  such  would  add  clar- 

ity) to  permit  a  careful  assessment  of  en- 
vironmental impact  by  commenting  entities. 

.21  Required  content  and  format. 
A.  Content.  The  following  must  be  dis- 

cussed, as  briefly  as  possible  but  as  ade- 
quately as  necessary.  In  each  statement.  Ex- 

isting management  or  development  plans 
or  documents  may  be  attached  to  amplify 
the  statement.  The  (environmental)  state- 

ment must  be  sufficiently  detailed  to  allow 
a  responsible  executive  to  arrive  at  a  rea- 

sonably accurate  decision  regarding  the  en- 
vironmental benefits  and  detriments  to  be 

expected  from  program  Implementation.  The 
statement  should  contain  adequate  discus- 

sion of  alternative  proposals  to  allow  for 
program  modification  during  agency  re- 

view so  that  results  to  be  achieved  will  be 
in  accordance  with  national  environmental 

goals. "The  probable  impacts,  both  adverse  and 
beneficial  of  the  proposed  action  on  the  en- 

vironment" must  be  discussed.  "Impact"  im- 
plies a  change  in  condition.  The  biological, 

physical,  visual,  social.  Indian  cultural  pat- 
tern, political,  and  economic  Impacts  of  the 

proposed  action  are  described.  Secondary,  as 
well  as  primary  consequences  are  described: 
the  amount  of  detail  depends  on  the  size  or 
crucial  nature  of  the  proposed  action.  For 
example,  the  primary  Impact  may  be  a 
change  in  vegetative  species  composition,  but 
the  secondary  consequence  may  be  a  signifi- 

cant reduction  in  a  rare  or  endangered  wild- 
life specie. 

Environmental  statements  must  Include  an 
adequate  description  of  the  proposed  action 
to  permit  a  careful  assessment  by  comment- 

ing agencies  and  affected  Indian  tribal  gov- 
erning bodies. 

Any  probable  adverse  environmental  effects 
which  cannot  be  avoided  should  the  proposal 

22&7! 

be  implemented.  These  are  effects  that  m
a- 

occur  no  matter  what  action  Is  taken  to  mce, 
Bureau  responsibilities.  ,       ,    ,      ,  ,„,„■ 

The  relationship  betiveen  local  short-ter
m 

uses  of  man's  resources  and  environment  ant
 

the  maintenance  and  enhancement  of  long 

term  productivity.  This  requires  asscss
mcn. 

of  the  action  for  cumulative  and  long-
tcrnt 

effects.  For  example,  clear  cutting  forest 
 l.iiK; 

leaves  a  visible  scar  at  first,  but  may  provld.
, 

"edee-offect"  'for  wildlife  and  establish  bctte: 

stands  over  time.  Also,  under  ̂   r<'=^t  rotatlo. 

system,  grazing  use  is  temporarily  de
nied  bir 

reduced  pressure  on  the  vegetation 
 provide.' a  inn^-ranse  benefit. 

Anl  irreversible  and  irretrievable 
 commit- 

ments of  resources  which  would  beinvolve
c 

Z  the  proposed  action  should  it  be  imple^
 

mented  This  requires  W^"*'"^''""'?-  °^J^ 

extent  to  which  the  action  cm  tails  the 
 rangt 

of  beneficial  uses  of  the  environ
ment  Re- 

moval of  nonrenewable  resources,  such  a 

minerals  and  archaeological  remain
s  mak. 

such  resources  unavailable  or  unsuita
ble  foi future  use.  .   

Alternatives  to  the  proposed  action.  Se
c- 

tion 102(2)  (D)  of  the  NEP  Act  requires  th( 

responsible  agency  to  "study,  develop, 
 anc 

describe  appropriate  alternatives  to 
 recom- 

mended courses  of  action  in  any  proposa 

which  involves  unresolved  conflicts  conc
ern- 

ing alternatives  uses  of  available  resources
.' 

Alternative  actions  that  might  avoid  somt
 

or  all  of  the  adverse  envU'onmental  effects  oi
 

increase  beneficial  effects  should  be  set  f
ortl- 

and  analyzed,  including  the  alternative 
 o) 

not  going  forward  with  the  proposal.  Wher
( 

a  cost-beneflt  analysis  of  the  proposed  actior 

has  been  prepared,  this  analysis  should  tx
 

attached  to  the  statement. 

B    Format    of    environmental    statements 

(As  prescribed   in  516.2.6  DM.) 

Cover  Sheet  (516.2.  illustration  C-1.  C-2) 

Summary   Sheet    (516.2.,   illustration  D
-l D-2).i 

Body  of  Statement. 
Sections: 

(1)  Description  of  the  proposal. 

(2)  Description  of  the  environment. 
(3)  Environmental  impact  of  the  proposec 

(4)  Mitigating  measures  Included  in  tht 

proposed  action. 
(5)  Any  adverse  effects  which  cannot  b( 

avoided  should  the  proposal  be  Implemented 

(6)  The  relationship  between  local  short- 
term  uses  of  man's  environment  and  the 

•maintenance  and  enhancement  of  long-term 
productivity. 

f7)  Any  irreversible  and  irretrievable  com- 
mitments of  resources  which  would  be  In- 

volved in  the  proposed  action  should  it  be 

implemented. 
(8)    Alternatives  to  the  proposed  action. 
Consultation  and  coordination  with  others. 

(1)  Consultation  and  coordination  in  the 
development  of  the  proposal  and  in  the 

preparation  of  the  draft  environmental statement. 

(2)  Coordination  in  the  review  of  the  draft environmental  statement. 
Attachments: 
22  Guidelines  for  preparation.  To  provide 

the  reader  a  clear  understanding  of  the  pro- 

posed action  and  its  consequences,  the  offi- 

cial preparing  the  draft  statement: 

Describe  the  proposed  action  and  su-- 

rounding  conditions  thoroughly.  Uses  an  in- 

terdisciplinary approach  to  describe  in  detail 

the  action's  anticipated  environmental  effect 

on  man.  flora,  and  fauna,  and  on  the  quality 
of  water,  air.  and  land. 

Describes  applicable  research,  both  on  and 

offsite.  In  terms  of  that  research,  explains 

conclusions  reached  on  impacts  of  and  alter- 

'  Filed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 
Piled  as  part  of  the  original  document. 
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i  natives    to    the    proposed    action.    Describes 
future  research  to  the  extent  possible. 
Identifies  areas  of  doubt  associated  with 

the  proposed  action.  In  light  of  these  doubts, 
explains  conclusions  reached  on  impacts  of 
and  alternatives  to  the  proposed  action. 
Describes  administrative  and  analytical 

procedures  leading  up  to  the  proposed  ac- 
tion, especially  as  they  relate  to  controlling 

environmental  Impact. 
Describes  contingencies  or  emergency 

measures  developed  to  meet  unforeseen 
events  associated  with  the  proposed  action. 
Describes  Interagency  cooperation,  consul- 

tation, and  Joint  research  associated  with 
the  proposed  action. 

.23  Preparation  by  applicants.  For  those 
situations  in  which  NEPA  applies  applicants 
for  contracts,  loans,  leases,  rights-of-way. 
licenses,  or  permits  may  be  required  to  pre- 

pare draft  statement  material  as  a  prereq- 
uisite to  the  consideration  of  the  applica- 

tion.  (See  Department  Manual  516.2.9F(2)  ) 
.24  Timely  preparation.  It  is  important  that 

draft  statements  be  prepared  and  circulated 
for  comment  and  furnished  to  the  Council 
on  Environmental  Quality  early  enough  in 
the  review  process  before  an  action  is  taken 
In  order  to  permit  meaningful  consideration 
of  the  environmental  Issues  Involved;  that 
13,  when  the  need  for  a  draft  statement  Is 
recognized  and  confirmed  major  effort 
should  be  devoted  to  preparing  the  state- 

ment at  the  same  time,  or  preferably  before, 
activities  associated  with  the  proposed  action 
proceed. 

.25  Number  o/  copies.  At  least  five  repro- 
ducible copies  of  completed  draft  statements 

should  be  subn.ltted  to  EQ 
A.  Distribution.  See  DM  516.2.9F  re 

processing. 
.26  Consultation. 
A.  Indian  participation.  Individual  Indians 

and  tribal  governing  bodies  shall  be  in- 
volved in  basic  planning  for  and  implemen- 
tation of  all  Bureau  actions.  Indian  views 

shall  be  obtained  in  assessing  environmental 
Impacts  on  their  lands,  culture,  religion, 
tradition,  artifacts,  etc. 

B.  Consultation  with  Government  agencies. 
The  views  of  other  departmental  offices  and 
other  Federal.  State,  and  local  agencies  shall 
be  solicited  during  the  drafting  stage  as 
much  as  possible  Comments  received  during 
this  stage  are  considered  informal  and  are 
primarily  for  the  purpose  of  providing  tech- 

nical assistance  to  the  Bureau,  In  soliciting 
comments,  the  official  preparing  the  draft 
should  carefully  consider  the  Jurisdiction  or 
special  expertise  of  each  office  to  be  con- 

sulted, request  the  specific  Information  or 
review  most  needed  for  subsequent  drafts, 
and  evaluate  the  Information  or  review 
received. 
C  Agencies  to  be  consulted.  The  officials 

preparing  draft  statement  may  wish  to  con- 
sult with: 

1.  Agencies  with  whom  the  Bureau  has 
national  or  local  interagency  agreements. 
2.  Agencies  with  special  expertise  or 

knowledge  concerning  the  proposed  action  or 
Its  surroundings. 

3.  For  actions  affecting  the  cultural  or 
historical  environment,  review  will  also  be 
through  procedures  set  forth  by  the  Ad- 

visory Council  on  Historic  Preservation,  In- 
terior Building,  Washington.  DC  20240. 

a.  National  historic  landmarks,  and  land- 
marks of  state  or  local  significance  listed  in 

the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places  may 
be  involved:  they  may  be  on  or  near  Indian 
lands.  Effects,  if  any.  which  the  proposed 
project  would  have  on  the  character  of  a 
landmark  should  be  determined  and  stated 
In  the  environmental  statement. 

b.  If  a  proposed  use  of  or  disposal  of  pub- 
lic land  affects  a  historic  landmark,  the 

Bureau  consults  with  the  State  liaison  offi- 
cer  appointed   under   the   National    Historic 

NOTICES 

Preservation  Act  of  1966,  and  with  the  Re- 
gional Director,  National  Park  Service.  If 

the  effect  is  considered  adverse.  Include  in 
draft  statement  for  review  and  submission  to 

the  Advisory  Council  on  Historic  Preserva- 
tion. If  no  effect,  so  state  and  reference  any 

consultation. 
27  Coordination.  A  register  is  used  by  the 

Area  Directors,  Superintendent  Program  Di- 
rectors to  record  and  coordinate  all  phases 

in  the  preparation  of  statements  under  their 
Jurisdiction.   (See  Illustration  4.)> 

.3  Review  of  draft  statements  prepared  by 
bureau. 

.31  Bureau  review.  Working  level  consulta- 
tion and  review  will  be  chiefly  effected  by 

those  who  prepared  the  draft  statement.  EQ 
may  supplement  the  reviewing  action  and 
will  monitor  and  approve  the  circulation 
within  the  Bureau  to  secure  an  Interdisci- 

plinary coordination. 
.32  Transmittal  to  Department  and  to 

Council  on  Environmental  Quality.  (See  DM 
516.2.9-F.)  Following  internal  Bureau  review 
and  mtradepartmental  consultations  (see 
.26).  and  appropriate  revision,  if  needed,  by 
the  originating  office.  EQ  transmits  through 
official  channels  15  copies  of  the  draft  state- 

ment over  the  signattire  of  the  Commissioner 
or  his  designee  to  the  Office  of  Environmental 
Project  Review  for  final  review  by  the  De- 

partment and  for  transmittal  to  the  Council 
on  Environmental  Quality. 

,33     Official    comments.    (DM    516.2,7.) 
1.  Bureau  officials  who  prepared  the  draft 

statement  will,  upon  advice  from  EQ,  and 
after  clearance  and  assignment  of  a  control 
number  by  the  Office  of  Environmental  Proj- 

ect Review,  request  official  comments  from 
other  Bureaus  and  Offices  of  the  Department 
and  from  other  Federal  agencies  which  have 
jurisdiction  or  special  expertise  with  re- 

spect to  the  action  or  which  are  authorized 
to  develop  and  enforce  environmental  stand- 

ards (see  DM  516  2,9.F(31  (d) ) .  Federal  agen- 
cies which  may  be  consulted  are  listed  In 

CEQ  Guidelines  (F.R,  36-79.  4/23/71)  as 
amended. 

2.  The  time  limit  for  reply  by  other  Fed- 
eral agencies  Is  normally  45  days  which  shall 

always  be  allowed  the  Environmental  Protec- 
tion Agency.  (DM  516  2.7B(3) .) 

3.  Bureau  procedures  must  be  assured 
that,  to  the  maximum  extent  practicable,  the 
minimum  90  day  and  30  day  periods  of 
public  availability  for  draft  and  environ- 

mental statements  on  administrative  actions 
are  observed   These  periods  may  overlap. 

4.  A  notice  of  availability  shall  be  pre- 
pared by  the  initiating  unit  of  the  Bureau 

and  shall  accompany  the  statement  to  the 
Assistant  Secretary — Program  Policy  (for 
sample  formats,  see  516  DM  2,  Appendix  El .' 
The  Assistant  Secretary — Program  Policy 
shall  send  the  notice  to  the  Fededal  Regis- 

ter at  the  same  time  that  he  transmits  the 
statement  to  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality,  except  for  statements  dealing  with 
legislative  and  budgetary  matters. 

.34  Review  by  State  and  local  agencies  and 
the  public.  The  Area  Director  coordinates 
tribal.  State,  local,  and  public  review  of  pro- 

posed Bureau  actions  with  the  requirements 
of  the  Department.  (See  Dept.  Man.  516,2.8.) 

Bureau  procedures  must  facilitate  Indian 
community  and  public  access  to  draft  and 
final  environmental  statements  and  the  com- 

ments received. 
A.  Public  hearings  or  meetings.  Mecha- 

nisms for  Incorporating  participation  by  the 
Indian  community  and  the  public  into  the 
planning  procedures  of  all  Bureau  activities 
should  be  used.  Policies  and  procedures  for 
holding  public  hearings  or  meetings  not  pro- 

vided for  by  existing  mechanisms  must  be 
developed.  Approval  must  be  obtained  from 
EQ   Bureau  procedures  must  respond  to  the 

requirement  that  they  "Insure  the  fullest 
practicable  provision  of  timely  public  In- 

formation and  understanding  of  Federal 
plans  and  programs  with  environmental  Im- 

pact in  order  to  obtain  the  views  of  Interested 
parties."  These  procedures  must  Include, 
where  appropriate,  provision  for  public  hear- 

ings and  availability  of  draft  environmental 
impact  statements  in  advance  of  such hearings. 

1.  In  many  cases,  public  hearings  or  meet- 
ings will  be  required  at  two  or  more  stages 

of  the  planning  process,  or  for  both  the  gen- 
eral and  specific  plans  for  a  Bureau  program. 

A  hearing  or  meeting  may  be  held  In  the 
course  of  preparing  a  draft  statement  to  as- 

certain reactions  and  illicit  Information  con- 
cerning the  proposed  action. 

2.  "Formal"  public  hearings  or  meetings 
on  draft  statements  approved  by  PEP  may 
be  held  when  public  concern  over  the  poten- 

tial environmental  Impact  of  a  proposed  ac- tion Is  high. 

3.  Notice  of  "formal"  public  hearings  on 
draft  statements  includes  publication  In  the 
Federal  Register  not  less  than  30  days  be- 

fore the  hearing  date,  and  appropriate  no- 
tice to  heads  of  Government  agencies. 

B,  Other  established  review  procedures. 
When  no  formal  public  hearing  has  been 
held  on  a  proposed  action,  and  when  review 
of  the  proposed  action  by  State  and  local 
agencies  authorized  to  develop  and  enforce 
environmental  standards,  and  by  the  public, 
is  relevant,  such  review  may  be  provided 
through  other  established  review  procedures. 

1.  For  State  and  local  review  of  direct  Bu- 
reau development  projects  as  required  by 

Office  of  Management  and  Budget  Circular 
No,  A-95,  review  shall  be  through  clearing- 

houses in  accordance  with  Bureau  proce- 
dures established  pursuant  to  Circular  No. 

A-95  and  Departmental  Manual  511.5,  Inter- 
governmental Relations. 

Direct  Bureau  development  projects  may 
Include  construction  of  Federal  buildings 
and  Installations:  other  Federal  public  works, 
or  acquisition,  use  or  disposal  of  Federal 
land  and  real  property. 

.35  Coordination  of  external  review.  EQ 
uses  form  "Review  of  Draft  Environmental 
Statement  Register"  to  record  and  coordi- 

nates all  phases  of  formal  review  of  draft 
environmental  statements  by  other  govern- 

mental agencies.   (See  Illustration  3.)' 
,4  Final  statements.  Based  upon  analysis 

of  all  review  comments,  a  final  statement  is 
prepared  (usually  by  those  who  prepared 
the  draft)  and  is  submitted  to  EQ  who  co- 

ordinates final  review  and  transmittal 
through  the  Department  to  the  Council  on 
Environmental   Quality,    (See  DM  516.2,9.F.) 

This  statement  Is  the  completed  document 
which  incorporates  review  comments  and 
discusses  unresolved  Issues.  It  is  the  docu- 

ment which  must  accompany  the  proposed 

action  through  the  Department's  final  deci- 
sionmaking process.  The  term  "final  environ- 

mental statement"  Is  synonymous  with  the 
term  "detailed  environmental  statement" 
found  In  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act. 

.5  Availability  of  statements  for  public 
review. 

.51  Draft  statements.  After  the  Bureau 
publishes  a  notice  In  the  Federal  Register 
requesting  comments  from  State  and  local 
agencies  and  the  public,  the  Bureau  Office 
of  Communications  will  fill  requests  for 
copies  of  draft  statements  and  comments  of 
Federal  agencies. 

.52  Final  statements.  After  the  Bureau 

publishes  a  notice  In  the  Federal  Register 
indicating  the  availability  of  a  final  state- 

ment, the  Bureau  Office  of  Communications 
will  provide  copies  upon  request. 

'  Filed  as  part  of  the  original  document. I  Piled  as  part  of  the  original  document. 
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.6    Implementing  the  proposed  action. 

.61  Function  o/  the  enviromnental  state- 
ment. The  environmental  statement  Is  only 

one  of  the  components  In  the  decisionmak- 
ing process.  It  should  objectively  set  out 

all  Information  available  on  all  recognized 
alternatives.  Conclusions  reached  In  the 
statement  should  be  analytical  In  nature; 
they  should  not  represent  a  decision  on  or 
a  Justification  of  the  proposed  action. 

.62  Timing  of  action  /olloiving  environ- 
mental statement  preparation.  To  the  max- 

imum extent  practicable:  (1)  No  admin- 
istrative action  will  be  taken  sooner  than 

90  days  after  a  draft  environmental  state- 
ment has  been  furnished  to  the  Council  on 

Environmental  Quality,  circulated  for  com- 
ment, and  publicly  announced  in  the  Fed- 

eral Register,  whichever  is  later. 
(2)  No  administrative  action  will  be 

taken  sooner  than  30  days  after  a  final 
environmental  statement  has  been  fur- 

nished to  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality  and  the  public.  If  a  final  statement 
Is  filed  within  the  90-day  period  in  (1) 
above,  the  two  periods  may  run  concurrently 
to  the   extent   that   they   overlap. 
Exception.  Where  emergency  circum- 

stances, overriding  considerations  of  ex- 
pense to  the  Government,  or  impaired  pro- 

gram effectiveness  make  it  necessary  to  take 
an  action  with  significant  environmental 
impact  without  observing  the  time  limita- 

tions in  (1)  and  (2)  above,  the  Commis- 
sioner or  his  designee  shall  consult  with  the 

Assistant  Secretary — Program  Policy  who,  in 
turn,  is  required  to  consult  with  the  Coun- 

cil on  Environmental  Quality  about  alter- 
native arrangements.   (See  DM  516.2.9. C.) 

.7  Review  oj  statements  prepared  by  other 
Federal  agencies.  (See  516  DM  3.)  The  Bu- 

reau's review  will  be  predicated  on  the  Bu- 
reau's responsibility  to  protect,  enrich,  en- 
hance, and  assist  Indians  and  Indian  tribal 

lands  In  resource  development;  socioeco- 
nomic living  conditions  and  standards,  en- 

vironment, unique  tribal  cultures,  historical 
and  aesthetic  values. 
The  reviewing  process  requires  from  the 

reviewer  the  high  quality  of  professional  crit- 
ical analysis,  balanced  perspective,  objec- 
tivity and  the  interdisciplinary  approach  that 

Is  expected  In  the  preparation  of  Bureau 
statements. 

bureau  of  sport  fisheries  and  wildlife 

Procedures   for    Preparation    of    102(2)  (c) 
Environmental  Impact  Statements 

December  1971. 
1.0  Bureau  role  as  it  relates  to  the  National 

Environmental  Policy  Act  and  Environ- 
mental Impact  Statements. 

1.1  Overview.  These  procedures  are  to  be 
used  In  collaboration  with  the  April  23.  1971, 
Council  on  Environmental  Quality  Guide- 

lines and  the  September  17,  1971,  Department 
of  the  Interior  Guidelines. 

The  Natioi"ial  Environmental  Policy  Act 
of  1969  (Public  Law  91-190)  and  Executive 
Order  11514  (35  F,R.  4247)  of  March  4.  1970, 
have  directed  that  all  Federal  agencies,  to 
the  fullest  extent  possible,  direct  their 
policies,  plans,  and  programs  to  meet  national 
envlronmeiUal  goals.  The  objective  of  sec- 

tion 102(2)  (c)  of  the  Naticnal  Environmental 
Policy  Act  is  to  build  an  appropriate  and  care- 

ful consideration  of  the  environmental  Im- 
pacts of  proposed  actions  into  the  agency 

decisionmaking  process. 

~1.2  Bureau  participation.  Environmental considerations  of  fish  and  wildlife  require 
significant  involvement  by  this  Bureau  in  the 
preparation  of  impact  statements  NEPA 
clearly  sets  forth  a  Bureau  responsibility  to 
fully  represent  both  fish  and  wildlife  re- 

sources and  their  wise  use  in  the  102(2)  (c) 

'Filed  as  part  of  the  original  documeni 

procedures.  This  responsibility  Includes  full 
use  of  existing  knowledge  on  programs  and 
projects  considered  as  significant  Federal 
actions. 

As  presently  drafted  by  law,  certain  as- 
pects of  the  102(2)  (c)  statement  concept  are 

open  to  broad  latitudes  of  Interpretation.  To 
make  the  concept  an  Important  component  of 
the  decisionmaking  process,  as  Is  the  stated 
Intent  of  Congress,  thoroughness  of  statement 
preparation  Is  a  necessary  Bureau  objective. 

Because  of  the  significant  environmental 
role  the  Bureau  has  to  play,  and  the  com- 

plexity of  applying  the  impact  statement 
concept,  the  Bureau  102(2)  (c)  procedures  for 
preparation  of  Environmental  Impact  State- 

ments on  the  Bureau's  program  will  reflect 
the  following  two  basic  precepts:  (1)  Re- 

source and  technical  information  for  Im- 
pact statements  will,  to  the  extent  possible, 

originate  from  Bureau  sources  close  to  the 
particular  program,  project,  and/or  pertinent 
discipline;  and  (2)  impact  statements  will 
conform  to  Bureau  and  departmental  en- 

vironmental policy. 

It  Is  Important  that  the  Bureau's  participa- 
tion In  the  102(2)  (o)  process  be  carefully 

developed  to  Insure  a  high  degree  of  manage- 
ment, protection,  and  preservation  of  fish  and 

wildlife  and  their  habitat,  in  order  to  fully 
reflect  the  Importance  of  these  resources  to 
the  human  environment.  Achievement  of 
such  a  goal  requires  program  development 
in  the  following  areas:  A  widespread  In- 
Bureau  knowledge  of  the  Intent  of  NEPA; 
maximized  use  of  the  Bureau's  environ- 

mental capabilities  In  the  impact  statement 
process;  a  continuing  evolution  of  internally- 
consistent  Bvrreau  philosophy  on  environ- 

mental matters  and  the  Impact  statement 
process;  coordination  arrangements  which 
will  most  efficiently  channel  impact  state- 

ments Into  and  out  of  the  Bureau;  establish- 
ment of  an  information  clearinghouse  on  im- 
pact statements  and-  their  preparation;  de- 

velopment of  suitable  filing  systems  for  im- 
pact statements;  development  of  analytical 

procedures  by  which  to  present  knowledge- 
able and  competent  evaluation  on  the  en- 

vironmental Impact  of  all  types  of  actions; 
and  a  widespread  working  knowledge  on  the 
mechanics  of  preparation,  definition  of  terms, 
and  meaning  of  impact  statements. 

Procedures  for  preparation,  review,  and 
coordination  of  impact  statements  are  com- 

plicated, and  there  Is  little  reason  to  expect 
that  this  process  will  become  radically 
simplified.  However,  an  understanding  of  the 
Act,  Impact  statement  mechaiilcs,  and  co- 

ordination of  statement  preparation  greatly 
simplifies  the  process.  The  following  proce- 

dures are  presented  to  assist  the  Bureau 
worker    In    achieving    the    above   objectives. 

1.3  Multiagency  statement  preparation. 
When  the  Bureau  Is  part  of  a  miUtlagency 
task  force  drafting  an  environmental  state- 

ment, the  procedures  may  deviate  from  Bu- 
reau procedures  In  accordance  with  special 

InstructioiTS  from  the  Department. 
Tlie  level  of  effort  required  to  prepare  a 

statement  depends  upon  the  scope  and  com- 
plexity of  the  proposed  action  and  of  the 

resources  involved.  A  statement  on  a  small, 

single-purpose  Bureau  project  may  be  pre- 
pared by  one  man.  while  a  more  complex  ac- 
tion would  require  assignment  of  an 

Interdivlsional  drafting  team. 
2.0  Actions    requiring    impact    statements. 
2.1  Criteria.  Section  2  of  the  April  23,  1971. 

CEQ  Guidelines  directs  that  impact  state- 
ments be  prepared  on  proposals  for  legisla- 

tion and  other  major  Federal  actions  which 
would  significantly  affect  the  quality  of  the 
himian  environment.  Criteria  set  forth  In 
section  5  of  the  CEQ  Guidelines,  for  actions 
requiring  an  impact  statement,  are  as 
follows : 

.icticiis  included.  The  following  criteria 
\yj.\    be    empioyt-d    by    agencies    In   deciding 

whether  a  proposed  action  requires  the  prepj 
aratlon  of  an  environmental  statement: 

(a)  "Actions"  Include  but  are  not  llmlte to: 

(1)  Recommendations  or  favorable  report 
relating  to  legislation  Including  that  fc 
appropriations.  The  requirement  followln 
the  section  102(2)  (c)  procedure  as  elabc 
rated  In  these  guidelines  applies  to  bot 
(1)  agency  recommendations  on  their  ow 
proposals  for  legislation  and  (11)  agency  re 
ports  on  legislation  Initiated  elsewhere.  (I 
the  latter  case  only  the  agency  which  ha 
primary  responsibility  for  the  subject  matte 
Involved  will  pj-epare  an  environments 
statement.)  The  Office  of  Management  an 
Budget  will  supplement  these  general  guide 
lines  with  specific  instructions  relating  t 
the  way  In  which  the  section  102(2)  (c)  pre 
cedure  fits  Into  Its  legislative  clearanc 

process; (li)  Projects  and  continuing  activities:  Dl 
rectly  undertaken  by  Federal  agencies;  sup 
ported  In  whole  or  in  part  through  Federa 
contracts,  grants,  subsidies,  loans,  or  othe 
forms  of  funding  assistance;  Involving  a  Fed 
eral  lease,  permit,  license,  certificate,  or  othe 
entitlement  for  use; 

(ill)  Policy,  regulations,  and  procedur 
making:  In  addition,  departmental .  guide 
lilies  indicate  the  foUowflng  actions  relatin 
to  natural  or  cultural  resources  may  requlr 
an  environmental  statement: 

(1)  Acquisition  or  disposal. 
(2)  Regulation,  permission,  prohibition,  o 

other  institutional  control  of  their  use. 
(3)  Their  operational  or  physical  manage 

ment. 

(4)  Construction  or  operation  of  varlou 
structures  to  manage  the  resource. 

(5)  Recommendations  of  comprehenslvf 
program.  or  project  plans  for  thl 
management. 

2.2  Actions  initiated  after  January  1, 197( 
All  activities  of  the  Bureau  Initiated  after  th 
passage  of  the  Act  (January  1,  1970)  whlc: 
significantly  affect  the  environment  are  sub 
Ject  to  102(2)  (c)  procedures. 
23  Actions  initiated  before  January  1 

1970.  Procedures  for  102(2)  (c)  should  be  ap 
plied  to  continuing  major  Federal  action 
having  a  significant  effect  on  the  environ 
ment  even  though  they  arise  from  projects  o 
programs  initiated  prior  to  enactment  of  thi 
Act.  While  it  may  not  be  practicable  ti 
reverse  the  basic  course  of  action,  continu 
ing  major  actions  should  be  shaped  t< 
minimize  adverse  environmental  conse 

quences.  It  Is  also  Important  In  con- 
tinuing actions  that  account  be  taken  oi 

environmental  consequences  not  fully  eval- 
uated at  the  outset  of  the  project  oi 

program.  Ongoing  or  uncompleted  pro- 
grams and  projects  which  were  authorized 

prior  to  January  1,  1970,  are  to  be  reconsid- ered to  determine  whether  they  constitute 
major  Federal  actions  significantly  affecting 
the  quality  of  the  human  environment. 
2.4  BSFW  Program  items  not  requiring 

EIS's.  Bureau  program  items  for  which  it  Is 
determined  that  the  Impact  on  the  human 
environment  Is  generally  not  significant 
enough  to  require  preparation  of  an  EIS. 

It  should  be  recognized  that  while  some  of 
these  activities  (as  studies  and  planning) 

may  ultimately  lead  to  significant  actions, 
the  current  level  of  activity  may  not  warrant 
an  EIS.  Items  such  as  river  basin  studies  and 

planning  may  develop  information  necessary 
to  the  Corps  of  Engineers.  SCS.  Bureau  of 
Reclamation,  or  other  project  planning 

agency  in  development  of  an  EIS  on  the 

niajor  project  by  those  agencies.  Construc- tion or  operation  activities  associated  with 
fish  and  wildlife  management  programs  on 

Federal  or  Indian  lands  may  require  an  EIS, 

but  this  should  be  the  responsibility  of  the 
managing  agency. 

FEOrsiM   S^GISTFR,-   VO!.    3?.    NO.    '.'O*- RISA'!,    C.'TOBER   20,    1972 



17 

22682 NOTICES 

(1)  Establishment  of  migi-atory  bird  hunt- 
ing regulations. 

(2)  Regular  law  enfurcenmnt  and  import 
surveillance  activities. 

(3)  Establishment  of  regulations  for  fish- 
l»g  or  hunting,  campins.  and  otlier  recrea- 

tional u.se.s  and  for  access  to  Bureau  lands. 
(4)  Establishment  and  operation  of  fishery 

and  wildlife  luiits. 
(5)  River  basin  studies. 
(6)  Fishery  Services  and  Wildlife  Services 

studies  and  planning  on  military,  Indian,  and 
other  Federal  and  private  If.nds. 

(7)  Maintenance  and  repair  items. 
(8)  Conservation  and  education  activities. 
(9)  E-stablishment  of  regional  oHices. 
(10)  Establishment  of  field  oITices  and  sta- 

tions. 
2.5  General  statements.  Bureau  program 

Items  for  which  it  is  determined  that  a  single 
general  or  blanket  statement  can  usually  be 
used   to  cover  each   broad   program   item. 

( 1 )  Fishery  research  program  field  or  de- 
velopment tests. 

(2)  Wildlife  research  program  field  or 
development  tests. 

(3)  Waterfowl  prodiictlon  areas  (lease, 
easement,  fee  title,  or  gift) . 

(4)  Federal  aid. 
(a)  PR. 
(b)  D.J. 
(c)  Anadromous  fish. 
It  is  recognized  that  some  elements  of  the 

programs  conducted  by  the  State  Fish  ar.d 
Gam?  Departments  with  the  use  of  Federal 
aid  funds  may  have  significant  effect  on  the 
human  environment.  In  those  cases,  it  is 
expected  that  EISs  will  be  prepared  for  those 
specific  projects.  The  State  may  be  asked  to 
provide  all  necessary  information  for  prepa- 

ration of  the  statement. 
(5)  Wildlife  Services  (total  program) . 
(a)  Animal  damage  control. 
(6)  Fishery  Services  (total  program) . 
(a)  Lamprey  control. 
(7)  Executive  Order  No.  11507  (pollution 

abatement  at  our  own  existing  facilities). 
(8)  Establishment  of  Bureau  policy  on  off- 

road  vehicle  use,  control  of  camping,  picnick- 
ing, boating,  waterskilng,  nonconforming 

recreational  uses,  hunting,  fishing,  access  to 
and  across,  or  other  uses  of  Bureau  lands 

(9)  Routine  operation  of  all  existing 
refuges. 

(10)  Routine  operation  of  all  fish  hatch- 
eries. 

2.6  Specific  statements.  Bureau  program 
Items  for  which  it  is  determined  that  specific 
EISs  should  usually  be  prepared  for  the  Indi- 

vidual facilities  or  actions. 

(1)  Establishment  of  a  new  National  Wild- 
life Refuge.  Hatchery,  or  Research  Labora- 

tory. Complete  to  cover  all  aspects  of  the 
new  project  from  land  acquisition  to  con- 

struction, development,  and  operation  at  the 
ultimate  planned  level  (Bureau-owned, 
leased,  withdrawn  from  public  land,  received 
by  gift,  under  cooperative  agreement,  or  any 
other  source — including  facilities  acquired 
or  developed  and  turned  over  to  the  Bureau 
by  the  Corps  of  Engineers.  Bureau  of  Recla- 

mation, or  other  Federal  or  State  agency. 
Including  those  as  part  of  a  water  develop- 

ment or  other  project,  unless  fully  covered 
by  the  EIS  of  the  other  agency.) 

(2)  Wilderness  status  proposals  for  Bureau 
lands. 

(3)  When  a  master  plan  for  an  existing 
refuge  Is  completed  or  an  existing  master 
plan  is  revised  enough  to  indicate  a  change 
In  the  environmental  Impact  from  that 
expected  under  the  earlier  plan. 

(4 1  Whenever  portions  or  all  of  a  refuge 
are  to  pa.ss  out  of  Bureau  control  by  aboli- 

tion of  the  refuge,  termination  of  lease  or 
easement,  land  disposition  (including  by  ex- 

change), or  by  lease  to  Federal,  State,  or 
other  agency  or  party. 

(5)  Whenever  any  significant  action  at 
that  facility,  not  already  covered  by  an  im- 

pact statement.  Is  to  take  place  (as  land 
acquisition  or  disposition,  construction  pro- 

gram, major  change  in  operation  practice  or 
the  completion  or  alteration  of  the  master 
plan  OCCU13).  a  full  Impact  statement  will 
be  prepared. 

(G)  All  major  construction  Items  modify- 
ing, adding  to,  or  deleting  parts  of  existing 

facilities  where  a  significant  impact  on  the 
human  environment  may  result  (unless  cov- 

ered by  prior  EIS) . 
(a)  Refuges. 
(b)  Hatcheries. 
(c)  Research  laboratories. 
(7)  Introductory  stocking,  or  rearing  for 

purpose  of  introductory  stocking,  of  exotic 
species  of  fish,  birds,  mamals.  Insects,  other 
animals  or  their  parasites  into  habitat  out- 

side their  presently  established  natural range. 

(8)  Bureau-conducted  programs  Involving 
use  of  major  q)iantlttes  of  pesticides,  herbi- 

cides, or  other  chemical  substances  for  con- 
trol of  organisms. 

(9)  Major  irreversible  actions  such  as  cut- 
ting of  timber  or  mining  on  Bureau  lands. 

(10)  Legislative  proposals  drafted  by  or  for 
the  Bureau  which  will  be  favorably  sup- 

ported by  the  Department. 
(11)  Legislative  proposals  drafted  outside 

the  Department  which  are  of  major  concern 
to  Bureau  programs  and  which  are  to  be 
suoBorted  by  the  Department. 

3.0  EIS  on  legislative  items  and  budget 
items. 

3.1  Legislative  proposals  and  favorable  re- 
ports on  legislation. — Environmental  state- 

ments for  legislative  proposals  and  reports 
will  be  handled  In  accordance  with  page  16, 
section  3A  of  OMB  Bulletin  72-6  (Appen- 

dix B)  and  section  10(c)  of  the  CEQ  Guide- 
Ines  (Appendix  A). 

3.1.1  Administration  bills.  On  draft  legis- 
lation prepared  in  the  Department  as  ad- 

ministration bills,  EIS's  are  to  be  prepared 
at  the  request  of  the  Legislative  Council. 
The  statements  will  be  available  to  trans- 

mit in  approved  "draft"  form  to  OMB  when 
the  legislative  proposal  goes  to  OMB  for 
review  and  approval.  The  EIS  should  be  sub- 

mitted through  AS/FWP  and  AS,  PP  when 
sent  to  the  Office  of  Legislative  Counsel  for 
transmltal  to  OMB  for  its  clearance  and 
transmittal  to  the  other  Federal  agencies 
for  their  comments.  This  draft  statement 
will  generally  not  be  advertised  In  the 
Federal  Register  nor  made  available  to  pub- 

lic sources  not  directly  Involved  in  the  legis- 
lative proposal  until  after  the  proposed 

legislation  and  EIS  are  transmitted  to  the 
Congress.  The  official  full  public  release  of  the 
draft  EIS  for  public  review  and  comment 
will  be  made  upon  the  discretion  of  the 
Legislative  Counsel. 

Preparation  of  the  EIS  will  generally  be 
the  responsibility  of  the  Chief  of  the  Divi- 

sion having  primary  responsibility  for  the 
program  item. 

3.1.2  Bills  originating  outside  the  U.S.  De- 
partment of  the  Interior. — On  legislative 

Items  (either  numbered  bills  or  unintroduced 
legislation  from  other  agencies)  an  EIS  will 
be  prepared  by  the  Bureau  on  Instruction 
from  the  Legislative  Counsel  when  he  deter- 

mines that  the  Deoartment  may  recommend 
favorably  on  enactment  of  the  proposal.  Be- 

cause of  the  time  factors  involved,  the  Office 
of  Environmental  (3uamy  may.  in  some  cases, 
take  the  lead  In  preparing  this  statement: 
however,  the  concerned  Central  Office  Divi- 

sion will  generally  have  this  responsibility. 
3  2     Annual  budget  estimates. 
3.2.1  Environmental  statements  for  annual 

Bureau  budget  estimates  and  annual  au- 
thorizing legislation  will  be  handled  In  ac- 
cordance with  page  18.  section  3n  of  OMB 

Bulletin  72-6   (Appendix  B) . 

3.2.2  An  EIS  win  be  required  for  all  Items 
In  the  budget  for  fiscal  year  1972  and  subse- 

quent years,  except  those  Items  for  which 
it  has  been  determined  that  an  EIS  will  not 
be  required  or  which  are  already  covered 

by  an  EIS. 3.3     Time  schedules. 
3.3.1  Fiscal  year  1972  budget  items.  An  EIS 

will  be  prepared  at  o)ice  for  each  construction 
item  in  the  fiscal  year  1972  budget  except 
wliere  the  action  has  already  been  treated 
in  a  statement,  or  where  a  general  statemefit 
can  be  used  to  cover  a  series  of  similar  items, 
as  waste  treatment  facilities  under  Executive 
Order  No.  11507. 

An  EIS  will  be  prepared  at  once  for  each 
wilderness  proposal  now  xnider  consideration 
unless  such  a  statement  has  already  been 
completed. 

An  EIS  will  be  prepared  at  once  for  any 
Biu'ctu  program  Item  considered  to  require 
such  a  .'Statement,  A  broad  general  statement 
may  be  used  for  those  program  items  Identi- 

fied in  section  2.2.5. 
3.3.2  Fiscal  year  1973  budget  items.  EISs 

will  be  prepared  at  once  for  all  fiscal  year 
1973  budget  Items  not  already  properly  cov- 

ered by  an  EIS.  unless  it  has  been  deter- 
mined that  an  EIS  will  not  be  required  for 

that  item. 
3  3  3  Fiscal  year  1974  and  subsequent  year 

budget  items.  For  all  proposed  construction 
items,  land  acquisition,  and  other  specific 
program  Items  requiring  EISs  and  not  al- 

ready properly  covered  by  a  statement,  the 
Regional  Director  will  prepare  a  working 
draft  EIS  and  submit  It  to  the  Director,  at- 

tention Chief  of  the  concerned  Division  for 
further  processing  by  not  later  than  May  1 
of  the  calendar  year  preceding  the  beginning 
of  the  fiscal  year  for  which  budget  is  under 
consideration. 

All  general  statements  for  Bureau  pro- 
grams not  previously  covered  by  EISs  should 

be  prepared  by  the  Chief  of  the  Division  as 
a  completed  working  draft  by  June  1  of  the 
calendar  year  preceding  the  beginning  of  the 
fiscal  year  for  which  the  budget  Is  under 
consideration. 

All  EISs  prepared  as  a  result  of  changes  In 
programs  previously  covered  by  EISs  should 
be  prepared  by  concerned  Regional  Office  and 
Central  Office  Divisions  so  as  to  be  available 
for  review  by  the  Office  of  Environmental 
Quality  In  working  draft  form  by  June  1  of 
the  calendar  year  preceding  the  beginning 
of  the  fiscal  year  for  which  the  budget  Is 
under  consideration. 
The  Chief  of  the  concerned  Division  and 

the  Chief,  Office  of  Environmental  Quality, 
shall  review  and  process  the  draft  EISs  and 
transmit  them  for  approval  and  release  by 
the  AS/PP  by  not  later  than  September  1  of 
the  calendar  year  preceding  the  fiscal  year  In 

question. 
Release  of  the  final  impact  statements  will 

not  be  made  until  after  the  President's  bud- 
get Is  sent  to  the  Congress  but  will  be  made 

prior  to  congressional  hearings  on  the  bud- 
get. Copies  of  the  final  statements  will  be 

sent  to  the  concerned  committees  of  both 
houses  of  the  Congress  when  the  final  state- 

ment is  transmitted  to  the  Council  on  En- 
vironmental Quality. 

3,3.4  General  budget  statements.  A  general 
EIS  to  cover  all  Items  In  the  annual  budget 
not  already  covered  by  an  EIS  will  be  pre- 

pared by  the  Division  of  the  budget  In  con- sultation with  the  Office  of  Environmental 
Quality,  Directorate,  etc.  The  draft  statement 
should  be  available  for  transmittal  to  OMB 
and  for  approval  by  the  AS/PP  by  not 
later  than  September  1  of  the  calendar  year 
preceding  the  beginning  of  the  fiscal  year 
involved, 

3  3,5  Congressional  write-in  of  budget 
items.  EISs  for  all  budget  write-in  items  not 
covered  by  previous  statements  are  to  be 
prepared  as  soon  as  possible  after  Presi- 

dential  approval  of  the  appropriations  bill. 
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3.4  Scheduling  of  EISs.  All  budget  Items 
will  be  reviewed  at  least  once  each  year  by 
the  respective  Division  Chiefs  to  determine 
whether  additional  or  revised  EISs  should  be 
prepared. 

All  submissions  of  budget  estimates  and 
proposals  by  the  Regional  Directors  and  by 
the  Division  Chiefs  shall  include  a  list  of 
pertinent  official  EISs,  showing  the  related 
budget  Item  and  whether  each  is  a  draft 
or  final  statement  and  the  date  of  Its  ap- 

proval by  the  AS  PP. 
Budget  Items  not  requiring  an  EIS  will  be 

identified.  Items  lacking  an  official  EIS.  and 
for  which  a  statement  is  to  be  prepared,  will 
be  marked. 
Included  with  the  list  of  official  statements 

will  be  a  list  of  the  EISs  to  be  prepared 
before  the  budget  Is  submitted.  This  list 
will  give  the  proposed  EIS  title,  current  stage 
of  preparation,  date  when  the  working  draft 
win  be  sent  to  the  Central  Office,  and  whether 
the  proposed  EIS  will  be  a  general  or  a 
specific  statement  or  a  revision  of  an  earlier 
one. 

4.0  Preparation  o/  EIS's. 
4.1  Definition  of  statements.  The  NEPA 

provides  for  preparation  and  distribution  of 
"draft"  statements  for  the  purposes  of  In- 

forming the  public  of  the  proposed  action 
and  of  securing  comments  upon  the  adequacy 
of  the  evaluations  made. 

For  purposes  of  reducing  the  confusion 
Inherent  in  use  of  the  word  "draft"  in  these 
Instructions,  the  following  definitions  should 

be  used  for  "In-house"  designations  of  state- 
ments being  prepared  within  the  Bureau: 

(a)  Working  draft  statement. — All  versions 
of  the  statement  during  development  at  the 
various  levels  of  the  Bureau  prior  to  typing 

as  the  finished  "draft"  proposed  to  be  sub- mitted to  the  AS/PP  for  his  concurrence  and 
transmittal  to  CEQ. 

(b)  Draft  statement. — This  is  the  "draft" 
which  will  be  approved  by  the  AS  PP  and 
transmitted  to  CEQ  and  others  for  the  formal 
review  and  comment.  It  is  the  official  "draft 
statement." 

(c)  Working  final  statement. — This  Is  the 
revision  of  the  official  "draft"  statement  at 
all  levels  in  the  Bureau  during  its  develop- 

ment to  Incorporate  official  comments  into 
the  "final"  statement.  The  term  "working 
final"  will  serve  to  differentiate  the  working 
paper  at  this  stage  from  the  "final" statement. 

(d)  Final  statement.  The  "final"  statement is  the  document  after  the  revision  of  the  draft 

to  reflect  comments  received.  The  term  "final 
statement"  will  apply  from  the  time  this 
document  is  typed  for  submission  to  the 
AS/PP  for  his  concurrence  and  transmittal 

to  CEQ  as  the  "final  statement."  It  Is  the  offi- 
cial "final  statement." 

It  should  be  noted  that  the  expression 

"preliminary  draft"  Is  not  used.  This  Is 
deliberate  since  It  has  been  widely  used  In 
the  past,  sometimes  with  meanings  not  ap- 

plicable here. 
It  Is  suggested  that  each  page  of  each  stage 

of  the  EIS  under  development  be  marked  in 
the  lower  left-hand  corner  with  the  appropri- 

ate phrase  of  "working  draft,"  "draft," 
"working  final."  or  "final"  in  order  to  reduce 
confusion  in  the  process  of  review  and  re- 

vision of  the  numerous  versions  of  the  docu- 
ments. The  date  of  preparation  should  also 

be  included  in  the  lower  left-hand  corner  of 
each  page. 

4.2  Respo7isibility  to  determine  when  EIS 
are  required. 

4.2.1  It  will  be  the  responsibility  of  the 
Chief,  Office  of  Environmental  Quality  to  de- 

termine, after  proper  consultation  with  the 
concerned  members  of  the  Directorate,  Divi- 

sion Chief.  Regional  Directors,  Associate 
Solicitor,  and  Director,  Ofli^e  ot  Envir.  ''- 
mental   Project   Rpv'cw.   whetlier   !io    EIS  is 
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needed  for  a  particular  Item  and  whether  a 
general  EIS  may  be  used  for  a  Bureau  pro- 

gram element. 
4.2.3  The  Chief,  Office  of  Environmental 

Quality,  may,  after  proper  consultation,  rec- 
ommend preparation  of  an  EIS  on  specific  ele- ments of  any  program,  even  If  already 

covered  by  a  general  EIS.  if  the  matter  Is,  or 
becomes,  controversial.  If  potential  environ- 

mental impacts  not  previously  Identified  are 
suspected.  If  the  general  program  element  Is 
altered  by  deletion  or  addition  of  any  tech- 

nique, substance  or  geographic  area  not  pre- 
viously involved,  or  by  change  In  use  or  con- 

trol of  any  area  or  element  of  the  program,  or 
when,  in  his  Judgment,  it  Is  necessary  to  do 
so  in  order  to  comply  with  NEPA  or  that 
it  would  be  in  the  best  Interest  of  the  public 
or  the  United  States  to  do  so. 

4.2.4  Regional  Directors  and  Division  Chiefs 
may  at  their  own  discretion  prepare  or  revise 
impact  statements  on  any  Bureau  program 
or  element  of  such  program,  whether  previ- 

ously covered  by  an  EIS  or  not,  when  in  their 
Judgment  It  is  required  to  comply  with  NEPA, 
or  It  Is  In  the  best  Interest  of  the  public  or 
the  United  States  to  do  so. 

4.2.5  It  is  anticipated  that  a  program  ac- 
tion need  be  covered  but  once  by  an  EIS. 

Therefore,  project  descriptions  in  the  EI 
statements  should  be  as  complete  as  possi- 

ble and  should  anticipate  long-range,  future 
courses  of  action  to  the  best  extent  possi- 

ble. This  will  not  only  permit  a  more  com- 
plete evaluation  of  the  action  and  its  envi- 

ronmental Impacts,  but  will  also  minimize 
the  workload  in  preparing  and  revising  EISs. 

4.2  6  EIS's,  whether  specific  to  an  individ- 
ual action  or  of  a  broad  scope  covering  a 

generalized  program,  will  be  revised  and  up- 
dated whenever  there  is  sufficient  change  In 

that  program  to  alter,  extend,  or  reduce  the 
environmental  Impacts  of  that  program  or 
whenever  there  are  sufficient  changes  In  the 

physical,  biological,  social,  or  legal  environ- 
ment outside  the  Bureau  to  cause  the  un- 

changed program  of  the  Bureau  to  have  a 
different  environmental  Impact  than  that 
expected  when  the  EIS  was  written. 

4.3  Content  of  impact  statements.  An  en- 
vironmental impact  statement  should  objec- 

tively identify  areas  of  environmental  Impact 
which  are  or  may  be  associated  with  the 
proposed  action.  Conclusions  reached  In  the 
statement  Itself  should  be  analytical  In 
nature,  and  they  should  not  represent  a 
decision  on,  or  a  Justification  of  the  proposed 
action.  A  statement  should  be  comprehen- 

sive, concise,  well-documented,  and  cover 
ancillary  developments  of  the  proposed  pro- 

gram or  action.  A  narrative  form  of  discus- 
sion should  be  used.  When  relevant,  maps, 

management  plans,  or  development  plans 
should  be  attached  to  substantiate  portions 
of  the  statement. 

4.4  Impact  statement  format.  A  universal 
and  well-defined  format  is  a  basic  prerequi- 

site for  preparation  of  environmental  Impact 
statements,  and  this  format  should  be  fol- 

lowed throughout  the  statement.  The  proper 
draft  statement  will  have  nine  sections  plus 
a  cover  and  summary  sheet  (pursuant  to 
Departmental  Manual  516.2.1).  Final  state- 

ments will  have  an  additional  section  "Sub- 
stantiating Attachments."  Though  seemingly 

repetitious  in  some  respects,  each  of  these 
sections  has  a  specific  meaning  and  serves 
a  useful  purpose  In  the  total  statement 
package.  In  order  to  enhance  organizational 
communication  and  quality  of  final  state- 

ments, the  format  provided  by  these  sec- 
tions win  be  rigidly  adhered  to  In  the  prepa- 

ration of  Bureau  statements.  A  model  out- 
line for  preparation  of  Bureau  impact  state- 

ments Is  provided  In  Appendix  lA. 
4  4.1  Cover  sheet.  Every  environmental 

statement  ./ill  have  a  cover  sheet  Indicating 
the  lyp;  of  statement,  a  brief  but  descrlp- 
t:vc  iiLlc,  the  rp-;ponslble  organization,  the 
date    r.rni   ihe   signature   of  the   responsible 
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official.  The  format  Is  provided  in  Appendix 

IB. 
4  4.2  Summary  sheet.  Each  environmental 

statement  will  have  a  one-page  summary 

sheet  prepared  in  accordance  with  Appendix 

I  of  the  CEQ  Guidelines.  Formats  are  pro- 
vided in  Appendix  — . 

4.4.3  Description  of  the  proposed  action 
CEQ  Guidelines  emphasize  the  need  for  a 

description  of  the  proposed  project  or  pro- 

gram adeouate  to  permit  a  careful  assess- 
ment of  environmental  Impact  by  comment- 

ing agencies  On  some  projects  It  Is  difficult 

to  summarize  details  concerning  construc- 
tion and  size  of  operation.  However,  unless 

the  description  Is  extensive  enough  to  permit 

appraisal  of  the  potential  Impacts,  the  overall environmental  Impact  of  the  project  may 
not  be  clear. 

Environmental  Impacts  are  often  the  re- 
sult of  Identifiable  lesser  elements  of  an  over- 

all project.  Therefore.  It  Is  usually  necessary 
to  Include  In  the  project  description  a  fairly 

detailed  explanation  of  the  project  and  how 

It  will  be  accomplished  in  order  to  adequately 

identify  the  Impacts  of  the  project  on  the 
human  environment. 
Where  an  existing  program  or  project  is 

being  added  to.  the  description  of  the  pro- 
posed action  should  describe  the  existing  ele- ments In  the  best  possible  detail.  It,  is  e»H 

sentlal  that  the  description  permit  easy  de^ 
termination  between  existing  and  new  ItemsJ 

The  activity  description,  as  when  descrlbi' 
Ing  a  new  refuge  or  other  physical  lnstalla-i_ 
tlon.  should  seek  to  cover  all  elements  of  the 

activity,  as  land  acquisition,  construction, 

development  management,  and  operation. 
Tho  ultimate  long-range  program  for  the 

unit  should  be  described  Insofar  as  the  ex- 
pected activity  can  be  described. 

All  statements  must  Include  IdentlflcatioD 
of  waste  discharges  to  water  bodies  and  fully 

discuss  the  type  of  treatment  facility  in- 
cluded for  each  discharge,  the  level  of  treat- 

ment achieved  (as  the  percentage  of  B.O.D 

removed,  etc.).  the  quality  of  water  dis- 
charged, and  an  assessment  of  the  Impact  ol 

the  discharge  on  the  receiving  body  of  water, 

including  compliance  with  applicable standards. 

Discharges  to  the  atmosphere  should  be 

Identified  and  any  treatment  facilities  Iden- tified with  an  assessment  of  the  impact  on 
the  environment. 

Solid  waste  disposal  plans  and  any  spe- 
cial waste  disposal  problems,  as  toxic  sub- 

stances from  bloassay  work  or  diseased 
animals  from  experiments  or  autopsy  work. 
should  be  identified  and  treatment  facility  or 

disposal  technique  Identified  together  with 
an  assessment  of  the  Impact  on  the  environ-  I ment. 
Where  relevant,  maps  should  be  provldea. 

Management  or  construction  documents should  be  referenced  and  In  some  cases  may 
be  appended. 

4.4.4.  Description  of  the  environment.  Ex- 
perience with  Impact  statements  In  general 

and  environmental  evaluation  In  the  past 
have  shown  that  It  is  essential  to  have  a 

thorough  description  of  the  physical  and 

biological  environment  which  would  be  af- 
fected by  the  project  or  program.  Careful 

and  detailed  descriptions  ot  the  existing 
human  uses  must  be  Included  as  well  as  the 
existing  fish  and  wildlife  habitat  and  popu- 
lations. 

While  emphasis  on  fish  and  wildlife  ana 
their  habitat  Is  expected  to  appear  here.  It 
Is  vital  to  fully  treat  the  human  environ- 

ment. Potential  uses  and  values  of  im- 

portance to  quality  of  the  human  environ- 
ment. Potential  uses  and  values  of  im- 

dependence  on  the  area,  since  the  critical 
evaluation  Is  directed  toward  determining 

change  In  the  quality  of  the  human  environ- ment. Evaluations  of  effects  on  fish  and 
wildlife  and  their  habitat  will  be  related  to 
the  Impact  on  the  quality  of  the  human environment. 
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This  secton  may  prove  one  of  the  more  in- 
fluential in  an  impact  statement  in  that 

it  provides  readers  with  a  perspective  of  the 
quality  of  the  specific  biota  and  habitat 
which  would  be  affected. 
Descriptions  should  recognize  all  natural 

resources  of  unique  or  great  aesthetic  value 
and  should  describe  general  topography,  veg- 

etative types  and  land  use  patterns.  Descrip- 
tion or  enumeration  of  endangered  species  or 

other  biota  characteristics  provide  a  good 
baseline  for  measuring  potential  impacts 
which  may  result  from  an  action  or  proj- 

ect. A  well-prepared  statement  will  sum- 
marize nearly  all  of  the  available  fish  and 

wildlife  information,  both  published  and  un- 
published, about  the  area  of  influence  perti- 

nent to  the  proposed  action.  In  cases  where 
background  information  is  voluminous,  it 
would  not  be  feasible  to  Include  reference 
to  all  background  information.  However,  it 
Is  desirable  to  include  enough  information 
to  allow  thorough  documentation  of  the 
resources. 
Existing  facilities  should  be  described 

where  they  are  important  parts  of  the  ex- 
isting environment. 

44  5  Environmental  impacts  of  the  pro- 
posed action.  This  section  includes  a  com- 

plete accounting  of  the  expected  impacts  of 
the  proposed  action  on  the  environment. 
Special  emphasis  is  placed  on  effects  on  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  which 
includes  not  only  human  health  and  wealth 
but  the  quality  of  human  life  as  measured 
In  aesthetic  terms. 
The  section  should  be  comprehensive,  de- 

tailed, and  discuss  both  tangible  and  abstract 
aspects  of  project  impact.  It  should  include 
all  known  detrimental  or  beneficial  Impacts, 
including  those  which  could  be  considered 
as  direct,  indirect,  potential,  secondary,  an- 

cillary, and  social.  When  a  potential  Impact 
might  or  might  not  necessarily  occur  with 
a  project,  it  is  still  desirable  to  discuss  it, 
as  its  potential  nature  makes  it  important. 
Wherever  possible,  these  Impacts  will  be 
quantified. 

The  discussion  should  include  the  impact 
upon  the  economy  and  social  conditions  as 
well  as  upon  the  micro  and  macro  environ- 

ment, fish  and  wildlife  resources,  and  other 
values.  Specific  mention  should  also  be  made 
of  unknown  or  partially  understood  impacts. 
Including  any  associated  requirements  for 
research  or  monitoring.  Effects  on  recrea- 

tional facilities,  including  parks,  wild  rivers, 
refuges,  hatcheries,  wilderness  areas,  etc  .  will 
be  discussed  here.  This  section  is  a  summary 
of  all  Impacts  and  following  sections  may 
deal  with  specific  conditions  described  here. 

All  waste  discharges  and  their  impact  on 
the  environment  must  be  discussed  here. 

No  set  outline  is  proposed  for  this  section, 
since  impacts  and  areas  affected  will  vary 
from  project  to  project,  and  development  of 
an  outline  specific  to  each  different  project 
or  program  will  be  necessary.  However.  Ap- 

pendix III  is  presented  as  a  partial  list  of 
sample  items  to  consider  in  preparation  of 
the  probable  impacts  section. 

4  4.6  Mitigating  measures  included  in  the 
proposed  action.  A  section  on  mitigating  fac- 

tors may  be  prepared,  where  appropriate,  and 
shall  include  a  discussion  of  measures  which 
are  proposed  to  be  taken  or  which  are  re- 

quired to  be  taken  as  a  part  of  the  proposed 
action  in  order  to  protect  or  reduce  impacts 
upon  the  environment  Mitigation  measures 
may  Include  any  associated  research  or 
monitoring. 

(1)  With  respect  to  water  quality  aspects 
of  proposed  actions  which  have  been  previ- 

ously certified  by  the  appropriate  State  or 
Interstate  organization  as  being  in  substan- 

tial compliance  with  applicable  water  qual- 
ity standards  under  the  provisions  of  the 

Federal  Water  Pollution  Control  Act,  as 
amended,  discussion  shall  Include  reference 
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to  that  certification   and  the   comments  of 
the   Environmental  Protection  Agency. 

(2)  With  respect  to  water  and  air  quality 
aspects  of  proposed  actions  which  have  been 
found  by  the  Environmental  Protection 
Agencv  to  meet  the  requirements  of  section 
4(G|(1)  of  Executive  Order  No.  11507.  Pre- 

vention. Control,  and  Abatement  of  Air  and 
Water  Pollution  at  Federal  facilities,  discus- 

sion shall  include  reference  to  this  finding. 
(3)  All  waste  treatment  facilities  being 

constructed  pursuant  to  Executive  Order 
No.  11507  at  existing  facilities  of  the  Bureau 
may  be  covered  in  a  single  general  EIS.  pro- 

vided, however,  that  each  different  type  of 
treatment  device  (I.e.,  settling  ponds,  recir- 

culating filter  system,  septic  tanks,  etc.) 
must  be  adequately  described  and  each 
hatchery,  laboratory,  or  refuge  must  be  de- 

scribed in  a  separate  paragraph  or  section, 
which  is  to  Include  Identification  of  treat- 

ment devices  at  that  facility,  volume  and 
kind  of  waste  treated  and  discharged,  de- 

gree of  effectiveness  of  treatment,  the  im- 
pact of  the  discharge  on  quality  of  the  re- 

ceiving water  or  atmosphere,  and  a  state- 
ment of  compliance  with  applicable  water  or 

air  quality  standards. 
4.4.7  Unavoidable  adverse  impacts.  This 

section  provides  a  discussion  of  those  Im- 
pacts which  would  occur  of  the  project  were 

implemented,  regardless  of  what  human  ef- 
forts were  made  to  avoid  adverse  Impacts. 

As  with  the  balance  of  the  Impact  sections, 
this  section  Is  abstracted  from  the  envlron- 
mental  impacts  section.  By  nature,  this  sec- 

tion is  much  shorter  than  the  probable  Im- 
pacts section,  and  It  Includes  those  impacts 

which  cannot  be  reasonably  avoided,  regard- 
less of  laws,  stipulations,  treatment  facili- 
ties, or  other  techniques  for  minimizing  Im- 

pacts. The  material  included  should  be  care- 
fully edited  to  exclude  mention  of  Impacts 

which  could  be  avoided  or  mitigated. 
4.4.8  Alternatives  to  the  proposed  action. 

The  agency  responsible  for  preparation  of  the 
Impact  statement  Is  required  to  study,  de- 

velop, and  describe  potential  alternatives  to 
the  recommended  courses  of  action.  The 
CEQ  Guidelines  call  for  rigorous  exploration 
and  evaluation  of  alternatives,  which  might 
avoid  some  or  all  of  the  adverse  effects.  The 
section  should  include  exploration  of  alter- 

native actions  that  will  minimize  adverse 

Impacts,  as  well  as  analyses  of  costs  and  Im- 
pacts that  would  accompany  the  alterna- 

tives. The  area  of  alternatives  is  one  of  the 
more  difficult  to  deal  with  since  biologists 
often  lack  the  training  needed  to  evaluate 
engineering  and  economic  techniques.  This 
section  provides  the  opportunity  to  air  po- 

tential ecological  alternatives. 
4.4.9  Relationship  between  local  short- 

term  use  of  man's  environment  and  the 
maintenance  and  enhancement  of  long-term 
productivity.  Project  or  program  Implemen- 

tation involves  short-  and  long-term  use  of 
the  environment.  The  intent  of  this  section 
Is  to  compare  the  relative  values  of  short- 
term  use  and  the  long-term  productivity  of 
the  habitat  (e.g..  if  the  fish  and  wildlife 
habitat  were  left  undisturbed  instead  of 
being  developed  for  nonfish  and  wildlife 
values).  A  good  perspective  for  preparation 
of  this  section  is  to  consider  the  values  of 
the  project  site  to  the  human  environment 
over  a  long  term  and  discuss  whether  these 
values  exceed  those  of  the  short-term  use  for 
project  implementation. 

4.4.10  Irreversible  and  irretrievable  com- 
mitments. The  intent  of  this  section  is  to 

pinpoint  the  extent  to  which  the  proposed 
action  would  curtail  beneficial  environmen- 

tal values.  The  section  will  discuss  any  Ir- 
revocable uses  of  resources,  including  such 

things  as  resource  extraction,  wilderness 
destruction,  cutting  of  virgin  timber,  ero- 

sion, destruction  of  archaeological  or  histori- 
cal sites,  elimination  of  endangered  species 

habitat,  and  significant  changes  In  land  use. 

This  section  could  be  viewed  as  an  abstracted 

version  of  the  unavoidable  adverse  impacts 

section,  since  it  also  principally  deals  with 

factors  and  impacts  which  could  not  be 
avoided  with  the  project. 

4  4  11  Consultation  and  coordination  with 
others  —This  section  will  have  two  parts 

(a)  Consultation  and  coordination  in  the 

development  of  the  proposal  and  in  the 

preparation  of  the  draft  environment
al 

statement.— This  section  will  describe  the 

public  participation  efforts  of  the  burea
us 

and  the  consultations  with  Federal,  State, 

local  and  Individual  Interests  with  Jurisdi
c- 

tion or  special  environmental  expertise  In 

the  development  of  the  proposal  and  the 

preparation  of  the  draft  environmen
tal 

statement,  Including  preliminary  state-
 ments, i    *>,^ 

(b)  Coordination  in  the  review  of  the 

draft  environmental  statement.  This  section 

will  indicate  the  procedures  used  In  dis- 

seminating the  formal  draft  environmental 

statement  and  will  list  the  organizations 

from  which  comments  have  been  requested. 

Upon  preparation  of  the  final  environm
en- 

tal statement  this  section  will  be  expanded 

to  summarize  public  response  and  to  Indi- 
cate from  whom  replies  were  received,  their 

disposition,  and  any  unresolved  conflicts. 
4  4  12  Substantiating  attachments  to  final 

environmental  statements.  These  will  In- 

clude all  responses  from  other  Federal  agen- 
cies which  have  Jurisdiction  by  law  or  special 

environmental  expertise  and  from  Federal. 

State  and  local  agencies  which  are  author- 

ized to  develop  and  enforce  environmen- 
tal standards.  Comments  from  responsible 

private  organizations  and  recognized  experts will  also  be  attached. 
4  5  MBCC  land  acquisition.  All  lana 

acquisition  Items  going  before  the  M^C 

for  approval  should  be  treated  in  an  EIS 

prior  to  presentation  to  the  MBCC  for  ap- 

proval. The  statement  should  be  at  least  In  a 

completed  draft  stage  suitable  for  approval 
and  transmittal  to  CEQ  by  the  AS/PP. 

5,0  Routing  of  working  draft,  draft,  and 

final  draft  statements. 
(1)  Completed  working  drafts  will  be 

routed  to  the  Division  Chief  responsible  for 

that  element  of  the  Bureau  program.  Those 

drafts  prepared  In  a  region  will  be  sent  to 
the  Division  Chief  by  the  Regional  Director 

through  the  Director.  BSFW. 

(2)  The  Division  Chief,  after  reviewing  the 
working  draft,  as  to  Its  adequacy,  accuracy, 

and  proper  reflection  of  Division  responsibil-
 

ity will  forward  It  through  his  appropriate 

Assistant  Director,  to  the  Chief.  Office  of  En- vironmental Quality  (OEQI. 

(3)  The  Chief,  OEQ,  will  review  the  work- 
ing draft  and  determine  if  it  is  adequate  as 

an  EIS,  and  If  It  complies  with  the  Guide- 

lines of  CEQ,  the  Department  and  the  Bu- 
reau. If  the  working  draft  Is  not  acceptable 

he  will  return  It  with  his  comments  to  the 
Division  Chief  for  revision. 

If  It  Is  acceptable,  he  will  return  it  to  the 
Division  Chief  with  instructions  to  type  It 

as  a  draft  Impact  statement  and  reproduce  a 
specified  number  of  copies. 

(4)  The  Division  will  type  and  reproduce the  "draff  statement  and  forward  them  to the  OEQ.  ^    . 

(5)  The  Chief.  OEQ.  will  prepare  and  sign 
a  memorandum  (See  Appendix  )  to  the 

ASPP  routing  it  through  the  appropriate  As- sistant Director,  Director  and  ASFWP  asking 

the  approval  of  the  Director  and  ASFWP  and 
concurrence  of  the  ASPP. 

(6)  The  Chief,  OEQ,  will  also  prepare  and attach  two  letters  for  the  signature  of  the 
ASPP.  One  of  these  will  convey  —  copies  of 
the  "official  draft"  statement  to  the  Chair- 

man of  the  CEQ  and  the  other  will  convey 

a  notice  to  be  published  in  the  Federal  Recis- 
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TEH  announcing  release  of  the  "draft"  and 
advising  the  public  of  where  It  can  be  ob- 
tained. 

(7)  Upon  notification  by  the  AS/PP  of  his 
approval  and  transmittal  of  the  draft  state- 

ment, the  Chief,  OEQ.  will  promptly  transmit 
to  all  the  parties  and  agencies  designated  on 
the  review  list,  copies  of  the  draft  and  In- 

vite their  comments,  it  any.  within  45  days. 
Circulation  to  Federal  agencies  will  be 
through  the  offices  designated  In  Appendix 
in  of  the  CEQ  Guidelines.  Distribution  to  the 
State  will  be  through  the  appropriate  State 
clearinghouse. 

(8)  If  the  proposed  project  concerns  an 
action  related  to  air  or  water  quality,  noise 
abatement  and  control,  pesticide  regulation 
or  solid  waste  disposal,  a  statement  will  be 
sent  to  the  Administrator  of  the  Environ- 

mental Protection  Agency.  His  comments  will 
apply  to  section  309  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  and 
section  102(2)  (c)  of  NEPA.  A  period  of  45 
days  shall  be  allowed  for  such  review. 

(9)  All  review  comments  on  draft  state- 
ments are  to  be  sent  to  Chief,  OEQ,  by  the 

reviewers.  Comments  misdirected  to  other 
offices,  etc.  will  be  forwarded  to  the  Chief, 
OEQ,  promptly. 

(10)  The  Chief,  OEQ,  will  maintain  a  log 
regarding  the  status  and  disposition  of  each 
statement.  All  comments  received  from  re- 

viewers will  be  logged  and  held  in  OEQ  until 
the  review  period.  Including  any  extensions 
requested  and  granted,  has    i  f'-ed. 

(11)  At  the  expiration  of  the  review  pe- 
riod, and  any  extensions  thereto,  the  Chief, 

OEQ,  will  send  all  comments  from  reviewing 
entities  to  the  division  from  which  the  state- 

ment originated.  The  Chief  of  the  Division 

will  then  develop  a  "working  final"  state- 
ment by  revising  the  "draft"  statement  to 

incorporate  comments  from  the  reviewing 
agencies. 

(12)  The  "working  final,"  incorporating 
comments  of  reviewing  agencies  and  with 
comments  from  reviewing  agencies  attached, 
will  be  sent  by  the  Division  Chief  to  the 
Chief,  OEQ. 

(13)  The  Chief,  OEQ,  will  review  the 

"working  final"  statement  and  If  it  is  ac- 
ceptable will  return  It  to  the  Division  Chief 

for  typing  as  the  "final"  statement  and  for 
reproduction  in  the  appropriate  number  of 
copies. 

(14)  The  Division  Chief  will  then  forward 

the  copies  of  the  "final"  statement  to  the 
Chief,  OEQ.  The  Chief,  OEQ,  will  prepare 
and  sign  a  memorandum  conveying  the 

"final"  statement  through  the  appropriate 
Assistant  Director,  Director  and  AS/FWP  for 
their  approval,  to  the  AS- PP  for  his  review 
and  concurrence. 

(15)  With  this  memorandum  will  be  two 
letters  for  signature  of  the  AS/PP,  one  con- 

veying —  copies  of  the  "final"  statement  to 
the  CEQ  and  the  other  conveying  a  notice 
for  publication  in  the  Federal  Register  an- 

nouncing to  the  public  the  availability  of 
the  "final"  statement  and  locations  where 
it  may  be  obtained. 

(16)  Upon  approval  of  the  "final"  state- 
ment by  the  AS/PP  it  becomes  official.  When 

he  notifies  the  Chief,  OEQ,  of  the  completion 
of  his  actions,  the  Cliief.  OEQ,  will  immedi- 

ately transmit  a  copy  of  the  final  statement 

to  all  the  recipients  of  the  original  "draft" 
statement,  all  those  who  made  written  com- 

ment on  the  "draft"  and  all  those  who  have 
requested  copies  of  the  final  statement. 

6.0  Responsibilities. 
6.1  Assistant  Secretary — Program  Policy 

(pursuant  to  Departmental  IManual  516.2.1). 
(1)  As  he  may  deem  appropriate,  shall 

establish  or  approve  task  forces  and/or  ap- 
propriate bureaus  and  offices  to  prepare 

environmental    statements   in   special    cases. 
(2)  Shall  designate  lead  bureaus  within  the 

Department  and  shall  consult  with  CEQ  and 

other  Federal  agencies  in  the  designation  of 
lead  agencies. 

(3)  Shall  review  and  endorse,  prior  to 
transmitting  to  CEQ,  all  draft  and  final  en- 

vironmental impact  statements  as  to  their 
form  and  content  and  conformity,  in  order 
to  determine  wliether  they  are  formulated  in 
accordance  with  and  represent  the  full  and 
balanced    interests   of    the    Department. 

(4)  Shall  review  and  approve  all  Bureau 
and  office  procedures  for  the  preparation  and 
utilization  of  environmental  statements. 

6.2  Assistant  Secretary  for  Fish  and  Wild- 
life and  Parks  (pursuant  to  Departmental 

Manual  516.2.1.). 
(1)  Shall  maintain  direct  and  continuing 

supervision  of  the  bureaus  and  offices  under 
his  jurisdiction  in  meeting  the  requirements 
of  section  102(2)  (c)  of  the  Act. 

(2)  Shall  review  and  approve  all  environ- 
mental statements  prepared  by  bureaus  and 

offices  under  his  jurisdiction  before  forward- 
ing them  to  the  Assistant  Secretary — Program Policy. 

6.3  Secretary's  Field  Representative  (pur- 
suant to  Departmental  Manual  516.2.1.). 

(1)  Shall  resolve  bureau  differences  that 
may  occur  during  the  preparation  of  environ- 

mental statements. 
6.4  The  Solicitor  (pursuant  to  Depart- 

mental Manual  516.2.1.) . 
( 1 )  Shall  assist  bureaus  and  offices  in  iden- 

tifying actions  requiring  environmental 
statements  and  in  the  clarification  of  legal 
technicalities. 

6.5  The  Legislative  Counsel  (pursuant  to 
Departmental  Manual   516.2.1). 

( 1 )  Shall  insure  that  bureaus  and  offices 
prepare  environmental  statements  for  legisla- 

tive proposals  of  the  Department  which  have 
significant  impact  upon  the  environment. 

(2)  Shall  coordinate  or  delegate  the  prep- 
aration of  environmental  statements  for 

favorable  reports  on  bills  principally  concern- 
ing the  Department  which  have  significant 

impact  upon  the  environment. 
6.6  The  Director  of  Communications  (pur- 

suant to  Departmental  Manual  516.2.1). 
(1)  Shall  maintain  a  public  file  or  index  of 

draft  and  final  environmental  statements 
which  have  been  transmitted  to  CEQ  and 
shall  arrange  for  making  such  statements 
available  for  inspection  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  the  Freedom  of  Informa- 

tion Act. 
6.7  The  Directorate. 

(1)  Tlie  Directorate  is  responsible  for  Bu- 
reau compliance  with  the  requirements  of 

the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969. 

6.8.  Chief,  Office  of  Environmental  Quality. 
(1)  Has  lead  role  in  developing  a  continu- 
ing Bureau-wide  impact  statement  coordina- 
tion system.  Updates  Bureau  Guidelines,  as 

needed. 
(2)  Signs  for  the  Director  all  Bureau  draft 

and  final  impact  statements  after  determin- 
ing that  these  documents  conform  to  Bureau 

environmental  policies. 
(3)  Provides  Bureau-wide  assistance  resolv- 

ing 102(2)  (c)  procedural  questions,  concern- 
ing such  things  as  interpretation  of  the  Act. 

Bureau  Guidelines,  environmental  informa- 
tion,  etc. 

(4)  To  the  degree  possible  foresees  depart- 
mental impact  statement  efforts  and  contacts 

on  an  informal  basis  appropriate  Division 
Chiefs,  Regional  Directors,  and  other  staff. 
so  that  coming  efforts  can  be  anticipated 
and  planned  for.  Coordinates  or  arranges  co- 

ordination of  intradivisional  Bureau  involve- 
ment for  both  Bureau  and  departmental  im- 
pact statement  preparation  and  reviews. 

(5)  Maintains  a  log  book  and  record  sys- 
tem of  showing  the  status  of  all  "working 

draft,"  "draft,"  "working  final,"  and  "final" 
stages  of  all  EIS's  after  the  "working  draft" statement  is  first  submitted  to  the  Office  of 

Environmental  Quality  for  review.  Maintain 
a  list  of   all   official  draft  and   final  Impactfl 
statements  released  by  the  Bureau.  Maintainf 
a  file  of  all  released  dratt  and  final  EIS  re- 

leased by  the  Bureau. 
(6)  Receives,  logs,  and  maintains  a  file  olu 

all  comments  received  from  reviewers  of  draftll 

and  final  EIS's  formally  submitted  for  review] 
until  completion  of  the  formal  review  perlo 
and  all  extensions  granted  thereto. 

(7)  Provides  administrative  information! 
as  required  on  the  Bureau's  102(2)  (c))| 
involvement. 

(8)  Provides  guidance  in  final  decisions  re- 
garding Bureau  actions  which  will  requirt 

impact  statements. 
(9)  Is  responsible  for  circulating  formai 

draft  and  final  Bureau  impact  statements  ac-. 
cording  to  the  procedures  set  forth  by  th« 
Department,  CEQ,  and  the  Freedom  of  In' 
formation  Act.  including  establishment 
length  of  review  period  and  granting  of  es 
tensions  thereto. 

(10)  For  Bureau  impact  statements.  In 
volving  the  use  of  interdivisional  expertise 
initiates  the  selection  of  drafting  team  mem- 

bers and  chairmen  and  provides  availabli 
direction  and  expertise,  as  needed,  to  asslE 
the  drafting  venture. 

(11)  Upon  receipt  of  a  departmental  inn 
pact  statement  preparation  assignment,  as( 
sesses  the  degree  of  Bureau  involvement  ano 
relative  complexity  of  the  statement,  anc 
then  formally  contacts  appropriate  Assistant 
Director(s)  and  Division  Chief  is).  Conduct! 
necessary  coordination  to  determine  tha 
appropriate  expertise  and  time  allotment 
are  available  to  meet  the  task.  Coordinate! 
selection  of  a  drafting  team,  including  oa 
primary  coordinator  to  direct  the  draftlE 
venture.  Provides  the  designated  statemen 
coordinator  with  available  details,  back' 
ground  information,  and  contacts  which  wU 
expedite  statement  preparation. 6.9  Division  Chief. 

( 1 )  Is  responsible  for  preparation  of  im 
pact  st.atements  on  programs  or  projects  spe 
cific  to  his  (their)  Division.  Supervise 
selection  of  personnel  to  prepare  reports  an( 
makes  assignments  as  necessary. 

(2)  Designates  a  Divisional  Environinenta 
Coordinator  who  will  represent  him  in  102(2 
(c)  matters.  The  coordinator  will  have  thi 
responsibility  of  developing  and  maintalnin 
divisional  coordination  procedures  within  th 
framework  developed  by  the  Chief.  OEQ  sufB' 
cient  to  meet  impact  statement  preparatloi 
and  review  requirements. 

(3)  Reviews  and  approves  draft  and  flnaJl 
statements  prepared  under  his  supervisioE 
and  routes  them  to  the  Chief.  OEQ. 

(4)  Maintains  the  permanent  Centra 
Office  file  for  each  EIS  prepared,  includln 
copies  of  draft  and  final  statements  and  an 
ntermediary  stages  of  these  statements  W 
quired  for  the  records  and  including  the  orig 
inal  copies  of  any  written  comments  receive 
from  any  agency  or  person  as  a  result  of  th( 
formal  request  for  comments  on  the  draft  or 
final  statement. 

(5)  Is  responsible  for  coordination  wit 
other  Divisions  of  the  Bureau  and  with  th 
responsible  Regional  Directors  and  with  oth« 
agencies  of  the  Department  as  may  be  re 
quired  during  preparation  of  all  stages  of  tM 
EIS  conducted  by  his  Division. 

6.10  Regional,  Laboratory,  Area  Directors. 
(1)  Designates  a  Regional,  Laboratory,  or 

Area  Environmental  Coordinator  who  will 
have  the  responsibility  of  developing  and 
maintaining  coordination  procedures  within 
the  framework  developed  by  the  Chief,  OEQ, 
sufficient  to  meet  impact  statement  prepara- 

tion and  review. 

(2)  At  the  request  of  the  Chief,  OEQ.  as- 
signs appropriate  regional  personnel  to  assist 

in  the  preparation  of  Bureau,  departmental, 
or  extra-departmental  statements. 
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(3)  Trnnsmtts  all  working  draft  EIS's  to 
appropriate  Division  Cliicf. 

(4)  111  the  event  of  qucsiions  or  dimcult 
deadlines,  contacts  the  Chief,  OEQ.  for  reso- 

lution or  rescheduling. 
(5)  Determines   need  for  public  hearings. 
8.11  Drafters  and  revieiccrs. 

(11  Develops  an  understandlns  o'f  102(2) 
(c)  procedures  for  review  and  preparation  of 
Impact  statement  material,  as  set  forth  in 
these  guidelines. 

(2)  Upon  receipt  of  a?sH;nment.  conducts 
review  or  drafting  effort  following  Bureau 
3uldelmes.  Develops  and  drafts  fish  and 
wildlife  material  or  comments,  and  sur- 

names resulting  draft. 
(3)  When  asstgned  as  primary  coordinator 

>f  muUidiscipline  drafting  or  review  effort. 
;ondticts  necessary  coordination  to  complete 
;he  assignment. 

(4)  Obtains  guidance  as  required  'from 
aegional  Environmental  Coordinator. 
Agency  FOE  Inieknational  Development 

ITraiismittal  Letter  11 :64:  Circular  1221.2| 
Consider  viioN  of  Environmental  Aspects 

OF  U.S.-AsbisiET)  Capital  Projects 

I.  Purimse.  This  manual  circular  is  Issued 
;o  alert  missions  to  the  need  to  insure  that 
project  feasibility  studies,  in  analyzing  the 
ipi-plnnmer.t  benefits  of  a  proposed  project, 
nclude  the  identification  and  assessment  of 
.he  economic  and  social  environmental  costs 
if  the  project. 

II.  rui.cy.  It  Is  the  policy  of  A.I.D.  to  re- 
jnire.  during  the  planning  stages  of  capital 
jrojects,  consideration  and  assessment  of 
;he  direct  or  potential  effects  of  envlron- 
nental  aspects  of  each  project. 
A.  The  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 

)f  1969  provides  that  the  United  States  will 
'promote  efforts  which  will  prevent  damage 
0  the  environment  and  biosphere,  and 
Simulate  the  health  and  welfare  of  man." 
The  Act  calls  upon  all  agencies  of  the  Federal 
jovernment  to  review  programs  and  proce- 
lures  with  "particular  reference  to  their 
effect  on  the  environment  and  on  the  con- 
ervation.  development  and  utilization  of 
latural  resources." 
B.  In  this  context  A.I.D.  has  an  Important 

)ut  most  difficult  role  when  analyzing  and 
:onsldering  the  financing  of  capital  projects. 
There  are  vast  differences  in  the  stages  of 
ievelopment  between  the  developed  and  the 
leveloplng  countries.  In  the  degree  of  un- 
;apped  resources,  and  in  the  relative  eco- 
lomlc  benefits  from  projects  in  contrast  to 
.heir  environmental  effects  and  costs.  There 
ire  also  significant  differences  in  cultural 
/alues  and  the  manner  in  which  the  develop- 

ing countries  will  weigh  the  economic  devel- 
:>pment  advantages  of  a  project  against  its 
Jconomic  and  environmental  costs  and  the 

-esulting  effects  on  the  quality  of  life  in  the 
leveloplng  country.  However.  A.I.D.  is  to  help 
;o  determine  in  the  design  of  projects  that 
:here  Is  an  Identification  of  the  envlron- 
aiental  costs — project  costs  and  effects  which 
nave  become  evident  in  the  United  States 
and  other  more  developed  societies,  which  we 
ire  now  finding  most  difficult  and  costly  to 
Dvercome  and  which  through  foresight  and 
adequate  planning  can  be  avoided. 

C.  In  varying  degree,  feasibility  studies  of 
A.I.D.  projects  have  taken  environmental  fac- 

tors into  consideration.  For  example,  water- 
shed protection  is  considered  In  hydro  proj- 
ects, erosion   protection   in   highway  design. 

;  location,  and  internal  project  design  factors 
I  in  industrial  plants  or  complexes.  It  is  now 
the  policy  of  A.I.D.  not  only  to  focus  more 
:arefully  on  environmental  considerations 
ibut  to  attempt  to  identify  more  fully  the 
leffects  of  technological  change  on  the  en- 

vironment and  their  immediate  and  longer 
range  costs.   It  Is  recognized  that  some   of 

these  factors  are  difficult  to  consider  In  the 
context  of  specific  projects,  since  they  involve 
broader  questions  of  land  and  water  u.se  plan- 

ning and  natural  resource  allocation.  None- 
theless, future  capital  project  feasibility 

studies  will  include  in  their  scopes  of  work 
the  requirement  for  such  environmental 
analyses  and  the  results  thereof  to  be  ex- 
prc>.:.cd  quantitatively  where  facts,  concepts, 
and  or  data  permit. 

Ill  Penccdure.  A.  Interim — Until  more 
formal  concepts  and  instructions  can  be 
developed  and  issued  through  appropriate 
manual  orders,  it  is  requested  that  Missions 
inslitute  the  following  in  collaboration  with 
the  host  country: 

1.  For  feasibility  studies  which  do  not  yet 
have  completely  developed  and  approved 
scopes  of  work,  the  Mission  is  to  consider 
will)  the  borrower/grantee  (IS.'G)  the  desir- 

ability of  including  In  the  scope  of  work  an 
assessment  of  environmental  factors  not  al- 

ready covered.  The  extent  and  character  of 
specific  elements  of  such  an  assessment  will 
be  left  to  the  determination  of  tlie  B/G  and 
the  Mistlon  Director  whose  position  will  re- 

flect the  concepts  outlined  In  this  manual 
circular  as  well  as  general  policy  adlvsory 
materia;  which  was  outlined  lu  AIDTO  Cir- 

cular A-688,  dated  March  25.  1970. 
2.  For  feiislbiUty  studies  currently  going 

forward  under  approved  scopes  of  work  and 
approved  contracts,  the  Mission  is  to  explore 
the  possibility  of  Including  appropriate  as- 

sessments under  the  contract  before  the  work 
is  completed.  If  the  B  G  agrees  as  to  the 
desirability,  discussions  can  be  initiated  be- 

tween the  B  G  and  the  contractor  to  deter- 
mine the  additional  amount  of  work  required 

and  the  methods  to  be  emoloyed  in  providing 
the  necessary  expertise.  Should  the  B  G  not 
agree  to  Inclusion  of  such  assessment  in  a 
particular  study,  the  Mission  will  make  a 
Judgment  of  the  environmental  effects  of  the 
project  and  if  it  concludes  that  they  are  of 
appreciable  significance  and  beyond  the  capa- 

bility of  the  Mi.sslon  staff  to  evaluate,  it  will 
request  A  I  D.  W  to  obtain  expert  assistance 
through  PASA  arrangements  with  an  appro- 

priate US.  Government  agency  or  through 
the  use  of  the  basic  ordering  agreements  for 
specialized  engineering  contract  services 
("MO.  1425  1 — Specialized  engineering  con- 

tract services") .  The  Mission  Is  to  provide.  In 
case  either  type  of  assistance  is  desired,  an 
appropriate  PIO  T. 

B.  AID.  W  has  embarked  on  a  review  and 
possible  revisions  of  its  prescribed  planning 
requirements  as  Issued  In  "MO.  1221.2— 
Feasibility  studies,  economic  and  technical 

soundness  analysis,  capital  projects."  Until those  new  Instructions  are  issued  this  manual 
circular  will  be  in  effect. 

C.  Capital  assistance  papers  submitted  in 
the  future  will  Include  the  appropriate  con- 

sideration of  environmental  factors  as  de- 
veloped In  accordance  with  the  above  and 

future  instructions. 

Effective  date:  August  18.  1970. 

(Transmittal   letter   11:72;    Circular   1214.1] 

Procedure  for  Environmental  Review  of 
Capital  Projects 

Effective  date:  September  20.  1971. 

I.  Introduction.  A.  To  Implement  A.I.D.'s 
policy  to  conform  with  the  intent  and  objec- 

tives of  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969  (NEPA.  Public  Law  91-190)  in 
respect  to  capital  projects  abroad  ( 1 )  for 
which  U.S.  assistance  through  A.I.D.  has  been 
requested  and  (2)  which  it  Is  determined 
may  significantly  affect  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment,  the  following  procedure 
will  be  followed  to  provide  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality  (CEQ),  and  such 
other  Federal  agencies  as  A.I.D.  may  select, 
an  opportunity  to  be  informed  about  and 
comment   on   such   projects   as   part   of   the 

AID.  project  review  process.  In  addition,  In 
.accordance  with  the  intent  of  NEPA  and  the 
l)rovisions  of  the  Freedom  of  Information  Act 
(5  U  S.C.  552) .  the  proredurc  will  make  avail- 

able to  the  public,  at  the  appropriate  time, 
inforrnation  on  the  environmental  implica- 

tions of  such  projects,  and  the  methods  by 
which  the  environmental  aspects  are  to  be 
treated  in  the  project. 

B.  It  is  recognized  that  the  relationship 
between  AID.,  as  an  agency  of  the  US.  Gov- 

ernment, and  a  prospective  foreign  bor- 
rower, grantee  is  different  in  respect  to  the 

degree  of  .AID.  partlcipaticn  in  the  decision- 
making process  regarding  a  capital  project 

than  is  the  case  with  domestic  agencies  par- 
ticipating in  decisionmaking  on  intra-U  S. 

governmental  projects.  The  proposed  project 
is  not,  in  the  foreign  assistance  care,  a  U.S. 
project  and  the  final  decisions  concerning 
that  project  are  not  properly  the  respon- 

sibility of  the  United  States,  but  of  the  re- 
questing foreign  country  or  agency.  The  in- tent is  to  work  with  the  assisted  foreign 

country  or  agency  to  insure  that  project 
analysis  and  design  reflect  consideration  of 
environmental  factors  and  the  alternative 
means,  with  associated  costs  benefits,  of 
minimizing  undesirable  environmenial  side 
effects  while  maximizing  beneficial  environ- 

mental results.  There  is  no  Intent  to  impose 
US-  standards,  priorities,  or  solutions  on  a 
foreign  government  through  this  procedure. 
At  the  same  time,  AID.  on  behalf  of  the 
United  States  Is  Involved  in  reaching  a  de- 

cision of  its  own,  viz.  whether  to  provide 
assistance  to  the  project.  The  proposed  pro- 

cedure recognizes  the  bilateral  nature  of  the 
decisionmaking  process  and  seeks  to  fulfill 
the  NEPA  objective  of  thorough  environ- 

mental review  while  giving  appropriate 

weight  to  the  Judgment  of  the  foreign  coun- 
try Involved. 

C.  For  the  above  purposes,  the  following 

procedure  will  be  followed  by  AID.  in  con- 
sidering requests  for  capital  assistance  to 

projects  overseas. II.  Procedure — A.  Applicability.  1.  The 
steps  outlined  below  will  be  followed  for 
all  projects  for  which  capital  assistance  (loan 
or  grant)  from  AID.  is  requested,  and  which 
have  reached  the  stage  at  which  either  (a) 
a  prefeaslbillty  or  feasibility  study  or  (b) 
an  intensive  review  request  (IRR),  which- 

ever Is  first,  is  being  considered.  It  will  apply 

to  capital  projects  being  considered  for  dol- 
lar assistance  from  AID.  appropriated  funds 

(all  appropriation  categories)  or  from  U.S.- owned  local  currencies  in  those  cases  where 
AID.  Is  responsible  for  the  authorization  of 
the  uses  of  such  currencies.  It  will  not  apply 

to  projects  financed  with  country-owned  lo- 
cal currency,  although  AID.  should  en- 

courage assisted  countries  to  identify  and 
evaluate  environmental  considerations  in 

planning  and  executing  capital  projects  fi- 
nanced with  country-owned  local  currencies 

generated  by  assistance  programs.  Capital 
projects  for  the  purpose  of  the  application 
of  the  proposed  procedure,  would  be  defined 
as  set  out  In  "MO,  1201.1 — Capital  Assist- 

ance: Introduction  and  Definitions,"  and 
"MO.  1099.1 — AID.  Implementation  Sys- 

tem." Capital  Assistance  is  defined  In  para- 
graph II.  and  Attachment  A  of  "M.O.  1201.1" 

and  In  paragraph  I.D.2.  of  "M.O.  1099.1." 
2.  Sector  programs,  or  sector  loans,  a  cate- 

gory not  now  separately  defined  by  manual 
order,  will  have  to  be  evaluated  to  determine 
whether  they,  in  fact,  constitute  a  series 
of  "projects"  in  a  sector,  in  which  case  such 
"projects"  will  be  evaluated  to  determine 
whether  the  procedure  applies  or  not.  If 
the  sector  loan  or  grant,  upon  examination, 
consists  of  local  cost  or  foreign  exchange 
financing  in  respect  to  or  in  support  of  a 
sector-wide  program  of  diverse  policy,  insti- 

tutional or  Investment  actions  by  the  as- 
sisted government  or  agency,   the  proposed 



procedure  would  presumably  not  apply,  al- 
though such  a  presumption  should  be  ex- amined In  each  case. 

B.  Selection.  1.  The  first  step  In  the  proce- 
dure will  require  a  determination,  Initially 

made  by  the  A. ID.  organizational  unit  (In 
the  field  or  In  A.I.D. /Washington)  respon- 

sible tor  the  development  of  the  capital  as- 
sistance proposal,  that  a  capital  project  does 

or  does  not  qualify  as  a  project  with  a  sig- 
nificant environmental  Impact.  This  deter- 

mination will  be  reviewed  and  approved  by 
the  responsible  Regional  Bureau  or  equiva- 

lent in  A.I.D. /Washington. 
2.  Since,  in  the  broadest  sense  of  the  term, 

all  developmental  activities  have,  or  should 
have,  environmental  impact  In  the  sense  that 

they  improve  the  quality  of  life,  increase  pro- duction, create  Jobs,  improve  standards  of 
living,  etc..  It  is  clear  that  more  selective 
criteria  are  required.  Common  sense  and  the 
rule  of  reason  are  probably  the  best  tech- 

niques to  apply.  When  a  project  will  clearly 
have  potential  deleterious  environmental 
side  effects;  e.g.,  air,  water,  or  thermal  pol- 

lution; noxious  emissions;  effects  on  eco- 
logical systems;  use  of  potentially  toxic  ma- 

terials; etc.,  it  would  be  obvious  that  the 
environmental  Impact  should  be  analyzed, 
alternative  methodologies  studied,   and   ap 
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dealing  with  them  are  adequately  incorpo- rated in  the  proposal. 

3  Review  of  scopes  of  work  or  IRRs  lor 

environmental  impact  purposes  will  include, 

but  not  be  limited  to,  a  consideration  of: 

a.  The  environmental  impact  of  the  pro- 

posed action. 
b  Any  adverse  environmental  effects  wnicn 

cannot  be  avoided  should  the  proposal  be 

implemented. 
c    Alternatives    to   the   proposed   action. 

d  The  relationship  between  local  short- 

term  uses  of  the  environment  and  the  main- 
tenance and  enhancement  of  long-term 

productivity. 

e  Any  irreversible  and  irretrievable  com- 
mitments of  resources  which  would  be  in- 

volved in  the  proposed  action  should  it  be 

implemented. 

4  When  the  reviewing  or  approving  au- 

thority, the  Regional  Bureau  or  Its  equiva- 
lent determines  that  a  project  proposal 

should  be  made  the  subject  of  a  prefeaslbil- 

Ity  or  feasibility  study,  or  when  it  approves 

and  Issues  an  authorization  for  IR,  which- 

ever Is  first  it  win  include  the  necessary  In- 

structions for  consideration  of  environmen- 
tal issues  In  its  approval  action.  At  this  time 

in  the  process,  the  approving  authority  will 

notify    the   Office   of   Development   Finance, 

4 

propriate    safeguards    proposed    as    Integral      and  provide  the  relevant   Information  and/ 
parts  of  project  design  and  implementation.      or  copies  of  the  documents. 
Projects  such  as  dams,  irrigation,  roads,  in- 

dustrial plants,  malaria  or  other  disease  vec- 
tor control  projects,  power  generating  facili- 

ties, etc.,  would,  a  priori,  appear  to  fall  into 
this  category.  At  least,  the  questions  of 
whether  such  projects  have  a  potential  for 
significant  adverse  environmental  effects 
should  be  addressed,  examined,  and  answered 
for  such  type  of  activity. 

3.  At  the  other  end  of  the  scale,  projects 
which  provide  financing  for  intermediate 
credit  Institutions,  development  banks, 
mortgage  banks,  educational  or  health  serv- 

ices and  facilities  of  a  general  nature,  capital 
markets,  credit  unions,  savings  and  loan  in- 

stitutions, etc..  when  the  environmental  im- 
plications. If  any.  are  the  result  of  second-  or 

third-level  actions,  removed  in  time  or  saace 
from  the  original  project  action,  and  difficult, 
if  not  Impossible,  to  predict,  the  presumption 
would  be  that  a  detailed  analysis  of  the  en- 

vironmental Impact  of  the  ultimate  subproj- 
ects  could  not  be  determined  and.  therefore. 
would  not  be  required.  This  presumption 
should,  of  course,  be  addressed  and  tested  in 
each  case.  In  between,  there  will  undoubtedly 
arise  projects  of  a  type  which  cannot  be  cate- 

gorized in  advance;  hence  judgment  and  a 
realistic  appraisal  wUl  have  to  be  applied. 

C.  Action.  1.  When  a  capital  project  Is  de- 
termined by  the  Bureau  with  Initial  action 

responsibility  to  have  significant,  potential, 
adverse  environmental  implications,  this 
Judgment  will  be  recorded  at  the  earliest 
possible  stage  In  the  project  development 
process,  the  borrower/grantee  will  be  in- 

formed, and  all  subsequent  actions  will  re- 
flect this  consideration. 

2.  Pursuant  to  "M.C.  1221,2 — Consideration 
of  Environmental  Aspects  of  U.S. -Assisted 
Capital  Projects"  (TL  11:64),  feasibility  and 
nonfeaslbillty  studies  for  capital  projects  are 
required  to  include  In  their  scopes  of  work 
the  requirement  for  environmental  analyses. 
When  the  feasibility  or  prefeasibility  study 
has  not  yet  been  accomplished  or  when 
A.I.D.  participation  in  such  studies  is  not  re- 

quired, the  initial  identification  of  environ- 
mental problems,  the  need  for  analysis,  and 

the  proposed  methods  of  dealing  with  such 
aspects  will  be  Incorporated  In  the  intensive 
review  request.  It  will  be  the  responsibility 
of  AID.  reviewing  and  approving  authorities 

for  feasibility  studies  or  IRR's  to  insure  that 
environmental  considerations  have  been 
Identified  and  that  means  tor  analyzing  and 

5,  At  periodic  Intervals  (to  be  determined 

project,  as  well  as  an  analysis  of  the  environ- 
mental  problems  involved.  The  annex  should 

include,  but  need  not  be  limited  to,  a  discus- 
sion of  the  factors  outlined  in  paragraph 

IIC.3.  above,  and  should: 
a  Describe  how  and  by  whom  the  project 

analysis.  Including  the  environmental  pro. 
tectlon  aspects,  was  carried  out. 

b.  Describe  the  environmental  problemi 
Involved. 

c.  Describe,  when  applicable,  alternatlv< 

project  designs,  techniques,  and  methodolo 

gles  examined. d.  Discuss  the  reasons  for  the  choice  o 
the  recommended  project  design  and  the  en- 

vironmental protection  measures  recom 
mended  or.  when  appropriate,  why  sucl 
measures  are  not  recommended. 

e.  Discuss  the  effect  of  any  special  meas. 
ures   recommended   for   environmental   pro 
tectlon  purposes  on  project  costs  and  on  th 
economic  evaluation  of  the  project. 

f.  Discuss,  when  appropriate,  the  environ 
mental  aspects  of  the  project  In  relation  fc 
the  overall  cost/benefit  analysis. 

9.  CEQ  will  be  notified  when  project  docu 
mentation.  Including  the  annex,  reaches  th: 
stage  where  formal  A.I.D.  authorizing  actio/ 
is  under  way  (Development  Loan  Staff  Conn 
mittee  consideration  for  loans  or  equlvalen 
for  grant  projects).  CEQ  would  be  free  tl 
be  represented  and  participate  as  a  noi 
voting  member  at  DLSC  or  equivalent  mee 
Ings  when  projects  subject  to  this  procedui 

in  light  of  the   workload)    AID   will   send  a  ̂ ^g  under  final  Interagency  consideration 
summary  report  of  such  approved  feasibility  jq    Following   DLSC   review,   final   recon 

or  prefeasibility  studies  and/or  IRR's  to  the  mendatlons   to   the   Administrator   or   othi 
CEQ.  This  report  will  identify  the  project,  its  authorizing  officer  for  formal  authorlzatlc 
general  purpose,  location,  etc..  and  will,  to  qj  ̂ y^g  project  will  refiect  the  analysis  of  tj 
the  extent  possible  at  this  stage,  enumerate  environmental    aspects   of   the   project,   tl 
(a)    the  environmental,  factors   which   have  preparatory   work  done   thereon,   any   unit 
been    Identified,    (b)    the   proposed    method  solved  Issues,  etc.,  as  Is  done  with  economl 
for   analyzing   and   evaluating   such   factors,  technical,  and  financial   aspects.  The  Env: 
including  a  listing   of  such   outside,   expert  ronmental  Analysis  annex  will  be  an  Integri 
opinion  and  advice  as  may  be  proposed  for  p^j,^    of    the    project    documentation    (lo« 
consultation  on  such  matters.  qj.  grant  paper)    on  the  basis  of  which  tl 

6.  The  purpose  of  this  proposed  report  is  flnal  authorization  Is  recommended 

to  inform  the  CEQ,  at  the  earliest  practicable 

date,  of  initiation  by  AID  of  serious  project 

development  action  on  proposals  with  signif- icant environmental  Implications.  It  will  not 

be  necessary  to  transmit  the  full  documenta- 
tion on  the  project  proposal  to  CEQ  at  this 

time,  although  CEQ  would  be  free  to  review 
such  documentation  in  AID,  if  It  wished,  or 
to  offer  such  comment  or  advice  to  AID  as  it 
might  deem  appropriate  at  that  stage.  No 
distribution  of  these  reports  would  be  made 
other  than  to  CEQ  unless  a  request  was  made 
to  and  approved  by  AID.  Such  requests  would 
have  to  be  reviewed  in  the  light  of  the  classi- 

fication or  administrative  control  status  of 
the  documentation  at  that  stage. 

7.  As  project  development  proceeds,  the 
Information,  technical  data,  analysis,  and 
proposed  solution  of  environmental  problems 
will  be  made  available  to  the  borrower/gran- 

tee and  will  accompany  the  project  proposal 
through  the  review  process  with  the  borrow- 

er grantee  and  within  A.I.D.  CEQ  would  be 
tree  to  participate  in  the  review  process  in 
A.I.D./ W.  Other  Federal  agencies  having  ex- 

pertise in  the  subject  matter  will,  at  the 
invitation  of  the  reviewing  authority  In 
AID.  (Regional  Bureau  or  Its  equivalent), 
be  invited  to  participate. 

8.  When,  and  If.  the  project  proposal 
reaches  the  stage  where  a  formal  project  ap- 

proval document  (loan  paper  or  capital  grant 
approval  document)  is  under  preparation  tor 
A.I.D.  consideration  of  financial  assistance  to 

the  project,  the  results  of  the  analyses  out- 
lined In  paragraph  II. C. 3.  above,  proposed 

solutions,  cost  implications,  etc..  will  be  in- 
cluded as  an  annex  to  that  document  en- 
titled. "Environmental  Analysis."  The  En- 

vironmental Analysis  annex  should  be  a 
balanced,  siimiiiary  presentation  of  the 
anticipated    eiivlronmentKi    benefits    of    the 

11.  At  the  time  when  a  capital  project 
authorized  by  AID.  and  when  the 
rower/grantee  Is  notified  of  the  authorlzll 
action,  the  environmental  analysis  annex  ( 
the  authorizing  document  will  be  extracte 
from  the  documentation  and  10  copies  wl 
be  transmitted  to  the  CEQ.  under  cover  of 
letter  of  transmittal  from  the  authorlzlj 
official  These  copies  will  be  distributed  j 
CEQ  to: 

a.  CEQ  Council  and  staff. 
b.  National  Technical  Information  Serv' 

ice  (for  public  availability) . 
c.  Library  of  Congress  Environmental  Seo 

tion  (for  congressional  availability) . 
d.  Environmental  law  reporting  services. 

In  addition.  CEQ  will  list  the  annex  in  It 

monthly   publication,   the   "102   Monitor."' 12.  It  Is  recognized  that  the  project  au 
thorization  Is,  in  reality,  an  authorization  U 
enter  into  negotiations  concerning  the  pro 
vision  of  assistance  to  the  project.  No  flna 
action.  Irrevocably  committing  the 
Government,  is  taken  until  such  negotla 
tions  are  completed  and  a  formal  agree 
ment  Is  dratted  and  signed  by  duly  author 
Ized  representatives  of  the  United  State 
and  the  recipient  foreign  entity.  Durlni 
these  negotiations,  the  environmental  anal 
ysis  annex  should  be  made  available  to  th 
borrower  grantee  and,  when  appropriate 
agreement  sought  on  any  aspects  of  th" 
project  resulting  from  this  analysis. 

13.  The  final  decision  authorizing  U.E 
signature  of  the  project  loan  or  grant  agree 
ment  will  be  taken  by  A.I.D.  in  light  of  th^ 
overall  assessment  of  U.S.  foreign  pollc 
considerations,  as  well  as  the  economic,  po 
Iltlcal.  financial,  technical,  and  environmen 
tal  factors  (costs  and  benefits,  advantage 
and  disadvantages,  etc.)  of  the  project  a 
negotiated. 
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ments on  proposed  Federal  actions  affect- 
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iperational  Procedures  for  Implementing 

Section  102(2)  (C)   of  the  "National  En- 
vironmental Policy  Act  of  1969" 

The  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 

969    (NEPAi,    Executive   Order   11514    (E.O. 
1514)   dated  March  5,  1970.  and  the  Gulde- 
Ines  of  the  Council  on  Environmental  Qual- 
ty   (Council)    dated  April  23.   1971,  provide 
hat  environmental  considerations  are  to  be 
;lven     careful     attention     and     appropriate 
weight   in   every   recommendation   or  report 
•n   proposals   lor   legislation   and    for   other 
najor  Federal  actions  significantly  affecting 
he  quality  of  the  human  environment. 
1.  Purpose  and  scope.  This  manual  provides 

;eneral  policies,  procedures,  and  guidance  re- 
lulred  by  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the  NEPA 
Public  Law  91-190)  to: 

(a)  Identify  actions  requiring  envlron- 
nental  impact  statements: 
(b)  Obtain  information  and  Internal  U.S 

ectlon  review  required  tor  the  preparation 
if  environmental   statements: 

(ci  Designate  the  ofliclaUs)  who  are  to  be 

esponsible  for  preparation,  review,  and  ap- 
jroval  of  the  statements: 

(d)  Consult  with  and  take  into  account 
he  comments  of  appropriate  Federal,  State. 
md  local  agencies:  and 

(e)  Meet  requirements  for  providing  timely 
lubllc  information  on  proposals  for  legisla- 
•lon  and  for  other  major  actions  having  a 

NOTICES 

potential   significant   adverse   effect   on   the 
human  environment. 

2.  Applicability.  This  manual  applies  to  all 
elements  of  this  section  concerned  with  the 

investigation,  planning,  development,  con- 
struction, and  management  of  projects  (in- 

cluding leasing  and  licensing  of  land  and  is- 
suing of  permits  in  regard  thereto)  or  activi- 

ties that  affect  ecological  systems  and  the  hu- 
man environment. 

3.  References. 
(a)  Environmental  Control — Message  from 

the  President  (H.  Doc.  No.  91-225);  Con- 
gressional Record,  February  10,  1970,  pages 

H  743-748. 
(to)  Budget  Message  of  the  President,  1971; 

Congressional  Record,  February  2.  1970;  see 

pages  S  968,  S  970,  and  S  973. 
to  The  State  of  the  Union  Address  by  the 

President  (H.  Doc.  No.  91-226) :  Congressional 

Record,  January  22,   1970;   pages  H  186-188. 
(d)  Executive  Order  No.  11507;  Prevention. 

Control,  and  Abatement  of  Air  and  Water 
Pollution  at  Federal  Facilities.  February  4. 
1970;  Federal  Register,  Volume  35,  No.  25, 

February  5.  1970;  pages  2573-2576  (super- 
sedes Executive  Orders  Nos.  11282  and  11288) 

(e)  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969  (Public  Law  91-190). 

(f)  Water    Quality    Improvement    Act    of 
1970  (Public  Law  91-224). 

(g)  Guidelines  of  the  Council  on  En- 
vironmental Quality.  April  23,  1971:  Federal 

Register.  Volume  36,  No.  79,  April  23.  1971. 

pages  7724-7729. (h)  Bulletin  No.  71-3.  August  31,  1970. 
Executive  Office  of  the  President,  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget. 

(1)  Circular  No.  A-95,  dated  June  15.  1970, 
and  all  revisions  thereto.  Executive  Office  of 
the  President.  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget. 

(J)  Memo  entitled  "Federal  agencies  with 
Jurisdiction  by  law  or  special  expertise  to 
make  comments  with  respect  to  various 

types  of  environmental  Impact  of  proposed 
actions,"  dated  July  29.  1970,  by  Timothy 
Atkeson.  General  Counsel.  Council  on  En- 

vironmental Quality. 

(k)  Memo  entitled  "Environmental  Impact 
statements  prepared  by  the  International 

Boundary  and  Water  Commission."  dated 

April  21.' 1971,  by  Timothy  Atkeson,  General Counsel.  Council  on  Environmental  Quality. 

(I)  Corps  of  Engineers  procedure  regard- 
ing preparation  of  environmental  statements. 

4.  Requirements  of  the  National  Environ- 
mental Policy  Act  of  1969. 

Section  101  of  the  National  Environmental 

Policy  Act  of  1969,  hereinafter  referred  to  as 
the  Act  or  NEPA.  establishes  a  broad  Federal 

policy  on  environmental  quality.  Section  102 
directs  that  policies,  regulations,  and  public 
laws  will  be  interpreted  and  administered  to 
the  fullest  extent  possible  in  accordance  with 
the  policies  of  the  Act.  and  Imposes  upon  all 

Federal  agencies  the  requirement  to — 
(a)  Utilize  a  systematic,  Interdisciplinary 

approach  which  will  insure  the  Integrated 
use  of  the  natural  and  social  sciences  and  the 
environmental  design  arts  In  planning  and 

in  decisionmaking  which  may  have  an  im- 
pact on  man's  environment  (sec.  102(2)  (A) ) . 

(b)  Identify  and  develop  methods  and 

procedures  which  will  give  the  environment 

appropriate  consideration  In  decisionmaking 

along  with  economic  and  technical  consid- erations (sec.  102(2)  (B)). 

(c)  Include  In  every  recommendation  a 
report  on  proposals  for  legislation  and  other 
major  Federal  actions  significantly  affecting 

the  quality  of  the  human  environment,  a  de- 
tailed  environmental  statement  (sec.  102(2) 

(C)). 
(d)  Study,  develop  and  describe  appro- 

priate alternatives   (sec.   102(2)  (D)). 

(e)  Recognize  the  worldwide  and  long- 
range  character  of  environmental  problems 
(see.  102(2)  (E)  ). 

(f)  Make  available  to  States,  counties, 
municipalities,  institutions,  and  individuals, 
advice  and  information  useful  In  restoring, 

maintaining,  and  enhancing  the  quality  of 
the  environment  (sec  102(2)(F)). 

(g)  Initiate  and  utilize  ecological  infor- 
mation in  the  planning  and  development  of 

resources-oriented  projects  (sec.  102(2)  (G) ) . 

(h)  Assist  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Qualltv  (see.  102(2)  (Hi). 

Both  section  102(2)  (C),  which  requires  a 

detailed  five-point  statement  of  environmen- 
tal impact,  and  section  102(2)  (D),  which 

requires  analysis  of  alternatives  where  un- 
resolved conflicts  occur,  are  interpreted  t»be 

applicable  to  feasibility  reports  and  to  re- 
quests for  funds  to  Initiate  construction  of 

previously  authorized  projects.  Under  cer- tain conditions  they  are  also  applicable  to 

continuing  construction  and  maintenance 

projects  and  to  the  granting  of  leases,  li- censes, and  permits. 

5.  Policy.  In  formulating  plans  for  con- 
struction, operation,  and  maintenance, 

water  resource  development  or  management. 

Impact  on  the  environment  will  be  fully 

considered  from  the  very  initiation  of  pre- 

authorlzatlon  planning.  Early  and  continu- 
ing search  m  cooperation  with  appropriate 

local.  State,  and  Federal  agencies  will  be 
undertaken  to  develop  alternatives  and 
measures  which  will  enhance,  protect,  and 

restore  the  quality  of  the  environment,  or. 

at  least,  minimize  and  mitigate  unavoidable 

deleterious  effects.  Preparation  of  the  five- 

point  statement  required  by  the  Act  will  con- 
stitute an  Integral  part  of  the  pre- 

authorlzatlon  feasibility  report  process.  The 

statement  will  serve  as  a  summation  of 

evaluations  of  the  effects  that  alternative 

actions  will  have  on  the  environment  and 

as  an  explanation  of  finally  recommended 

plan. 

6.  Procedure  for  preparation,  planning  ana 
coordination  of  the  statements. 

(a)  Preparation — Draft  and  final  state- 

ments will  be  prepared  by  Principal  Engi- 
neer— Projects,  hereinafter  referred  to  as 

PE/P.  PE/P  will,  after  approval  by  the  Com- 
missioner and  Department,  transmit  the 

statements  to  the  field  offices,  the  contact 

points  listed  In  the  guidelines,  those  estab- 
lished by  Budget  Circular  No.  A-95  (June  15. 

1970.  or  any  revisions  thereto),  and  other 
knoviin  Interested  parties.  Exceptions  to  the 

procedure  are: 
(1)  Letters  of  transmittal  to  Mr.  Herter, 

Special  Assistant  to  the  Secretary  for  environ- 
mental Affairs,  Bureau  of  International 

Scientific  and  Technological  Affairs,  Depart- 

ment of  State,  and  Chairman  Train,  Coun- 

cil on  EnvlronmenUl  Quality,  will  be  pre- 

pared by  PE  P  for  Commissioner's  signature. 
(2)  An  agencv  or  agencies  acting  as  agent 

for  the  US.  section  (as  distinguished  from 

merely  preparing  an  environmental  
state- 

ment "for  the  section's  use)  will  prepare, 
distribute,  and  coordinate  the  review  of  the 

statement  according  to  its  established  pro- 

cedures This  Includes  transmittal  to  Coun- 

cil on  Environmental  Quality.  However,  the 

agency  has  the  responsibility  to  confer  with 
the  U.S.  section  and  to  keep  PE/P  fully 
informed. 

PE  P  is  recognized  as  the  responsible  Fed- 
eral official  within  the  meaning  of  section 

102(2)  (C),  NEPA.  except  for  such  changes
 

as  reviewing  authorities  may  deem  neces- 

sary in  the  original  proposal  and  covering 

statement,  to  be  consistent  with  the  poli- 

cies of  the  U.S.  section,  and  except  as  here- 

inafter provided  when  other  agencies  are 

acting  as  this  section's  agents  In  regard  to 

project  under  the  U.S.  section's  Ju
risdic- 

tion then  an  officer  of  those  agencies  rather 

than  PE/P  will  be  the  responsible  Federal 

official.  The  memorandum  of  understandmg 

governing  the  agency  relationship  shall  
set 

forth  the  responsible  Federal   official  of  the 
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agency  acting  as  agent.  Engineers  In  charge 

of  projects,  Project  Manager (s)  and  Superln- 
tendent(s)    will   be   reporting  officers. 

If  the  U.S.  section  remains  uncertain 

whether  filing  an  environmental  impact 

statement  is  required.  It  should  consult 

the  Office  of  Environmental  Affairs  (SCI/ 

EN— Department  of  State)  and  the  Assist- 
ant Legal  Adviser  for  Environmental  Affairs 

(L/EN— Department  of  Statel  for  a  nnal 
determination.  In  every  case  where  the  U.S. 

section  determines  that  no  environmental 

impact  statement  is  required,  it  shall  inform SCI/EN. 

Statements  to  be  meaningful  for  review 
and  decisionmaking   should: 

(a)  Describe  physical  and  environmental 

aspects  sufficiently  to  permit  evaluation  and 

independent  appraisal  of  the  favorable  and 

adverse  environmental  effects  of  each  pro- 

posal. They  should  be  simple  and  concise, 
yet  should  include  all  pertinent  facts.  Length 
would  depend  upon  the  particular  proposal 

and  the  nature  of  its  impacts  and  the  en- 
vironmental setting. 

(b)  Be  submitted  as  a  separate  docu- 
ment, not  as  an  enclosure  or  appendix  to 

other  documents  such  as  preauthorization 
studies  or  design  memorandums.  Such  re- 

ports and  design  memorandums  must  con- 
tain adequate  background  Information  to 

support  fully  the  reporting  officer's  conclu- sions and  recommendations  on  environmen- 
tal matters.  The  statements  should  not  be 

construed  as  a  further  means  for  assisting 
or  supporting  project  Justification. 

(c)  Not  be  limited  to  ultimate  conclu- 
sions, but  should  demonstrate  that  the  U.S. 

section  has  adequately  considered  the  poten- 
tial impact  of  the  proposal  upon  the  envi- 

ronment. The  statement  should  summarize 
information  and  cite  sources  of  overall  ap- 

praisals which  are  based  upon  Judgments  of 
complex  matters  (e.g.,  water  quality  by  Envi- 

ronmental Protection   Agency). 
(d)  In  the  final  statement  include  and 

comment  on  the  views  of  those  opposing  the 
proposal  for  environmental  reasons,  if  any. 
The  summarized  views  of  agencies  having 
environmental  responsibilities,  and  with 
which  the  proposals  have  been  coordinated, 
should  be  included. 

(e)  Include  a  full  and  objective  appraisal 
of  the  environmental  effects,  good  and  bad, 
and  of  available  alternatives.  In  no  case  will 
adverse  effects,  either  real  or  potential,  be 
ignored  or  slighted  in  an  attempt  to  Justify 
an  action  previously  recommended.  Similarly, 
care  must  be  taken  to  avoid  overstating 
favorable  effects. 

(f)  Discuss  the  proposal's  impact  on 
environmental  resources  of  regional  signifi- 

cance whenever  the  impact  extends  beyond 
the  Immediate  area. 

(g)  Discuss  the  significant  relationships 
between  the  proposal  and  other  develop- 

ments (existing  and  authorized).  For  ex- 
ample, a  statement  on  a  project  which  would 

convert  a  free-flowing  section  of  a  stream 
Into  a  reservoir  should  contain  information 
on  the  amount  of  flowing  and  flat  water 
available  in  the  area. 

(h)  Where  possible,  the  statements  should 
show  an  indication  of  the  magnitude  of  the 
effect  including  short-term  changes.  This 
may  include  changes  in  flow  in  c.f  s.  for  both 
peak-  and  low-flow  periods  or  changes  in  dis- 

solved oxygen  or  temperature,  which  are  key 
parameters  for  measuring  water  quality,  and 
other  factors  vital  to  the  ecology  of  the  area. 

(i)  Include  an  appropriate  summary.  Re- 
gardless of  the  tvpe  of  summary  used  within 

the  section  for  review  purooses,  when  the 
statements  (draft  and  final)  are  submitted 
to  the  Council  on  Environmental  Quality  the 
Council  pre.scribad  format  for  a  summary 
hall  be  utilized. 

(j)  D>'.r'"g  preparation  and  review  uf  the 
siatements.  the  services  of  the  Execail.c  .v:; 
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sistant,  hereinafter  referred  to  as  C/E,  are  to 
be  utilized  to  insure  that  statements  are  re- 

sponsive legally  to  the  requirements  of  the 
Act. 
The  environmental  statement  will  cover 

the  following  points: 
(i)  A  description  of  the  proposed  action, 

including  information  and  technical  data 
adequate  to  permit  a  careful  assessment 
of  environmental  impact  by  commenting 

agencies. (ii)  The  probable  impact  of  the  proposed 
action  on  the  environment.  Including  impact 
on  ecological  systems  such  as  wildlife,  fish, 
and  marine  life. 

(ill)  Any  probable  adverse  environmental 
effects  which  cannot  be  avoided. 

(iv)   Alternatives  to  the  proposed  action. 
(v)  The  relationship  between  local  short- 

term  uses  of  man's  environment  and  the 
maintenance  and  enhancement  of  long-term 
productivity. 

(vl)  Any  irreversible  and  irretrievable 
commitments  of  resources  which  would  be 
involved  in  the  proposed  action  should  it 
be  implemented. 

(vii)  Where  appropriate,  a  discussion  of 
problems  and  objections  raised  by  other  Fed- 

eral, State,  and  local  agencies  and  by  private 
organizations  and  individuals  in  the  review 
process  and  the  disposition  of  issues  involved. 

The  guidelines  dated  April  23,  1971,  of  the 
Council  on  Environmental  Quality,  Appendix 
A,'  and  the  guidance  contained  in  Appendix 
Bi  will  be  considered  and  utilized  in  pre- 

paring environmental  statements,  using  the 
prescribed  format  or  any  revision  thereto.^ 

(b)   Planning  relationships. 
( 1 )  In  the  development  of  new  projects  or 

proposals,  the  rationale  of  the  environmental 
statement  and  assessment  of  environmental 
considerations  will  be  integrated  into  the 

planning  process  from  the  beginning.  Pre- 
liminary identification  and  assessment  ol 

possible  environmental  impacts  and  effects 
will  be  made  and  fully  discussed  at  an  early 
milestone  in  the  study.  Even  where  it  is 
clear  from  the  start  that  a  proposed  action 
will  not  require  an  environmental  impact 
statement,  the  investigation  into  environ- 

mental effects  will  still  be  made,  and,  as  re- 
quired by  the  Act,  the  results  of  that  In- 

vestigation will  be  an  integral  part  of  the 
decisionmaking  process.  When  kept  current, 
such  an  environmental  assessment  can  pro- 

vide valuable  assistance  in  the  investigation 
and  study  process.  The  first  meeting  with 
the  public  should  be  scheduled  early  in  the 

development  stages  so  that  the  environmen- 
tal "pulse"  may  be  felt  from  the  beginning. 

(2)  Beginning  with  the  formulation  stage, 
all  anticipated  environmental  impacts  and 
effects  of  each  solution  under  consideration 
will  be  identified  and  discussed.  This  may 

entail  the  preparation  of  an  environmental 
memorandum.  After  consideration  of  all  the 
preliminary  environmental  factors,  including 
those  which  may  have  been  forthcoming  as 
a  result  o'f  the  first  meeting  with  the  public, 
a  second  meeting  with  the  public  should  be 
scheduled.  Ally  environmental  factors  known 
to  the  U.S.  section  should  be  summarized 
and  made  available  prior  to  the  meeting.  This 
will  generate  a  meaningful  and  thorough  dis- 

cussion during  the  meeting.  Interested  citi- 
zens and  citizen  groups  must  be  informed  of 

the  fact  a  public  meeting  is  scheduled  so 
that  their  views  may  be  considered. 

By  the  time  the  late  stage  in  the  planning 
has  been  reached  the  U.S.  section's  environ- 

mental position  should  have  been  formu- 
lated. A  third  meeting  with  the  public  should 

be  scheduled  so  that  the  environmental  dis- 
cussions regarding  any  proposal  and  alter- 

natives will  be  specific  and  thorough  insofar 
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as  the  environmental  Impacts  and  effects  ar 
concerned. 

(3)  On  projects  which  were  recommended 
authorized  or  under  construction  prior  to  th 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969 
the  range  of  alternatives  and  the  opportunlt; 
to  study  and  evaluate  them  may  be  mor 
limited.  However,  to  the  maximum  exten 
feasible,  alternative  solutions  and  opportu 
nitles  for  environmental  enhancement,  pres 
ervatlon,  and  mitigation  will  be  Investigate 
prior  to  preparation  of  the  statement.  Re 
gardless  of  the  level  at  which  formal  coordl 
nation  is  to  take  place,  reporting  officers  wU 
carefully  examine  and  evaluate  the  environ 
mental  Impact  of  all  reasonable  alternative 
in  coordination  with  appropriate  Federal 
State,  and  local  agencies  prior  to  preparing 
a  recommendation  or  an  environment* 
statement. 

(4)  As  a  "follow-up"  the  public  will  be  I 
formed  of  the  general  content  of  all  state 
ments  before  or  at  the  time  that  the  recoiu 
mendation  or  report  Is  furnished  to  tb 
Council  on  Environmental  Quality  by  putt 

llshing  of  an  appropriate  notice  In  the  : 
ERAi.  Register,  by  public  notice  to  all  partle 
known  to  be  interested,  by  press  release,  orl 
a  combination  of  such  means.  In  addltloi 
prior  to  formulation  of  recommendations  an 
preparation  of  the  statement,  in  all  case 
where  public  hearings  are  held,  PE/P  wt 
present,  in  the  notice  of  the  hearing  and  a 
the  hearing,  a  discussion  setting  forth  th 
information,  as  known  to  him,  upon  whlc 
his  statement  will  be  based.  The  dlscusslo 
will  include  a  listing  of  alternatives;  the  en 
vironmental  Impacts — positive  or  negative- 
associated  with  each  fundamental  alterna 
tive;  the  nature  of  envlrorunental  trade-o 
Implied  by  various  alternatives.  Including  ll 
retrievable  commitments  of  each  alterns 
tive;  and  the  relationship  between  loci 
short-term  uses  of  man's  environment  an 
the  maintenance  and  enhancement  of  lon§ 
terra  productivity  under  the  various  alternf 
tives.  Whenever  public  announcement  of  rec 
ommendations  or  reports  is  made  prior  t 
submission  of  the  statement  to  the  Counc 
on  Environmental  Quality,  the  announce 
ment  will  contain  an  appropriate  summai 
of  the  proposed  statements  and  comments  < 
other  agencies.  The  draft  statement  may  b 
provided  Interested  agencies,  groups  an 
citizens.  In  certain  cases,  where  critical  an 
sensitive  environmental  effects  and  wide 
spread  public  concern  have  been  ldentifle< 
PE/P  will  request  preannouncement  clear 
ance  to  hold  a  public  meeting.  Bequests  wl 
be  supported  by  full  recitation  of  the  prob 
lems  at  issue  with  analysis  of  the  pros  an 
cons  of  the  proposed  and  alternative  course 
of  action. 

(c)  Coordination  of  statement.  Coordlna 
tion  of  the  statement  with  Federal,  Stat< 
and  local  agencies,  as  well  as  organized  cltl 
zen  groups,  will  be  In  accordance  with  exist 
ing  policies  and  the  following  clarification: 

(1)  Coordination  with  responsible  agen 
cies  will  Include  transmittal  of  draft  envl 
ronmental  statements  for  their  review  ani 
comment.  Upon  receipt,  agency  comment 
will  be  reviewed  and  summarized  in  th 
statement.  Copies  of  the  agency  comment 
will  be  incltided  as  an  attachment  to  th 
statement  when  forwarded  for  further  ac 
tion.  The  agency  comments  and  the  views  ex 
pressed  should  be  no  older  than  3  calenda 
years  for  previously  authorized  projects  Mop 
recent  coordination  will  be  required  if  slg 
niflcant  changes  in  the  proposal  or  in  thi 
associated  environment  have  occurred  in  thi 
meantime.  Copies  of  the  statement  will  bi 
forwarded  to  the  appropriate  contact  point 
listed  in  Appendix  II.  Council  on  Environ 
mental  Quality  Guidelines  dated  April  23 
1971,  as  well  as  to  the  field  off.ces.  The  trans- 

mittal letter  to  field  offices  will  advise  that  i 
statement  has  been  furnished  to  the  contaci 
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Isted  In  Appendix  II.  Insofar  as  distribution 
.f  statements  within  a  State  Is  necessary,  the 
learlnghouses  established  by  Budget  Circu- 

lar No.  A-95  dated  June  15,  1970,  or  any  re- 
jlslons  thereto,  will  be  utilized. 
I  |2)  In  the  event  environmental  statements 
.re  being  prepared  on  two  or  more  units  in 
he  same  area,  the  work  on  preparing  state- 
nents  will  be  scheduled  to  result  In  one 
ransmittal  to  the  E>epartment  and  Council 
■n  Environmental  Quality  the  statements  for 
.11  units  in  an  area. 
7.  Administrative  action.  No  administra- 

ive  action — to  the  maximum  extent  practi- 
able — Is  to  be  taken  sooner  than  ninety  (90) 
ays  after  a  draft  environmental  statement 
as  been  circulated  for  comment,  furnished 
0  the  Council  and,  except  where  advance 
ubllc  disclosure  will  result  in  significantly 
ncreased  cost  of  procurement  to  the  Gov- 
rnment,  made  available  to  the  public  pur- 
uant  to  the  guidelines.  Further,  no  adminis- 
rative  action  should  be  taken  sooner  than 
hirty  (30)  days  after  the  final  text  of  an 
nvironmental  statement  (together  with 
omments)  has  been  made  available  to  the 
Council  and  the  public.  In  the  event  the 
nal  text  of  an  environmental  statement  is 
led  within  ninety  (90)  days  after  a  draft 
l^atement  has  been  circulated  for  comment, 
urnlshed  to  the  Council  and  made  public 
ursuant  to  this  manual,  the  thirty  (30)  day 
eriod  and  ninety  (90)  day  period  may  run 
Dncurrently  to  the  extent  that  they  overlap. 
8.  Criteria  for  determining  whether  a  proj- 

;t  or  activity  has  the  potential  to  have  a 
gnificant  adverse  effect  on  the  quality  of 
le  human  environment.  The  following  cri- 
Tla  will  be  employed  In  deciding  whether  a 
reposed  action  requires  the  preparation  of 
n  environmental  statement: 

(a)  "Actions"  include  but  are  not  limited j: 
(1)  Projects  that  are  part  of  treaties  and 

'hlch  have  a  significant  impact  on  the  en- ironment. 
(2)  Recommendations  or  reports  to  the 

ongress  on  proposals  for  legislation  affect- 
ig  US.  section  programs,  including  pro- 
osals  to  authorize  projects. 
(3)  Recommendations  or  reports  on  pro- 

osals  for  authorization  of  projects  except 
)r  emergency  measures. 
(4)  Initiation  of  construction  or  land  ac- 

ulsitlon  on  projects  which  are  not  yet 
;arted  for  which  funds  have  been  appropri- 
-ed  or  are  provided  by  the  fiscal  year  1971 
ppropriation  Act. 
(5)  Budget  submissions  requesting  funds 

3r  the  Initiation  of  construction  or  real  es- 
ite  acquisition  on  authorized  projects. 
(6)  Policy  and  procedure  making. 
(b)  The  statutory  clause  "major  Federal 

ctlons  significantly  affecting  the  quality  of 
he  human  environment"  is  to  be  construed 
Ith  a  view  to  the  overall,  cumulative  impact 
f  the  action  proposed  (and  of  further  ac- 
lons  contemplated) .  Such  actions  may  be 
realized  in  their  impact,  but  if  there  Is 
otentlal  that  the  environment  may  be  sig- 
Ificantly  affected,  the  statement  is  to  be 
repared.  Proposed  actions  (including  opera- 
Ions  and  maintenance  activities) ,  the  en- 
Ironmentai  impact  of  which  is  likely  to  be 
ilghly  controversial  or  unresolved  conflicts 
ancernlng  alternative  use  of  available  re- 
Jurces  exist,  should  be  covered  In  all  cases. 
Whenever  any  of  the  Federal,  State,  or 
ical  agencies  which  are  authorized  to  de- 
elop  and  enforce  environmental  standards 
ertify  or  the  U.S.  Commissioner  determines 
iiat  the  issuance  of  leases,  licenses,  or  per- 
ilts  for  structures,  dumping,  and  other  ac- 
ions  in  navigable  waters  of  the  United 
tates,  tributaries  thereto,  any  international 
am  (storage  or  diversion)  and  lands  and 
'orks  under  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  U.S.  sec- 
ion  which  it  is  proposed  to  issue  and/or  to 

permit  would  result  in  significantly  and  ad- 
versely affecting  the  quality  of  the  human 

environment,  an  impact  statement  must  be 

prepared. In  considering  what  constitutes  major  ac- 
tion significantly  affecting  the  environment, 

bear  in  mind  that  the  effect  of  many  Fed- 
eral decisions  about  a  project  or  complex  of 

projects  can  be  Individually  limited  but 
cumulatively  considerable.  This  can  occur 
when  one  or  more  agencies  over  a  period  of 
years  puts  into  a  project  individually  minor 
but  collectively  major  resources  when  one  de- 

cision involving  a  limited  amount  of  money 
is  a  precedent  for  action  in  much  larger 
cases  or  represents  a  decision  in  principle 
about  a  future  major  course  of  action,  or 
when  several  Government  agencies  Individ- 

ually make  decisions  about  partial  aspects 
of  a  major  action.  The  lead  agency  should 
prepare  an  environmental  statement  If  It  Is 
reasonable  to  anticipate  a  cumulatively  sig- 

nificant Impact  on  the  environment  from  the 
Federal  action. 

(c)  Section  101(B)  of  the  NEPA  Indicates 
the  broad  range  of  aspects  of  the  environ- 

ment to  be  surveyed  in  any  assessment  of 
significant  effect.  The  NEPA  also  Indicates 
that  adverse  significant  effects  Include  those 
that  degrade  the  quality  of  the  environment, 
curtail  the  range  of  beneficial  uses  of  the  en- 

vironment or  serve  short-term,  to  the  disad- 
vantage of  long-term,  environmental  goals. 

Significant  effects  can  also  incKide  actions 
which  may  have  both  beneficial  and  detri- 

mental effects,  even  if,  on  balance,  the 
agency  believes  that  the  effect  will  be  bene- 

ficial. Significant  adverse  effects  on  the  qual- 
ity of  the  human  environment  Include  both 

those  that  directly  affect  human  beings  and 
those  that  Indirectly  affect  human  beings 
through  adverse  effects  on  the  environment. 

9.  Use  of  statements  in  U.S.  section's  re- 
view process:  distribution  to  Council  on  En- 

vironmental Quality. 
(a)  The  principle  to  be  applied  Is  to  ob- 

tain views  of  other  agencies  at  the  earliest 
possible  time  in  the  development  of  a  pro- 

gram and  project  proposals.  Care  should  be 
exercised  so  as  not  to  duplicate  the  clearance 
process,  but  when  actions  being  considered 
differ  significantly  from  those  that  have  al- 

ready been  reviewed  an  environmental 
statement  should  be  provided. 

(b)  Ten  (101  copies  of  draft  envlrorunental 
statements  (when  prepared),  and  ten  (10) 
copies  of  the  final  text  of  environmental 
statements  (together  with  all  comments  re- 

ceived thereon  by  the  responsible  agency 
from  Federal,  State,  and  local  agencies  and 
from  private  organizations  and  individuals) 
shall  be  supplied  to  the  Council  on  Environ- 

mental Quality  in  the  Executive  Office  of 
the  President.  (This  will  serve  as  making 
environmental  statements  available  to  the 
President.)  It  is  Important  that  draft  en- 

vironmental statements  be  prepared  and 
circulated  for  comment  and  furnished  to  the 
Council  early  enough  in  the  agency  review 
process  before  an  action  Is  taken  In  order 
to  permit  meaningful  consideration  of  the 
environmental  Issues  involved. 

10.  Availability  of  eninronmental  state- 
ment and  comments  to  public.  The  U.S. 

section,  when  it  prepares  the  statement.  Is 
responsible  for  making  such  statement  and 
the  comments  received  available  to  the  pub- 

lic pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Freedom 
of  Information  Act   (5  USCA  552). 

11.  Publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 
Notices  will  be  placed  in  the  Federal  Reg- 

ister when: 
(a)  The  draft  statement  has  been 

approved  by  the  Commissioner  and  transmit- 
ted to  the  Council  on  Environmental  Quality. 

(b)  The  final  statement  has  been  approved 
by  the  Commissioner  and  transmitted  to  the 
Council   on   Environmental   Quality. 

(c)  Comments  are  received  after  the  final 
statement  has  been  approved,  transmitted 
to  Council  on  Environmental  Quality,  and 
publication  regarding  final  statement  has 
previously  been  published. 

(d)  Public  meetings  are  held  if  deemed feasible. 

The  notice  will  contain  sufficient  IrLforma- 
tlon  to  Inform  those  reading  it  of  the  loca- 

tion and  purpose  of  a  project  and  where 
copies   of   the   statement   may   be   obtained. 
When  comments  are  being  sought  by  a 

publication,  a  time  limit  of  not  less  than 
thirty  (30)  days  may  be  established  for  local. 
State,  and  Federal  agencies  to  reply.  The 
U.S.  section  will,  In  all  cases  possible,  allow 
private  individuals  sixty  (60)  days  in  which 
to  comment.  In  cases  where  extensions  of 
time  are  requested  in  which  to  comment, 
an  endeavor  will  be  made  to  comply  with 
requests  for  extension  of  time  up  to  fifteen 
(15)  days.  If  no  reply  is  received  within  the 
period  allowed  for  comments.  It  will  be  pre- 

sumed the  agency  consulted  has  no  com- 
ments to  make. 

The  notices  will  be  drafted  by  PE/P,  final- 
ized and  signed  by  C  E  and  transmitted  to 

the  Director  of  the  Office  of  the  Federal 
Register  National  Archives  Building.  Wash- 

ington. D.C.  20408.  by  Chief  of  the  Purchas- 
ing Section  (A/PR). 

12.  Budget  process. 
(a)  The  requirement  of  NEPA.  Water 

Quality  Improvement  Act,  Executive  Order 
11514  and  the  guidelines  shall  be  met 
through  the  U.S.  section's  budget  process 
to  the  maximum  extent  practicable. 

(1)  Proposed  project  or  activity  resulting 
from  fiscal  (fiscal  year)  1971  and  prior  an- 

nual authorizations  and  appropriations 
legislation. 
PE/P  shall  review  such  portions  of  the 

fiscal  year  1971  and  prior  annual  authoriza- 
tions and  appropriations  legislation  for 

which  he  has  programmatic  or  budgetary 
responsibility  and  Identify,  after  consulta- 

tion as  appropriate  with  Legal,  Chiefs  of 
Construction  and  Operation  and  Main- 

tenance, Engineers  In  Charge,  Project  Man- 
ager, or  Project  Superintendent,  any  pro- 
posed project  or  activity  not  yet  undertaken 

which  appears  to  have  the  potential  to  have 
a  significant  adverse  effect  on  the  quality  of 
the  human  environment.  A  draft  statement 
should  be  prepared  for  each  such  project  or 
activity  for  consideration  by  the  U.S.  Com- 

missioner. Preparation  of  such  statement,  to 
the  extent  practical,  shall  be  in  accordance 
with  9.  supra. 

(2)  Proposed  projects  or  activities  for  cal- 
endar year  1971  and  subsequent  fiscal  year 

budgets. 
PE/P  shall  prepare  a  draft  environmental 

statement  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  this  manual. 

(b)  Following  the  necessary  review  with 
respect  to  projects  or  activities  proposed  for 
inclusion  in  fiscal  year  1972  budgets  and  sub- 

sequent fiscal  year  budgets,  PE/P  will  for- 
ward the  draft  statements  to  the  Comptrol- 

ler, hereinafter  referred  to  as  A/C.  who  will 
Incorporate  them  as  part  of  the  Information 
to  be  considered  by  the  U.S.  Commissioner 
for  presentation  to  the  Department  of  State. 
Bureau  of  Budget,  and  Congress. 

(c)  Requirements — (1)  Legislation.  This 
section  Is  responsible  for  identifying  those  of 
its  legislative  proposals,  or  favorable  reports 
on  bills  on  which  it  is  the  principal  agency 
concerned,  that  would  require  the  prepara- 

tion of  the  statements  and  receipt  of  the 
comments  required  under  section  102(2)  (C). 
When  there  Is  doubt  as  to  which  is  the 

principal  agency  concerned.  C/E  shall  con- 
sult with  the  Office  of  Management  and 

Budget's  Legislative  Reference  Division. 
The  proposed  section  102(2)  (C)  statements 

and  the  required  comments  shall  accompany 
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legislative  proposals  and  reports  when  these 
are  sent  to  the  Office  of  Management  and 

Budget  for  clearance.  Copies  of  this  material 
shall  have  been  previously  furnished  directly 
to  the  Council  on  Environmental  Quality  for 

its  Information.  As  part  of  the  normal  clear- 
ance process,  the  Office  of  Management  and 

Budget  win  circulate  the  proposed  state- 
ments along  with  the  proposals  or  reports 

to  appropriate  Federal  agencies,  and  will 
consult  with  the  Council  on  Environmental 

Quality.  In  certain  cases,  the  clearance  proc- 
ess may  disclose  the  need  for  a  section  102(2) 

(C)  statement  where  none  has  been  pre- 
pared: in  this  event,  the  Office  of  Manage- 

ment and  Budget  stall  will  request  the  ap- 
propriate agency  to  develop  and  submit  such 

c'.  statement. 
After  differences  with  other  agencies  over 

the  legislative  proposal  or  report  have  been 
resolved,  and  after  the  legislative  proposal 
or  report  has  been  cleared  by  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget,  the  final  statement 
and  comments  shall  accompany  the  pro- 

posal or  report  to  the  Congress  as  supporting 
material. 

(2)  Annual  budget  estimates.  In  the  event 
the  U.S.  section  has  major  program  actions 

with  significant  impact  on  the  human  en- 
vironment, annual  budget  estimates  shall 

be  accompanied  by  a  special  summary  state- 
ment (prepared  by  A  C  from  information 

submitted  to  him  by  PE  P  In  a  timely  man- 
ner) explaining  generally  the  environmental 

Impact  expected  to  result  from  those  activi- 
ties and  programs  for  which  it  is  not  possible 

to  make  an  assessment  of  the  potential  im- 
pact on  specific  areas  of  the  environment, 

special  summary  statements  shall  include 
relevant  information  about  general  eiiviron- 
mental  impact  and  alternatives,  and.  to  the 
extent  possible.  Important  environmental 
problems  that  may  be  caused  by  proposed 
actions  but  which  still  must  be  assessed  as 

plans  for  programs  and  activities  are  further 
refined.  The  special  smnmary  statement  shall 
also  Include,  in  the  form  illustrated  in  Ap- 

pendix C  the  following  information  by  ap- 
propriation or  fund  account: 

Column  A — miction,  project,  or  activity. 
Identify  the  agency  actions  and  individual 
projects  and  activities,  and  the  amounts  of 
funds  involved,  that  are  considered  subject 
to  section  102(2)  (C).  Where  the  action  is  a 

part  of  a  larger  activity,  identify  only  the 
project  or  action  subject  to  section  102(2) 
(C/  ana  the  amount  involved. 
Column  B — Final  statement  completed. 

Check  the  appropriate  category.  If  there  are 

significant  unresolved  issues  with  other  agen- 
cies. Include  a  copy  of  the  statement  with  the 

submission  to  the  Office  of  Management  and 

Budget. 
Column  C — Statement  being  prepared.  Give 

the  status  (e.g..  awaiting  signature  of  the 
Secretary)  and  estimated  completion  date. 

Agencies  that  prepare  section  102(2)  (C) 
statements  for  annual  authorizing  legisla- 

tion shall  submit  the  proposed  section  102 

(2)(C)  statements  in  lieu  of  a  special  sum- 
mary statement  required  by  paragraph  (2) 

above,  except  that  the  information  required 
for  the  special  summary  exhibit  shall  be 
submitted  along  with  the  proposed  section 
102(2)  (C)  statement.  Copies  of  the  special 
summary  statement  or  proposed  section  102 

(2)(C)  statement  (accompanied  by  informa- 
tion for  the  special  summarj'  exhibit)  shall 

be  furnished  directly  to  the  Council  on  En- 
vironmental Quality. 

13.  Lease,  license,  and  vermit  anttlications. 

As  required  by  existing  regulations,  lease, 
license,  and  permit  applications  will  be 
coordinated  with  Federal.  State,  and  local 

agencies  which  are  authorized  to  develop 
and  enforce  environmental  standards,  unless 

granting  of  the  permit  could  not  possibly 
lead  to  adverse  environmental  effects.  In 

addition.   PE 'P   will   carefully   evaluate   the 

Impact  on  the  environment  of  the  proposed 
action.  Objections  from  such  agencies  or 
from  PE  P  will  be  presented  to  the  applicant 
who  will  be  given  the  opportunity  to  explain, 
withdraw,  or  modify  his  application  so  as  to 
remove  the  cause  for  the  objection.  If  the 

agency  maintains  its  objection  and  certifies 
or  if  PE  P  determines  that  granting  the 

lease,  license  or  permit  would  lead  to  sig- 
nificant environmental  degradation.  PEP 

will  prepare  the  statement  required  by  sec- 
tion 102(2)  (C)  of  NEPA,  He  :nay  require  the 

applicant  to  furnish  the  information  re- 
quired for  preparation  of  the  statement  in 

addition  to  any  information  the  applicant 
may  wish  to  furnish  in  order  to  demonstrate 
that  granting  of  the  lease,  license  or  permit 
is  in  the  public  interest.  PE  P  will  furnish 
a  summary  of  the  information  on  which  his 
statement  Is  based  to  the  public  in  the 
notice  of  public  hearing  and  at  the  hearing, 
if  one  be  held.  In  addition,  he  will  forward 

the  statement  with  other  pertinent  docu- 
ments when  the  application  is  forwarded  for 

review  and  approval. 

Leases.  licenses,  or  permits  granted  or  ap- 
proved by  the  U.S.  section  will  contain  pro- 
visions to  assure  compliance  with  applicable 

air  and  water  quality  standards:  to  conserve 
and  protect  the  environment;  and  to  avoid, 
minimize,  or  correct  hazards  to  the  public 
health  and  safety.  The  lessee,  licensee,  or 

permittee  will  be  required  to  provide  ade- 
quate measures  to  avoid,  control,  minimize, 

or  correct  erosion,  contamination,  or  other 
abuses  and  damages  to  the  environment 
within  or  without  the  premises  under  lease, 
license  or  permit  that  may  result  from  or 
have  been  caused  by  operations  conducted 
on  the  premises. 
Farming  and  grazing  operations  shall  be 

conducted  in  accordance  with  recognized 

principles  of  good  practice,  conservation,  and 
prudent  management.  Land  use  stipulations 
or  conservation  plans  to  define  such  use  and 
the  measures  necessary  for  the  conservation, 

protection,  and  control  of  the  environment 
shall  be  incorporated  in  and  made  a  part  of 
the  lease,  license  or  permit. 
Commercial  and  industrial  developments 

shall  be  constructed  and  operations  con- 
ducted on  the  premises  under  lease,  license, 

or  permit  to  control  and  minimize  environ- 
mental pollution  and  abuses.  Leases,  licenses, 

and  permits  shall  contain  provisions  for  the 
lessee,  licensee,  or  permittee  to  submit,  for 

advance  approval,  general  and  comprehen- 
sive plans  of  any  proposed  construction  or 

developments  for  the  use  and  conduct  of 
operations  as  authorized  for  the  premises 

prior  to  commencing  any  actual  construc- 
tion or  development  activities.  Such  plans, 

including  architects'  designs,  construction 
specifications,  machinery  or  equipment  in- 

stallation and  operation  or  specifications  for 
other  operations  or  developments,  shall  pro- 

vide measures  necessary  to  protect,  control, 
or  abate  environmental  pollution  or  abuses 
and  avoid,  minimize,  or  correct  hazards  to  the 
public  health  and  safety.  PE  P  shall  cause  a 
technical  examination  of  the  plans  to  be 
made,  and  he  may  either  approve  or  formu- 

late requirements  which  must  be  met  prior 
to  approval. 
Other  uses  as  authorized  by  leases, 

licenses,  or  permits  issued  shall  conform  to 
the  requirements  and  provisions  formulated 
for  each  such  use  as  adapted  to  local  condi- 

tions and  the  environmental  factors  which 

are  in  need  of  protection  and  control 
measures. 

Due  to  the  nature  of  this  section's  leasing, 
licensing,  and  permit  program,  all  factors  are 
tc  be  carefully  considered  before  determin- 

ing what  is  needed  for  the  protection  of  the 
environment,  conservation  and  land  use 

requirements. 
Environmental  statements  involving  power 

transmission   lines   will   be   prepared   in   ac- 

cordance with  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Department  of  the  Interior,  regulations  a 
published  in  Subchapter  B,  Subpart  2850  o 

Title  43.  CFR  2851.2-1  or  any  revisions  o 
amendments  thereto.  (Reference  attache 

Appendix  O,') 14.  Operations  at  construction  sites.  Som 
operations  that  contribute  to  pollution  arif 
noise  at  construction  sites  and  therefore  re 

quire  close  surveillance,  are  enumerated  ii 
the  following  list: 

(a)    .4!r  pollution. 
{!)    Burning 
(2)   Earthmoving  operations  (dust). 

(3 1    Sandblasting. 

(41    Sprayed-on  coatings. 
(5|   Soil   stabilization  operations   (cemen or  lime) . 

(6)  Concrete  mixing  plant  (dust). 
(7)  Batch  truck  operation  (dust). 
(8i  Winter  heating  equipment  (smoke  am 

fumes) . 

(9)    Gunite  operations  (rebound). 

(101  Asphalt  operations  (dust — smoke- volatiles) . 

ibi    Water  pollution. 

( 1 )  Solid  wastes. 
(2)  Earthmoving  operations   (runoff). 
(3)  Clearing  operations  (erosion). 
(41    Core  drilling  and  grouting  operation 

( waste  water ) . 
(5)  Wellpoint  system  runoff  (erosion). 
(61  Concrete  operations: 

(a)  Aggregate  washing. 

(b)  Spillage. (c)  Water  curing. 
(d)  Washing  of  mixers  and  batch  tructo 

(c)  Noise. (1)  Pile  driving. 

(2|  Equipment  noise. 
(3)  Drilling  and  blasting. 
(4)  Rock  crushing. 
The  construction  engineer  should  ascertal 

that  the  contractor  complies  with: 
(I)  The  current  applicable  Federal  ref 

ulations. 

(II)  The  current  applicable  local  rej 
ulations. 

( ill )  Methods  and  restrictions  of  opers 
tions   that   are   contract   requirements. 

On  projects  where  regulations  and  cot 

tract  requirements  do  not  specifically  ou' 
line  procedures,  the  contractor's  cooperatlo  i in  an  effort  to  run  a  clean  and  safe  open  ] 
tion  should  be  encouraged. 

Appropriate  provisions  will  be  included  1 
the  contract  specifications  for  the  works  l| 
be  performed  requiring  compliance  with  Pec 
eral.  State  and  local  pollution  laws.  reguU 
tions.  and  rules.  Examples  of  contract  spec 

flcations  are  attached  as  Appendix  E.' 
15.  Coordination  0/  U.S.  section  activitie 

All  actions  or  activities  undertaken  pursi 
ant  to  or  in  accordance  with  the  provisior 
of  this  manual  shall  be  coordinated  wit 

C/E. 
16.  Exceptions.  The  nature  of  negotlatlor 

and  relations  at  the  international  level  ma 

make  it  necessary  to  depart  in  some  instance 

from  the  procedures  in  the  Guidelines.  CE' 
foresaw  the  need  for  such  departures  in  CE' 
Guideline  10(d).  Exceptions  applicable  t 
the  U.S.  section  are  set  forth  below. 

(a)  The  statements  which  are  written  t 
comply  with  the  Act  should  not  normall 
include  any  classified  material,  nor  shoul 
they  normally  include  statements  with  re 
spect  to  positions  other  than  the  optimur 
position  of  the  United  States  in  any  ensuin 
negotiation  or  discussion.  Although  environ 
mental  impact  statements  should  wheneve 
possible  be  unclassified  and  hence  availabl 
to  the  public,  there  may  be  situations  wher 
such  statements  cannot  adequately  discus 
environmental  effects  without  disclosure  o 
classified  information.  In  these  instances,  th 

statement  should  be  appropriately  classlfiec 

Whenever  possible,  the  classification  should 
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jminate  on  a  specified  date  or  upon  the 

■appening  of  a  described  event.  Such  state- 
lents,  so  long  as  they  are  classlfled,  will  not 
;  made  available  to  the  public. 
(b)  Since  final  statements  may  not  be 

/ailable  until  the  conclusion  of  negotiations 
;>r  an  agreement  or  of  a  discussion,  the  30- 

'ly  time  delay  between  submission  of  such  a 
.jcument  and   final  Federal  action  set  out 

.  CEQ  Guideline  10(b)  will  not  apply  to 
:tions  taken  in  these  situations.  Every  at- 
mpt  will  be  made  to  comply  with  the  90- 
ly  period  which  Guideline  10(b)  requires 
!tween  submission  of  the  draft  statement 
id  final  action.  Where  schedules  of  inter- 

itional  conferences  make  this  impossible, 
le  U.S.  section  will  notify  the  Council  on 
/Ironmental  Quality  as  soon  as  possible  of 
le  circumstances,  with  the  purpose  of  ful- 

ling the  Intent  of  the  act  Insofar  as 
Ksible. 

(c)  In  certain  instances,  it  may  be  neces- 
ry  at  times  to  reduce  the  30-day  period 
r  agency  comments  set  out  in  CEQ  Guide- 
Lie  No.  7.  When  this  is  the  case,  all  agencies 
whom  the  draft  statement  has  been  sent 

I  11  be  informed  by  the  U.S.  section  of  the 
duced  time  period.  The  reduced  time  pe- 
>d  must  also  be  included  in  the  public  no- 
^e  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 
(d)  Section  2(b)  of  Executive  Order  11514 

tabllshes  requirements  for  providing  public 
formation  on  Federal  actions  and  impact 
itements  and  envisions  extensive  use  of 

iblic  hearings.  Public  hearings  wiU'be  em- 
Dyed  by  the  U.S.  section  only  upon  a  de- 

rma: ion  by  the  U.S.  Commissioner  that 
e  requirements  of  carrying  on  interna- 
Mial  relations,  including  the  constraints  of 
ne  and  the  posture  of  the  United  States 
negotiation,  allow  such  hearings  to  be 

.rried  out  without  prejudice  to  the  national 
terests. 

(e)  In  those  instances  where  the  draft 
id  or  final  statement  is  submitted  to  the 
apartment  (SCI  EN)  for  ro-ci'rr»"''e  he- 

re distribution  outside  the  U.S.  section  and 
>  notification  is  received  from  the  De- 

;rtment  after  the  expiration  of  7  days  from 
(6  date  of  mailing  by  the  U.S.  section,  the 
S.  .section  will  assume  the  Department  has 
■ncurred  and  shall  proceed  on  that  basis. 

Department  of  Transportation 

iban  mass  transportation  administration 

(UMTA  5610.1] 

IPLEMENTATION     OF     SECTION      102(2)  (C)      OF 
THE  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
OF  1969.  Section  4(f)  of  the  Department 
OF  Transportation  Act.  Section  106  or 
the  Historic  Preservation  Act.  and  Sec- 

tions   3(d)      AND     14    OF    THE     URBAN     MASS 
Transportation  Act  of  1964 

February  1,  1972. 

1.  Purpose.  This  order  establishes  internal 

•ocedures  and  policy  for  the  Urban  Mass 
ran.sportation  Administration  (UMTA)  re- 
irdlng  the  preparation  of  detailed  environ- 

ental  statements  on  proposals  for  major 
ederal  actions  significantly  affecting  the  en- 
ronment.  as  required  by  section  102(2)  (c) 

■  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
>69  (Public  Law  91-190).  and  procedures 
)r  Implementation  of  related  requirements. 
2.  Background  and  authority. 

a.  "The  National  Environmental  Policy 
ct  of  1969  (NEPA)  "  establishes  a  broad  na- 
onal  policy  to  promote  efforts  to  Improve 
le  relationship  between  man  and  his  en- 
ironment.  and  provides  for  the  creation  of 

Council  on  Environmental  Quality  (CEQ). 
he  Act  sets  out  certain  policies  and  goals 
jncerning  the  environment  and  requires 
lat.  to  the  fullest  extent  oossible.  the  poli- 

ces, regulations,  and  public  laws  of  the 
tilted  States  shall  be  interpreted  and  ad- 

ministered in  accordance  with  those  policies 
and  goals.  Certain  procedural  requirements 
are  established  applicable  to  the  project 

approval  process. 
b.  "Executive  Order  11514."  dated  March  5. 

1970.  orders  all  Federal  agencies  to  Initiate 
procedures  needed  to  direct  their  policies, 
plans,  and  programs  so  as  to  meet  national 
environmental  goals. 

c.  "Section  4(f)  of  the  DOT  Act"  directs 
that  "the  Secretary  shall  not  approve  any 
program  or  project  which  requires  the  use  of 
any  publicly  owned  land  from  a  public  park, 
recreation  area,  wildlife  and  waterfowl  ref- 

uge, and  historic  site  of  national.  State  or 
local  significance  as  so  determined  by  the 

Federal,  State  or  local  officials  having  Juris- 
diction thereof  until  he  has  determined  (1) 

there  Is  no  feasible  and  prudent  alternative 

to  the  use  of  such  land,  and  (2)  such  pro- 

gram Includes  all  possible  planning  to  mini- 
mize harm  to  such  park,  recreation  area, 

wildlife  and  waterfowl  refuge,  or  historic  site 

resulting  from  such  use." 
d.  "DOT  Order  5610  lA"  provides  detailed 

guidelines  to  DOT  operating  administrations 
for  Implementing  the  NEPA. 

e.  "Section  14(c)  of  the  Urban  Mass 

Transportation  Act  of  1964"  as  amended  re- 
qiuiec  ihat  specific  findings  relating  to  eco- 

nomic, social,  and  environmental  effects  be 

made  on  projects  under  section  3  of  the  Act 
before  any  grant  or  loan  may  be  approved. 

f.  "Section  3(d)  of  the  Urban  Mass  Trans- 
fwrtation  Act  of  19C4"  as  amended  requires 
specific  certifications  by  applicants  with  re- 

gard to  economic,  social,  and  environmental 
effects  for  certain  categories  of  projects. 

g.  "Revised  guidelines"  from  the  Presi- 
dent's Council  on  Environmental  Quality. 

Issued  April  23.  1971,  set  forth  broad  guide- 
lines on  implementation  of  the  NEPA. 

h.  "Section  309  of  the  Clean  Air  Act"  pro- 
vides for  the  Administrator  of  the  Environ- 

mental Protection  Agency  to  review  and  com- 
ment on  matters  relating  to  duties  and  re- 

sponsibilities granted  pursuant  to  this  Act 
or  other  provisions  of  the  authority  of  the 
Administrator,  contained  In  any  (1)  legisla- 

tion proposed  by  any  Federal  department  or 

agency.  (2)  newly  authorized  Federal  proj- 
ects for  construction  and  any  major  Fed- 
eral agency  action  (other  than  a  project  for 

construction)  to  which  section  102(2)  (c)  of 
Public  Law  91-190  applies,  and  (3)  proposed 
regulations  published  by  any  department  or 
agency  of  the  Federal  government. 

I.  "Section  106  of  the  Historic  Preserva- 

tion Act"  requires  that  prior  to  approval  of 
Federal  activities,  agencies  shall  take  Into 
account  the  effect  of  the  undertaking  on  any 
district,  site,  building,  structure,  or  object 
that  is  included  In  the  National  Register,  and 
give  the  Advisory  Council  on  Historic  Preser- 

vation a  reasonable  opportunity  to  comment 
with  regard  to  such  undertaking. 

3.  Policy.  It  shall  be  the  policy  of  UMTA  to 
promote  efforts  to  Improve  the  relationship 
between  man  and  his  environment.  In  carry- 

ing out  this  policy,  UMTA  officials  shall 
utilize  the  various  mechanisms  and  proce- 

dures prescribed  by  this  order  to  assure 
thorough  consideration  and  responsiveness 

to  protecting  and  enhancing  the  environ- 
ment in  local  planning  and  decisionmaking 

leading  to  application  for  UMTA  assistance. 
In  UMTA  project  development  and  review, 
and  In  Implementing  approved  plans 
Thorough  consideration  and  analysis  of  po- 

tential environmental  Impacts  Is  necessary 
at  all  stages,  and  no  action  covered  by  this 
crder  shall  be  approved  or  recommended  for 
approval  unless  the  requirements  contained 
herein  have  been  fully  compiled  with. 

4.  Scope  of  coverage,  a  The  procedures  re- 
quired by  this  order  shall  apply  to  the  follow- 

ing actions: 
(1)    Capital    assistance.    Recommendation 

for  approval  of  capital  grants  and  loans  (or 
amendments  thereto  that  significantly  alter 
the  environmental  Impact  of  the  project) ; 

(2)  Other  assistance.  Recommendations 
for  approval  of  research,  development,  and 
demonstration  grants  and  contracts  (or 
amendments  thereto  that  significantly  alter 
the  environmental  Impact  of  the  project) : 

(3)  Legislation.  Legislative  proposals  origi- 
nating within  DOT  and  reports  on  legislative 

proposals  not  originating  In  DOT  in  which 
UMTA  has  primary  responsibility  or  Interest; 

(4)  Budget  proposals.  Program  or  budget 

proposals,  except  for  continuation  of  exist- 
ing programs  within  plus  or  minus  25  per- 

cent. (5)  Any  other  action  not  listed  In  (b) 

below  which  may  have  a  significant  environ- mental Impact. 

b.  This  order  will  not  apply  to  the  actions 
listed  below. 

(1)  Administrative  procurements,  con- 
tracts for  personnel  services,  and  normal  per- sonnel actions; 

(2)  Recommendations  for  approval  of 
grants  or  contracts  for  managerial  training 
and  university  research  and  training; 

(3)  Recommendations  for  approval  of 
technical  studies.  However,  the  work  pro- 

gram of  a  technical  study  undertaken  for 
the  purpose  of  planning  a  capital  grant  proj- 

ect shall  Include  an  analysis  of  the  environ- 
mental Impacts  of  the  project  studied,  un- 

less such  analysis  Is  otherwise  provided  for: 

(4)  Recommendations  for  research,  devel- 
opment, and  demonstration  projects  which 

will  result  in  a  research  study  or  report, 
except  where  such  report  Is  incidental  to 
an  activity  which  could  involve  an  Impact 
on  the  environment. 

5.  Responsibilities,  a.  The  Assistant  Ad- 
ministrator for  Program  Planning  (UPP) 

shall  be  responsible  for  general  planning  and 
coordination  of  UMTA  policies  and  proce- 

dures to  implement  the  National  Environ- 
mental Policy  Act  and  DOT  Order  5610.1A 

and  the  policy  stated  above.  UPP  will  (1) 
serve  as  the  point  of  contact  with  TET7  and 
other  offices  with  respect  to  environmental 

policy;  (2)  recommend  any  Internal  proce- 
dures and  guidelines  necessary  to  Implement 

DOT  Order  5610.1  A;  (3)  consult  with  the 
Office  of  Chief  Counsel  (UCC) ,  the  Office  of 

Program  Operations  (UPO).  the  Office  of  Re- 
search, Development,  and  Demonstration 

(URD),  and  other  appropriate  offices  In  the 
development  of  materials  In  (b)  below;  and 
(4)  coordinate  environmental  statements 
from  other  Federal  agencies  circulated  to 
UMTA  for  comment  (see  paragraph  9) . 

b.  The  "responsible  official"  Is  the  UMTA 
official  who  approves  or  recommends  approval 

by  the  Secretary  or  Administrator  of  an  ac- 
tion covered  by  4(a)  above.  For  such  an  ac- 
tion, the  responsible  official  shall  Insure  com- 

pliance with  the  provisions  of  and  policies 
underlying  this  order  and  shall  use  an  inter- 

disciplinary approach  to  acquire  all  data  or 
analysis  necessary  to  make  or  support  the 
findings  and  statements  required  by  this 

order.  Including  when  UMTA  Is  the  "lead 
agency"  (see  10(f))  with  regard  to  the  ac- 

tion Involved.  The  responsible  official  shall 
Insure  that  appUceints  are  aware  of  and  com- 

ply with  all  applicable  environmental  re- 
quirements and  he  shall  recommend  issu- 

ance of  such  Instructions  as  are  necessary  to 
accomplish  this.  He  shall  also  Insure  that 
projects  are  performed  In  accordance  with 
their  environmental  statements,  and  that 
any  modification  of  a  project  required  by 
the  responsible  UMTA  or  DOT  officials)  are 
Implemented.  This  shall  Include  appropri- 

ate compliance  review  during  project 

performance. 
6.  Procedi/res  )or  consideration  o/  environ- 

mental impacts  of  UMTA  actions  (also  sec  At- 
tachment 1  for  diagram  of  required  steps) . 
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a  Applicanfs  environmental  analysis.
  All 

applicants  for  UMTA  capital  assista
nce  and 

applicants  for  other  assistance.  If  such 
 other 

assistance  Is  for  a  project  which  it  appea
rs 

could  have  a  significant  Impact  on  the
  en- 

vironment (see  10(a)),  shall  be  required  to 

submit  as  oart  of  their  application  an 
 en- 

vironmental   analysis    of    the    project    (see 

^"b^Pubiic  hearings.  (1)  Any  applicant  for 
UMTA  assistance  for  a  project  In  (a)  above 

or  another  public  agency  designated  by  the 

applicant  with  the  concurrence  of  UMTA 
shall  hold  a  public  hearing  to  afford  all 

parties  with  a  significant  economic,  social 
or  environmental  Interest  In  the  project  an 

opportunity  to  express  their  views  on  reason- able terms  without  undue  hardship.  For 

direct  Federal  development  projects,  the 

responsible  official  shall  make  appropriate 
arrangements  for  holding  a  hearing. 

(2)  The  hearing  may  be  held  prior  to  or 

following  the  applicanfs  circulation  of  its 
environmental  analysis  (see  (c)  below)  to 

State  and  local  agencies  for  comment,  but 

It  must  occur  prior  to  final  submission  to 

UMTA  of  the  analysis  of  environmental 
effects  of  the  project. 

(3)  A  30-day  notice  of  hearing  shall  be 

published  in  a  newspaper  of  general  circu- 
lation In  the  geographic  area  to  be  served 

and  shall  specify  that  the  following  mate- 
rial is  available  for  inspection  on  a  reason- 
able basis  and  will  be  available  at  the  hear- 
ing: Application  for  proposed  project  in  as 

complete  a  form  as  then  possible.  Including 
environmental  analysis;  transit  development 
plan  for  the  area.  Where  feasible,  comments 
of  public  agencies  should  be  made  available 
to  the  public  prior  to  the  hearing. 

(4)  A  transcript  of  the  hearing  shall  be 
taken  and  provided  to  UMTA. 

c.  Local  revieiv  of  proposed  project  through 
OMB  Circular  A-95  procedures. 

(1)  The  applicant  shall  circulate  its  pre- 
liminary application,  including  its  environ- 

mental analysis,  to  the  appropriate  A-95 
agencies  for  review  and  comment,  along  with 
such  review  of  the  application  as  Is  required 
by  section  204  of  the  Demonstration  Cities 
Act  of  1966  and  section  401  of  the  Intergov- 

ernmental Cooperation  Act  of  1968.  These 
various  reviews  are  all  interrelated  and 
should  be  undertaken  simultaneously  In 
order  to  afford  proper  interdisciplinary  con- 

sideration of  environmental  impacts.  The  re- 
sponsible official  should  consider  deficient 

any  review  which  does  not  substantially  eon- 
form  to  this  model. 

(2)  In  forwarding  the  preliminary  appli- 
cation. Including  the  environmental  analy- 

sis, to  the  A-95  clearinghouse,  the  applicant 
shall  request  that  comments  be  solicited 
from  State  and  local  agencies  authorized 
to  develop  and  enforce  environmental  stand- 

ards- All  comments  received  by  the  clearing- 
house shall  be  forwarded  to  the  applicant 

and  shall  be  forwarded  by  the  applicant  to 
UMTA. 

(3)  The  environmental  analysis  should 
be  appropriately  revised  by  the  applicant 
before  submission  to  UMTA  to  reflect  com- 

ments received  as  a  result  of  the  A-95  cir- 
culation, substantive  environmental  issues 

raised  at  the  public  hearing,  and  any  other 
relevant  comments. 

(4)  For  UMTA  projects  not  involving  an 
applicant,  which  the  responsible  official  de- 

termines to  have  a  potentially  significant 
Impact  on  the  environment,  the  UMTA 
Draft  Environmental  Statement  (see  (e) 
jelow)     should    be    similarly    circulated    to 
appropriate  State  and  local  agencies  for 
comment. 

d.  UMTA  evaluation  of  environmental  im- 
pact of  proposed  project.  The  responsible 

official  shall  evaluate  the  applicanfs  envi- 
ronmental analysis,  comments  obtained 

thereon,   the    hearing    transcript,    and   such 

other  Information  as  he  deems  necessary, 
and  determine  whether  the  proposed  action 
is  likely  to  have  a  significant  impact  on  the 
environment.  If  he  determines  that  the  ac- 

tion will  not  have  such  an  impact,  and  can 
substantiate  such  determination,  he  shall 
make  a  "negative  declaration"  to  that  effect, 
which  shall  be  included  in  the  formal  ap- 

proval memorandum  (see  10(g)).  If  he  de- 
termines that  the  action  may  have  a  signifi- 

cant Impact  on  the  environment,  he  shall 
follow  the  procedure  in  (e)  and  (f)  below 

governing  the  development  of  an  "environ- mental statement."  No  action  requiring  an 
environmental  statement  shall  be  recom- 

mended for  approval  unless  such  statement 
Is  included  in  the  formal  approval  package, 

e.  UMTA  Draft  Environmental  Statement: 
preparation  and  circulation  for  com.nient. 
(1)  On  the  basis  of  his  determination  that 
an  action  under  4(a)  of  this  order  may  have 
significant  impact,  the  responsible  o.liclal 
shall  prepare  an  UMTA  Draft  Environmental 
Statement  (see  10(c) ) . 

(2)  UMTA  Draft  Environmental  State- 
ments shall  be  circulated  for  comment  by 

the  responsible  official  to:  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  regional  office  (five 
copies);  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development,  regional  office;  Department  of 
Interior  (six  copies);  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare:  Department  of  Ag- 

riculture; the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality.  Where  the  proposed  action  Involves 
an  item  on  the  National  Register,  the  Ad- 

visory Committee  on  Historic  Preservation 
shall  be  invited  to  comment  on  the  Draft 
Statement,  and  shall  be  consxilted  pursuant 
to  the  published  regulations  Implementing 
section  106  of  the  Historic  Preservation  Act. 
Other  Federal  agencies  may  be  invited  to 
comment  on  the  draft  as  appropriate  (see 
10(d)).  Information  copies  shall  be  for- 

warded concurrently  to  UPP  and  TEU.  At 
least  30  days  must  be  allowed  for  receipt  of 
comments  from  Federal  agencies  (45  for 
EPA  comments),  with  an  additional  15  days 
when  requested,  if  feasible.  Two  (2)  copies 
of  the  summary  sheet  (see  10(c)(1))  shall 
be  forwarded  to  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  (OMB).  Draft  Statements  on 
legislative  proposals  will  be  submitted  to 
OMB.  together  with  the  legislative  propo- 

sals, through  the  normal  DOT  legislative 
process;  OMB  will  coordinate  the  statement 
with  Interested  agencies. 

(3)  The  responsible  official  shall  make  the 
Draft  Statement  available  to  the  public 
upon  written  request  or  application  in  person 
to  UMTA.  and  at  the  clearinghouse(s)  to 
which  the  applicant  circulated  its  environ- 

mental analysis,  and  shall  publish  notice  of 
its  availability  In  a  newspaper  of  general 
circulation  in  the  geographic  area  which 
would  be  affected  by  the  proposed  project. 
Where  appropriate,  those  who  request  Draft 
Statements  from  UMTA  should  be  advised 
of  their  availability  from  the  National  Tech- 

nical Information  Service. 
(4)  State  and  local  agency  comments, 

which  have  been  made  to  the  applicant  and 
forwarded  to  UMTA,  shall  be  forwarded  by 
the  responsible  official  to  the  CEQ  at  the 
time  the  UMTA  Draft  Statement  Is  circu- 

lated for  comment  unless  there  has  been  a 
major  revision  in  the  applicanfs  environ- 

mental analysis.  Where  additional  comments 
are  invited  from  an  A-95  clearinghouse  by 
UMTA  as  a  result  of  such  major  revision,  the 
clearinghouse  should  forward  a  copy  of  any 
revised  comments  to  CEQ  as  well  as  to  UMTA 
within  30  days.  If  no  revised  comments  or 
other  communication  is  received  within  30 
days,  the  responsible  official  shall  forward 
all  of  the  original  comments  received  from 
the  clearinghouse  to  the  CEQ. 

(5)  Project  approval  shall  not  take  place 
less  than  ninety  (90)  days  after  the  Draft 
Statement  has   been   made   avr.llable   to  ap- 

propriate Federal  agencies,  the  CEQ  and  tl 

public. 
f.  UMTA  Final  Environmental  Statemen 

preparation  and  distribution. 
(1)  On  the  basis  of  comments  recelvt 

pursuant  to  the  circulation  of  the  Dra 
Statement  as  provided  in  (e)  above,  and  sue 
other  information  as  he  deems  necessar 
the  responsible  official  shall  formulate 
Final  Environmental  Statement  (see  10(c) 
Comments  received  from  State  and  loci 
agencies,  from  Federal  agencies  outside  DO 
and  from  the  public  shall  be  evaluated  1 
the  text  of  the  statement  and  appendc 
thereto. 

(2)  The  Final  Statement  (and  require 
comments) .  In  original  and  12  copies  sha 
be  forwarded  to  TEU  for  concurrence;  or 
copy  shall  be  forwarded  concurrently  to  UP 
Two  weeks  shall  be  allowed  for  TEU  to  act  c 
the  statement  and  forward  the  requisite  co; 
les  of  the  Final  Statement  and  commen 
of  the  CEQ;  TEU  will  provide  written  notlc 
within  2  weeks  if  they  nonconcur.  The  Flru 
Enviromnental  Statement  and  commen 
thereon  shall  then  be  made  avallaJble  to  tl 
public  pursuant  to  notice  of  availability  an 
at  clearinghouses  as  in  (e)  above.  A  cof 
of  the  Final  Statement  and  comments  sha 
be  sent  to  any  agencies  or  private  organizj 
tlons  that  commented  substantively  on  tl 
Draft  Statement.  Two  (2)  copies  of  the  sun 
mary  sheet  shall  be  forwarded  to  OMB  i 
in  (e)  above. 

(3)  Project  approval  cannot  take  place  le; 
than  30  days  after  the  procedures  outline 
in  this  subparagraph  have  been  complete 
The  approved  Final  Environmental  Stat< 
ment  and  comments  shall  be  appended  to  tl 
approval  package.  No  recommendation  requl 
ing  an  Environmental  Statement  shall  I 
submitted  for  approval  by  the  Adminlstrat< 
without  a  Final  Statement  which  has  bet 
concurred  in  by  TEU. 

7.  UMTA  actions  involving  section  4(f)  i 
the  DOT  Act. 

a.  Any  proposal  for  an  action  which  ri 
quires  the  use  of  any  publicly  owned  laij 
from  a  public  park,  recreation  area,  wlldll 
or  waterfowl  refuge,  or  any  land  from  a 
historic  site  of  national.  State,  or  loc. 
significance,  shall  require  an  Envlronmenti 
Statement.  In  addition  to  the  Informatlo 
and  analysis  required  to  be  Included  In  a 
environmental  analyses  (see  10(b)(1)).  cei 
tain  additional  information  (see  10(b)(2) 
must  be  included  by  the  applicant  where  th 
action  Involves  any  such  land. 

to.  Proposed  Final  Environmental  State 
ments  for  projects  covered  by  this  paragrap- 
shall  be  submitted  to  TEU  accompanied  b 
a  brief  covering  memorandum  with  slgnatur 
lines  for  the  concurrence  of  TEU-1.  TGC-l 
and  S-2.  and  approval  by  the  Secretary. 

c.  Any  terms  or  conditions  of  the  Secretary' 
approval  shall  be  Incorporated  in  the  UMTi 
grant  contract.  Any  proposals  to  deviate  froB 
the   terms  of  the  Secretary's  approval  on 
prior  action  must  be  cleared  with  TEU. 

8.  Environmental  protection  findings. 
a.  Every  recommendation  for  approval  of  ai 

application  for  capital  assistance  pursuan 
to  section  3  of  the  Urban  Mass  Transportatloi 
Act  of  1964  as  amended  shall  cite  the  certi 
fications  required  of  an  applicant  by  sectioi 
3(d)  of  the  Act  and  shall  Include  the  find 
ings  required  by  section  14(c)  of  the  Ac 
(see  10(e)),  supported  by  appropriate  evi- 

dence. Where  an  environmental  statement 
is  required  under  this  order,  the  findings  anc 
certifications  shall  be  included  in  the  fina 
statement.  Where  no  environmental  state- 

ment Is  required,  the  findings  and  certifica- 
tions shall  be  made  in  the  formal  approva 

memorandum. 
b.  When  the  required  findings  (e.g..  undei 

section  4(f)  of  DOT  Act  or  section  14(c)  ol 
the  UMT  Act)  are  to  be  made  by  the  Secre- 

tary, an  environmental  statement,  when  one 
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required  by  this  order,  shall  be  the  vehicle 
■  obtaining  secretarial  approval.  When  the 
itter  In  Issue  would  not  require  an  envi- 
imental  statement  under  this  order,  a 
itement  In  similar  form  shall  serve  as  the 
ilcle  for  obtaining  a  secretarial  findings, 
itements  requiring  secretarial  findings 
all  Include  a  cover  mtemorandum  as  pro- 
led  by  7(b)  above. 
).  VMTA  comments  on  Environmental 
itements  circulated  by  other  Federal 
encies. 
i.  UPP  shall  coordinate  development  of 
ITA  comments  on  environmental  state- 
!nts  of  other  Federal  agencies  which  are 
potential  Interest  to  UMTA  and  shall  also 
isult  with  TEU.  When  a  statement  of  po- 
itial  interest  is  forwarded  directly  to  UM 
i,  the  coordinating  official  (UPP)  shall 
tlfy  TEU  of  receipt. 
b.  UMTA  comments  on  environmental 
itements  of  Federal  agencies  outside  DOT 
11  be  forwarded  to  TEU  for  incorporation 
a  coordinated  DOT  comment.  UMTA  com- 
jnts  on  environmental  statements  of  other 
)T  components  shall  be  forwarded  directly 
that  component,  with  a  copy  to  TEU. 
10.  Definitions. 
1.  Major  UMTA  actions  significantly  af- 
•ting  the  environment.  "Major."  Any  Fed- 
il  action  significantly  affecting  the  envl- 
iment  Is  deemed  to  be  "major"  and  a 
itement  shall  be  prepared.  Any  action 
lose  environmental  consequences  are  un- 
•taln  but  potentially  significant  should  be 
isidered  significant. 
(1)  General.  Effects  of  UMTA  actions 
ilch  ordinarily  should  be  considered  as  sig- 
Icantly  affecting  the  environment  include, 
t  are  not  limited  to: 
Actions  involving  significant  talcing  of 
id,  change  in  the  use  of  land  (particularly 
it  requires  a  change  in  zoning) ,  or  major 
astruction. 
Material  effect  on  the  amount  of  land  re- 
ired  to  be  devoted  to  transportation  and 
ated  purposes  in  the  future. 
Significant  increase  or  decrease  of  traffic  or 
ngestion  levels  on  streets  and  highways. 
Division   or   disruption   of   an   established 
mmunity;  division  of  an  existing  use  (e.g., 
tting  off  residential  areas  from  recreation 
2as    or     shopping    areas),    or    disrupting 
derly.  planned  development. 
A   substantial    aesthetic    or    visual    effect, 
peclally    on    areas    of    unique    Interest    or 
snlc  beauty. 
Displacement  of  a  substantial  number  of 
ople  or  businesses. 
A  noticeable  change  in  the  ambient  noise 
vei  for  a  substantial  number  of  people. 
Direct  or  indirect  contribution  to  substan- 
il  changes  in  the  level,  composition,  or 
itributlon  of  air  pollution. 
Destruction  or  derogation  of  important 
creatlonal  areas  not  covered  by  section  4(f) 
the  Dot  Act. 
Disturbance  to  the  ecological  balance  of 
limal  or  natural  resources. 
Involve  a  reasonable  possibility  of  substan- 
illy  altering  or  contaminating  public 
sources,  e.g..  public  water  supply  source, 
eatment  facility  or  distribution  system. 
Substantial  physical  disruption  during 
instruction. 
(2)  Actions  always  significantly  affecting 

'■e   environment. 
Any  action  that  is  likely  to  be  controversial 
1  environmental  grounds. 
Any  action  involving  the  acquisition  or  use 

'  a  public  park,  recreation  area,  or  wildlife 
ifuge.  or  any  land  from  an  historic  site. 
Any  action  falling  under  section  106  of  the 
istoric  Preservation  Act. 
(3)  Actions  which  ordinarily  will  not  have 
significant  affect  on  the  environment. 
UMTA    assistance    for    projects    involving 
urchase  of  passenger  buses  or  rolling  stoci' 

as  replacement  for  existing  equipment  or  anj 
equipment  for  such  buses  or  rolling  stock. 

b.  Environmental  analysis.  Analysis  of  the 
environmental  impacts  of  a  proposed  project. 

(1)  All  projects.  The  analysis  should  ad- 
dress the  following  points  in  separately  num- 
bered paragraphs; 

A  "description"  of  the  proposed  action  and 
its  purpose,  including  such  maps,  diagrams, 
or  photographs  as  may  be  helpful  in  under- 

standing the  project  in  sufficient  detail  to 
permit  careful  analysis  of  impacts. 
The  "probable  impact  of  the  proposed 

action  on  the  environment."  (See  10(a)  (4) 
for  nonexclusive  list  of  probable  impacts  to 
be  analyzed.) 

Any  probable  adverse  environmental  effects 
which  cannot  be  avoided  should  the  proposal 
be  implemented,  and  a  description  of  the 
steps  that  have  been  taken  to  minimize  these 
effects.  Where  a  benefit  cost  analysis  has 
been  prepared,  it  should  be  attached  to  the 
environmental  analysis. 

"Identification  and  analysis  of  alterna- 
tives" to  the  proposed  action  or  portion 

thereof  having  an  adverse  impact.  Including 
the  alternative  of  not  going  forward  with  the 

proposal. The  relationship  between  local  short-term 
uses  of  man's  environment  and  the  mainte- 

nance and  enhancement  of  long-term  pro- 
ductivity. This  in  essence  requires  an  assess- 

ment of  the  action  for  cumulative  and  long- 
term  effects  from  the  perspective  that  each 
generation  is  trustee  of  the  environment  for 
succeeding  generations. 

Identification  of  any  irreversible  and  irre- 
trievable environmental  Impacts  or  commit- 

ments of  resources  which  would  be  involved 

in  the  proposed  action  should  it  be  Imple- 
mented. This  requires  identification  of  the 

extent  to  which  the  action  curtails  the  range 
of  beneficial  uses  of  the  environment  and 
contemplates  identifying  the  initiation  of  a 
course  of  action  or  series  of  actions  which 
could  have  cumulative  effects. 

A  discussion  of  all  issues,  problems,  and 
objections  raised  in  any  hearing  and  in  the 
review  process  and  the  disposition  of  the 
issues  or  objections. 

(2)  Public  parks,  recreation  areas,  etc. 
Where  the  proposed  action  involves  acquisi- 

tion or  use  of  a  "public  park,  recreation  area, 
wildlife  or  waterfowl  refuge."  or  "historic 
site."  the  analysis  should  also  address  the 
following  points  in  separately  numbered 
paragraphs : 

Description  of  "any  publicly  owned  land 
from  a  public  park,  recreation  area  or  wild- 

life refuge"  or  "any  land  from  a  historic  site" 
Involved  In  or  taken  by  the  project,  includ- 

ing its  size,  available  activities,  use,  patron- 
age, relationship  to  other  similarly  used  lands 

in  the  vicinity  of  the  project,  maps,  plans, 
and  drawings  showing  in  sufficient  scale  and 
detail  the  project  and  Its  impact  on  park, 
recreation,  wildlife,  or  historic  area,  and 
slides,  photographs,  etc.,  as  appropriate. 

Similar  data,  as  appropriate,  for  alterna- 
tive designs  and  locations,  including  cost 

estimates  and  technical  feasibility,  and  ap- 
propriate analysis  of  the  alternatives. 

A  statement  of  the  "national.  State  or  local 
significance"  of  the  area.  Any  finding  that 
such  land  or  site  is  not  of  significance  must 
be  supported  by  evidence  from  the  Federal 
State  or  local  agency  having  Jurisdiction  over 
the  area. 

Description  of  all  planning  undertaken  to 
minimize  harm  to  the  protected  area  and 
statement  of  actions  taken  to  Implement  this 
planning. 
A  specific  certification  that  there  is  no 

feasible  and  prudent  alternative  to  the  use 
of  such  land  and  that  the  proposal  includes 
all  possible  planning  to  minimize  harm  to 
the  "4u)  area"  involved. 

c.  Environmental  Statement. 
(1)  The  Statement  should  analyze,  as  ap- 

propriate, the  points  enumerated  in  10(b)  (1) 
above  and  shall  be  headed : 

Department  of  Transportation,  Urban  Mass 
Transportation  Administration  [Final  or 
Draft)  Environmental  Impact  Statement, 
pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (c).  Public  Law 91-190. 

The  heading  for  statements  on  UMTA  capi- 

tal assistance  projects  shall  Include,  "•  •  • and  section  14  of  the  Urban  Mass  Transpor- 
tation Act  of  1964."  Where  the  statement  In- 
cludes analysis  of  the  points  in  10(b)  (2) ,  the 

heading  should  Include  "•  •  •  and  section 
4(f)  of  the  Department  of  Transportation 

Act." 

Where  the  proposed  action  involves  a  dis- 
trict, site,  building,  structure,  or  object  that 

Is  Included  In  the  National  Register,  the 

heading  should  include  "•  •  •  and  section 
106  of  the  Historic  Preservation  Act,"  and  the environmental  statement  should  address  the 
following  points: 

Steps  taken  to  take  into  account  the  effect 
of  the  proposal  on  National  Register 

property. Records  of  consultations,  if  any,  with  the 
Office  of  Archeology  and  Historic  Preserva- 

tion of  the  National  Park  Service. 
Records  of  consultation  with  and  action.  If 

any,  by  the  Advisory  Council  on  Historic 
Preservation  (with  statement  that  subse- 

quent Council  actions,  if  any,  will  be attached) . 

The  Statement  shall  include  a  summary 
sheet  in  the  form  of  Attachment  2. 

(2)  A  general  class  of  actions  may  be  cov- 
ered by  a  single  environmental  statement 

when  the  environmental  impact  of  similar 
actions  is  substantially  the  same  and  no 
covered  action  will  involve  construction  or 
the  taking  of  land.  The  responsible  official 
may  develop  such  a  statement,  obtain  ap- 

proval, and  cite  the  statement  for  the  pur- 
pose of  making  an  environmental  statement 

on  a  particular  project  if  he  is  satisfied  and 
can  substantiate  that  the  action  being  rec- 

ommended falls  within  the  class. 
d.  Additional  Federal  agencies  which  may 

be  invited  to  ccnnment  on  UMTA  Draft 
Environmental  Statements.  In  addition  to 
the  Federal  agencies  required  to  be  invited 
to  comment  on  Draft  Statements  (see  6(e) 
(2)  above),  others  which  may  be  appropriate 
or  required  include  those  listed  below.  UPP 
and  TEU  will  assist  regarding  these  or  other 
potential  distributees. 
Department  of  Defense,  Army  Corps  of 

Engineers:  Statements  Involving  4(f) ,  as  ap- 

propriate. Department  of  Commerce.  National  Bureau 
of  Standards:  Noise  control  and  abatement; 
DOC  (Economic  Development  Administra- 

tion) :  Urban  planning,  economic  Impact  on 
low-income  neighborhood. 

Office  of  Economic  Opportunity:  Conges- 
tion, housing  and  building  displacement,  im- 
pact in  low-income  neighborhood. 

e.  Findings  and  certifications.  Section  3(d) 
of  the  UMT  Act  requires  all  applicants  for 
UMTA  capital  assistance  to  certify  that  they have: 

(1)  Afforded  an  adequate  opportunity  for 
public  hearings  pursuant  to  adequate  notice 
and  has  held  such  hearings  unless  no  one 
with  a  significant  economic,  social,  or  en- 

vironmental interest  in  the  matter  requests a  hearing; 

(2)  Considered  the  economic  and  social 
effects  of  the  project  and  its  impact  on  the 
environment;    and 

(3)  Pound  that  the  project  is  consistent 
with  official  plans  for  the  comprehensive  de- 

velopment of  the  urban  areas. 
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Based  on  the  applicant's  certifi
cations  and 

anv  other  appropriate  informatio
n,  section 

U(c  °of  the  TJMT  Act  requires  the  following
 

findings  for  all  capital  assistance  Projects: 

m  Adequate  opportunity  was  aff
orded  for 

the  presentation  of  views  by  all  parti
es  ̂ •^th 

a  significant  economic,  social,  
or  environ- 

mental interest. 

(2)  Fair  consideration  has  been  gi
ven  to 

the  preservation  and  enhancement 
 of  the  en- 

vironment and  to  the  Interests  of  the  com- 

munitv  in  which  the  project  Is  loco
ted 

^3  A  specific  statement  that  the
re  is  no 

adverse  eiivironmental  effect  of  the 
 project 

or  there  is  no  feasible  and  prudent
  alterna- 

tive to  such  effect  and  all  reasonable  st
eps 

have  been  taken  to  minimize  such  e
ffect. 

f  Lead  aaencv.  "Lead  agency"  refers  to  
the 

Federal  agencv  \  where  more  than  on
e  agen- 

cv  is  involved"!  which  has  primary  resp
onsi- 

bilitv  for  committing  the  Federal  
Govern- 

ment to  a  course  of  action  with  significant
 

environmental  impact.  The  I^^P°"f' ̂ "'^  °"'; 
cial  should  work  with  other  Federal  age

ncies 

to  determine  which  agency  should  pr
epare 

the  statement  prior  to  any  action  by  any  o
l 

the  other  Federal  agencies. 

e  Neaative  declaradon.  A  statement
  in 

the  apnroval  memorandum  that  "This  p
roj- 

ect w^U  have  no  significant  impact  on  th
e 

environment."  with  a  short  explan
ation 

where  appropriate.  This  should  be  t
aken  to 

mean  no  significant  negative  or  posi
tive  im- 

pact since  the  presence  of  either  is  ground  fo
r 

preparation  of  an  environmental  
statement. 

C.  C.  VILURRE.4L. 
Adminisfrafor. 

Department  of  Transportatiox 

ST.    LAWRENCE    SE.4WAT    DE\-ELOP
MENT 

CORPORATION 

[Ref:    SLS  2-5610.1A1 

DOT    ORDER   5610.1A— PROCED^TRES   
I^OR    CON- 

SIDEKI.VG     ENVraONMENTAL     IMPACTS     SL
SDC 

PROCEDtJRES    FOR    IMPLEMENTATION 

The  subject  DOT  order  establishes  pro- 

cedures for  preparation  of  detailed  environ- 

mental statements,  where  required,  on  pro- 

posals for  legislation  or  other  major  Federal 

actions  significantly  affecting  the  quality 

of  the  human  evironment.  as  required  by 

section  102(2MCi  of  the  National  Environ-
 

mental Policv  Act  of  1969.  This  section  re- 

quires that  all  agencies  of  the  Federal  Gov- erment  shall : 

"Include  in  everv  recommendation  or  re- 

port on  proposals  for  legislation  and  other 

major  Federal  actions  significantly  affect- 
ing the  qualitv  of  the  human  environment. 

a  detailed  statement  by  the  responsible 
cfBcial  on — 

(1)  The  environmental  impact  of  the  pro- 
posed action. 

(til  Any  adverse  environmental  effects 

which  cannot  be  avoided  should  the  pro- 
posal be  implemented. 

(ill)  Alternatives  to  the  proposed  action. 

(lv>  The  relationship  between  local  short- 
term   uses   of   man's   environment   and   the 

maintenance  and  enhancement  of  long-term 
productivity,  and 

(vl  Anv  irreversible  and  irretrievable 
commitments  of  resources  which  would  be 

involved  in  the  proposed  action  should  It 

be  implemented." 
John  B.  Adams.  III.  Chief  Engineer,  has 

been  named  the  point  of  contact  and  the 

responsible  official  for  environmental  state- 
ments for  the  St.  LawTence  Seaway  Develop- 
ment Corp.  The  attached  procedures  for 

Implementation  of  DOT  Order  5610. lA 
should  be  carefully  reviewed  and  followed 
by  all  personnel  in  planning  any  program 
or  action  which  will  significantly  affect  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment. 
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NOTICES 

PROCEDCRES   FOR    IMPLEMENTATION  
  OF  DOT 

Order  5610. 1A 

1  Scope.  These  procedures  will  p
rovide 

tor'  implementation,  by  this  corporatio
n, 

where  environmental  statements  ^re 
 re- 

quired,  of  section  102(2)  iCl  of  the
  National 

^;'ronmental  Act  of  1969  ,the  NEP  Act  . 

section  4(f)  of  the  Department  
of  Trans- 

portation Act  of  1966  (the  DOT  Act)  sec- 
tion 309  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  of  1970  (th

e 

Clean  Air  Act),  and  -section  106  of
  the  Na- 

tlonal  Historic  Preservation  Act  of  1966
  (the Historical  Preservation  Act).  ,„  nor 

2  Applicability.  The  requirements  I
n  DOT 

Order  5610.1  A  calling  for  either  a  n
egative 

declaration  or  a  statement  pursuant 
 to  sec- 

tion 102(2)  iO  of  the  NEP  Act  apply  to 

but  are  not  limited  to  the  followin
g  All 

contracts,  purchases,  leases,  constr
uction, 

research  and  development  involvin
g  con- 

struction, rule  making  and  regulatory  ac- 
tions certifications,  licensing,  permits,  plans, 

legislative  proposals,  directives,  program
  or 

budget  proposals  or  actions  (except  
for  con- 

tinuation of  existing  programs  at  approxl- 
matelv  current  levels,  i.e..  plus  or  minus  2

5 

nercent  and  anv  renewals  or  reapprovals
  of 

the  foregoing.  Exceptions  to  the  foregoi
ng 

are-  (1)  Administrative  procurements  (eg 

general  supplies)  and  contracts  for  per
sonal 

iervices-  (2)  normal  personnel  actions  (pro-
 

motions and  hlrlngs);  (31  project  amend- 
ments (eg.,  increases  in  costs)  which  do 

not  alter  the  environmental  impact  of  the 

action-  (4)  legislative  proposals  not  origi- 

nating in  DOT  and  relating  to  matters  not 

the  primarv  responsibility  of  DOT  and  (5) 

issuance  of  vessel  passage  permits  as  a  mat- 

ter of  routine  Seaway  procedures.  (See  Defi- 

nitional Guidelines.  Attachment  1.  Page  1).> 
3.  Requirements. 
a  AS  earlv  as  possible  and  in  all  cases 

prior  to  agency  decision  concerning  major 

programs  and  actions  such  as:  Construction
, 

waste  disposal,  regulations,  operation  of  Fed- 
eral facilities,  etc  .  "all  Office  Heads  are  re- 

quired to  forward  such  proposed  programs 

to  the  Chief  Engineer  for  review." 
b  All  such  proposed  programs  received  by 

the  Chief  Engineer  will  be  reviewed,  and 

within  5  davs.  a  determination  will  be  made 

of  whether 'a  section  102(2)  (C)  statement 
is  required,  or  whether  a  declaration  will  be 

made  that  the  proposed  action  will  not  have 

a  significant  impact  on  the  environment. 
When  a  negative  statement  is  prepared,  it 
need  not  be  coordinated  outside  this  agency, 

c.  When  a  determination  is  made  that  a 
section  102(2)  (C)  statement  is  required,  the 

Chief  Engineer,  within  fifteen  (15)  days  of 
such  determination,  shall  prepare  a  draft 

statement  as  shown  in  Items  4  and  5  below-. 4.  Form  o/  102(2)  IC)   statement. 

Department  or  Transportation 

st.  lawrence  seaway  development  corp. 

(Draft    Environmental   Impact    Statement 
PtJRsrANT   TO   Section    102(2)  (C).   Pijblic 
Law  91-190 

5.  Content  o/  102(2)  (C)  stofemenf.  The 
following  points  will  be  covered  in  the  state- 
ment: 

a  "A  description  of  the  proposed  action" 
and  its  purpose  in  sufficient  detail  to  per- 

mit commenting  agencies  to  assess  environ- 
mental impacts  with  reasonable  accuracy. 

Relevant  technical  data  and  maps  or  sketches 
should  be  included 

b.  "The  probable  impact  of  the  proposed 
action  on  the  environment."  including  im- 

pact on  ecological  systems  such  as  wildlife, 
fish,  and  marine  life  Both  primary  and  sec- 

ondary significant  consequences  for  the  en- 

'  Filed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 

2269; 

vlronment  should  be  Included  In  the  analy
sl.- 

For  example,  significant  implications,  if 
 an> 

of  the  action  for  population  distributio
n  c 

concentration  should  be  estimated  and  
a. 

assessment  male  of  the  effect  of  possib
l 

change  in  population  patterns  upon  the 
 re 

source  base,  including  land  use,  water  an. 

public  services,  of  the  area  in  question. 
c  "Any  probable  adverse  environment* 

effects  which  cannot  be  avoided"  should 
 th 

proposal  be  implemented,  such  as  water
  c 

air  pollution,  undesirable  land  use  patte
rn; 

damage  to  life  systems,  urban  congest
lor 

threau  to  health  or  other  consequences  ad
 

verse  to  the  environmental  goals  set  out  i 

section  101  (bl   of  the  Act. 
d  "Alternatives"  to  the  proposed  actloi 

Section  102(2)  (D)  of  the  NEP  Act  requlrt 

the  responsible  agency  to  "study,  develoj 
and  describe  appropriate  alternatives  to  rec

 

ommended  courses  of  action  in  any  proposi 

which  involves  unresolved  conflicts  concerr 

ing  alternative  uses  of  available  resources 
Alternative  actions  that  might  avoid  soir 

or  all  of  the  adverse  environmental  effec 

or  increase  beneficial  effects  should  be  si 

forth  and  analvzed.  including  the  alternath 

of  not  going  forward  with  the  proposa 
Where  a  cost-benefit  analysis  of  the  propose 

action  has  been  prepared,  this  analysis  shou 

be  attached  to  the  statement 
e  "The  relationship  between  local  shor 

term  uses"  of  mans  environment  and  tl 

maintenance  and  "enhancement"  of  lonj 
term  productivity.  This  in  essence  requlr 

the  agency  to  assess  the  action  for  cumuli 

tlve  and  long-term  effects  from  the  perspe. 
tive  that  each  generation  Is  trustee  of  tl 

environment  for  succeeding  generations. 

f.  Any  irreversible  and  irretrievable  "con mitments  of  resources"  which  would  be  li 
volved  in  the  proposed  action  should  It  1 

Implemented.  This  requires  the  agency 
identifv  the  extent  to  which  the  action  cu 

tails  the  range  of  beneficial  uses  of  tl 
environment. 

g.  Lead  agency.  When  working  with  oth Federal  Aeencies  on  projects  or  prograr 

that  collectlvelv  have  a  significant  impa 
on  the  environment,  the  lead  agency,  as  d 

termined  after  discussion  with  other  1 

volved  agencies,  will  prepare  the  envlro mental  statement  prior  to  any  action  by  a: 
of  the  other  Federal  agencies. 

h.  InterdiscipUnarv  approach.  The  resul 

ing  environmental  impacts  of  proposed  ort 
ects  will  be  provided  in  detail  and  shall  r 

fleet  the  utilization  of  a  systematic  lnt« 
dlsclDllnarv  approach. 

1  Legislative  proposals.  Draft  envlronme 
tal  statements  on  legislative  proposals  w 
be  submitted  to  the  Office  of  Manaeeme 

and  Budaet  (OMB)  together  with  leeislati 

proposals  through  the  normal  DOT  legisl tive  process,  for  coordination  by  OMB  wl 
other  Interested  agencies. 

]  (This  section  will  be  added  at  the  e: 
of  the  review  process  in  the  final  text  of  t 
environmental  statement.)  A  dUcusslon 
"oroblems  and  objections"  raised  by  oth 
Federal  agencies.  State  and  local  entltli and  citizens  in  the  review  process,  and  t 
disposition  of  the  Issues  Involved  and  t 
reasons  therefor. 

6.  Content  of  statements  under  section 

(/)  of  the  DOT  Act.  In  addition  to  the  1 
formation  listed  above,  the  following  lnf( 
matlon  will  be  Included: 

a.  Description  of  "any  publicly  owned  la 
from  a  public  park,  recreation  area,  or  wil 
life  and  waterfowl  refuge"  or  "any  land  fr< 
an  historic  site"  affected  or  taken  by  t 

project,  including  its  size,  available  activltl 
use.  patronage,  relationship  to  other  sir 
larly  used  lands  in  the  vicinity  of  the  proje 
maps,  plans,  and  drawings  showing  In  s) ficient  scale  and  detail  the  project  and 

■■-jtr.   C'wTOB?.?.  to, 
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mpact  on  park,  recreation,  wildlife,  or  hU- 
orlc  areas,  and  slides,  photographs,  etc.,  as 

pproprlate. 
b  Statement  of  the  "National.  State,  or 

x;al  significance"  of  the  area  "as  det«r- 
ilned  by  the  Federal.  State  or  local  officials 

avlng  Jurisdiction  thereof," 
c.  Similar  data,  as  approprla,tc,  for  alter- 

ative designs  and  locations.  Including  cost 
stlmates  and  technical  feasibility  and  ap- 
iroprlate  analysis  of  the  alternatives. 
d.  If  there  Is  no  feasible  and  prudent  alter- 

Atlve,  description  of  all  planning  under- 
aken  to  minimize  harm  to  the  protected  area 
nd  statement  of  actions  taken  or  to  be 
aken  to  Implement  this  planning. 
e.  A  specific  statement  that  there  U  no 

easlble  and  prudent  alternative  and  that 
he  proposal  Includes  all  possible  planning  to 

ilnlmize  harm  to  the  "4(f)  area"  involved 
7.  Content  of  statement  on  projects  sublect 

3  section  106  of  the  Historic  Preservation 
ct.  In  addition  to  the  Information  listed 
bove.  the  following  Information  will  be 
icluded : 

a.  Steps  taken  by  the  agency  to  take  Into 
ccount  the  effect  of  the  proposal  on  Na- 
lonal  Reglsur  property 
b.  Records  of  consultations.  If  any.  with 

be  Office  of  Archeology  and  Historic  Pres- 
rvatlons  of  the  National  Park  Service. 

(c)  Records  of  consultation  with  and  ac- 
lon,  If  any.  by  the  Advisory  Council  on  Hls- 
orlc  Preservation  (with  statement  that  sub- 
equent  Council  actions.  If  any.  will  be 
ttached ) . 
8.  ComTnenta  of  Federal  agencies.  The  draft 

02(2)  (C)  statement  shall  be  circulated  for 
Dmmer.t  to  all  Federal  agencies  which  have 
orlsdlctlon  by  law  or  special  expertise  with 

jspec*.  to  the  environmental  Impact  Involved 
see  .attachment  2),=  allowing  30  days  for 
omment.  Ten  copies  of  the  draft  statement 
hall  also  be  sent  to  CEQ  and  three  copies 
3  TEU  for  review. 
For  actions  within  the  Jurisdiction  of  the 
;nvlronmental  Protection  Agency  (air  or 

rater  quality,  solid  wastes,  pesticides,  radla- 
ion  standards,  noise),  the  propcsal  shall  be 

?ferred  to  EPA  with  45  days  allowed  for  re- 
lew  and  comment. 

For  actions  which  affect  any  object  that  Is 

icluded  In  the  National  Register,  the  pro- 
•oaal  will  be  referred  to  the  Advisory  Cksun- 
fl  on  Historic  Preservation  for  comment 
Imugb  the  regional  office  of  the  National 
»«rk  Service  and  the  State  Liaison  Officer  for 
flstorlc  Preservation. 
9.  State  and  local  review.  Where  review 

-   •-1^   proposed   action  by  State  and  local 
-'■;  authorized  to  develop  and  enforce 
.-.-.ental  standards  is  relevant,  a  copy 

:    iraft  statement  will  accompany  the 

■roposa!  per  OMB  Circular  A-95  procedures 
hrough  the  appropriate  clearinghouse, 

10    Community   involvemeTit.  For  any  ac- 

■--    -'-.ulrlng    a   public   hearing,    the   draft 
.-.t  will  be  made  available  to  the  pub- 
ist  30  days  prior  to  the  hearing.  The 

  i  ̂ :  the  hearing  will  Indicate  that  the 

^Mement  Is  available  In  the  Office  of  the 
nUef  Engineer.  St.  Lawrence  Seaway  De- 
rdopment  Corporation,  Administration 
iulldlng,  Massena.  N.Y, 
11.  Utilization  oj  cornments.  Comments  re- 

elved  from  Federal,  State,  and  local  agen- 
les  will  accompany  the  draft  statement 

hrough  the  normal  Internal  project  or  pro- 
rjam  review  process, 
I  12.  FiTial  statements  Pinal  statements,  to- 

gether with  all  comments  received  on  the 
baft  from  Federal,  State,  and  local  agencies 
rtn  be  submitted  to  TEU  for  concurrence, 

ogether  with  twelve  (12)  copies  (Including 
|«n  (10)  for  forwarding  to  CEQ) . 

NOTICES 

Unless  otherwise  notified  within  2  weeks 

of  submittal,  the  statement  wUl  be  consid- 
ered concurred  In  by  TEU. 

13,  Availability  of  statements.  TEX!  Is  re- 
sponsible for  transmitting  ten  (10)  copies  of 

each  final  statement  to  the  CEQ.  which  trans- 
mittal shall  be  deemed  transmlttable  to  the 

President. 
The  final  version  of  the  statement  and  the 

comments  received  will  be  made  available  to 

the  public  at  the  St  Lawrence  Seaway  De- 
velopment Corporation,  Seaway  Circle.  Mas- 

sena, NY.,  Office  of  the  Chief  Engineer, 
and  at  the  approprute  State  and  regional 
clearinghouses.  Agencies  and  organizations 
providing  comments  on  statements  will  be 
notified  of  availability  of  final  statements 
and  comments  from  the  National  Technical 
Information  Service.  US.  Department  of 

Commerce,  Springfield.  Va..  22151.  at  a 
nominal  cost. 

14.  Timing  of  agency  decision.  No  admin- 
istrative action  (I.e  .  any  proposed  action  to 

be  taken  by  the  agency  other  than  agency 

proposals  for  legislation  to  Coagreaa.  budget 
proposals,  or  agency  reports  on  legislation) 
subject  to  section  102(2)  (C)  Is  to  be  taken 

sooner  than  90  days  after  a  draft  environ- 
mental statement  has  been  circulated  for 

comment,  furnished  to  the  Council  and.  ex- 
cept where  advance  public  disclosure  will 

result  In  significantly  Increased  co«ta  of  pro- 
curement to  the  Oovemment.  made  available 

to  the  public  pursuant  to  these  guidelines 
Neither  should  such  administrative  actions 
be  taken  sooner  than  30  days  after  the  final 

approved  text  of  a  statement  (with  com- 
ments) has  been  made  available  to  the  CEQ 

and  to  the  public. 
D,  W.   OBEELtM. 

Administrator 

OmCZ    OP     ECOMOMIC     OPPOETCTNrrT 

EXBCtrnvE  opncE   or   the  president 

GtnDELIMES    OM    EMVOONMEirrAI.    STATEMENTS 

Applicability:  All  programs  assisted  under 
the  Economic  Opportunity  Act  If  such  as- 

sistance Is  administered  by  OEO 

1.  Statement  o/  purpose.  This  Instruction 
provides  guidance  with  regard  to  the  general 
policies  and  procedures  required  by  section 
102f2)fC)  of  Public  Law  91-190,  the  Na- 

tional Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969 

(NEPA) :  Executive  Order  11514:  and  the  In- 
terim Guidelines  for  Statements  on  Major 

Federal  Actions  Affecting  the  Environment 

published  by  the  Council  on  Envlrormiental 
Qiiallty  fCEQt  This  Instruction  will  amplify 
these  documents  by  fa)  Identifying  actions 
requiring  environmental  statements:  (b) 

clarl/ylng  procedures  for  obtaining  the  In- 
formation and  reviews  required  for  their 

preparation:  fo  designating  officials  respon- 
sible for  the  preparation,  review,  and  disposi- 
tion of  environmental  statements:  fdi  In- 

suring proper  coordination  of  such  actions. 
ltu;ludtng  consultation  with  appropriate  Fed- 

eral, State,  and  local  agencies:  and  (e)  ex- 
plaining requirements  for  providing  timely 

public  information  on  proposals  for  legisla- 
tion, preparation  of  regulations,  and  other 

major  actions  significantly  affecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment. 
The  CEQ  has  provided  Interim  guidelines, 

which  are  attached  to  this  Instruction  and 

will  be  referred  to  where  appropriate  ^See 
Attachment  C) 

2    Policy. 

■  a)  At  the  Inception  of  a  major  action, 

the  preparation  of  recommendations  on  re- 
ports or  proposals  for  legislation  of  primary 

concern  to  the  Office  of  Economic  ci>portu- 

*FUed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 

•  Attachments  A.  B.  and  C.  filed  as  part 

of  the  original  document. 

nlty.  or  drafting  of  regulations,  all  pertinent 
offles  and  regional  offices  within  OEO  shall 
make  an  assessment  of  the  probable  eco- 

logical and  environmental  impacts  of  that 
action 

fb)  In  the  continuation  of  an  existing 

program  which  was  Initiated  prior  to  the 

passage  of  NEPA,  all  offices  and  regional  of- 
fices will  similarly  assess  the  environmental 

Impact  of  the  proposed  continuing  action. 
(C)  If  these  appraisals  indicate  that  (1)  a 

significant  effect  on  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment  will  result  from  a  proposed 

action,  regulation,  or  piece  of  legislation,  or 

(2(  a  proposed  action  Is  likely  to  be  con- 
troversial with  respect  to  environmental  ef- 

fects, a  five-point  draft  environmental  state- 
ment win  be  prepared  In  accordance  with 

this  instruction. 

3  Actions  requiring  environmental  state- vients. 

(a)  The  necessity  for  submitting  an  en- 
vironmental Impact  statement  should  be 

evaluated  in  accordance  with  section  6  of 

the  attached  CEQ  guidelines.  If  In  the  best 
Judgment  of  the  office  or  regional  office,  the 
proposed  action  will  cause  significant 
changes  in  natural  surrounding.  Including 
effects  on  man.  wildlife,  plants,  fish,  and 

marine  life,  or  will  result  In  "substantial 
controversy,"  submission  of  an  environmen- 

tal statement  Is  required.  To  assure  that  the 

requlremenu  of  the  NEPA  are  met.  OEO  of- 
fices or  regional  offices  will  Interpret  broadly 

the  scope  of  the  term  "significant  environ- 

mental effects." (bi  Activities  or  actions  of  the  following 

types,  in  particular,  should  be  assessed  care- 
fully for  the  necessity  of  preparing  an  en- 

vironmental statement: 

( 1 )  Housing  construction  or  rehabilitation 

programs: (2)  Cooperatives  which  supply  any  form 
of  energy  fsuch  as  electricity,  natural  gaa, 
etc.); 

(3)  Animal  or  plant  production  programs: 
'4)   Population  control  programs:   and 

(5 1  Programs  which  may  displace  signifi- cant numbers  of  people. 

(c)  In  cases  where  the  office  or  regional 
office  has  any  doubt  about  the  necessity  of 

preparing  an  environmental  statement  for  a 

particular  proposed  action,  the  Office  of  Gen- 
eral Courisel  should  be  consulted. 

4.  Preparation  of  environmental  state- ment. 

1 1 )  General  Preparation  of  environmental 
statements  will  be  based  on  considerations 
discussed  in  section  6  of  the  CEQ  guidelines. 

<2)  Format.  Environmental  statements 
will  consist  of  two  parts — a  summary  sheet 

and  the  body  of  the  environmental  state- 
ment The  sximmary  sheet  shall  accompany 

each  draft  or  final  environmental  statement. 

consisting  of  no  more  than  one  page,  and 
covering  the  Items  contained  m  Attachment 

A." 

(3 1  Content  of  statement.  The  body  of  the 
environmental  statement  will  contain  the 

following  sections  with  the  length  of  each 
being  adequate  to  Identify  and  develop  the 

reqtilred  Information: 
fai    Project  description. 

(b  I  The  environmental  impact  of  the  pro- 

posed actum. 'CI  Any  adverse  environmental  effects 
which  cannot  be  avoided  should  the  prajxaal 

be  implemented. 
'd)    Alternatives   to  the  proposed   action 
re)  The  relationship  between  local  short 

term  uses  of  man's  environment  and  the 
maintenance  and  enhancement  of  long  term 

productivity. 
it\  Any  irreversible  and  irretrievable 

commitments  of  resources  which  Tccrxld  be 

involved  if  the  proposed  action  is  imple- mented. 

(g)   Coordination  with  other  agencies 
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(h)  Comments  of  the  Environmental  Pro- 
tection Agency. 

Section  6  of  the  attached  guidelines 
should  be  consulted  to  determine  what  type 
of  information  is  required  for  each  section. 

5.  Processing  environmental  statement 
originated  by  an  OEO  office  or  regional 
office. 

a.  Submission  of  draft  statement  to  the 
Office  of  General  Counsel.  The  relevant  oflice 
or  regional  office  shall  prepare  a  draft  en- 

vironmental statement  in  accordance  with 
paragraph  4  above  and  submit  three  (3) 
copies  to  the  Office  of  General  Counsel.  This 
submission  will  be  accomplished  prior  to  any 
formal  review  outside  OEO. 

b.  Review  of  draft  statement  by  Office  of 

General  Counsel.  The  General  Counsel's  Office 
shall  review  the  draft  statement  and  obtain 
comments  from  other  appropriate  elements 
of  OEO.  The  General  Counsel  shall  then  com- 

municate with  the  originating  office  or  re- 
gional office,  Indicating  concurrence  or  recom- 

mending changes. 
c.  Submission  of  draft  statement  to  the 

CEQ.  Following  receipt  of  the  General  Coun- 
sel's review  and  concurrence,  the  originating 

office  or  regional  office  shall  submit  ten  (10) 
copies  of  the  draft  or  revised  draft  state- 

ments to  the  CEQ.  A  copy  of  revised  draft 
statements  shall  be  sent  to  the  Office  of 
General  Counsel. 

d.  Submission  of  draft  statement  to  EPA. 
In  compliance  with  paragraph  8  of  the  CEQ 
guidelines,  the  originating  office  or  regional 
office  shall  submit  seven  (7)  copies  of  the 
draft  environmental  statement  to  the  ap- 

propriate Environmental  Protection  Agency 
contact  point  (regional  or  Washington)  for 
their  review  and  comment.  (See  attachment 
B.') 

e.  Review  of  draft  statement  by  other  Fed- 
eral agencies.  Immediately  after  subml.ssion 

of  the  draft  statement  to  the  CEQ,  the  origi- 
nating office  or  regloiial  office  shall  solicit 

the  views  of  other  Federal  agencies  having 
Jurisdiction  by  law  or  special  expertise  with 
any  of  the  environmental  problems  associated 
with  the  proposed  action,  ill  accordance  with 
paragraph  7  of  the  attached  CEQ  guidelines. 

f.  Revieio  of  draft  statement  by  State  and 
local  agencies.  The  procedure  to  be  followed 
for  State  and  local  review  of  draft  statements 
Is  set  out  in  paragraph  9  of  the  guidelines. 

g.  Submission  of  the  final  statement  to  the 
CEQ.  After  concluding  the  review  process 
with  other  Federal,  State  and  local  agencies, 
ten  (10)  copies  of  the  final  environmental 

statement.  Including  'ten  (10)  copies  of  all comments  received  shall  be  forwarded  to  the 
CEQ.  When  appropriate,  a  presentation  of 
the  problems  and  objections  raised  by  other 
agencies  in  the  review  process  and  the  dis- 

position of  these  issues  shall  be  included 
with  the  final  environmental  statement. 

Concurrently,  a  copy  of  the  final  submis- 
sion shall  be  provided  to  the  Office  of  General 

Counsel  by  the  originating  office  or  regional 
office. 

6.  Processi7ig  environmental  statements 
originated  by  other  Federal  agencies.  OEO 
has  been  designated  as  an  agency  with  Juris- 

diction by  law  or  expertise  in  the  sphere  of 
environmental  effects  of  low-income  neigh- 

borhoods, and  will  thus  be  asked  to  comment 
by  other  Federal  agencies  on  environmental 
effects  In  this  area. 

a.  When  a  request  for  review  and  comment 
on  an  environmental  statement  prepared  by 
another  Federal  agency  is  received  by  the 
Office  of  General  Counsel,  the  following  pro- 

cedure shall  be  followed; 
(1)  The  Office  of  General  Counsel  shall 

determine  which  OEO  office  or  regional  office 
should  review  the  environmental  statement. 

This  determination  shall  be  based  upon  the 
nature  of  the  environmental  Impact  Involved 
and  OEO  expertise  available. 

(2)  The  appropriate  office  or  regional  office 
will  be  requested  to  review  environmental 
statements  and  shall  provide  the  Office  of 
General  Counsel  with  comments. 

(3)  The  Office  of  General  Counsel  shall 
prepare  a  consolidated  review  report  or  desig- 

nate the  office  or  regional  office  with  primary 
interest  to  prepare  such  a  report.  The  con- 

solidated review  report  shall  be  forwarded 
to  the  requesting  Federal  agency  by  the  Office 
of  General  Counsel. 

b.  Should  a  request  for  review  and  com- 
ment on  an  environmental  statement  from 

another  Federal  agency  be  received  directly 
by  an  Office  or  Regional  Office,  the  following 
procedure  shall  be  followed: 

( 1 )  If  the  proposed  action  has  no  signifi- 
cant environmental  effect  on  low-Income 

neighborhoods — then  the  Office  or  Regional 
Office  .?ha!l  reply  directly  to  the  Federal 
agency  requesting  the  information  and  pro- vide the  Office  of  General  Counsel  with  an 
inlormatlon  copy. 

(2)  If  the  proposed  action  does  have  a  sig- 
nificant environmental  effect  on  low-Income 

neighborhoods — then  the  Office  or  Regional 
Office  shall  send  the  proposed  comments  to 
the  Office  of  General  Counsel. 

c.  If  it  is  determined  that  more  than  one 
Office  or  Regional  Office  has  been  requested 
to  review  and  comment  on  an  environmental 
statement  prepared  by  a  Federal  agency,  the 
reply  shall  be  forwarded  through  the  Oflice 
of  General  Counsel  for  preparation  of  a  con- 

solidated response. 
7.  Processing  of  legislative  actions.  Pending 

definitive  guidance  from  the  Office  of  Man- 
agement and  Budget,  the  present  methods  of 

accomplishing  coordinating  actions  on  pro- 
posed legislation  shall  be  continued.  Neces- 

sary comments  indicating  the  Impact  on  the 
environment  shall  be  included  in  OEO  legis- 

lative proposals  and  in  comments  prepared 
by  OEO  Offices  or  Regional  Offices  on  legisla- 

tion prepared  by  other  Federal  agencies  that 
are  of  primary  concern  to  OEO. 

8.  Availability  of  environmental  impact 
statements  and  co7n77ients  to  public.  The 
OEO  Office  or  Regional  Office  which  has  pre- 

pared an  environmental  statement  is  re- 
sponsible for  making  its  statement  and  all 

comments  pertinent  to  It  available  to  the 
public  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Freedom  of  Information  Act  (5  U.S.C.  Sec- tion 552) . 

9.  Implementing  actions.  OEO  Offices  and 
Regional  Offices  shall  comply  with  the  pro- 

visions of  this  instruction  and  shall: 
a.  Designate  an  individual  who  will  act 

as  liaison  with  the  Office  of  General  Counsel 

with  respect  to  environmental  impact  state- ments. 

b.  Identify  new  and  continuing  actions 
and  advise  the  Office  of  General  Counsel  no 
later  than  60  days  from  the  date  of  this 
instruction  of  all  environmental  statements 
pending  preparation  or  submission. 

c.  Provide  the  Office  of  General  Counsel 
with  recommended  changes  In  the  policies 
and  procedures  delineated  in  this  Instruc- 

tion wlthm  90  days  of  the  date  of  this 
Instruction. 

10.  Attachments.' 
A.  Form.at  for  Environmental  Statement 

Summary  Sheet. 
B.  Washington  and  Regional  Offices  of 

EPA. 
C.  Guidelines  prepared  by  the  Council  on 

Environmental  Quality,  as  well  as  a  list  of 
Federal  agencies  with  jurisdiction  by  law  or 
special  expertise  to  comment  on  various 
types  of  environmental  impact. 

■  Attachments  A,  B,  and  C,  filed  as  part  of 
the  original  document. 

>  Attachments  A,  B,  and  C,  filed  as  part  of 
the  original  document. 

Small  Business  Administration 

[Amdt.  16] 

Implementation  of  the  National  ENVIRO^ 
MENTAL  Policy  Act  of  1969 

The  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  ( 
1969  (Act).  83  Stat.  852.  42  U.S.C.  432 
authorizes  and  directs  that,  to  the  fullest  e> 
tent  possible,  the  policies,  regjlations,  an 
public  laws  of  the  United  States  shall  1 
interpreted  and  administered  in  accordan< 
with  the  policies  for  the  protection  of  tl 
environment  set  forth  in  the  Act.  It  all 
requires,  among  other  things,  that  Feder 
agencies  include  in  recommendations  or  n 
ports  on  proposals  for  legislation  and  oth 
major  Federal  actions  significantly  affectli 
the  quality  of  the  human  environment, 
detailed  statement  on  specified  enviroi 
mental  considerations. 
The  Small  Business  Administration  h 

adopted  the  statement  of  general  policy. 
the  form  of  Appendix  A.  set  forth  below,  1: 
dicating  the  manner  in  which  the  Adral: 
istration  will  exercise  Its  responslbllltl 
under  the  Act. 

Because  this  statement  provided  for  here 
is  a  general  statement  of  policy,  notice  ai 
public  procedure  are  unnecessary  and  t 
statement  will  be  effective  upon  publlcatii 
In  the  Federal  Register.  Nonetheless,  t 
Admlnistratif^n  invites  all  Interested  perso 
who  desire  to  submit  written  comments 
suggestions  in  connection  with  the  stat 
ment  to  submit  two  (2)  copies  of  such  cor 
ments  or  suggestions  to  the  General  Counsi 
Small  Business  Administration,  1441  L  Strfl 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20416,  no  later  th) 
sixty  (60)  day.s  after  publication  of  tl 
statement  In  the  Federal  Register.  Conslde 
atlon  will  be  given  to  such  submissions  wl 
the  view  to  possible  further  amendmen 
Copies  of  comments  or  suggestions  recelv 
may  be  examined  in  the  Office  of  Interagen 
Affairs,  Room  706.  1441  L  Street  NW..  Was 

ington,  DC  20416. 
Appendix  A — Statement  of  General  Poli 
Implementation  of  the  National  En 
ronmental  Policy  Act  of  1969 

1.  Purpose  This  statement  of  gene: 
policy  sets  forth  the  manner  In  which  t 
Administration  will  implement  the  requli 
ments  of  the  National  Environmental  Poll 
Act  of  1969  (Act),  83  Stat.  852.  42  U.S 
4321.  Executive  Order  11514  (35  F.R.  4247) 
March  4,  1970,  and  guidelines  Issued  by  t 
Council  on  Environmental  Quality  (CE< 
and  prescribes  the  policies  and  procedures 
be  followed  throughout  the  Admlnistratl' 
in  the  preparation  of  environmental  Impa 
statements  on  proposals  for  legislation  ai 
other  major  actloiLs  significantly  affectl 
the  quality  of  the  human  envlrcnment. 

2.  General,  (a)  The  Act  authorizes  and  < 
rects  that,  to  the  fullest  extent  possible,  t 
policies,  regulations,  and  public  laws  of  t 
United  States  shall  be  Interpreted  and  a 
ministered  In  accordance  with  the  pollcil 
for  the  protection  of  the  environment  f 
forth  in  the  Act.  It  also  requires,  amo 
other  things,  that  Federal  agencies  Inclu 
In  recommendations  or  reports  on  proposi 
for  legislation  and  other  major  Federal  a 
tlons  significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  t 
human  environment,  a  detailed  statement 
specified  environmental  considerations. 

(b)  Executive  Order  11514  further  dlrec 
that  Federal  agencies  direct  their  pollcl' 
plans,  and  programs  so  as  to  meet  natlor environmental  goals. 

(c)  The  CEQ  has  provided  guidelines  ( 
F.R.  7724)  to  Federal  departments,  agenclil 
and  establishments  for  preparing  detail 
environmental  statements  on  prDposals  t 
legislation  and  other  major  Federal  actio 
significantly    affecting    the    quality    of    tl 
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itiman  environment  as  required  by  section 
02(2)  (C)  of  the  Act. 
3.  Policy.  It  Is  the  Administration's  policy 

3  Implement  the  spirit  as  well  as  the  letter 
t  the  Act,  Executive  Order  11514  and  the 
:EQ  guidelines  to  the  greatest  extent  possl- 
le  consistent  with  the  mission  of  the  Ad- 
ilnlstratlon.  Accordingly,  the  Admlnlstra- 
lon  will  exercise  its  responsibilities  In  ac- 
ordance  with  the  following  policy  and 
uldellnes  ; 
(a)  Associate  Administrators,  Assistant 

.dmlnlstrators.  and  the  General  Counsel  are 
sponsible  for  Identifying  Individual  ac- 
lons  (e.g..  a  specific  loan,  grant,  or  contract) 
flthln  their  respective  Jurisdictions  which 
jqulre  the  issuance  of  environmental  Im- 
act  statements.  Environmental  Impact 
tatements  relating  to  legislation  will  be  the 
isponsibllity  of  the  Office  of  General  Coun- 
Jl. 

(b)  In  determining  whether  a  proposed  ac- 
,on  requires  the  preparation  and  Issuance 
f  an  environmental  Impact  statement,  re- 
oonsible  officials  will  be  governed  by  the 
uldellnes  provided  by  the  CEQ. 
I  (c)  Interpretations  of  the  Act,  Executive 
[irder  11514,  the  CEQ  guidelines  and  this 
tatement  of  general  policy  or  any  modiflca- 
lons  thereof  will  be  the  responsibility  of  the 
•ffice  of  General  Counsel. 
(d)  Environmental  impact  statements  will 

Iso  be  Issued  with  respect  to  any  existing 
r  currently  proposed  Administration  pro- 
ram  (e.g..  loan  program,  lease  guarantee  pro- 
ram)  which  has  or  may  be  expected  to  have 
significant  effect  on  the  environment.  Re- 

ponslbility  for  the  Issuance  of  such  program 
upact  statements  is  hereby  placed  with  the 
esponsible  offlclals  designated  above. 
4.  Procedures,  (a)  Responsible  officials  will 

isure  that  procedures  set  forth  In  CEQ 
uldellnes  are  observed  whenever  it  is  deter- 
lined  that  an  environmental  Impact  state- 
lent  be  Issued. 
(b)  Information  on  Administration  ac- 

lons  and  programs  with  significant  envlron- 
Qental  Impact  will  be  provided  to  the  public 
.t  the  earliest  feasible  time  in  the  develop- 
nent  of  program  and  action  proposals- 

(c)  Consultation  with  other  Federal  agen- 
cies In  connection  with  preparation  of  draft 

or  final  environmental  impact  statements  as 
set  forth  In  paragraphs  7  and  8  of  the  CEQ 
guidelines  will  be  conducted  by  the  respon- 

sible officials  through  the  Office  of  General 
Counsel. 

(d)  Any  State  and  local  review  of  the  envi- 
ronmental Impact  of  any  proposed  action  or 

program  which  may  be  required  under  para- 
graph 9  of  the  CEQ  guidelines  will  be  con- 

ducted by  the  responsible  officials  through 
the  Office  of  General  Counsel. 

(e)  All  draft  and  final  environmental  im- 
pact statements  will  be  submitted  by  the  re- 

sponsible officials  to  the  Office  of  General 
Counsel  which  will  be  responsible  for  the  cir- 

culation and  availability  thereof  to  the  pub- 
lic as  set  forth  in  paragraph  10  of  the  CEQ 

guidelines. 
(f)  To  the  maximum  extent  practicable, 

no  administrative  action  (I.e..  any  proposed 
action  other  than  proposals  for  legislation  or 
reports  on  legislation)  which  constitutes  a 
major  action  significantly  affecting  the  qual- 

ity of  the  human  environment  will  be 
taken  sooner  than  ninety  (90)  days  after  a 
draft  environmental  Impact  statement  has 
been  circulated  for  comment  by  the  Office 
of  General  Counsel,  furnished  to  the  CEQ 
and  made  available  to  the  public  pursuant  to 
the  CEQ  guidelines.  Nor  should  such  action 
be  taken  sooner  than  thirty  (30)  days  after 
the  final  text  of  an  environmental  impact 
statement  has  been  made  available  to  the 
CEQ  and  the  public. 

(gl  As  a  general  rule,  draft  and  final 
environmental  Impact  statements  and  com- 

ments thereon  shall  be  available  to  the  pub- 
lic In  the  Office  of  General  Counsel,  Wash- 

ington. DC.  and  In  the  Regional  or  District 
Offices  within  whose  Jurisdiction  the  pro- 

posed action  is  to  take  place. 
(h)  Whenever  emergency  circumstances 

may  require  an  action  with  significant  en- 
vironmental Impact  without  observing  the 

procedures  set  forth  herein  or  In  the  CEQ 
Guidelines,  the  responsible  official  shall  im- 

mediately notify  the  Office  of  General  Coun- 
sel which  will  consult  with  the  CEQ  about 

alternative    arrangements    as    required    by 
paragraph  10(d)  of  the  CEQ  guidelines. 

(1)  In  the  event  the  responsible  official  Is 
of  the  opinion  that  a  public  hearing  Is  re- 

quired with  respect  to  any  action  or  pro- 
gram requiring  an  environmental  Impact 

statement,  he  shall  so  notify  the  Office  of 
General  Counsel  at  the  earliest  practical 
time.  The  Office  of  General  Counsel,  after 
consultation  with  the  CEQ,  will  determine 
whether  such  a  hearing  will  be  held.  In  the 
event  a  public  hearing  is  held,  the  draft 
environmental  impact  statement  shall  be 
available  to  the  public  at  least  fifteen  (15) 
calendar  days  prior  to  the  hearing. 

5.  Content  of  environmental  statement. 
(a)  Draft  and  final  environmental  Impact 
statements  shall  contain  the  Information  re- 

quired by  paragraph  6  of  the  CEQ 

guidelines. 
(b)  A  summary  sheet  In  the  form  pre- 

scribed by  Appendix  1  of  the  CEQ  guidelines 
should  accompany  each  draft  and  final  en- 

vironmental impact  statement. 
6.  Environmental  effects  of  current  pro- 

grams. All  Associate  and  Assistant  Adminis- 
trators and  the  General  Counsel  shall,  in  ad- 
dition to  the  requirements  of  paragraph  3 

above,  prepare  for  publication  In  the  Federal 
Register,  as  supplements  to  this  statement 
of  general  policy,  statements  identifying  for 
the  public  the  manner  in  which  environ- 

mental factors  are  considered  In  the  day-to- 
day operations  of  each  Administration  pro- 

gram or  function  under  their  respective  Juris- 
dictions, These  statements  are  Intended  as 

an  aid  to  the  public  in  Identifying  the  Ad- 

ministration's environmental  procedures 
and  requirements.  The  statements  shall  be 
updated  periodically  as  may  be  required  by 
internal  organizational,  functional,  or  other 
changes. 

7.  Effective  date.  These  statements  shall 
become  effective  on  publication  In  the  Fed- 

eral Register  (10-18-72). 
Thomas   S.   Kleppe. 

Administrator. 

|FB  Doc.72-17159  Filed  10-19-72;8:45  amj 
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Thf?  follov/ing  are  additions  and  changes  to  the  list  of  agency 

NEPA  contacts  which  was  printed  in  the  July,  1972  issue  of  the 
102  Monitor. 

I.   CHANGES: 

WATER  RESOURCES  COliNCIL 

(iii)       Working  I>evel  NEPA   Liaison 

John  B.    Roose,    Associate  Director 
2120  L  Street,    NW,    Suite  300 

Washington,   D.    C.      20037 
254-6442 

(iv)      General  Counsel  NEPA  Contact 

Ramon  J.    Powell,    General  Counsel 
2120  L  Street,    NW,    Suite  800 
Washington,    D.    C.      20037 
254-6352 

NEW  ENGEAXD  RIVER  BASINS  COMMISSION 

(iii)      Working  Eevel  NEPA  Liaison 

Robert  Brown,    Staff  Director 
55  Court  Street 

Boston,    Massachusetts     02108 

(617)  223-6244 

II.       ADDITIONS: 

PACIFIC  NORTHWEST  RIVER  BASINS  COMMISSION 

(i)       Head  of  Agency 

DonelJ.    Lane,    Chairnnan 

(ii)      Coinmiss loner  with  NEPA  Responsibility 

None 

(iii)      Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

Ray  E.    Holmes,    Planning  Director 
1    Columbia  River 

Vancouver,    Washington     98660 

(206)  695-3606 
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(iv)       General  Counsel  NEPA  Contact 

None 

GREAT  LAKES  BASIN  COMMISSION 

(i)       Head  of  Agency 

Frederick  O.    Rouse,    Chairman 

(ii)       Commissioner  with  NEPA  Responsibility 

None 

(iii)       Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

Leonard  T.    Crook,    Planning  Director 
P.    O.    Box  999 

Ann  Arbor,    Michigan    48107 

(313)  769-7431 

(iv)       General  Counsel  NEPA  Contact 

None 

SOURIS-RED-RAINY  RIVER  BASINS  COMMISSION 

(i)       Head  of  Agency 

Henry  A.    Hendrickson,    Chairman 

(ii)       Commissioner  with  NEPA  Responsibility 

None 

(iii)      Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

E.    Eugene  Krenz,    Planning  Director 
Suite  .6,    Professional  Building 
Holiday  Mall 
Moorhead,    Minnesota     56  560 

(701)  237-5355 

(iv)       General  Counsel  NEPA  Contact 

None 
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OHIO _m \- ER  BASIN  CO!-.4x\41SSIQN 

(i)       Head  of  Ai-ency 

Fred  E.    Morr,    Chairman 

(ii)       Comniissioner  with  NEPA  Responsibility 

None 

(iii)       WorJcing  .Level  NEPA   Ejaison 

C.    A.    Hays,    Planning  Director 
Suite  208-220 
36  East  4th  Street 

Cincinnati,    Ohio    4520Z 

(513)  684-3831 

(iv)       General  Counsel  NEPA   Contact 

None 

UPPER  MISSISSIPPI-^!  RIVER  BASIN  COMMISSION 

(^)       Head  of  Agency 

George  W.    Griebenow,    Chairman 

(ii)       Commissioner  with  NEPA  Responsibility 

None 

(iii)       Working  Eevel  NEPA   Liaison 

Ralph  O.    Bolt 
Director,    Technical  Services 
Room  510,    Federal  Office  Building 
Fort  Snelling 
Twin  Cities,    Minnesota     55111 

(612)  725-4690 

(iv)      General  Counsel  NEPA   Contact 

None 
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MISSOURI  RnrFCR  BASIN  COMMISSION 

(i)       Head  of  Ai^ency 

John  W.    Neuberger,    Chairman 

(ii)       Commissioner  \vilh  NEPA  Responsibility 

None 

(iii)       Working  Level  NEPA  Liaison 

Edgar  A.    Imhoff 
Acting  Director  of  Planning  and  Techiiical  Services 
Suite  403 

10050  Regency  Circle 
Omaha,    Nebraska    68114 

(402)  397-5714 

(iv)        Ceneral  Counsel  NEP7\    Contact 

None 
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SOURCES  FOR  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENTS 

In  order  to  receive  more  efficient  and  prompt  service,  requestors 

are  urged  to  order  draft  and  final  impact  statements  from  the 
National  Technical  Information  Service  (NTIS)  of  the  Department  of 
Commerce,  rather  than  from  the  preparing  agency.   Each  statement 

is  assigned  an  order  number  which  appears  at  the  end  of  its  sum- 
mary; the  number  should  be  specified  when  placing  an  order. 

Prices  at  NTIS  vary  according  to  both  the  size  of  each  document 
and  the  demand  for  it  (with  more  copies  being  printed  for  those 
statements  most  in  demand,  and  a  lower  than  normal  price  being 
charged  for  them) .   Therefore,  while  the  size  of  the  statement 
is  noted  with  its  summary,  and  a  price  list  appears  on  page  39 
it  is  advisable  to  call  NTIS  for  a  price  quotation. 

An  alternative  source  for  statements  is  the  Environmental  Law 

Institute.   Again,  the  price  for  each  statement  depends  upon  its 
size  (at  a  flat  $0.10  per  page),  and  the  order  number  should  be 
specified. 

NTIS  makes  available  microfiche  copies  of  final  environmental 
impact  statements  at  $0.95  per  copy.   It  also  has  a  subscription 
package  which  provides  copies  of  all  final  impact  statements  at 
the  rate  of  $0.35  each.   Information  regarding  this  service, 
paper  copies  of  statements,  and  other  relevant  material  may  be 
obtained  from  NTIS  or  by  subscribing  to  its  weekly  publication, 

"Environmental  Pollution  and  Control",  at  $22.50  annually. 

Ordering  Department 
Department  of  Commerce 
National  Technical  Information  Service 
5285  Port  Royal  Road 
Springfield,  Virginia     22151 

(703)   321-8543 

Document  Service 
Environmental  Law  Institute 

1346  Connecticut  Avenue,  NW 
Washington,  D.C.    2  0036 

(202)  ,659-8037 

Environmental  Impact  Statements  will  still  be  available  for  scrutiny 

in  the  document  rooms  of  the  various  agencies.  Only  limited  copies, 
however,  will  be  made  available  for  distribution. 
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NTIS    Price    List 

Pages 

1-20 $3.00 
201-205 

$12.25 
401-40-3 $22.25 

601-605 

$32.25 

801-805 
$42.25 

21-25 3.25 206-210 12.50 406-410 22.50 606-610 
32.50 

806-810 
42.50 

26-30 3.50 211-215 12.75 411-415 22.75 
611-615 32.75 811-815 

42.75 

31-35 3.75 216-220 13.00 416-420 23.00 616-620 33.00 816-820 
43.00 

36-40 4.00 221-225 13.25 421-425 23.25 621-625 33.25 821-825 
43.25 

Al-45 4.25 226-230 13.50 426-430 23.50 626-630 33.50 826-830 43.50 

A6-50 4.50 231-235 13.75 431-4:^3 23.75 631-635 33.75 831-835 
43.75 

51-55 4.75 2  36-240 14.00 436-440 24.00 6  36-640 34.00 836-840 
44.00 

56-60 5.00 241-245 14.25 441-4^5 24.25 6A 1-645 34.25 841-845 
44.25 

61-65 5.25 246-250 14.50 446-450 24.50 646-650 34.50 846-850 
44.50 

66-70 5.50 251-255 14.75 451-435 24,75 651-655 34.75 851-855 
44.75 

71-75 b.l> 256-260 15.00 456-460 25.00 656-660 35.00 856-860 
45.00 

76-80 6.00 261-265 15,25 461-465 25.25 661-665 35.25 861-865 
45.25 

81-65 6.25 266-270 15.50 466-47  0 25.50 566-670 35.50 
866-870 

45.50 

86-90 6.50 271-275 15.75 471-47  5 25.75 671-675 
35.75 871-875 

45.75 

91-95 6.75 276-280 16.00 476-430 26.00 676-630 
36.00 

876-880 46.00 

96-100 7.00 281-285 16.25 481-485 26.25 681-68  5 36.25 

■881-885 
46.25 

101-105 7.2;t 286-290 16.50 
486-4'>3 

26.50 686-690 36.50 886-890 
46.50 

106-110 7.50 291-29:- 16.75 491-49  5 26.75 691-695 36.75 891-895 
46.75 

111-115 7.75 296-300 17.00 496-500 27.00 696-700 37.00 896-900 
47.00 

116-120 8.00 301-305 17.25 501-50  5 27.25 701-703 
37.25 

901-905 47.25 

121-125 8.25 306-310 17.50 506-510 27.50 706-710 
37 .  50 

906-910 
47,50 

126-130 8.50 311-315 17.75 511-5r3 27.75 711-715 
37.7  5 911-015 

47.7  5 

131-135 8.75 316-320 18.00 516-520 
28.00 716-720 38.00 916-920 

48.00 

136-140 9.00 321-325 18.25 521-525 28.25 
721-725 

38,25 921-925 48.25 

lAl-145 9.25 326-330 18,50 
526-5?.0 28.50 

726-730 
38.50 926-930 

48.50 
146-150 9.50 331-335 18,75 531-535 28.75 731-735 38.7  5 931-935 

48.75 

151-155 9.75 336-340 19.00 
536-5/10 

29.00 
736-7^0 

39.00 
936-940 

49.00 

156-160 10.00 341-345 19.25 541-54  5 29.25 741-7A5 
39.25 

941-9/!<''> 

49.25 
161-165 10.25 346-350 19.50 546 -5 SO 29.50 746-7  60 

39.50 946-950 49.50 

166-170 10.50 351-355 19.75 551-555 29.75 751-755 39.75 
951-955 

49.75 

171-175 10.75 356-360 20.00 556-560 30.00 756-760 
40.00 

956-960 50.00 176-180 11.00 351-365 20,25 561-56  5 
30.25 

761-765 
40.25 

961-965 50.25 
181-185 11.25 366-370 20,50 

566-570 30.50 766-770 40.50 
966-970 50.50 

166-190 11.50 371-375 20.75 
571-57  5 30.75 

771-775 40.75 
971-975 

50.75 

191-195 11.75 376-380 21.00 

576-58^^ 

31.00 
776-780 41.00 976-980 

51. CO 196-200 12.00 381-385 21.25 581-58S 31.25 781-785 41.25 981-985 51.25 

386-390 21,50 586-590 31.50 786-790 
41.50 

986-990 51.50 391-395 21,75 591-59  5 31.75 791-795 41.75 991-995 51.75 

396-400 22.00 596-6C0 32.00 796-800 42.00 996-1000 52.00 
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A  NOTICE  TO  OUR  SUBSCRIBERS 

When  the  Coijncil  found  it  necessary  to  put  the  102 

Monitor  on  a  paid  subscription  basis  we  were  concerned 

that  the  changed  policy  could  interrupt  service.   It  was 

in  order  to  prevent  such  a  situation  that  we  gave  three 

months  advance  notice,  and  many  of  our  subcribers  did 

take  advantage  of  it.   The  unfortunate  circumstances  how- 

ever, are  that  as  a  Government  Printing  Office  publication, 

the  Monitor  is  subject  to  GPO's  normal  delay  in  processing. 

That  delay  may  be  as  much  as  three  months .   If  after  waiting 

a  reasonable  length  of  time  you  do  not  receive  your  102 

Monitor,  please  direct  inquiries  to: 

Customer  Service  Section 

Superintendent  of  Documents 
U.S.  Government  Printing  Office 
P.O.  Box  1513 
Washington,  D.C,  20013 

Phone:     (202)   541-3731 

At  the  present  time,  however,  we  can  only  apologize  for 

any  inconvenience  which  you  many  have  encountered. 
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SOURCE  FOR  BACK  ISSUES  OF 
THE  102  MONITOR 

Because  the  supply  of  past  issues  of  the  102  Monitor  is  not 
sufficient  to  meet  all  requests,  a  list  is  provided  below 
indicating  where  the  various  issues  of  the  102  Monitor 

appeared  in  the  Congressional  Record.   You  may  wish  to  order 
these  Congressional  Records  from  the  Superintendent  of 
Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C. 
2  0402  ($.25  per  copy). 

page  E  3607)  -  April  28,  1971 

page  E  5151)  -  May  27,  1971 

page  E  6023)  -  June  16,  1971 

page  E  8458)  -  July  28,  1971 

page  E  9483)  -  September  13,  1971 

page  E  10002)  -  September  24,  1971 

page  E  11596)  -  November  1,  1971 

page  E  12213)  -  November  15,  1971 

page  E  13322)  -  December  11,  1971 

page  E  76 )  -  January  18,  1972 

page  E  1886)  -  March  2,  1972 

page  E  2409)  -  March  13,  1972 

page  E  3778)  -  April  13,  1972 

page  E  4929)  -  May  13,  1972 

page  E  6489)  -  June  27,  1972 

Vol. 1.  Nos.  1.  2, &  3 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 1,  No.  4 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 1.  No.  5 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 1,  No.  6 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 1,  No.  7 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 1,  No.  8 

Congressional Record 
Vol, 1,  No.  9 

Congressional Record 
VOlv 1,  No.  10 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 1,  No.  11 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 1,  No.  12 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 2,    No.  1 

Congressional Record 
Vol, 2,  No.  2 

Congressional Record 
Vol 2,  No.  3 

Congressional Record 
Vol 2,  No.  4 

Congressional Record 
Vol 2,  No.  5 

Congressional Record 

(There  has  been  no  secondary  source  for  the  102  Monitor  since 
Vol  2,  No.  5,  Jun^  1972) 
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To  Superintendent  of  Docu- 
ments, Government  Print- 

ing Office,  Washington, 
D.C.    20402 

Date 
.,  19. 

Street  address 

City 

State        Zip  Code 

FOR  USE  OF  SUPT.  OF  DOCS. 

Enclosed 

To  be  mailed 
later   

Subscription   

Refund   

Coupon  Refund   

Postase   

CATALOG  NO. 
QUAN- 
TITY 

DBSIRBD 
TITLE  OP  PUBLICATION 

PRICK 

PER 
COPY 

TOTAL 

$   

FOR  ADDITIONAL  SPACE  AHACH  ANOTHER  SHEET.                          TOTAL  AMOUNT  ENCLOSED.. $   

IMPORTANT 

Please  include  your  ZIP  CODE  when  filling  out  the  mailing  label  below. 

U.S.  GOVERNMENT  PRINTING  OFFICE 

PUBLIC  DOCUMENTS  DEPARTMENT 

WASHINGTON,  D.C.       20402 

OFFICIAL  BUSINESS 

RETURN  AFTER  5  DAYS POSTAGE  AND  FEES  PAID 

U.S.  GOVERNMENT  PRINTING  OFFICE 

Name   

Street  address  - 

City  and  State ZIP  Code 
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Table  of  Abbreviations 

In  many  cases  the  102  Monitor  refers  to  Federal  agencies 
through  the  use  of  abbreviations.  While  many  of  these 
are  of  standard  usage,  others  may  be  unfamiliar.  For  the 
convenience  of  the  reader,  therefore,  the  following  table 
has  been  produced . 

USDA  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
ARC  APPALACHIAN  REGIONAL  COMMISSION 
AEC  ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 
DOC  DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
DOD  DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

USA  DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE,  Army 
USAF  DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE,  Air  Force 

DSA  DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE,  Supply, Agency 
USN  DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE,  Navy 
COE  DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE,  Army  Corps 
DRBC  DELAWARE  RIVER  BASIN  COMMISSION 
EPA  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 
FPC  FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 
GSA  GENERAL  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION 

HEW  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION  AND  WELFARE 
HUD  DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 
DOI  DEPARTMENT  OF  INTERIOR 
IBWC  INTERNATION  BOUNDARY  AND  WATER  COMM. 
DJUS  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 
NASA  NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND  SPACE  ADMIN. 
NSF  NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 
NERB  NEW  ENGLAND  RIVER  BASINS  COMMISSION 
OST  OFFICE  OF  SCIENCE  AND  TECHNOLOGY 
PRBC  PACIFIC  NORTHWEST  RIVER  BASINS  COMMISSION 
STAT  STATE  DEPARTMENT 
TVA  TENNESSEE  VALLEY  AUTHORITY 
DOT  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
TREA  TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 
WRC  U.S.  WATER  RESOURCES  COUNCIL 
VA  VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 
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On  the  following  pages  are  environmental  impact  statements 
received  by  the  Coioncil  from  October  1  through  October  31  , 
1972.   At  the  head  of  the  listing  of  statements  received 
from  each  agency  is  the  name  of  an  individual  who  can 
answer  questions  regarding  those  statements. 
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DEPARTMENT    OF    AGPTCULTURE 

Contact:  Dr.    T.C.    Byerly 
Office    of    the    Secretary 
Washington,    D.C.    20250 

(202)     388-7803 

Forest    Service 

Draft  Date 

Fish    Creek   Basin  10/06 

Alaska 

The   state.Tient    refers   to    the    proposed    development    of    a   recrea- 
tion  and    winter    sports    site,    with   ski    lifts    and    a    day    lodge, 

parking    facilities,    etc.,    with    an   ultimate   capacity    of    5,000 
skiers.       An    uispecified    amount    of    land    will    he    committei    to 
the    project.       (16    pages) 
(EIB    OPDEH    #    05416)  (NTTS    OPDER    #     EI  S    72    5U16D) 

Trinity    Alps    Wilderness  10/12 

Ca lif ornia 

County:  Humbolt  Siskiyou  Trinity 
The    statement    refers    to    the    proposed    legislative    action 

which    would    establish    a    Trinity    Alps    Wilderness    as    a   Nation- 
al   Forest    Unit    of    the    National    Wilderness    Preservation    Sys- 

tem.      Total    wilderness    acreage    would    be    233,176.       (21    pages) 
(ELr<    ORDER    #    05Ua8)  (NTIS    ORDER    »    ETS    72    5UUBD) 

Monarch    Wilderness  10/17 

Calif orni  a 

County:  Fresno 

The   statement    refers   to    proposed    legislation    which    would    es- 
tablish   36,021    acres    (of   the    Sierra    and    Sequoia    National    For- 

ests)   as  a    unit   of    the    National   Wilderness    Preservation    Sys- 
tem.      Adverse    effects    of    the    action    would    include    the    reduc- 

tion  of   renewable    resource    goods   and   services    available    to 
the   economy   and    the   reduction    of    opportunities    for    outdoor 
recreation    activities.        (19    pages) 
(ELR    ORDER    t    05476)  (NTIS    ORDER    #     ETS    72    5U76D) 

Big    Game    Habitat    Improvement  10/04 

Idaho 

The  statement  considers  the  prescribed  burning  of  brushfield 
and  coniferous  trees  in  northern  Idaho  during  (fiscal)  1973- 
1975,  for  the  purpose  of  providing  forage  for  Pocky  flountain 
elk  and  mule  deer.   The  project  area  includes  the  drainages 
of  the  Spokana,  St,  Joe,  Clearwater,  and  Salmon  Rivers.  Ad- 

verse impact  will  result  to  air,  water,  soil,  and  esthetic 
qualities.   (4  9  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05399)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5399D) 
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Gallatin    National    Forest  10/24 

Mor tana 
County:  several 
The    statement    refers   to    the   timber   managemGnt    plan    for 
279,000  acres   of    land    within    the    Forest,       The    plan    provides 
for    cutting    and    regeneration   on    2,840   acres   annually, 
thinning   on    1,880    acres    annually,    the  control    of    insects 
and    disease,    and    related    measures.       There    will    be    impact 
upon    soil,    air,    water    and   esthetic    qualities,    and    upon 
wildlife.        (20    pages) 

(ELR    OPDER    #    05524)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EIS    72    5524-) 

Gila    National    Forest  10/10 

New    i^exico 
County:  Catron  Grant 
The   statement    refers   to   the    proposed    designation    of    514,678 
acres    of   the   National    Forest    as    wilderness    within    the    Nation- 

al   Wilderness    Preservation   System.       Impacts   of    the    action 
which    are   discussed    in    the    statement    include   ecological,    so- 

cial,   and    ecoaomic    considerations,        (23    pages) 
(EIR    OPDER    #    05432)  (NTIS    ORDER    #     ETS    72    5432D) 

Herbicide    Use    in    National    Forests  10/10 

Oregon  California 

The   statement    refers   to    the    proposed   use   of    herbicides    on 
the    Siuslaw,    (Fmpgua,    and   Siskiyou    National   Forests,    in   order 
to    reduce    the    volume   of    native    vegetation    where    it    hampers 
forest    manageTient    activities.      The   agents    to    be    used    (on    ap- 

proximately  40,000    acres    of    forest)    are    2,    U-D;     2,    4,    5-T ;    2 
4,    5-TP;    Amitrole-T,    Atrozine;    Picloram;    and    Dicamba .      The 
spraying   will   temporarily    reduce    forage    for   big    game,    sub- 

ject  nectar    feeding    insects    to    toxic   effects,    and    eliminate 
food   and   cover    for    those    small    animals    which   have   limited 
home   ranges.       (approx,    350    pages) 
(ELF    ORDER    #    05436)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EIS    72    5436D) 

Radiobiology    of    Northern   Forests  10/24 

Wisconsin 
County:  .       Oneida 
The  statement  refers  to  a  research  project  which  is  being 
conducted  in  a  1440  acre  forest,  a  6. 5  acre  gamma  radiation 
field,  and  in  the  laboratory  of  the  Institute  of  Forest  Gene- 

tics, near  Rhinelander,  Wisconsin,   The  purpose  of  the  re- 
search is  to  study  the  effects  of  gamma  radiation  (includ- 

ing that  resulting  from  nuclear  disasters) ,  upon  individual 
species  and  the  forest  community.   Direct  effects  of  radia- 

tion will  be  significent  on  approximately  10  of  the  1440 
acres,   (41  pages) 

(ELF  ORDER  t  05525)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5525D) 
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Final  Date 

Eal70    Restoration    Project  10/06 

Illinois 
County:        Williamson      Saline         Gallatin 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  utilization  of  treated 
municipal  waste  in  the  reclamation  of  abandoned  strip  min- 

ing land  in  the  Shawnee  National  Forest.   The  area  presently 
has  severe  water  pollution  problems,   (102  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  EPA 

state  agencies  and  concerned  citizens 
(ELB  OPDER  »  05421)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5U21F) 

Rural  Electrification  Administration 

Final  Date 

Maysville    Generating    Station  10/02 

Kentuc  ky 
County:  Mason 
The    proposed    iction    involves    loans    totalling    $37,500,000 
from    REA    to    the    East    Kentucky    Rural    Electric   Cooperative 
Corp.      The    funds    would    be   utilized    to    finance   a    300    MW 
coal-fired    steam   electric    generating   station    and    110  miles 
of    transmission   line.       Oxides    of    sulfur    and    nitrogen    will 
be   erritted;    the   lines    will    be    intrusions   upon   the    landscape, 
(approx.     300    pages) 
COMMENTS    MADE    BY:     USDA    COE       EPA       FPC       DOI       DOT 
(ELF    OFDER    ♦    05380)  (NTIS    ORDER    »     EIS    72    5380F) 

Palo   Pinto   Generating    Station,    Unit    3  10/10 

Texas 
County:         Palo  Pinto 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a  200 
HW  natural  gas  generating  unit  as  an  addition  to  the  2  unit 
station.   Total  capacity  of  the  station  will  be  366MW.   Cool 
ing  water  will  be  discharged  to  Palo  Pinto  Lake;  oxides  of 
sulfur  and  nitrogen  will  be  released.   (approx.  200  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  EPA   FPC   DOI 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05U37)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5a37F) 

Soil  Conservation  Service 

Draft  Date 

Upper    Mulberry    River    Watershed  10/02 

Georgia 
County:         several 
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The   statement    refers   to   a    pro-ject    which    would    include   land 
treatment    measures,    7    floodwater    retarding   structures,    2 
irult  i-purpose    structures    for    floodwater    retardation    and 
municipal    and    industrial   supply,    channel    works    and    bank    pro- 

tection.      Some    fish    and    wildlife    habitat    will   be    lost    to 
the    project.       (26    pages) 
(ELF    OPDFR    »    05382)  (NTIS    ORDER    »    ETS    72    5382D) 

Upper   Castleton    River    Watershed  10/12 

Vermont 
County:  Rutland 
The   statement    refers   to   a    flood  control    and    fish    and    wild- 

life  development    project   on   the   20,500   acre    watershed.       Fea- 
tures   of   the    project    are    a   multi-purpose   dam,    channel   mod- 

ification,   and    associated    work.      There    will    be    temporary    in- 
creases  in    sedimentation,    and    a    loss   of    3,200*    of    natural 

stream    fisheries   at    Whipple    Hollow.       (15    pages) 
(ELR   ORDER    t    05U61)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    ETS    72    51461D) 

Final  Date 

Tallulah  Creek  Watershed  10/24 

North  Carolina 
County:         Graham 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  one 

multi-purpose  structure  (for  flood  prevention  and  water  sup- 
ply) ,  and  the  use  of  land  treatment  measures.   Approximately 

36  acres  of  agricultural  and  forest  land  will  be  removed 
from  production  and  upland  game  habitat;  UOOO'  of  trout  stream 
will  be  inundated.   (U2  pages) 
CGMMFNTS  MADE  BY:  COE   EPA   HEW   TVA   ARC 

state  agencies 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05512)     (NTIS  ORDER  t  £IS  72  5512F) 

Horse  Range  Swamp  Watershed  10/12 

South  Carolina 
County:        Orangeburg 
The  statement  refers  to  the  use  of  land  treatment  measures 
on  the  watershed,  and  25  miles  of  stream  channel  enlargement. 
The  purposes  of  the  action  are  the  reduction  of  flooding 
and  the  improvement  of  drainage.   Approximately  214  acres 
will  be  committed  to  the  project.   (50  pages) 

2 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  COE  DOC  EPA  HEW  DOT 
(ELF  ORDER  »  05U51)     (MTIS  ORDER  #  ETS  72  5U51F) 
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ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

Contact:       For  Non- Pegul atory  Matters: 
Mr.  Robert  J.  Catlin,  Director, 
Division  of  Environmental  Affairs 
Washington,  D.C.  205a5 

(202)  973-5391 
For   Regulatory    Matters: 
Mr,    A.    Giambusso,    Deputy    Director   for 
Reactor    Projects,    Directorate    of   Licensing 

(202)     973-7373 
Washington,  D.C.  20545 

Draft  Date 

Arkansas  Nuclear  One,  Unit  1  10/27 

Arkansas 
County:        Pope 
The    statement    refers   to    the    issuance  of    an   operating    li- 

cense   to    the    Arkansas    Power    Light   Co.    for   Unit    1,    which    will 
employ    a    2563    MWt    pressurized    water    reactor    to    produce    850 
MWe.       The    statement   considers    the   effects   both    of    Unit    1, 
and    of    Units    1    and     (under   construction)       2   operating 
simultaneously.       Cooling   water    for    Unit    1    will    be    drawn   from 
Lake    Dardanelle    for   a    cnce-through    system   and   discharged    to 
an    embayment    of    the   lake   at    15    degrees    F.    above    ambient. 
Aquatic   organ  isTis   may    be   adversely   affected    by    impingement 

upon    intake    screens,    entrapment   in    the   cooling   system,    or 
temperature   variations.        (310    pages) 
(EIR    ORDER    #    05530)  (NTIS    ORDER    »    EIS    72    5530D) 

Rancho    Seco    Nuclear    Station  10/2U 

California 
County:  Sacramento 
The   statement    refers   to   the    proposed   continuation   of   a    con- 

struction   pernit    and   the    issuance   of   an    operating    license 
to    the    Sacramento    Municipal   Utility    District    for    the   start- 

up   and   operation    of    Unit    1.      The    unit    will   employ   a    pressur- 
ized   water   reactor    to    produce    2788    MWt    and    901    MWe     (net)  ; 

cooling  water    will    be    drawn   from    the   Folsom   South    Canal,    and 
circulated   through   2    natural    draft    towers.       Total    body-dose 
to    the    population    within   a    50    mile   radius    will    be    3    man-rem/ 
year  .       (1  ̂U    pa  ges) 
(ELR    CPDER    #    05520)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EIS    72    5520D) 

Water  ford    Station,    Unit    3  10/31 

Louisi  ana 
County:         St.  Charles 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  issuance  of  a  construc- 

tion permit  to  the  Louisiana  Power  and  Light  Co,  for  Unit  3, 
which  is  to  be  on  a  site  with  two  existing  oil-fueled  gener- 

ating plants.  Unit  3  will  employ  a  pressurized  water  reactor 
to  produce  3U10  MWt  and  1165  MWe  (net) ;  a  "stretch"  level  of 
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1560    MWt    is    anticipated.    Cooling    water    will   be    obtained    by    a 
once-through    flow    from    the    Mississippi    River.    The   estimated 
dose    to   the    population    within    50    miles    from    the    station    is 
2    nian-rem/year .     (212    pages) 
(El.P    ORDER    #    05549)  (NTIS    ORDER    t     FIS    72    55490) 

Forked    River    Muclear    Station  10/18 

New  Jersey 
County:        Ocean 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  issuance  of  a  construc- 

tion permit  to  the  Jersey  Central  Power  and  Light  Co,  for  a 
3410  MWt,  1093  HWe,  pressurized  water  reactor  near  Forked 
River.   Cooling  water  would  be  obtained  from  Barnegat  Bay 
through  a  canal,  and  circulated  through  a  counter-flow  na- 

tural draft  cooling  tower.  Aquatic  organisms  will  be  adver- 
sely affected  by  thermal,  chemical,  and  mechanical  shock. 

(The  interaction  of  the  Forked  River  Station  with  the  nearby 
Oyster  Creek  Station  was  considered  in  the  statement's  eval- 

uation of  environmental  impact.)   (182  pages) 
(EI.F.  ORDER  t  05484)     (NTIS  ORDER  *    EIS  72  5484D) 

Peach  BottoTi  Power  Station  10/17 

Pennsylvania 
County:  York 
The   statement    refers    to   the    proposed   continuation    of   con- 

struction   pernits    and   the    issuance   of  an   operating    license 
to   the    Philadslphia    Electric    Power    Co.    for    units    2    and    3 
of    the   Station.    The   two   units    will    employ    identical    boiling 
water    reactors    to    produce   a    total   of    6586    H  Wt   and    2130    HWe, 

with    "stretch"    capacities   of    6880    HWt    and    2226    MHe.    Exhaust 
steam    will    be   cooled    by    a    once   through    flow    from    the   Susque- 

hanna,   and   by   forced   draft    towers    when    needed.    The    AEC    staff 
believes   that    thermal    effects   are    understated    by    the   appli- 

cant  and   that    there    is    significant    potential   for   extensive 
thermal  damage    to    the    biological   community    within    Conowingo 
Pond.     (370    pages) 
(ELP    ORDER    #    05481)  (MTIS    ORDER    #    EIS    72    5481D) 

Virgil    G.    Sumner    Nuclear    Station  10/04 

South    Carolina 
County:  Fairfield 
The   statement    refers   to   the    proposed    issuance   of    a    construc- 

tion   permit    to    the    South   Carolina    Electric   and    (las    Co.    for 
the    station.       Unit    1    will   employ   a   pressurized    water   reactor 
of    2775   MWt    to    produce    900«We     (net):    "stretch"    levels   of 
'2914MWt   and   950    MWe   are   anticipated.       A    6,800   acre    lake    will 
be   constructeJ    by    the    applicant    in   order    to    provide    cooling 
water    for    the   Station.       Small    quantities   of   radioactive   mat- 

erial   will    be    released    to    the    environs.        (A    Federal    Power 
Commission    impact    statement    , FPC    No.    1894,      refers    to   South 
Carolina    Electric's    Fairfield    Pumped    Storage    Hydrostat ion. 
The    two   statements    together    will    cover    the    overall    impact 



51 

of    the    project).        (230    pages) 
(El!^    OPDES    #    0539U)  (NTIS    ORDER    #     EIS    72    539UD) 

Final  Date 

Indian  Point  Henerating  Plant  10/OU 

The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  issuance  of  an  operat- 
ing license  to  the  Consolidated  Edison  Co.  of  New  York,  Inc. 

for  Unit  2  of  the  3  unit  plant.   The  unit  will  employ  a  pres- 
surized water  reactor  of  873  nWe.   A  total  of  2600  cfs  of 

water  for  once-through  cooling  and  service  systems  will  be 
drawn  from  tha  Hudson  River  and  discharged  at  1  "i  degrees  F 
above  ambient.   The  dissolved  oxygen  concentration  in  dis- 

charge water  will  be  reduced  to  levels  which  may  bo  harmful 
to  aquatic  life.   The  impacts  of  the  cooling  system  intake 
structure,  thermal  discharge,  and  chemical  (including  chlo- 

rine), discharge,  will  adversely  affect  aguatic  life  in  the 
New  York,  New  Jersey,  and  New  England  regions.   (2  volumes) 
COMMENTS  nADE  BY:  USDA  COE   DOC   EPA   FPC   HE«   DOI   DOT 

state  and  local  agencies  and 
concerned  citizens 

(EIP  ORDER  #  05400)     (NTIS  ORDE?.  #  EIS  72  SUOOF) 

Arkansas  Nuclaar  One  Unit  2  10/OU 

Ark  ansas 
County:         Pope 
The  statement  considers  the  issuance  of  a  construction  per- 

mit to  the  Arkansas  Power  and  Light  Co.  for  Unit  2,  a  2760 
MWt,  950MWO  pressurized  water  reactor,  with  anticipated 
future  power  levels  of  2900KWt  and  97U  MWe.   Water  for  the 
closed  cycle  cooling  system  (with  a  natural-draft  tower) 
will  be  drawn  from  the  Illinois  Bayou  of  the  Dardanelle 

Reservoir.   Fish  may  be  entrapped  on  the  cooling  system  in- 
let,  radioactivity  released  from  the  Unit  will  include 

4350  curies  of  gaseous  effluents  and  1005  curies  of  liquid 
effluents  (including  1000  of  tritium),  annually.   (29U  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  COE   DOC   EPA   FPC   HEW   HUD   DOI   DOT 
(ELE  ORDER  #  05393)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5393F) 

tdwin  I  Hatch  Nuclear  Plant  10/31 

Georgi  a 
County:  Appling 
The   statement    refers    to    the    issuance    to    the    Georgia    Power 
Co.    of   an    operating   license    for    Unit    1    and   a   construction 
license   for   Unit    2.    Fach    of    the   two    boiling   water    reactors 
will    have    a    capacity    of    2537    MWt;    Unit    1    will    produce    813 
MWe;    Unit    2    will    produce    822    MWe.    The    Units- will    be    cooled 
by    a    closed    system    with    mechanical    draft    towers,    with    wa- 

ter   being    taken    from   and    discharged    to    the    Altamaha    River. 
The    25,000    gpm    of    water    will    be    heated    3    degrees    above 
ambient    prior   to  discharge;    170,000    curies   of      radio- 

active  materials    in    gaseous    effluents,    and    10   curies    in 



52 

liquid  efflueits  will  be  released  per  year.  (21B  pages) 

COMHFNTS  ^ADS  BY:  a SDA  COE   DOC   EPA   FPC   HEW   HUD   DOI   DOT 

(£LR  OPCER  *  05550)     (NTTS  ORDER  #  ETS  72  5550F) 

Shorehan  Nuclaar  Power  Station  10/06 

New    York 

County:  Suffolk 

The    statc:nent    refers    to    the    proposed    issuance   of    a    con- 
struction   pernit    to    the    Long    Island    Lighting    Co.       A    single 

boiling   water    reactor,    of    2U36    MWt    and    820KWe    (net)     capacity 
will    be   installed.       Cooling    water    will   be   drawn    from   and 

discharged    to    Long    Island    Sound,    at    14    degrees    above   ambient 
Karine   organis;Tis    may   become    impinged    upon    intake    apparatus; 
radioactive    gaseous    and    liquid    effluents    will   be    released 
to    the    environment,        (5R0    pages) 
COf^MFNTS    MADE    BY:     USDA    COE       DOC       HEW       DOT       EPA       FPC 

(ELF    OBDEH    #    05U23)  {NTIS    ORDER    #    FIS    72    5423F) 

William    D.    ricGuire   Nuclear    Station  10/27 

North    Carolina 
The    statement    considers    the    issuance   of   a   construction 
peririt    to    the    Duke    Power   Co.    for    the    2    unit    Station,      Each 
of    the   pressurized    water   reactors    will    produce    3U00MMt    to 

provide    2300M«e,     and    be    cooled    by    a    once-through    flow    of 
water    from   Lake    Norman;    discharge    will    be   at    If)    degrees    F 
above    ambient.       Small    amounts    of   non-rad ioactive   chemicals 
will   be   released    to   the    water;    an    estimated    dose    of    78    man- 
rem    per   year    (within   a    50    mile    radius)     will    be   released    to 
the    environs.         (approx.    400    pages) 
COMMENTS    MADS    BY:     USDA    DOC       COE       EPA       HEW       DOI       FPC       DOT 

(ELP    ORDER    #    05531)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EIS    72    5531F) 
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DEPAHT1ENT    OF    COMMERCE 

Contact:  Dr.    Sidney    R.    Galler 
Deputy    Assistant    Secretary    for 
Environmental    Affairs 

Department    of    Commerce 
Washington,    D.  C.     20230 

(202)     967-4335 

Draft  Date 

Marine  Resource  Facility  10/02 

North  Carolina 
County:        Carteret 
The  proposed  project  involves  the  construction  of  a  single 
building,  parking  lots,  an  access  road,  a  pier  and  boat  basin 
a  septic  system,  and  related  facilities.   Several  acres  of 
iraritiire  forest  will  be  committed  to  the  action.   (25  pages) 

(ELR  OPDER  #  05381)     (NTTS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  53''1D) 

Final  Date 

Artificial  Reafs,  Cape  Henry  10/04 

Virginia 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  creation  of  two  artifi- 

cial reefs,  of  80  and  UOO  acres,  which  would  be  constructed 
15  and  30  miles  east  of  Cape  Henry  by  the  sinking  of  166 
surplus  Navy  landing  craft  and  barges.  The  purposes  of  the 
project  are  those  of  creating  a  habitat  attractive  to  sport 
fishes  and  of  providing  research  on  the  benefits  of  artifi- 

cial reefs.  Banthic  fauna  will  be  damaged  at  the  two  sites. 
(27  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  COE   USN   DOI 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05392)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5392F) 
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Contact:  Mr.    Francis    X.    Kelly 
Dirsctor,    Office    of    Public   Affairs 
att-i:     DAEN-PAP 
Office    of    the   Chief   of    Engineers 
U,    S.    Army    Corps    of    Engineers 
1000    Independence    Avenue,    S.     W, 
Washington,    D.    C.    2031U 

(202)     693-7168 

Draft  Date 

John   Mollis   Bankhead   Lock    and    Dam  10/11 

Alabama 

The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a  re- 
placement lock  at  the  dam.   Approximately  5.5  million  cu . 

yds.  of  material  will  be  dredged  and  disposed  of,  and  189 
acres  of  land  will  be  required  for  the  project.   Adverse 
effects  will  result  to  local  flora  and  fauna.   (20  pages) 
(ELP  OFDER  »  05U43)     (NTIS  ORDEE  »  EIS  72  5aa3D) 

San  Francisco  Bay  Drift  Removal  10/19 

California 
The  stateinent  refers  to  the  removal  of  navigational  hazards 
(debris)  from  the  bay,  and  its  use  in  land  fill  at  Fort 
Barry.   Some  adverse  effects  will  result  to  wildlife  habitat 
(20  pages) 
(ELR    ORDER    »    05U96)  (NTIS    ORDER    #     EIS    72    5a96D) 

Humboldt    Harbor    and    Bay  10/19 

California 
County:  Humboldt 
The   statement    refers   to   a    project    which    involves    the  main- 

tenance  dredging    of   navigation   channels    in    the    Bay   and    the 
rehabilitation    of    jetties    at    its    entrance.      Marine    life    will 
be   adversely    affected    by   dredging    operations.       (20    pages) 
(EIR    ORDER    »    05497)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EIS    72    5a97D) 

Redwood    City    Harbor  10/19 

Call f ornia 
County:  San    Mateo 
The   statement    refers    to    the    proposed   maintenance   dredging 
of    the    Harbor.       Dredging   activities    will   adversely    affect 
marine    biota.        (28    pages) 
(ELR    ORDER    #    05498)  (NTIS    ORDER    »    EIS    72    5a98D) 

Richmond    Inner    Harbor  10/19 

Cal i  fornia 
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County:  Contra    Costa 
The    statement    refers   to    the    proposed   maintenance   dredging 
of   the    harbor,    with    150,000   cu.    yds.    of    spoil    to    be    dumped 
at    Alcatraz.       Marine   life   will    be   adversely   affected.     (25 
pages) 
(ELP    OFDER    »    05U99)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EIS    72    5U99D) 

Lakeport    Lake  10/25 

Cal if ornia 
County:  Lake 
The   state.nont    refers   to    the    proposed   construction   of   a 
1,5U0'    long    earth    and   rockfill   dam   on   Scott's    Creek,    for 
the    purposes   of    flood    control    and    irrigation.       Approxi- 

mately   700   acres    of    land   and    8    miles   of    riparian   habitat 
will    be   inundated    by   the   project.       (68    pages) 
(ELF    ORDER    #    05528)  (NTTS    ORDER    #    EIS    72    5528D) 

Jacksonville    Port    Authority  10/19 

Florida 
County :         Duval 
The   statement    refers    to    the    proposed    granting   of    a    dredge 
and    fill   permit,    pursuant    to    Section    10    of    the    River   and 
Harbor    Act    of    1899,    to    the    Jacksonville    Port    Authority.       The 

project    conte-nplated    under   authority   of    the    permit    involves 
the    construction   of    a    bulkhead    in    the    Back    River   at    Blount 
Island,    behinl    which    dredged    spoil    from    both    the   Back   and 
St.    John's    River    would    be   deposited    in   the   construction 
of    an   Offshore    Power   Systems     (OPS)     facility    for    the    produc- 

tion  of   Floating    Nuclear   Plants    (FNP) .       Approximately   2U0 
acres   of   the    Back    River,    along   with    the    River's    present   and 
future   biological    contribution   to    the   St.    John's    ecosystem, 
will    be  committed    to   the    project,       (approx,     210    pages) 
(ELP    ORDER    #    OSagU)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EIS    72    54910) 

Perry    Creek  10/20 

Iowa 
County:         Plymouth        Woodbury 
The  statement  refers  to  a  proposed  project  which  would  pro- 

vide flood  protection  for  the  western  portion  of  the  Sioux 
City  metropoliton  area.   Physical  features  of  the  project 
would  be  4  dans  and  lakes  and  6  miles  of  channel  works.   Ap- 

proximately 5,980  acres  (1,140  of  which  would  be  inundated), 
of  agricultural  land  would  be  reguired  for  the  project;  30 
families  wouli  be  displaced.   (89  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  »  05503)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5503D) 

Lake  Barkley  10/17 

Kentucky 
County:         Lyon 
The  proposed  action  is  the  sale  of  124  acres  of  Federally 
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owned  land  to  the  Lyon  County  Port  Authority,  for  use  in 
developing  a  public  port  and  industrial  facilities.   The 
sale  would  result  in  restricted  land  use  and  the  possibi  - 
ity  of  industrial  waste  pollution  of  the  Lake.   (10  pages) 
(ELP  OEDEH  #  35a7U)     (NTTS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  54740) 

Petit  Anse,  Tigre,  and  Carlin  Bayous  10/06 

Louisi  ana 

The    statement    refers    to   the    proposed    replacement    of    a    rail- 
road   bridge   and    the   enlargement    of    Bayou   Carlin    and    Bayou 

Petit    Anse   in    order    to    reduce    navigation   ha7ards.       Approxi- 
mately   1,200,000   cu .    yds.    of    spoil    will    be    dredged    and    de- 

posited  on    a    2,900   acre    area     (400    acres    of    which    is    agricul- 
tural-pasturel and    and    500    of    which    is  marsh).        (73    pages) 
(ELR    ORDER    #    05422)  (NTIS    ORDEB    »    EIS    72    5422D) 

Hurricane    Protection,    New    Orleans    to    Venice  10/06 

Louisiana 
The    statement    refers   to    the    proposed   enlargment    of    36   miles 
of    levee    from   City    Price    to    Venice,    and    the   construction    of 
16    miles   of   new    levee    from   Phoenix    to    Bohemia,     in   order    to 

provide   prote::tion    from   hurricane-induced    flooding.       Approx- 
imately  8,500   acres   will   be.  used    for    temporary    ponding    and 

1,200    acres    will    be    required    for    right-of-way;    much    of    this 
land    is   estuarine    marsh,        (35   pages) 
(ELH    ORDER    #    05425)  (NTIS    ORDER    #     EIS    72    5425D) 

Grand    Isle    and    Vicinity  10/06 

Louisi  ana 
County:  LaFourche 
The    statement    refers    to    the    proposed    construction    of    43    mile 
of    levee,    along    with    appurtenant    structures,    along    both   banks 
of    Bayou   Lafourche,    in   order    to   provide    protection    from   hur- 

ricane-induced   floods.       The    completion    of    the    project    would 
encourage    residential,    commercial,    and    industrial   develop- 

ment   within    the    protected    area,    which    includes    24,600   acres 
of    biologically    productive    marsh.        (33    pages) 
(ELR    ORDER    #    05427)  (NTIS    ORDER    »     EIS    72    5427D) 

Calcasieu    Rivar,    Coon    Island  10/13 

Louisiana 
County:        Calcasieu 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a  40 » 
X  200«  ship  channel  and  a  750'  x  1000*  turning  basin  in  or- 

der to  allow  more  efficient  use  of  the  channel  by  larger  and 
deeper-draft  vessels.   Approximately  3,252,000  acres  of 
dredged  spoil  will  be  deposited  at  diked  sites.   The  pro-ject 
will  stimulate  industril  growth.   There  will  be  adverse  im- 

pacts upon  fish,  wildlife,  water,  and  recreational  resour- 
ces in  the  project  area.   (53  pages) 

(ELP  ORDER  #  05467)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5467D) 
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Morgan    City 10/31 

Louisiana 
County:  St.     Mary 
The    statement    refers    to    the    proposed    enlargement    of    21,4 
miles   of   levee    and    the    construction   of    3.5   miles   of    new 

levee,    in   order    to    minimize    hurricane   induced    flooding.    Nu- 
merous   pipelines    will    be    relocated,    and    several    pumping 

stations    will    be    modified    due    to    the    construction.      (32 
pa  ges) 
(£T  B    0«DFR    tf    055U3)  (NTIS    ORDER    #     EIS    72    55U3D) 

Nanticoke    Riv^r 10/13 

l*5aryland  Delaware 
The    proposed    action   is    the    maintenance   dredging    of    the    navi- 

gation  channel    of    the    Pivar.       Marine   biota    will    be    adversely 
affected   by    dredging    operations;       deposit    of    spoils    will 
cover    an    unspecified    amount    of    ground.        (12    pages) 
(ET.E    OhBER    #     05465)  (NTIS    ORDER    #     EIS    72    5465D) 

Fouge    River    Flood    Control    Project 10/13 

Michigan 
County:  Wayne 
The   document    is   a    supplement    to   a    final    statement    which   was 
filed    with   the    Council    on    June   7,     1972.       The    NT  TS    Order    Num- 

ber   for    the    original    is    EIS    72    4662F.        (36    pages) 
(FLR    ORDER    #    05462)  (NTIS    ORDER    #     FI S    72    5462F) 

Days    High    Laniiing 10/12 

Minnesota 
County:  Cass  Itasca 
The    statement    refers    to    a    legislative    proposal    which    would 
allow    the   construction    of    a    log-stop   dam    across    the    Mississ- 

ippi   River,    in   order    to    mitigate   conservation   losses  caused 
by    past   actions.       Approximately    4,6CC   acres    of   land    and    8 
miles    of    free- flowing    river   would    be    inundated.       (46   pages) 
(ELP    OPDFH    <!    05449)  (NTIS    ORDER    #     ETS     72    5449D) 

Pattonsburg    Lake    Project 10/06 

Missouri 
County:  Daviess 
The    statement    refers    to    the    proposed    construction    of   a    dam 
and    reservoir    on    the   Grand    River    for    the    purposes   of    flood 
control,    hydroelectric    power,    recreation,    and   water    supply. 
Approximately    43,000   acres    of    land    and    42   miles    of    free 
flowing    river    would    be    inundated,    with   adverse    effects    upon 
fish    and    wildlife    habitat    and    the   agricultural    economy    of 
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the  Pattonsburq  area.   Parts  of  three  towns,  along  with 

their  supportiny  utilities,  would  be  displaced.   Archeoloq- 
ic  sites  would  be  inundated.   (approx.  350  pages) 
(ElE  ORDER  t  05411)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5U11D) 

Shoal  Creek  Channel 

10/2U Missouri 

County:         Putnam  ^     Schuyler 

The  statement  refers  to  th^e  proposed  construction  of  a 
flood  control  project  involving  1.8  miles  of  channel  improve- 

ment and  a  high  flow  channel.   Adverse  effects  of  the  pro- 
ject would  include  the  loss  of  riparian  habitat  and  the 

reduction  of  recreational  opportunities.   (31  pages) 

(ELP  ORDER  #  05523)     (N'^IS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5523D) 

Gavins  Point  Dam  10/18 

Nebraska       South  Dakota 
The  statement  refers  to  the  operation  and  maintenance  of  the 
dam  and  Lewis  and  Clark  Lake,  which  are  on  the  Missouri 

River.   The  project  is  operated  for  the  purposes  of  irriga- 
tion, recreation,  flood  control,  navigation,  and  power  gen- 

eration.  (38  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  35U83)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  54B3D) 

East  River  10/13 

New  York 
County:         Queens 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  maintenance  dredging 
of  the  spur  channel  of  the  East  River,  with  spoil  being  de- 

posited at  the  New  York  Bight.   Marine  biota  will  be  adverse- 
ly affected.   (13  pages) 

(ELR  ORDER  »  05464)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72.  54640) 

Port  Chester  Harbor  10/13 

New  York 
County:        Westchester 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  maintenance  dredging 
of  the  harbor  and  Byram  River,  for  navigational  purposes. 
Approximately  60,000  cu.  yds.  of  material  will  be  dredged 
and  dumped  in  the  New  York  Bight. 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05466)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5466D) 

Bay  Ridqe  and  Red  Hook  Channels  10/18 

New  York 

The    proposed    project    is    the   maintenance    dredging   of    the   exist- 
ing   navigation    channel;    with    spoil    being    dumped    in    the    New 

York    Bight.      Temporary    turbidity    will  adversely   affect    ma- 
rine   life.        (9    pages) 

(ELR    ORDER    #    05487)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EIS    72    5487D) 
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Bowline  Point  Generating  Station  10/2U 

New    York 
The   statement    refers   to   the    proposed    granting   of    a    discharge 
permit,    pursuant    to    Section    13   of    the   Fiver    and    Harbor    Act   of 
1899,    to   Orange    and    Rockland    Utilities,    Inc.,    for    construc- 

tion   of   the    Station.       The    project    will    include    two    600    liW 
(fuel    oil)    electric   generating    units,    a    marine    fuel    oil    re- 

ceiving terminal     (which    will   extend    500'    into   the   Hudson 
River),    the   dredging   of    an    inlet   channel,    and    the   construc- 

tion  of    recreation    facilities.       Ten   acres   of    wetlands    have 
been   committei    to    the    project;    there   is    potential    for    damage 
to   marine   life    and    increases    in   air    pollution.        (106    pages)) 
(ELP    ORDER    #    05522)  (NTIS    ORDER    #     EIS    12    5522D) 

Guadalupe    Rivsr  10/17 

Texas 
County;  Victoria  Calhoun  Refugio 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  removal  of  H  major  log 
jams  on  the  river,  in  order  to  prevent  flooding  and  improve 
navigation.  Shelter  for  aguatic  species  will  be  eliminated 
and  wildlife  habitat  on  15  acres  of  right-of-way  will  be  dis- 

turbed. The  burning  of  the  logs  will  create  air  pollution. 
(20  pages) 
(ELR   ORDER    #    05i+73)  (NTIS   ORDER    #    EIS    72    5U73D) 

Hampton  Creek 

Virginia 

The  proposed  project  involves  the  maintenance  dredging  of 
the  navigation  channel  of  the  creek  to  its  authorized  depth 
of  12  feet.   Spoil  will  be  deposited  at  the  Craney  Island 
Disposal  Area.   Temporary  turbididy  will  disturb  marinelife. 
(As  Hampton  is  a  commercial  fishery  center,  concern  is  ex- 

pressed in  the  statement  over  the  possible  adverse  effects 
of  silt  on  fish  eggs.   (12  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05486D)         (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5486D) 

Willamette  and  Columbia  Rivers  10/10 
Washington      Oregon 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a  UO' 
deep  navigation  channel,  (1600«  wide),  at  Slaughters  Bar; 
and  a  a0»  x  1200'  turning  basin  at  Longview  Bridge.   Dredg- ed spoil  will  be  deposited  at  Lord  Island,  Slaughters  Bar, and  Howard  Island  (at  3.1  million  cu.  yds.  initially  and U50,000  cu.yds.  annually  thereafter).  Approximately 509  acres  of  wildlife  habitat  will  be  lost  to  the  project 
(35  pages)  

-" 

(PLR  ORDER  #  05a35)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5a35D) 
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lower    Monumental    Lake  10/18 

Wa  sbinqton 
County:        Columbia 
The  proposed  action  is  the  sale  of  89  acres  of  water  front 
land  (on  Lower  Monumental  Lake  of  the  Snake  River)  to  the 
Port  of  Columbia  County,  for  the  developirent  of  industrial 
and  port  facilities.  The  change  of  ownership  itself  would 
create  no  impact;  the  subsequent  development  however  could. 
Pesultant  impact  may  occur  to  wildlife  resources,  and  air 
and  water  quality) .   (35  pages) 
(ELP  ORDER  t  05488)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5U88D) 

Final  Date 

King  Cove  10/24 

Alaska 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a  1,250 

long  earthfill  dike  and  a  210*  rock  groin,  and  the  dredging 
of  a  UOO'  long  channel  and  an  11  acre  anchorage  basin.   The 
project  would  provide  protected  mooring  for  resident  and 
transient  fishing  vessels.   Approximately  23.8  acres  of  ma- 

rine and  waterfowl  habitat  would  be  committed  to  the  project 
(8  0  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  DOI   DOT   DOC   EPA 

state  agencies  and  concerned  citizens 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05513)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5513F) 

Fall  Creek  Basin  10/02 

Indiana 
County:  Marion  Hancock  Madison 
The   statement    refers   to    the    proposed  construction   of   a 

270C'     long,    80'    high    rolled    earth    dam  and    its   resulting 
reservoir.    The    purposes   of    the    action   are    flood    control, 
water    supply,    and    recreation.     Approximately    15,250    acres 
will   be    required    by   the    project,    6709   of    it    being 
inundated;    mu-h    of    the    area    is   agricultural    and    wooded 

land.    Twenty-one   miles   of    free- flowing    stream   will   be 
eliirinated,    being    converted    to    lenitic    habitat.    The   communi- 

ty   of   Luxhaven,    with   an    unspecified   number   of    residences    and 
businesses,    will    be    obliterated.     (156    pages) 
COMMENTS    1ADE    BY:     USDA     EPA       HEW       DOI       DOT 

(ELR    ORDER    #    05386)  (NTIS    ORDER    #     EIS    72    53B6F) 

Camp   Ground    Lake    Project  10/12 

Kentucky 
County:         Washington      Nelson         Anderson 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a  dam 
and  reservoir  on  Salt  River,  49  miles  upstream  from  Beech 
Fork.  The  purposes  of  the  project  are  flood  control,  water 
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quality  control,    fish    and    wildlfie    enhancement,    and    recrea- 
tion.   ApproxiTiately    18,550   acres    will    be  required    for    the 

project;    of   those    5,070    acres,    along    with    50    miles    of    free- 
flowinq   strean,    will   be    inundated.     An   unspecified    number 
of    residences    will    be    displaced.       (58    pages) 
COMMENTS    flADE    BY:     tl  SD  A    KPA       HEW       DOI       DOT 

(KLR    OFDER    #    05au7)  (NTIS    ORDER    #     EIS    72    54a7F) 

Copan    lake  10/2U 

Oklahoira 

County:  Washington 
ihe    statement    refers    to    the    proposed   construction    of   a   multi 
purpose    (flood    control,    water    supply,    water  quality   control, 
recreation,    aid    fish    and    wildlife)     dam   and    reservoir   on   the 
Little    Caney   River.      The   reservoir    will    permanently    inundate 
U,850    acres    of    land,    with   an    additional    8,530   acres    being 
contained    in    the    flood    pool,    which    is   expected    to    fill   once 
every    16   years.       Approximately    77    families    will    be   displaced; 

2    railroads,    highways,    and   other    facilities    will    be    relocate^ 
wildlife   habitat    will    be   lost.       (approx.     135   pages) 
COMMENTS    MADE    BY:      EPA       HEW       DOI 

state   agencies    of    Kansas,    Arkansas, 
and    Oklahoma,    and    concerned   citizens 

(EI.5    OPDErt    #    0551U)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EIS    72    55iaF) 

Days   Creek    Lake  10/06 

Oregon 
County:  Douglas 
The   statement    refers    to    the    proposed   construction   of   a 

rockfill    dam    and    a    UB0,000    acre-feet    reservoir,    on    the 
South    Umpqua    River,    for    flood    control    and   recreational 
purposes.    The    project    would    inundate   4,720    acres    of   land 

and    30   miles   of    free    flowing    stream,    adversely    affecting 
fish   spawning    and    rearing    grounds.    An   annual    timber 

production    of   2 1 5, 0002  board    feet    would    be    lost.       Displace- 
ments   would    include    2U    farmsteads,     80   residences,    7 

businesses,    one   church,    two    schools    and    supporting 
utilities.       (250    pages) 
COMMENTS    MADZ    BY:     USDA    DOC       EPA       FPC       HEW       DOI       DOT 

(ELP    ORDER    #    05U26)  (NTIS    ORDER     »    EIS    72    5426?) 

Walker    Dam   Impoundment  10/2U 

Virginia 
County:         New  Kent 
The  action  is  the  treatment  of  the  waters  of  the  impoundment 
with  a  50-50  mixture  of  diquat  dibromide  and  potassium  endo- 
thall.   The  purpose  of  the  action  is  the  control  of  the 
Brazilian  waterweed  (Eqeria  densa) .   Adverse  effects  will 
include  minor  fish  kills;  a  reduction  in  the  oxygen  content 
of  the  water;  the  rendering  of  reservoir  water  not  potable 
for  a  period  of  2  weeks;  and  potential  damage  to  an  adjacent 
farm.   (38  pages) 
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COMMFNTS  MADE  BY:  OSDA  DOC   EPA   DOI 

state  agencies  and  concerned  citizens 

(ELR  ORDER  #  0SS11)     (NTIS  ORDFR  #  ETS  72  5511F) 
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ENVIH0N!*1ENTAL    PPOTECTION    AGENCY 

Contact:  Mr.    Sheldon    Meyers 
Diractor,    Office   of    Federal   Activities 
Roon    3630    Waterside    Mall 

Washington      D.C,     20a60 

(202)     755-09U0 

Draft  Date 

City  of  San  Antonio  10/24 

Texas 
County:        Bexar 

The  statement  refers  to  the  City's  30  year  regional  sewerage 
plan,  which  contemplates  the  construction  of  interceptor 
sewer  additions  to  its  existing  sewerage  system.   Of  concern 
is  the  protection  of  the  Edwards  Underground  Reservoir,  the 
area's  primary  water  source,   (172  pages) 
(ELR  OBDER  #  05518)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5518D) 



64 

FEDERAL     POWER    COfiniSSION 

Contact:  Dr.     Richard    F.    Hill 
Acting    Advisor   on    Environmental    Quality 
U41    n    street,    N.  W. 
Washington,    D.C.     20U26 

(202)     386-6084 

Draft  Date 

Kern   Canyon    Project    No.     178  10/20 

California 
County:  Kern 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  approval  of  an  applica- 

tion by  the  Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Co.  for  the  constructed 
Station.  The  project  consists  of  a  hydroelectric  power  plan 
of  8^80  kw,  a  dam  and  reservoir,  and  appurtenant  facilities. 
(45  pages) 
(ELK    OFDEB    #    05500)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EIS    72    5500D) 

Grace-Cove    Project    No.    2401  10/06 

Idaho 
County:  Caribou 
The   statement    refers    to    the    proposed   approval    of    an    applica- 

tion   by    the   Utah    Power    and    Light    Co.     for    the    U4,000kw    hydro- 
electric   power    project.       The    statement    mentions    no   siqnifi- 

ment    adverse    impacts.        (9    pages) 
(ELR    ORDER    #    05407)  (NTIS    ORDER    #     EIS    72    5407D) 

Molly's   Falls    Project    No.    2439  10/06 

Vermont 
County:  Washington  Caledonia 
The    statement    considers   an   application    by   the   Green    Mountain 

Power   Corp.    for    a   major    license    for    the    5,000    kW    hydroelec- 
tric   power   project.      The    statement    indicates   that   no  adverse 

environmental    impact    will    result    from    the    action.        (25    pages 
(ELR    ORDER    #    05429)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EIS    72    5429D) 
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DEPARTMENT    OF    HOD 

Contact:  Mr.    Pichard    H.    aroun 
Director,    Knvironmental    and    Land    Use 
Planning   Division 
Washington,    D.C.     20mC 

(202)     755-6186 

Draft  Date 

Proposed    Subdivisions,    Tucson  10/19 

Arizona 
County:         Pima 
The   statement    refers   to    the   proposed    granting   of    HUD  mort- 

gage   insurance    under   Section    203-D   of    the   Housing    Act    for 
U   subdivisions    in    Tucson.      The    sites   are    situated    imirediate- 
ly    west   of   Tucson    International    Airport    and    adjoin    its   north 
west   approach    zone;    residents    would    be   subjected   to    aircraft 
noise.       (18    pages) 
(EIR    ORDER    #    05a92)  (NTIS    ORDER    #     ETS    72    5a92D) 

Chatham    West    I  10/27 

Massachusetts 

The    statement    refers   to    the    proposed   construction    of    350 

units    of   multi-family    housing    on   a    20. U    acre    site   in    the 
City   of   Brockton.       Adverse    impacts   of   the    project    include 
the    effects    upon   surface    water    runoff   and   upon   the    aesthetic 
environment    of    an    adjacent    park,        (38    pages) 
(ELR    OEDER    #    35538)  (NTIS    ORDER    »    EIS    72    5538D) 

Final  Date 

Welfare  Island  10/27 

New  York 
The   statement    refers   to   the    proposed   certification    of 
Welfare  Island    as    a   new    community   according    to    the    terms   of 
Section   7  12   of    the    Urban   Growth    and    New    Community    Act    of 
197C.       The   developer    is   not    applying    for   guarantee   and    loan 
assistance   but    is    interested    in    the    grant    provision   of    the 
Act,       The    new   town    development    will    contain    5,000    dwelling 
units    which    will    house    approximately    17,500    persons;    all 
corimercial    and    public    facilities    will   be    included.      Private 
automobiles    will    be    banned    from    the    community's    circulation 
system;    a    battery-operated    mini-bus    will    serve    the    community. 
(8  0    pages) 
COMMENTS  1ADE  BY:  USDA  CO E   DOC   AEC   EPA   GSA   HEW   DOI   OEO 

state  and  local  agencies 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05529)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5529F) 
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Bergstrom    Arms    Apartments,    Austin 10/17 

Texas 
County:        Travis 
The    statement    refers    to    the    proposed   construction   of   a 
98    unit   apartment    complex   on    a    6    acre   site   near    Austin. 

The    project   would    be   built    under    HUD's   Section    236,    Hous- 
ing   Program,    which    provides    HUD    payments   in   order    to   reduce 

the    interest    level   on    low-income    housing.      It    is    anticipat- 
ed   that   most    occupants    would    be    lower-ranking   Air    Force 

personnel    fron    Bergstrom    Air    Force    Rase,       Of   concern    is   the 
possible    impac;t   of    air    base    and    highway    noise.       (29    pages) 
COMMFNTS    MADR    BY:     USDA    OSAF    EPA       HEW       DOT 

(EI.H    ORDEiT    #    05U75)  (NTIS    GRDEP    #    EIS    72    5U75F) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  INTERIOR 

Contact:       Mr.  Bruce  Blanchard 
Director,  Environmental  Project  Review 
Roon  7260 
Department  of  the  Interior 
Washington,  D.  C.  20240 

(202)  3U3-3891 

Draft  Date 

Bonneville  Power  Administration  10/13 

Washington      Oregon  Idaho 
The  statement  refers  to  legislation  for  BPA's  proposed  pro- 

gram for  fiscal  year  1974.   The  program   will  involve  the 
construction  of  additions  to  the  transmission  system,  sub- 

stations, structures,  and  access  roads  in  Washington,  Oregon 
Idaho,  Wyoming,  and  Montana.   Adverse  environmental  impacts 
will  include  the  disturbance  of  topsoil,  water  erosion, 
stream  siltation,  and  the  reduction  of  scenic  qualities.  The 
use  of  herbicides  will  affect  wildlife  habitat,   (approx, 
450  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  »  35458)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5458D) 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Final  Date 

Oil  and  Gas  Lease  Sale  10/13 

Louisiana 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  sale  of  Oil  and  Gas 
Leases  to  135  tracts  (totalling  615,315  acres)  of  Outer 
Continental  Shelf  Lands.   All  tracts  offered  pose  some 
degree  of  pollution  risk.   Each  tract  offered  is  subject- 

ed to  a  matrix  analytical  technique  in  order  to  evaluate 
significant  environmental  impacts  should  leasing  occur 
and  subsequent  oil  and  gas  exploration  ensue.  The  sale 
is  tentatively  scheduled  to  be  held  in  late  autumn,  1972. 
(approx.  600  pages) 
COMMENTS  HADE  BY:  AEC   DOC   EPA   FPC   OEP   DOI 
(ELR  ORDER  »  05457)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5457F) 

Buraau  of  Outdoor  Recreation 

Draft  Date 

Cuyahoga   Valley  10/24 

Ohio 
County:        Cuyahoga       Summit 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  acquisition  by  the  Ohio 
Department  of  Natural  Resources,  of  14,500  acres  of  land. 
This  would  be  maintained  as  open  space  and  will  provide  pub- 

lic outdoor  recreation  opportunities.   Adverse  effects  of 
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the    action   will    be   the    loss   of   tax    base,    the   relocation   of 
29    residences,     the    restriction    of    land    uses,    and    an    expected 
influx    of    visitors.       (33    pages) 
(ELR    OPDES    #    35516)  (NTTS    ORDER    #    EIS    72    5516D) 

Bureau    of    Reclamation 

Draft  Date 

Moovalya    .larsh  10/31 

Arizona 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  dredging  of  80  acres 
of  marsh,  in  order  to  provide  a  kilo  power  boat  race  course 
and  convert  another  33  acres  to  dry  land  suitable  for  com- 

mercial, residential,  and  recreational  use.   The  project  is 
located  in  the  Colorado  River  Indian  Reservation.   Approxi- 

mately 150  acres  of  marsh  habitat  elsewhere  on  the  river  will 
be  rehabilitated  to  replace  that  lost  to  the  project;  a  10- 
acre  replacement  heron  and  egret  rookery  will  also  be  pro- 
viced.   (45  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  055U8)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  55480) 

Contra  Costa  Canal  Unit  10/19 

Call fornia 
The  proposed  project  involves  the  construction  of  a  5.1  mile 
long  underground  conduit  in  order  to  supplement  the  canal 
system  and  supply  water  to  Kartinez.   A  small  vineyard  will 
be  adversely  affected,   (24  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05493)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5493D) 

Ee  Luz  Heights  10/20 

Call fornia 
County:  San   Diego 
The   statement    refers   to   the    proposed   construction    of   a    pipe 
distribution    system    to    convey    water    from   the    San    Diego    Aque- 

duct   for    the    irrigation   of     1,700   acres    of    potential    avocado 
lands.       Approximately    14    acres    will    be    committed    to    the    pro- 
-ject;    1,700    acres    of    presently    undeveloped    land    will   be    used 
for    agricultural    purposes,    disturbing    existing    wildlife    hab- 

itat   and  stimulating   rural    development,        (23   pages) 
(ELR    ORDER    #    05501)  (NTIS    ORDER     #     EIS    72    5501D) 

Twin    Lakes    and    Mt .    Elbert  10/19 

Colorado 
County:  Lake 
The   statement    refers    to    the    proposed   construction    of   a    dam 
and    reservoir,     for    the    purposes   of    irrigation,    water   supply 
and    power    production.       Approximately    8,000   acres    would    be 

acquired    for    the    project;       of    this    971    acres    would    be    inun- 
dated.      Approximately    25   permanent    residences,    50    summer 
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homes,    and    related    facilities    will    be   displaced.        (The    dam 

is    part   of    the    Fr  yiny  pan-Arkansas    Project).       (1U3    pages) 
(ELF    OPDER    »    OSi+gS)  (NTIS    OHDER    #     EIS    72    5495D) 

Final  Date 

San  Luis  Unit  10/06 

Cali  f ornia 
County:        several 
The    statement    refers    to   a    project    which    is    intended    to    pro- 

vide  irrigation   for    600,000    acres   of   the    San   Joaguin   Valley. 

Facilities   of    the    project    will    include   one   major    dam   and   re- 
servoir,   a    forebay    dam    and    reservoir,    2    detention   dams    and 

reservoirs,    one    pumping    plant,     2   pump-generator    plants,    2 
major    canals,    a    distribution    and    drainage   collection   system, 
and    a   major    drainage   conveyance   canal.       The    total    number   of 
acres    to    be    committed    to    the    project    is    not    specified.       The 
habitat   of    2    rare    and    endangered    species    (the    San   Joaquin 

Kit    Fox   and    the    Blunt-nosed    Leopard    Lizard)     will   be    reduced. 
(87    pages) 
COMMENTS    MADE    BY:     USDA    LPA       FPC       HEW       DOI       DOT 

state    and    local    agencies   and 
concerned    citizens 

(ELP    OFDER    #    35a0U)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EIS    72    5a0UF) 

Buraau    of    Sports   Fisheries   and   Wildlife 

Draft  Date 

Valentino    National    Wildlife    Refuge  10/06 

Nebraska 

County:  Cherry 
The    statement    refers    to    a    legislative    proposal    that    16,317 
acres    of    the    Wildlife    Refuge    be    designated    as    wilderness 
within    the   National    Wilderness   Preservation   System,       Such 
designation   would   commit    the    area    to   the    forces    of    nature, 

and    remove    sono    future    management    options.       The    refuge    pro- 
vides   breeding    grounds    for    migratory   birds  and    other    wild- 

life,       (27    pages) 
(ELR    OFDKB    #    05U15)  (NTIS    ORDER    #     EIS    72    5415D) 

Columbian    White-tailed    Deer  10/24 

Oregon  Washington 
The    statement    refers   to    the    proposed   acguisition    of    5,230 
acres    of    land    in    Clatsop   County,    Oregon,    and    Wahkiakum   Count 

Washington,     for    designation    as   a    Columbian    White-tailed    Deer 
National    Wildlife    Refuge,      Other    wildlife   which    are    common 
to    the    area    include    whistling    swans    and    Canada    geese,    mink 

and    leaver,    bald    eagles    and    red-tailed    hawks,        (36    pages) 
(ELP    ORDER    #    05517)  (NTIS    ORCPR    »     ETS    72    5517D) 



70 

Fish    Control    Laboratory  10/OU 

Wisconsin 

County:        La  Crosse 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  relocation  and  expan- 
sionof  the  Laboratory  on  a  6 1  acre  site  on  French  Island. 
The  Laboratory  will  do  research  on  chemical,  biological,  phy 
sical,  and  integrated   controls  for  fish  and  sea  lamprey. 
Wastewater  from  laboratory  tests  would  have  adverse  effects 
if  the  treatmeat  plant  failed  to  function.  (2U6  pages) 
(ELP  ORDEH  #  05U03)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5103D) 

National  Park  Service 

Draft  Date 

Yoserrite    National    Park  09/19 

California 
The    statement    refers   to  the    proposed    designation   of    646,700 
acres   of    the    Park    as    wilderness.       A   segment    of   the    Sierra 
Nevada    mountain   range    would    be   preserved.      Impacts    discussed 
in    the   statement    include   cultural,    social,    scientific,    and 

economic   effects.        (3U    pages) 
(ELF    OFDER    #    05305)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EIS    72    5305D) 

Great    Sand    Dunes  09/19 

Colorado 
The   statement    refers   to    a    legislative   proposal    that    29,255 
acres    of   the    Great    Sand    Dunes    National    Monument    be    designa- 

ted   as    wilderness    within    the    National    Wilderness    Preserva- 
tion  System      Impacts   discussed    in    the  statement    include   eco- 

logical,    social,  and   economic   considerations.       (20    pages) 
(FIR    ORDER    #    05301)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EIS    72    5301D) 

flaleakala    National    Park  09/19 

Hawaii 
The    statement    refers   to    the    proposed   designation    of    19,270 
acres   as   wilderness   and    5,500    acres   as   potential    wilderness. 
The    Haleakala   Crater    is    included    in    the    tract.       The    state- 

ment  discusses    cultural,    social,    and  scientific    aspects   of 
the    proposal.       (2  4    pages) 
(ELR    ORDER    #    0529  3)  (NTIS    ORDER    »    EIS    72    5293D) 

Cumberland   Gap  09/19 

Kentucky  Tennessee  Virginia 
The    statement    refers    to   the    proposed    legislative   designation 
of    6,375  acres    of    the    Cumberland    Gap    National   Historical 
Park    as   wilderness   within    the   National   Wilderness    Preserva- 

tion   System;    an    additional    3,810   acres    is   recommended    as    po- 
tential wilderness.       Ecological,    social,    and   economic   im- 
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pacts    of    thf»    action    are    discussed.        {2U    paqes) 
(ELR    ORDER    fr    05298)  (NTIS    ORDER    #     SIS    72    5298D) 

Carlsbad    Caverns    National    Park  09/19 

New    Mexico 
The   statement    refers   to   the   proposed   designation    of    29,890 
acres    as   wildarness   and    another    320   acres   as   potential 
wilderness   within    the    National    Wilderness   Preservation 
System.      Concern    is   expressed    over    the   extremely    limited 
fuel   and   water    supply    in    this    fragile   environment.       (22 
pages) 
(ELP    OFDER    »    05302)  (NTIS    ORDER    #     FIS    72    5302D) 

Badlands    National    Monument  09/19 

South    Dakota 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  designation  of  58,92U 
acres  as  wilderness  within  the  National  Wilderness  Preser- 

vation System;  an  additional  5,326  acres  can  be  so  designa- 
ted once  private  lands,  mineral  and  grazing  rights  are  ac- 

quired. The  statement  discusses  ecological,  recreational, 
scientific,  and  economic  effects  of  the  action.  (27  pages) 
(ELR    ORDER    #    05294)  (NTIS    ORDER    #     EIS    72    b29UD) 

Guadalupe    National    Park  09/19 

Texas 
The    statement    refers    to    the    proposed   designation   of    U6,850 
acres   of   the    Park    as   wilderness   within    the    National    Wilder- 

ness   Preservation    System.       The   statement   discusses    social, 
scientific,    cultural,    and   economic   aspects    of   the   action, 
(37    pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  t  05303)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5303D) 

Yellowstone  National  Park  09/19 

Wyoming 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  designation  of 
2,016,181  acres  of  the  Park  as  wilderness.   Impacts  of  the 
action  which  are  discussed  in  the  statement  include  eco- 

logical, social,  and  economic  considerations,  along  with 
the  effects  of  possible  rationed  use,  shifting  of  mass 
recreational  needs,  and  restricted  resource  management.  (22 
pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05297)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5297D) 

Grand  Teton  National  Park  09/19 

Wyoming 
The  statement  proposes  the  designation  of  115,807  acres  as 
wilderness,  and  20,850  acres  as  potential  wilderness.  Im- 

pacts   discussed    in    the  statement    include    those    of    cultural. 



72 social,    and   scientific   natures.       A    conflict   may    result    bet- 
ween   the    proposeti    wiltierness    area    and    the    proposed    expan- sion   of   the    Jackson    Hole    Airport.        (22    paqes) 

(ELF    ORDEa    #    05299)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    SIS     72    5299D) 
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NATIONAL    SCIENCE    FOUNDATION 

Contact:  Dr.    Thomas   0.    Jones 

Dep'ity    Assistant    to    the    Director 
National    and   International   Programs 

Room    70  3 

Washington,    D    C.       20550 

(202)     632-ai80 

Draft  Date 

Replacement    Pier  10/20 

California 

County:  San    Diego 
The    proposed    project    is    the    construction   of   a   replacement 
pier   and    wharf    at    the    Nimitz    Marine    Facility,    University  of 
California.      Dredging    operations   will    teirporarily   affect 
nrarine    biota.        (19    pages) 
(ELR    ORDER    #    0550U)  (NTIS    ORDER    »    EIS    72    550UD) 

Final  Date 

Very    Large    Array     (VLA)  10/17 

New    Flexico 

County:  Socorro  Catron 
The   statement    refers   to   the    development    of    a  new   radio 
astronomy    instrument,    which    would   be   constructed    on   a    site 
50    iriles   from  Socorro.      The    VLA    will    consist    of    27    dish- 

shaped    antennas,     (each    82*     in    diameter),    distributed   along 
three    13-mile   long    arms,    consisting   of    railroad    tracks 
project;    of    those    5,070    acres,    along    with    50   miles    of    free- 

will   be   committed   to   the    project.       As   the   VLA   receives 
radio    waves   rather    than    emits    them,    no    electromagnetic 
radiation   will    be    associated    with    the   operation;    mining 
and    manufacturing    will    however   be    prohibited    from   the 
valley.       (U2   pages) 
COMMENTS    MADE    BY:     USDA    DOC       DOI       DOT       GSA       EPA 

(ELR    ORDER    »    05447)  (NTIS    ORDER    #     EIS    72    5U147F) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

Contact:       Mr.  Christian  Herter,  Jr. 
Special  Assistant  to  the  Secretary  for 
Environmental  Affairs 

Room  7819 

Washington,  D.  C. 

(202)   632-7964 

Draft  Date 

Proposed  Ocean  Dumping  Convention  09/29 

The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  signature  and  ratifica- 
tion of  the  draft  Convention  for  the  Prevention  of  Marine 

Pollution  by  Dumping,  which  was  produced  by  the  Intergovern^ 
mental  fleeting  on  Ocean  Dumping  at  Reykjavik,  Iceland,  and 
amended  at  tha  Intergovernmental  fleeting  on  Ocean  Dumping 
at  London.   The  Convention  would  prohibit  all  deliberate  dis- 

posal at  sea,  from  vessels  and  aircraft,  of  certain  danger- 
ous substances,  and  require  permits  for  the  dumping  of  other 

substances  in  accordance  with  detailed  criteria.   (91  pages) 
(EIF  ORDER  #  05377)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5377D) 

Dome  Pipeline  Corp.  Permit  10/04 

The  statement  refers  to  an  admendment  to  a  pemit  held  by 

the  Dome  Pipeline  Corp.  which  would  authorize  the  transmit- 
tal of  oil  through  an  existing  pipeline  segment  that  crosses 

under  the  Detroit  River  between  Windsor,  Ontario,  and  Detroit 
Michigan.   The  section  is  part  of  a  110  mile  long  pipe  which 
will  run  from  storage  facilities  in  Windsor  to  a  natural  gas 
reforming  plant  now  being  huilt  in  Green  Springs,  Ohio.   (27 
pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05398)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5398D) 
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TENNESSKE    VALLEY    AUTHORITY 

Contact:  Dr.    Francis    Gartroll 
Dirr»ctor   of    Environmental    Research    and 
Devel opment 
720    Eriney    Building 
Chattanooga,    Tennessee    37401 

(615)     755-2002 

Final  Date 

Control    of    Eurasian    Watermilfoil  10/04 

The   statement    refers    to    the    proposed   continued    use    of   water 

level    management    and    the    herbicide    2,    U-D    in   an   annual    pro- 
gram   which    is    intended    to    control    the    growth    of    Eurasian 

Watermilfoil    (Myr  ioph  y  Hum   spicatum    L.)     in    the   TVA    reservoir 
system.      Adverse    effects   will    include   the    possibility   of    low 
concentrations    of    herbicides    in   water   supplies,    damage    to 

non-target    aquatic    and    terrestial    plants,    and    the    loss    of 
food   and    shelter    for    fish    and    waterfowl    populations,       (92 

pages) 
COMMENTS    1ADE    BY:     tlSDA     DOC       COfc       HEW       DOI       EPA 

state,    local    and    regional    agencies 
(ELl<    Or^DEH    »    05397)  (NTIS    ORDEE    »    EIS    72    5397F) 
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DEPARTMENT    OF    TRANSPORTATION 

Contact:  Mr.    i^artin   Convisser,    Director 
Office   of    Environniental    Quality 
aOO    7th    Street,    S.  W. 
Wash  incj  ton,    D.C.     205  90 

(202)     426-U355 

Federal    Aviation    Agency 

Draft  Date 

Destin-Fort   Walton    Beach    Airport  10/12 

Florida 

County:        Okaloosa 

The    statement    refers    to    the    proposed    development    of    an   exist- 
ing   basic    utility    airport    into   a    basic    transport    facility   ca- 

pable  of   handling    turbo-jet    powered    aircraft   of    up    to    60,000 
lbs.       Approximately    43    acres    of    land    will    be   committed    to    the 
project;    nois^    and    air    pollution    levels    will    increase.       (23 
pages) 
(ELB    ORDER    #    05U52)  (NTIS    ORDER    #     EIS    72    5U52D) 

Ingersoll    Airport  10/27 

II  1  inois 

County:         Fulton 
The  proposed  project  consists  of  the  construction  of  a 
3300'  X  60'  E/W  runway  with  turnarounds;  construction  of  a 
1130'  X  40*  partial  parallel  taxiway;  and  installation  of 
a  sixty  inch  drainage  pipe  and  VAST  systems  on  the  existing 
N'/S  runway.   All  property  involved  is  owned  by  the  Canton 
Park  District.   Noise  and  air  pollution  levels  will 
increase.   (42  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05532)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5532D) 

Hallock  Airport  10/12 

Minnesota 
County:         Kittson 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a  new 
airport,  which  would  include  a  75'  x  4000'  NW/SE  runway, 
aprons,  and  a  taxiway,  medium  intensity  lighting,  and  rela- 

ted works.   An  unspecified  amount  of  land  will  bo  committed 
to  the  project.   (16  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05453)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  54530) 

Marshall  Airport  10/04 

Missouri 
County:        Saline 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  widening  and  lengthen- 

ing of  a  runway  from  its  present  50'  x  3500'  to  75'  x  3900' 
the  relocation  of  lighting  and  the  installation  of  VASI. 

1 



77 

Air   and   noise   pollution    levels    will    increase,       (23    pages) 
(EIP    0RDE5    #    05390)  (NTIS    OPDER    #     EIS    72    5390D) 

Piedmont    Airport  10/12 

Missouri 

County:        Wayne 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  new  ba- 

sic utility  airport,  with  one  3,200'  x  75'  runway,  a  taxiway/ 
VASI,  and  related  construction.  An  unspecified  amount  of  land 
will  be  committed  to  the  project;  local  noise  levels  will 
increase  due  to  the  action,   (11  pages) 
(ELF  ORDER  #  05U54)     (NTIS  ORDFB  #  FIS  72  S^iSUD) 

Columbus  Airport  lO/Oi* 

Nebraska 
County:         Platte 
The   statement    refers    to   the    proposed    acquisition    of    187   acres 

of    land   for    the    future   extension   of    runways   and    instrumenta- 
tion  of   the   airport.      Two    residences    would    be   displaced    by 

the    action.       (28    pages) 
(ELP    ORDER    »    05391)  (NTIS    ORDER    #     EIS    72    5391D) 

Tri-State    Airport  10/04 

West    Virginia 
County:  Wayne 
The   statement    refers    to   the    proposed   construction    of   a   new 

3000'    x  60'    lighted   runway.       The   new    facility    will    generate 
new    traffic,    with    a   concomitant    increase   in   noise.       (22    pages) 
(ELR    ORDER    #     05389)  (NTIS    ORDER    »     EIS    72    53B9D) 

Final  Date 

Springdale   Huaicipal    Airport  10/27 

Arkansas 

County:  Washington 
The    proposed    project    considers    the    reconstruction    of    some 
facilities   at    the    existing    airport.       The   action   consists 
of    acquiring    land    for   clear    zones;    overlaying,    extending, 
widening    and    Tiarking    the   existing    N/S    runway;    constructing 

and   ir.arking    partial    taxiway   and    turnarounds;    extending    air- 
craft   parking    aprons   and    installing    medium   intensity   lightin 

and    VAST.       One    family    will    require    relocation.       Noise   and 
air    pollution    levels   will    increase.       (58   pages) 
COMMENTS    MADE    BY:     USDA    COE       EPA       HEW       HUD       DOT       DOT 

state   and   regional   agencies 
(ELR    ORDER    »    0553^  (NTIS    ORDE?    #     EIS    72    553UF) 
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Fosston   Municipal    Airport  10/12 

Minnesota 

County:  Polk 
The   statement    refers    to    the    proposed   acquisition   of    325.1 
acres   of   land    for    the   construction   of   a    new    asphalt    N/S 

runway     (3500*    x    75')  »    connecting    taxiway     (8U0'    x    liO*), 
parking   ramp    (300*    x    150'),    runway   edge    lights    and    beacon 
installations.       The   airport    will    be    capable   of    accommodating 
all    propeller   aircraft    under    12,500    pounds   and    some    small 
corporate    jets.       The  noise    level   near    the  airport   will 
increase.        (tl    pages) 
COMMENTS    MADS    BY:     HSDA     DOC       CO E       EPA       DOI 

state    and    local    agencies 

(EI.H    ORDER    #    05U59)  (NTIS    ORDER    »     FIS    72    5U59F) 

Blackwell-Tonkawa    Airport  10/11 

Oklahoma 

County:  Blackwell 
The   statement    is   concerned    with    the    proposed    acquisition    of 

land    and   construction    of   a   new    airport,    with   a    N/S    60*    x    350 
runway,    turnarounds,    a    taxiway   and    parking   apron,    and    appur- 

tenant   facilities.       A    gas    pipe    line    will    be   relocated    due 
to    the   action;     152    acres   will    be   acquired,       (52    pages) 

2 

COMMENTS    MADE    BY:     OSDA    COS       EPA       HEW       DOI       DOT 

(ELP    ORDER    #    05aUU)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EI  S    72    544UF) 

Crosbyton    Municipal   Airport 
 10/11 

Texas 

County:  Crosby 

The    «^tatement    is    concerned    with   the   construction      of    a   new 

airport,    capable    of    handling    light,    single-engine    
air- 

craft.   Facilities    would    include  a    60'    X    3600-    paved    run- 

way  with   turnarounds,    a    taxiway,    an    apron,    an    access   road
, 

and   medium   intensity    lighting.     Approximately    320    acres    ot
 

agricultural    land    have    been   purchased   for    the    project,     (l
b 

pa  gos) 
COfMPNTS    MADE    BY:     [JSDA    DOC       EPA       COE       HEM       DOI       DOT 

(ELR    ORDER    #    05f4U5)  (NTIS    ORDER    t     EIS    72    5U45F) 
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Fedaral  Highway  Administration 

Draft  Date 

Tutuila  Island  10/20 

American  Samoa 
County:        Lealataua 

The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a  2- 
lane  road  fro.Ti  the  village  of  Fagmalo  to  Aoloaufou;  no  road 

presently  exists.   The  road  will  introduce  vehicular  traf- 
fic where  it  does  not  presently  exist;  the  tranquility  of 

villages  will  be  altered.   Some  local  customs  will  be  af- 
fected (such  as  that  of  stopping  all  traffic  during  Sunday 

services;  the  statement  contends  that  as  a  public  road  the 

new  facility  nust  he  open  to  traffic  at  all  times) .   An  un- 
specified amount  of  agricultural  land  will  be  taken  as  right 

of-way;  economic  development  will  be  affected.   (32  pages) 
(ELP  OPDER  #  05505)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5505D) 

Tutuila  Island  10/20 

American  Samoa 
County:        Lealatava 

The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a  2- 
lane  road  fron  the  village  of  Poloa  to  Fagamalo;  no  road 

presently  exists.   The  road  will  introduce  vehicular  traf- 
fic to  Fagamalo  and  Fagalii;  the  tranquility  of  the  villages 

will  be  altered.   Some  local  customs  will  be  affected  (such 

as  that  of  stopping  all  traffic  during  Sunday  church  ser- 
vices; the  statement  contends  that  as  a  public  road  the  new 

facility  must  be  open  to  traffic  at  all  times).   An  unspeci- 
fied amount  of  agricultural  land  will  be  taken  as  right-of- 

way;  economic  development  will  be  affected.   (31  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  »  05506)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5506D) 

Tutuila  Island  10/20 

American  Samoa 
County:        Vaifanua 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a  2 
lane  road  fron  the  village  of  Onenoa  to  Tula;  no  road  pre- 

sently exists.   The  road  will  introduce  vehicular  traffic 
to  Onenoa;  the  tranquility  of  the  village  will  be  altered. 
Some  local  custo.ns  will  be  affected  (such  as  that  of  stop- 

ping all  traffic  during  Sunday  church  services;  the  state- 
ment contends  that  as  a  public  road  the  new  facility  must  be 

open  to  traffic  at  all  times).   One  or  two  fales  (dwelling 
units)  will  be  displaced;   an  unspecified  amount  of  agricul- 

tural land  will  be  taken  as  right-of-way;  economic  develop- 
irent  will  be  affected.   (34  pag^-s) 
(ELP  ORDER  #  05507)     (NTIS  ORDER  «  EIS  72  5507D) 
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Amprican  Samoa 
County:         Vaifaniia 

The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a  2  lane" 
road  from  the  village  of  Aoa  to  Onenoa;  no  road  presently 
exists.   The  road  will  introduce  vehicular  traffic  to  Onenoa; 
the  tranquility  of  the  village  will  be  altered.   Some  local 
customs  will  be  affected  (such  as  that  of  stopping  all  traf- 

fic during  Sunday  church  services;   the  statement  contends 
that  as  a  public  road  the  new  facility  must  be  open  to  traf- 

fic at  all  tines).   Several  fales  (dwelling  units),  will  be 
displaced;  an  unspecified  amount  of  agricultural  land  will 
be  taken  as  right-of-way;  economic  development  will  be  af- 

fected.  (31  pages) 
(ELR  OPDFH  #  05508)     (NTIS  ORDER  *  EIS  72  550*^D) 

Coosa  River  Bridge  10/06 

Alabama 
County:  Ftowah 
The   statement    considers    the    proposed   construction   of    a    bridgs 
across    the   Coosa    River    between    Southside   and    Rainbow    City. 

The    project    provides   an    additional    bridge    for    southbound    traf- 
fic   and   retains    the   existing    bridge    for    northbound    traffic. 

Approximately    32   acres    of    land   are    reguired    for    right-of-way. 
Three    families    and    one    combination    residence    and    business 

will    be   displaced.       (20    pages) 
(ELR    ORDEH    #    05a09)  (NTIS    ORDER    »     EIS    72    5U09D) 

Interstate    565  10/10 

Alabama 

County:  Jlorqan  Madison  Limestone 
The   statement    refers   to   a    location    study    for    the   construction 
of    1-565   connecting   1-65   and    Hunters vil le.      Project    length 
is    21    miles.       Section    U(f)     reviews    for    possible    infringement 
on    the    Wheeler    National    Wildlife    Refuge,    the    Alabama   Space 
and    Rocket   Center    and    the   Old    f^emphis   and    Charleston    Rail- 

road   Depdt    have    been    prepared.        (135    pages) 
(ELP    ORDER    #    05U39)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EIS    72    5439D) 

SE    UP    Relocated  10/18 

California 
County:  El    Dorado 
The    proposed    project    is    the    relocation    of   State    Sign    Route 
19    between    Fairgrounds    Interchange   on    Route    50    and    the    South 
Fork    of    the    American    River.       Project    length    is    7.9   miles. 
One   hundred   sixty-five    acres   of   agricultural    land    will    be 
committed    to    the    action.       Four    families    and    16    businesses 
will    be   displaced.       The    highway    will    have    a   negative    empact 
on   noise    levels    and    the   deer    population.        (120    pages) 
(ELR    ORDER    #    05190)  (NTIS    ORDER    »     EIS    72    5U90D) 
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State    noutf?    395  10/31 

Cal i  f ornia 
County:  Tnyo 
The    proposed    project    is    the    construction   of    a    U-lane 
expressway    on    Route    395.       Project    length    is    7, .5    miles.       The 
amount    of    lanl    acquisition    will    depend    upon    the    route    chosen 
The    road   will    traverse    3irminqhair,    Canyon,    causing    water 
pollution    and    damage    to    the    fish    life    in   the    water.       Rrcheo- 
logical  sites    will    also    he    affected,        (39    pages) 
(ELR    OPDER    »    055U7)  (NTIS    OI'DER    #     EIS    72    55U7D) 

State    Poutc    50  10/06 

Flori  da 
County:  Lake 
The   statement    refers    to    the    proposed   multi-laning   of    a    seg- 

ment  of   SR   50    from    the    intersection   of    SE    561    to    the    inter- 
section ot    SR    25.       Project    length    is    7.2    miles.       Two   famili- 

es   and   one   business   may    be    displaced.       Stormwater    runoff 
may    degrade    the    water    quality    ot    the    lakes    near    the    project. 
(126    pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  »  35406)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  54060) 

1-95  10/10 

Florida 

County:         Palm  Beach      St.  Lucie      Martin 
The  purpose  of  this  statement  is  to  supplement  a  final 
environmental  impact  statement  (filed  10/22/71,  NTIS  ORDER  t 
PB-203-624F)  for  construction  of  a  U5  miles  segment  of  1-95. 
Two  additional  alignments  are  analyzed.   (123  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05438)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5438D) 

Soda  Springs  Overpass  10/27 

Idaho 
County:        Caribou 
Three  alternate  routes  for  the  construction  of  a  highway 

railroad  grade  separation  structure  on  State  Highway  34  are 
considered  in  this  statement.   Project  length  is  0.3  mile. 

The  number  of  families  and  businesses  displaced  will  depend 
upon  the  route  selected.   (30  pages) 
(EIR  ORDER  t  05535)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5535D) 
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Gun  Creek  Complex  Road  10/04 

II 1 inois 
County:         Franklin 
The  proposGrl  action  is  the  construction  of  2.94  miles  of  U- 
lane  highway   within  the  Gun  Creek  Complex.   The  project  will 
provide  access  to  a  proposed  recreation  and  development  site 
within  the  Pend  Lake  area.   The  entire  project  will  be  con- 

structed on  4(f)  land  controlled  by  the  Rend  Lake  Conservan- 
cy District.   The  natural  habitat  of  some  wildlife,  insects 

and  plants  will  be  disrupted,   (112  pages) 
(ELF  OPDER  #  05395)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5395D) 

Dirby  Avenue  (FAU  Houte  8320)  10/05 

Illinois 
County:        Champaign 
The  proposed  project  is  the  reconstruction  of  two  lane  Kirby 
Avenue  to  four  lanes.   All  construction  will  bo  done  on  exist- 

ing right-of-way.   Construction  easements  required  throughout 
the  project  include  a  temporary  easement  of  4(f)  land  from 
the  Champaign  Park  District.   (29  pages) 
(ELF  ORDER  #  05408)     (MTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5408D) 

F.A.P.  40  6  10/06 

111 inois 
County:         Logan  Tazewell 
The  proposed  freeway  is  a  four-lane,  fully  access  controlled 
facility  extending  from  North  of  Lincoln  to  Morton,   Approx- 

imately 750  acres  of  agricultural  land  will  be  committed  to 
the  project,  several  residences  will  be  displaced  and  some 
local  land  access  patterns  revised.   Air,  noise  and  water 
pollution  will  increase.   (65  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05417)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5417D) 

Date 

Supplemental  Freeway  411  10/31 

Illinois 
County:  Several 
The    project    provides   for    the    reconstruction   of    F.A.P    Route 
411     (Illinois    Rt,     1)     in   Lawrence,    Wabash,    White,    Hamilton, 
Saline   and    Gallatin    Counties    from   north    of    Lawrenceville   to 

Harrisfcurg.       Project    length    is    95    miles.       The    number   of    dis- 
placements  and    the    amount    of   right-of-way   required    will   de- 

pend  upon    the    route    selected.       Disruption   of   vehicular    and 
pedestrian    circilation    patterns,    loss  of   agruicultural    land 
and    private   property    from   the    tax    base,    loss    of    wildlife 
habitat    and    higher    noise    and    pollution    levels    are    adverse 
effects   of   the    action,        (60    pages), 
(ELR    ORDER    #    05544)  (NTIS    ORDER    #     EIS    72    5544D) 
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Kellogg  Freeway  (US-514/K-96 )  10/18 

Kansas 
County:        Sedgwick 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  reconstruction  of 
0.S78  mile  of  Kellogg  and  0,U3.1  mile  of  Hillside  Streets  in 
Wichita.   Sixty-two  acres  are  required  for  additional  right- 
of-way;  194  dwelling  units  housing  approximately  600  persons 
will  be  displaced.   (137  pages) 
(ELF  ORDER  #  05U89)     (NTIS  OPDER  #  EIS  72  54890) 

US-5U  10/27 

Kansas 
County:        Sedgwick 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  reconstruction  of  OS 
5U  between  279th  Street  west  and  Seville  Avenue  to  provide 
a  freeway  facility  with  full  control  of  access,  interchanges 
grade  separations,  and  frontage  roads  as  required.   Project 
length  is  approximately  12  miles.   The  number  of  displace- 

ments will  depend  upon  the  route  selected,   (73  pages) 
(RIP  OPDER  #  05533)     (NTIS  ORDER  t  EIS  72  5533D) 

Ky.  237  10/02 

Kentucky 
County :        Boone 
The  proposed  project  is  the  relocation  and  reconstruction 
of  Ky  237  to  a  U-lane  facility.   Length  of  project  is  2.69 
miles.   The  number  of  family  and  business  dislocations  will 
depend  upon  the  route  selected.   Wildlife  will  be  affected. 
(U  pages) 
(ELR    ORDER    #    05383)  (NTIS    ORDER    ♦     EIS    72    5383D) 

Relocated    KY    55-   KY    155  10/OU 

Kentucky 
County:  Jefferson  Spencer 

The    proposed    action    is    the    relocation   of    KY-55-KY155   between 
Taylorsville    and    Fisherville.       Project    length    is    13.9    miles. 

Approximately    UOO    acres   of   agricultural    land    will    be   commit- 
ted   to    the   action.       A    bridge   spanning   Erashers    Creek  and 

1000   feet    of    channel    relocation      may   be   required.       Seven    re- 
sidences,   one    business    and    one   non-profit   organization    will 

be    displaced.        (32    pages) 
(FLR    ORDER    #    05U02)  (NTIS    0?DE3     t     EIS    72    5U02D) 
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Kentucky-18  10/2U 

Kentucky 
County:  Boone 

The    proposed    project    is   the    widening   of    existing    KY-iS    from 
a    2-lane   to    a   a-lane   road.       Project    length    is    1.35    miles. 

Displacements    will    include    29   families    and    U    businesses. 
(17    pages) 
(FLP    ORDER    #    05526)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EIS    72    5526D) 

1-95    Relocated/Revere    Beach    Connector  10/06 

Massachusetts 
The   statement   considers   alternative    locations    for   construc- 

tion   of   a    segment    of    Route    1-95    from   Cutter   Circle    in    Revere 
to    the    Revere/East    Boston   City   boundary,    and    for    the    Revere 
Beach    Connector    with   routes    traversing    Revere  and   Chelsa.       As 
an   alternative    to   the    proposed    facility,    selected    arterial 
streets   and    intersections    in    Revere    would   be    upgraded.        (256 
pages) 
(ELR   ORDER    #    05405)  (NTIS    ORDER    f    EIS    72    54050) 

Southwest    Expressway     (1-95)  10/10 

Massachusetts 
The    statement    refers   to    a    corridor    study    for   construction    of 
the    Southwest    Expressway   from    the    present    terminus   of   1-95  in 
Canton    to    connections    with    the    Central    East    Expressway    in 
Boston,    with    routes   traversing    Canton,    Detham,    Milton   and    Bos- 

ton.      Alternatives    under  consideration   consist    of   Interstate 

expressway    (Route    1-95)     and   non-expressways    (arterial   faci- 
lities   with    a    shared   transit    right-of-way--)       A    4(f)     review 

for    possible    infringement    on    public    land    is    included.       (645 
pages) 
(ELR    ORDER    #    05441)  (NTIS    ORDER    »     EIS    72    5441D) 

Third    Harbor    Crossing  10/12 

Massachusetts 
The    statement   considers    alternatives    for    the   construction   of 

a    segment    of    cJoute    1-95    in    the    City    of    Boston    from    the   Revere- 
Boston   City    boundary   to   connections    with    the    Massachusetts 
Turnpike   and    the    Southeast    Expressway,    including    a    Third    Har- 

bor   Crossing    and    as    alternatives    to    the    above    facilities,    a 
set    of    transportation    facilities    and    programs    designed    to    re- 

duce  the   demand    for    automobile   travel    in    that   corridor.       A 
4(t)     determination    for    possible   encroachment    on    public    lands 
is    included.        (341    pages) 
(ELR    ORDER    #    05456)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EIS    72    5456D) 
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State  Route  S2  10/31 

Massachusetts 
The  proposed  project  is  the  construction  of  2.U  miles  of 
State  Poute  52  Expressway,   Displacements  will  include  56 
families  and  six  businesses.   Adverse  effects  will  include 

loss  of  60  acres  of  the  Oak-Hickory  Forest,  50  acres  of 
meadow  and  20  acres  of  swamps.   A  change  is  expected  in  the 
hydrology  of  the  Gates  Brooks  stream  causing  increases  of 
water  pollution  and  adverse  effects  on  existing  fish  life. 
A  section  U ( f )  statement  will  be  filed  for  the  acguisition 
of  Worchester  YMCA  Skating  Rink,   (71  pages) 
(ELB  ORDER  #  055U6)     (NTTS  ORDER  *  ETS  72  5546D) 

Cross  Range  Expressway  (T.H,  169)  10/31 

Minnesota 
County:         St.  Louis 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  an  8,5 
mile  segment  of  Trunk  Highway  169  in  the  Mesabi  Iron  Range. 
The  project  will  provide  a  four-lane  divided  expressway  for 
the  mining  range  and  connect  with  the  adjacent  section  of 
"Cross  Range  Expressway"  already  completed.   Five  families 
and  two  businesses  may  be  displaced;  13.25  acres  of 
undeveloped  Section  U (f )  land  from  the  Bahl  Village  Park 
may  be  committed  to  right  of  way.   (45  pages) 
(ELF  ORDER  «  05540)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  ETS72  5540D  ) 

U.  S.  6  and  (I.S.  34  10/02 

Nebraska 
County:        Furnas         Harlan         Phelps 
The  proposed  project  entails  the  reconstruction  of  a  segment 

of  U.S.  highways  6  and  34.  Project  length,  amount  of  land  ac  - 
quisition  and  number  of  family  and  business  displacements 
will  depend  upon  the  route  chosen;  each  would  have  adverse 
effects  on  wildlife  and  farming  and  livestock  operations.   Land 
erosion  and  water  pollution  will  occur.   (21  pages) , 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05384)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5334D) 

New  Hampshire  Route  III  10/02 

New  Hampshire 
County:         Rockingham 
The  proposed  project  is  the  relocation  of  New  Hampshire  Rt. 
III.   Project  length  is  approximately  6  miles.   Displace- 

ments include  14  families  and  6  businesses.   The  relocated 

road  will  be  constructed  through  agricultural  and  resident- 
ial areas.   One  historical  site  and  wildlife  in  nearby  wet- 

lands will  be  affected.  Increases  of  noise  and  soil  silta- 
tion  are  expected.   (45  pages) 
(ELF  OBDEH  #  05385)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5385D) 



U.S.    206   Freeway    -    Hammonton    Bypass  10/31 

New  Jersey 
County:        Atlantic 
The  proposed  project  is  located  on  U5  206  Freeway.   The 
proiects  length  varies  from  5.  3U  to  7.6  iriles  according  to 
alternates  chosen.   The  amount  of  land  acquired  and  the 
number  of  displaced  homes  and  businesses  will  depend  upon 
the  route  chosen.   A  Section  U (1)  statement  will  be  filed 
to  obtain  land  from  the  Wharton  State  Forest.   (42  pages) 
(FLE  ORDER  #  0S519)     (VTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5539D) 

L.P.  1127  10/02 

Pennsylvania 
County:  Erie 
The   project    is    the    proposed    relocation   and/or    reconstruction 
of    Legislative    Route    1127    Section    COO.       The    length    of    the 
project    varies    from   2.316    miles   to    2.368   miles,    depending 
upon   the   alignment    used.       The   action    provides   for   a    bridge 
over    Fourmile   Creek    and    grade   separation   structures   above 
several   railroad    systems.       A    '^(f)     review    for    possible 
encroachment    on    public    lands    in    included.       (86    pages) 
(ELR    0RDE3    »    053*^8)  (NTIS    ORDER    #     £IS    72    53BaD) 

L.F.    3a6,    Section    6  10/12 

Pennsylvania 
County;  Huntington 
The   alternate   routes   for  construction   of    a    connector    between 
U.S.    22   and    State   College   are    considered    in   this   statement. 
All   alternates    are   on   new    location    and    range    from    2,5   miles 
to    3.1    miles    in    length.       Between   50    and    70    acres   of    land 
would   be   required    for    right-of-way;    between   one    and    five 
families    would    be    displaced.        (26    pages) 
(EIH    ORDER    #    05455)  (NTTS    ORDER     #    EIS    72    5455D) 

King    Street-St.    Phillip    Steet   Connector  10/2U 

South    Carolina 

The   proposed    project    is    the    construction    of   a    2-lane,    one- 
way   facility    in    Charleston.       Project    length    is    760    feet. 

Sixty    people   would    be    displaced.        (13   pages) 
(EIR    ORDER    »    05502)  (NTIS    ORDER    #     EIS    72     5502D) 

1-240    Loop  10/19 

Tennessee 

County:        Shelby 

The'  projects   encompassed    in   this    statement    provide    for    the completion    of    the    northeast    portion    of    the   circumferential 
1-240    loop    and    for    the    construction    of    the    U-10  1    connector 
route   between    U.S.     51    and    1-240.       Total    length    of    both    pro- 

jects   is    9.R    nilos.       A    section    4(f)     review    for    the    1.68 
acre  inf ringetient    on    the   John    F.    Kennedy    Park    has    been    pre- 

pared.      Thirty    businesses,    one   non-profit    organization,    and 
51    families    will    be    displaced.        (75    pages) 
(£LP    ORDER    »    95491)  (NTIS    ORDER    #     EIS    72    5491D) 
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P.M.     1U31 10/18 

Texan 
County*  Williamson  i ,,  o  i 

The    statement    refers    to    the    proposed    extension    of    R.M.
     1431 

between    U.S.     182    at    Whitestone    and    I.H.     35.       Project 
   length 

is    B    9   miles.       The    action   consists   of    constructing 
   a    2-lane 

hiahway  on   one    side   of    the    riqht-of-way    secured    tor  
  an 

ultiinato    U-lane    divided    highway.       Fifteen    fixed    homes      20
 

mobile    homes    and    one   business    will    be   ̂ ^^splaced.       (33    pages) 

(ELR    OEDEI^    #    054R5)  ( N  TI S    ORDFR    #    EIS    72    5U85D) 

1-79  10/06 

West    Virginia 
County  :  Ka  nawha 
The    statement    contains    a    location    study    for   construction   of 
a    portion    of    1-79    beginning    near    Charleston   and    ending   near 
the   community   of    Big    Chimmey.       The   number   of    families    and 
businesses    displaced    will    depend    upon    the   alternate    selected. 

Adverse    impacts    include    increases    in    air,    noise    and    water    pol- 
lution   an  i    toTiporary   erosion    and    siltation    during    construc- 

tion.       (1  3B    pages) 

(ELP    OFDFS    #'05!4lO)  (NTIS    ORDFH    »     EIS    72    5U10D) 

West    Virginia    Route    56  10/27 

West    Virginia 
County:  Jackson 
The    proposed    project    consists    of    the   construction    of    approxi- 
irately    2.7    miles    of    tour-lane    expressway    connecting    WVA 
Route    2   and    1-77.       The    number    of    displacements    and    the 
amount    of    right-of-way    reguired    will    depend    upon    the    route 
selected.       Temporary   construction-related   effects    to   the 
environment    will    occur.        (6U    pages) 
(ELR    OPDER    »    05537)  (NTIS   ORDER    #    EIS    72    5537D) 

French    Island    Rest    Area    31  10/10 

Kisconsin 
County:         LaCrosse 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a  com- 

bined rest  area  and  tourist  information  center  on  Interstate 
Flighway  90  near  the  Wisconsin- Minnesota  State  line.   Con- 

struction of  the  facility  will  require  the  acquisition  of 
9.0  acres  of  private  land,  cutting  of  trees  and  a  rise  in 
noise  and  air  pollution,   (2U  pages) 
(EIR  ORDER  #  05tl33)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5433D) 
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Eau    Claire    St.roet     (C.T.H.    "H")  10/12 

Wisconsin 

County:        Buffalo 
The  proposed  project  consists  of  rebuildinq  an  existing 
street  on  its  present  alignment  and  replacing  a  bridge 
across  the  Buffalo  River.  Adverse  effects  include  temporary 
siltation  of  the  Buffalo  River  and  acquisition  of  lands 
within  the  flood  plain  for  street  construction.   (23  pages) 
(ELP  OPDER  #  05U60)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5U60D) 

East  Mason  Street  10/13 

Wisconsin 

County:  Brown 
The    proposed    project    is    the    reconstruction   of    East    Mason    St, 
Project    length    is    1 .2    miles.       Displacements    will    include    1 
family    and    1    business.       A    U(f)     statement    has   been   filed    for 
encroachment    upon    Baird    Place   Park.       Taking   of    land    from 
Baird    Place    Park   might    disturb   grave    sites    of   some    histori- 

cal   significance.       Other   adverse    effects    will    include   in- 
creases  of  noise    and    air    pollution,    erosion   and    siltation 

along    the    East    River.        (53    pages) 
(ELP    ORDER    »    05463)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EIS    72    54630) 

Clarks    Fork    Canyon    Road  10/10 

Wyoming 
County:  Park 
The    statement    refers    to   the    proposed    reconstruction    of    the 
Clarks    Fork    Canyon    Road    between    Highway    Wyoming    120    and    U.S. 
212.       Project    length    will    be    between    22.8   and    37.7   miles, 
depending    upoa    the    route    selected.       Environmental    impacts 
include   disruption    of    wildlife   habitat,     land    stability,    and 
visual    values   and    construction    in    undisturbed   areas. 
(126    pages) 
(ELP  ORDER  #  05440)     (NTIS  ORDER  «  EIS  72  5440D) 

Final  Date 

U.S.  78  10/24 

A 1  a  t  am  a 

County:  Walker 
The  proposed  project  is  the  widening  of  a  segment  of  D.S. 

78.   Project  length  is  7.7  miles.   Seventy-seven  acres  of 
land  will  be  acquired;  53  families  and  18  businesses  and  1 
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church    will   be    displaced.       A    ̂   {f)    statement    has    been    filed 

to    acquire   land    from   Lynn's    Park    on    Mulberry    Fork    of    the 
Warrior   River.       There    will   be   an    increase   of    water    pollu- 

tion.       (67    pajes) 
COKMFNTS    MADE    BY:     USDA    COE       AEC       DOC       DOI       DOT       EPA 

{EI.R    ORDER    #    05515)  (NTIS    ORDER    #     EIS    72    5513F) 

1-65-2(32)  10/31 

Alabama 

County:  Jefferson 
The    proposed   project    is    the  construction   of    3.2    miles   of 

T-65-s(32).       Thirteen    families   and   one    individual   will   be 
displaced.       Streams    will    be  traversed,    causing   siltation 
and    erosion.       (U6    pages) 
COMMENTS    :1ADE    BY:     COE       DOI  DOT       EPA       HUD 

state   and  regional    agencies 
(ELR    ORDER    #    05542)  (NTIS  ORDER    #    EIS    72    55U2F) 

I-48U  10/06 

Connecticut 
The  proposed  project  is  the  construction  of  a  four  lane 
expressway  connecting  I-8U  and  1-91  in  the  city  of  Hartford. 
Project  length  is  0.8  mile.   A  1(f)  determination  for  a 
tunnel  under  Bushnell  park  has  been  prepared.   Approxi- 

mately 1.3  acres  of  land  over  the  tunnel  will  be  reverted 
to  park  use.   Five  families  and  55  businesses  may  be  dis- 

placed.  (1U5  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  COE   HUD   DOI   DOT 

regional  agencies 
(ELR  ORDER  »  05424)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5U2aF) 

State  Route  5a 0  10/17 

Florida 
County:        Polk 
The  proposed  project  is  the  widening  of  State  Route  540. 
Project  length  is  6.3  miles.   The  amount  of  land  acquisition 
and  number  of  family  and  business  displacements  will  depend 
upon  the  route  chosen.   Adverse  effects  will  include  increas- 

ed water  pollution  to  nearby  lakes  and  loss  of  furbearing- 
animal  habitat.   (62  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  DOI   EPA 

one  regional  agency 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05468)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5468F) 

Interstate  Highway  80N  10/17 

Ida  ho 
County:  Elmore 
The    two    projects   encompassed    in   this    statement.     East    Hammett 
to    East   Glenns    Ferry   and   the    East    Glenns    Ferry    Interchange, 
provide    for    the    construction   of   a    7.07    mile    segment    of    I-80N 
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between    Hammett    and   Glerins    Ferry.       One    ranch    house    and    one 

business   may    be    displaced.       Pight-of-way    acquisition   will 
encroach   upon    the   movement    of   some    sirall    animals.        (50 

pages) 
C0MP1FNTS    nXJ)^    BY:     USDA     DOC       EPA       HUD       DOI 

state   agencies 

(EIR    OPDRS    #    05478)  (NTIS    ORDER    »     EIS    72    5U73F) 

Illinois    Route    a     (F.A.P.    Route    68)  10/06 

Illinois 

County:        Madison 
The  proposed  project  involves  the  relocation  of  existing 
FAP,  Route  68  in  the  vicinity  of  its  crossing  over  U.S.  UO. 
Three  bridges  will  be  reconstructed.   Project  length  is  ap- 

proximately one  mile.  Thirty  acres  are  required  for  right- 
of-way.   (102  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  DOC   COE   HEW   DOT   DOT 
(EI.R  ORDER  #  05419)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5m9F) 

F.A.  Route  64  10/06 

Illinois 
County:        Champaign 
The  proposed  project  consists  of  the  reconstruction  of  two 
segments  of  Federal  Aid  Route  64  (Illinois  Route  47),   Pro- 

ject length  is  13.8  miles.   Thirty-four  acres  are  required 
for  the  right-of-way.   Three  families  will  be  displaced; 
wildlife  habitat  will  be  disturbed.   (6  1  pages) 
COMMENTS  HADE  BY:  USDA  EPA   DOI   DOT   COE   HUD 

state  and  local  agencies 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05420)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5420F) 

Supplemental  Freeway  411  10/17 

Illinois 
County:        Williamson      Saline 
The  proposed  supplemental  freeway  will  involve    the  con- 

struction of  approximately  16  miles  of  new  interstate  type 
highway  between  the  communities  of  Marion  and  Harrisbury. 
Approximately  924  acres  of  land  are  required  for  right-of- 
way.   Eighteea  residences  and  one  business  will  be  displaced- 
Areas  of  coal  reserves  whica  are  scheduled  to  either  be 
strip  or  deep  mined  in  the  immediate  future  will  be  crossed. 
(38  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  EPA   DOI   DOT 

state  and  local  agencies 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05470)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5470F) 

US-54  10/06 

Kansas 
County:         Kingman 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  nine 
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iriles    of    toiir-lane    U.S.    5U ,    much    of    it    on   new   location. 
Approximately   400    acres    of   cultivated   or    pasture    land    will 
be   committed    to    the    project.       (45    pages) 
COHKLMTS    MADS    BY:     USDA    CO  E       DOC       EPA       DOT       DOT 

state   agencies 
(£IH    ORDER    #    05413)  (NTIS    ORDER    #     EIS    72    5413F) 

U.S.     36  10/06 

Kansas 

County:  Brown 

The    stato'nent    refers   to   a   corridor    study   for   the    relocation 
of    approximately    13   miles   of    U.S.     36.    Acquisition   of   right- 
of-way    will    reduce   the    amount   of    land   available    for    agri- 

cultural   and   wildlife   use.    Some    properties    will    be   severed 
and    an    unspecified   number   of    residences    displaced.     (177 
pages) 
COMMENTS    MADE    BY:     USDA    CO E       EPA       HEW       HUD       DOI 

(ELR    ORDER    #    05418)  (NTIS    ORDER    #     EIS    72     5418F) 

Interstate    435  10/24 

Kansas 

County:        Johnson        Wyandotte      Leavenworth 
The  proposed  project  is  the  addition  of  20.5  miles  to  Inter- 

state 435.   The  amount  of  land  acquistion  and  the  number  of 
displacements  are  unknown;  one  church  will  be  displaced. 
Adverse  effects  will  include  erosion  and  siltation,  loss  of 
water  bodies  and  aquatic  habitat,  loss  of  agrucultural  and 
wooded  area  causing  loss  of  wildlife  habitat  and  increases 
of  air,  water  and  noise  pollution  within  the  corridor  area, 
(130  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  COE   EPA   OEO   DOI 

state  and  local  agencies 
(ELK  ORDER  »  05509)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5509?) 

Kansas-7  10/24 

Kansas 
County:        Johnson 
The  proposed  project  is  the  relocation  and  widening  of  K-7 
to  a  4  lane  highway.   Project  length  is  7,5  miles.   The  a- 
irount  of  land  acquisition,  and   number  of  family  and  business 
displacements  will  depend  upon  the  route  chosen.   Any  route 
chosen  will  traverse  streams  and  other  water  bodies  causing 
increases  in  water  pollution,  and  the  loss  of  aquatic  habitat. 
(121  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  COE   EPA   DOI 

state  and  local  agencies  and 
concerned  citizens 

(ELR  ORDER  #  055';9)     (NTIS  ORDER  «  EIS  72  551  9F) 
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(EIF  ORDER  # 

Goodhue         Dakota 
t  refers  to  the  proposed  relocation  of  a  16  mile 
.H.  61  between  Ted  Wing  and  a  point  several  miles 
tings.  Section  U  { f )  land  from  the  Hay  Creek 
Trail  may  be  encroached  upon.  Approximately  360 
icultural  land  will  be  coiniritted  to  right-of-way. 
e  effects  include  severance  of  properties,  ac- 
soveral  farm  buildings,  and  some  indirection  of 

ed  by  limitation  of  access.   (8  3  pages) 
E  BY:  nSDA  EPA   H^JD   DO!   DOT   DOC 

one  state  agency 
05aa6)     (NTIS  OHDER  #  EIS  72  54^6?) 

Trunk  Highway  52 
10/17 
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Ota 
:  Olmsted 
atement    refers   to   the    proposed    new    routing    of   T.H.    52 

pass  an    urban   section   of    Rochester.      The    segment    con- 
d    in    this    report    provides    for    four    and    a    half   miles    of 
ane    divided    freeway    and    completes    the    relocation   of    T. 

Thirteen    farmsteads    will   be   severed   and     131    acres   of 

Iturai    land    committed    to    right-of-way.      Four    streams 
e   crossed    and    drainage    canals    will   be    relocated.     (44 

TS    MADF    BY: HUD       DOT       OEO       DOT nSDA    COF       EPA 

state   agencies 

(ELR    OPDE'^    #    05469)  (NTTS    ORDER    #     EIS    72    5469F) 

76    Street-Cotner    Blvd.     -    Relocated 10/31 

Nebraska 

County:  Lancaster 

The    proposed    project   consists    of    the    redesign    and    relocation 
of    an    existing    "Y"    intersection   at    76th    Street    and    Cotner 
Boulevard.       The    relocation   of    the    intersection    will    displace 
two    homes.       Adverse    effects    will    be    increases   of    water    and 
and   noise   pollution.       (30    pages) 
COr^MENTS    HADE    BY:     OSDA    C0£       DOI       DOT       EPA 

state,    local    and    regional    agencies 
(ELR    ORDER    #    05541)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EIS    72    5541F) 

The  Genesee    Expressway 

ir>/06 

New    York 

County:  Livingston  Monroe 
The   statement    refers    to    the    proposed   construction    of    a    43   mile 

segment   of   1-390    from   Dansville    to    1-90    at    Exit    46     (West 
Henrietta),    including    a   six    mile   spur   connection    to   Letch- 
worth    State    Park.    Sites    of    archeologic   interest    of    former 
Indian    villages   may   be    disturbed.       Thirty-two    families    may 
be    displaced,        (257   pages) 
COMMENTS    MADE    BY:     USDA    COE       EPA       HEW       HUD       DOI       DOT 

state    and    regional    agencies 
(ELP    ORDER    #    05430)  (NTIS    ORDER    #     EIS    72    5430F) 
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N.Y.     I^outo    297  10/17 

New    York 

County:         Ononciaqa 
The  proposed  project  involves  the  reconstruction  of  Bridge 
Street  (N.Y.  297)  beginning  at  the  Milton  Avenue  intersec- 

tion and  ending  at  the  Jtate  Fair  Boulevard  intersection. 
Project  length  is  0.8  mile.   Approximately  3.U  acres  of 
Section  ^(f)  land  from  the  New  York  State  Fair  Grounds  is 

required  for  right-of-way.   One  business  and  one  dwelling 
will  be  displaced.   Bridge  Street  will  be  closed  during 
construction.   (183  pages) 
COMMEMIS  «1ADE  3Y:  USDA  EPA   fHJD   DOI   0£C 
(FTR  OFDEK  «  05^79)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  FIS  72  5U79F) 

Interstate  88  10/2U 

Now  York 
County:         Otsego  Schonarie 
The  froposed  project  is  the  relocation  and  widening  of  a 
section  of  T -3 8 .   Project  length  is  45  miles.   The  reloca- 

tion of  7  1  dwellings,  UB  businesses  and  U7  farms  units  would 
be  necessary.   Increases  in  noise  and  air  pollution  will 
occur.   A  H{t)     statement  has  been  filed  for  land  from  the 
Richirordville  Recreational  Area.   (162  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  COF   DOI   DOT 

local,  state  and  regional  agencies 
(El?    OEDKR  #  05510)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5510F) 

Friendly  .Road  (SR  21U7)  10/17 
North  Carolina 
County:         r^.uilford 
The  proposed  action  is  the  widening  of  SR  21U7  to  five 
lanes  with  curb  and  gutter.   The  project  will  require additional  right-of-way  through  urban  and  suburban  land, including  the  Guilford  College  Campus;  a  section  U(f) consideration  will  be  prepared.   The  displacement  of approximately  24  business  tenants  will  result.   (30  Daae<.^ 
COMMENTS  MADE  by:  USDA  COE   DOC   GSA   HEW   h5d   DOI  'oE^  STAT „,_  state  and  local  agencies 
(ELF  OPDEP  #  05472)     (Nt-IS  ORDER  »  RIS  72  5a72F) 

NC 68  (Westchester  Drive) 10/27 

North  Carolina 
County:        Guilford 

In''Hf',TT''^P^°^^'''  '^  '^^  widening  of  Westchester  Drive in  High  Point  from  US  311  (North  Main  Street)  to  Elgin Avenue.   Project  length  is  4.0  mile.   Sixteen  -families 
and  nine  businesses  may  be  displaced.   Noise  levels  mav increase  as  a  result  of  the  project.   (47  panes) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  COE   EPa'  GsJ   HUD  "^DOI  ̂ EO state  and  local  agencies 

(FLR  ORDER  #  05536)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5536F) 
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L.  P.  1094,  Section  2  10/17 

Pennsylvania 
County:         Warren 
The    proposed    project    represents    the    westerly   segment   of    a 
limited   access    expressway    that    would   bypass    the    central 
business   district    in   the    Borough    of    Warren    and    provide    a 
connection    fron   the   completed    four   lane    highway    at    Startrick 

to    the   vs   fi-TR    59    intersection    in   Rogertown.       Section   4(f) 
land    from    the    Hat    Stone    League    recreational    area   may   be   en- 

croached  upon.       Temporary    siltation   and    sedimentation    of 
the    Allegheny    Fiver    will   occur, 
COffiENTS    ;iADC    BY:     USDA    ARC       COE       HUD       DOI       DOT 

state   agencies 
(EIF    ORDER    #    05U80)  (NTIS    ORDER     »    EIS    72    5U80F) 

U.S.     ̂ C    -Relocated  10/31 

Pennsylvania 
County:  Adams 
The    proposed    project    is    the    relocation    of    U.S.    30.       Project 

leng»-h    is    10.1    miles.       The    relocation   will   affect    10   to    15 
dwellings,    2   to    4    farm   buildings   and    3   to    5  commercial 
buildings.       The    Harsh    Creek    will    be    traversed   causing 
erosion   and   sedimentation.       Other   adverse   effects    will    in- 

clude  an    increase    of    storm-water    drainage    from    paved   areas, 
(UC    pa  ges) 
COMMENTS    MADE    BY:     U  SD  A    ?.Pk       HUD 

(EIR    ORDER    #    05545)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    FIS    72    55U5F) 

State    Highway    20  10/12 

South    Cakotfi 

County:  Codington 

The    statement    refers   to    the    proposed   construction    of   High- 
way   20    from    4    3/4    miles    east    of    Wallace    to    the   U.S.    81    - 

existing    S.H,     20    intersection.       Project    length    is    approxi- 
mately   14    milas.       A   new    bridge   spanning    the   Big    Sioux    River 

will    be   constructed.       Section    4(f)     land    from  a    wildlife 
refuge    may   be    encroached    upon.       An    unspecified    amount    of 

right-of-way    will    be    acguired.        (27    pages) 
COMMENTS    MADE    BY:     EPA       HUD        HER       DOI 

state    agencies 
(FLR    ORDER    #    05450)  (NTIS    ORDER    »    EIS    72    5450F) 

South    Cakota    34  10/24 

South    Dakota 

County:  Lake 
The    proposed    project    is    the    relocation    and    widening    of 



South  Dakota  34  from  a  2  lane  to  a  U  lane  road.   Project 
length  is  7.5  miles.   The  acquisition  of  land  (including 
wetlands)  is  necessary  for  right-of-way;  there  will  be 
resulting  impact  upon  local  wildlife  populations.   (28 
pages) 
COMMFNTS    "lADE    BY:     USDA    COE       DOC       DOI       EPA       HEW       HUD 

state   and    regional   agencies 
(ELR    ORDER    »    05521)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EIS    72    5521F) 

O.S.    287  10/06 

Texas 

County:  Ellis 

The    statejient    considers    a    proposal    to   construct    a    four-lane 
divided    highway   along    the   existing    alignment    of    two-lane    US 
287,       Approximately    200   acres    of    agricultural    land    will    be    com- 

mitted   to    right-of-way.       Six    families    will   be   displaced,    sever- 
al   businesses    will    be    either    bypassed   or    encroached    upon. 

COMMENTS    i^ADE    BY:     USDA    COE       EPA       HEW       HUD 
(ELR    ORDER    #    05U12)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EIS    72    5U12F) 

Groton-Marshf ield    State    Highway  10/OU 

Vermont 

County:        Caledonia 
The  statement  considers  a  proposal  to  relocate  1900  feet  of 
the  Groton-Marshf ield  State  Highway.   The  purpose  of  the  pro- 

ject is  to  eliminate  two  sharp  curves.   A  Section  ^  (f)     state 
ment  has  been  filed  for  the  0.5  acre  infringement  upon  the 
Groton  State  Forest.  (53  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADS  BY:  EPA   DOT 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05396)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5396F) 

Barre  Montpelier  Expressway  10/17 

Vermont 
County:         Washington 
The  proposed  project  involves  the  relocation  of  1.54  miles 
of  highway,  and  construction  of  3  bridges.   Two  businesses 
and  one  family  will  be  displaced  by  the  action.   (67  pages) 

COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  COE   EPA   DOT 
(Eie  ORDER  #  15U71)     (NTIS  ORDER  f  EIS  72  5a71P) 

US-3C2  10/17 

Vermont 
County:        Washington 
The  proposed  project  is  a  four-lane  divided  highway.   Pro- 

ject length  is  approximately  one  mile.   Displacements 
include  one  family  and  a  section  of  the  Montepelier  and 
BaLLG  Railroad.   (2U  pages) 
COMMENTS  HADE  BY:  USDA  COE   DOT 

(ELR  ORDER  #  D5UB2)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5483F) 
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Appalachian    Development    Highway  10/06 

West    Virginia 
County:  Boone  Kanawha  Lincoln 

Highway   -    Corriior    "G"    from    Danville   to    Charleston,         Pro- 

-ject    length    is    approximately    25.4    miles.       The    number   of    dis- 
placements  anci    the   amount    of   right-of-way   required    will 

depend    upon    the    route    selected.        (57    pages) 

(ELP    OPDEa    #    05431)  (NTIS    ORDEP    #    £IS    72    5431F) 

U.S.     16  10/04 

Wisconsin 

County:  Waukesha 

The   statement    refers   to   a    proposal    to    widen   existing   U .    S, 
16    from   a    two   lane    highway   to    a    four-lane    freeway   between 
the   communiti?s    of    Oconomowoc    and    Pewaukee.       Project    length 
is    11.9   miles.       Approximately    296    acres   are   required    for   ad- 

ditional   right-of-way.       Six    businesses,    40    fixed    homes    and    4 
mobile    homes    iiay    be    displaced.        (429    pages) 
COMMFNTS    flADS    BY:     USDA    EPA       HEW       HUD       DOT       DOT 

state,    regional,    and    local    agencies 
(ELR    OBDSn    #    05401)  (NTIS    ORDEP    #     EIS    72    5401F) 

Urban    Mass   Transportation    Administration 

Final  Date 

Baltimore  Region  Rapid  Transit  System  10/02 

Maryland 
County:         Baltimore 
The  statement  considers  an  application  by  the  Maryland 

Department  of  Transportation  for  a  grant  of  two-thirds  of 
the  cost  of  the  final  design,  construction,  and  land  ac- 

quisition of  a  rail  rapid  transit  line  for  Section  A  of 
Phase  1   of  the  System.  Total  cost  of  Phase  1  is 

$404,513,000.  The  section  discussed  in  the  statement  in- 
cludes 8.5  miles  of  double-track  line  and  10  stations. 

Approximately  46  families  and  32  businesses  will  be  dis- 
placed by  the  project.   (96  pages) 

COMMENTS  MADF  BY:  USDA  DOC   EPA   DOI 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05387)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5387F) 



97 

Regional  Federal  Highway  Administrators 

REGION  1 

(Conn.,  N.H.,  R.I.,  Mass.,  Puerto  Rico,  Me.,  N.J.,  Vt.,  N.Y.) 

Administrator;   Gerald  D.  Love,  4  Normanskill  Blvd.,  Delmar,  N.Y.  12054 

Tel:  (518)  472-6476 

REGION  2 

(Del.,  Ohio,  Md.,  W.V.,  D.C.,  Penna.,  Va.) 
Administrator:  August  Schofer,  Rm.  1633,  George  H.  Fallon  Federal 

Office  Bldg.,  31  Hopkins  Plaza,  Baltimore,  Md.  21201 
Tel:   (301)  962-2361 

REGION  3 

(Alabama,  S.C,  Georgia,  N.C,  Fla.,  Tenn.,  Miss.) 
Administrator;   Harry  E.  Stark,  Suite  200,  1720  Peachtree  Rd,  N.W., 

Atlanta,  Georgia   30309   Tel:   (404)  526-5078 

REGION  4 

(111.,  Ky.,  Wise,  Indiana,  Mich.) 
Administrator;   Fred  B.  Farrell,  18209  Dixie  Hwy.,  Homewood,  111.  60430 

Tel:   (312)  799-6300 

REGION  5 

(Iowa,  Neb.,  Minn.,  Mo.,  Ka.,  N.D.,  S.D.) 
Administrator;   John  B.  Kemp,  P.O.Box  7186,  Country  Club  Station, 

Kansas  City,  Missouri  64113  Tel;   (816)  361-7563 

REGION  6 
(Ark.,  Oklahoma,  La.,  Texas) 
Administrator:   James  W.  White,  819  Taylor  St.,  Ft.  Worth,  Texas  76102 

Tel:   (817)  334-3232 

REGION  7 
(Arizona,  Hawaii/  Calif.,  Nevada) 
Administrator:   Sheridan  E.  Farin,  450  Golden  Gate  Ave.,  Box  36096, 

San  Francisco,  Calif.  94102   Tel:   (415)  556-3951 

REGION  8 

(Alaska,  Montana,  Wash.,  Idaho,  Oregon) 
Administrator ;   Ralph  M.  Phillips,  Rm.  412,  Mohawk  Bldg., 

222  Southwest  Morrison  St.,  Portland,  Ore.  97204 
Tel;   (503)  226-3454 

REGION  9 

(Col.,  Utah,  N.M.,  Wyoming) 
Administrator :  Willieun  H.  Baugh,  Bldg.  40,  Denver  Federal  Center, 

Denver,  Colorado  80225   Tel;   (303)  233-6721 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 
WASHINGTON,  D.C.    20460 

Office  OF  the 
Administrator 

AVAILABILITY  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY  COMMENTS  ON 

ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENTS 

Appendix  I  contains  a  listing  of  draft  environmental 
impact  statements  which  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
(EPA)  has  reviewed  and  commented  upon  in  writing  during  the 
period  from  October  1,  1972,  to  October  31,  1972,  as  required 
by  Section  102 (2) (C)  of  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969  and  Section  309  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended. 
The  listing  includes  the  Federal  agency  responsible  for  the 
statement,  the  number  assigned  by  EPA  to  the  statement,  the 
title  of  the  statement,  the  classification  of  the  nature  of 
EPA's  comments,  and  the  source  for  copies  of  the  comments. 

Appendix  II  contains  definitions  of  the  four  classifi- 
cations of  EPA's  comments.   Copies  of  EPA's  comments  on  these draft  environmental  impact  statements  are  available  to  the 

public  from  the  EPA  offices  noted. 

Appendix  III  contains  a  listing  of  the  addresses  of  the 
sources  for  copies  of  EPA  comments  listed  in  Appendix  I. 

Copies  of  the  draft  environmental  impact  statements  are 
available  from  the  Federal  department  or  agency  which  prepared 
the  draft  statement  or  from  the  National  Technical  Information 
Service,  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  Springfield,  Virqinia 22151. 

:^M^^c^  M"^^^- Sheldon  Meyers 
Director 
Office  of  Federal  Activities 

Date:  .,..,  , 
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f 

APPENDIX  II 

DEFINITION  OF  CODES  FOR  THE  GENERAL  NATURE 

OF  EPA  COMMENTS 

(1)  General  Agreement/Lack  of  Objections;   The  Agency  generally: 

(a)  Has  no  objections  to  the  proposed  action  as  described 
in  the  draft  impact  statement; 

(b)  suggests  only  minor  changes  in  the  proposed  action 
or  the  draft  impact  statement;  or 

(c)  has  no  comments  on  the  draft  impact  statement  or  the 
proposed  action. 

(2 )  Inadequate  Information: 

The  Agency  feels  that  the  draft  impact  statement  does  not 
contain  adequate  information  to  assess  fully  the  environmental 

impact  of  the  proposed  action.  The  Agency's  comments  call  for 
more  information  about  the  potential  environmental  hazards 
addressed  in  the  statement,  or  ask  that  a  potential  environ- 

mental hazard  be  addressed  since  it  was  not  addressed  in  the 
draft  statement. 

(3)  Major  Changes  Necessary: 

The  Agency  believes  that  the  proposed  action,  as  described 
in  the  draft  impact  statement,  needs  major  revisions  or  major 
additional  safeguards  to  adequately  protect  the  environment. 

(4)  Unsatisfactory ; 

The  Agency  believes  that  the  proposed  action  is  unsatisfactory 
because  of  its  potentially  harmful  effect  on  the  environment. 
Furthermore,  the  Agency  believes  that  the  safeguards  which 
might  be  utilized  may  not  adequately  protect  the  environment 

from  the  hazards  arising  from  this  action.   The  Agency  there- 
fore recommends  that  alternatives  to  the  action  be  analyzed 

further  (including  the  possibility  of  no  action  at  all) . 
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APPENDIX  III 

SOURCES  FOR  COPIES  OF  EPA  COMMENTS 

A.  Director,  Office  of  Public  Affairs 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
401  M  Street,  S.W. 
Washington,  D.C.    20460 

B.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 

Region  I 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Room  2  303 
John  F.  Kennedy  Federal  Building 
Boston,  Massachusetts    02203 

C.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 

Region  II 
Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Room  8  47 
26  Federal  Plaza 
New  York,  New  York    10007 

D.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  III 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Curtis  Bldg.,  6th  and  Walnut  Streets 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania    19106 

E.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 

Region  IV 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Suite  300 
1421  Peachtree  Street,  N.E. 
Atlanta,  Georgia    30309 

F.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  V 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
1  N.  Wacker  Drive 
Chicago,  Illinois    60606 

G.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 

Region  VI 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
1600  Patterson  Street 
Dallas,  Texas    75201 
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H.   Director  of  Public  Affairs 

Region  VII 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
1735  Baltimore  Street 
Kansas  City,  Missouri    64108 

I.   Director  of  Public  Affairs 

Region  VIII 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Lincoln  Tower,  Room  916 
1860  Lincoln  Street 
Denver,  Colorado    80203 

J.   Director  of  Public  Affairs 

Region  IX 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
100  California  Street 
San  Francisco,  California    94102 

K.   Director  of  Public  Affairs 

Region  X 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
1200  6th  Avenue 
Seattle,  Washington    98101 
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CHAIRMAN  TRAIN  LEADS  UNITED  STATES  DELEGATION  TO 
SUCCESSFUL  NEGOTIATION  OF  OCEAN  DUMPING  TREATY 

The  recent  Intergovernmental  Conference,  held  at  London, 
October  30  to  November  13,  1972,  and  attended  by  repre- 

sentatives and  observers  from  92  nations,  produced  a 

treaty  on  the  regulation  of  ocean  dumping  which  Chairman 
Russell  E.  Train  has  termed,   "An  historic  step  toward 

the  control  of  global  pollution."   The  full  text  of 
Chairman  Train's  statement  follows,  beginning  on  page  2. 
The  text  of  the  agreement,  presently  awaiting  final  sig- 

nature and  ratification,  begins  on  page  6. 
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EXECUTIVE  OFFICE  OF  THE  PRESIDENT 
COUNCIL  ON  ENVIRONMENTAL  QUALITY 

722    JACKSON    PLACE.    N.    W. 

WASHINGTON.    D.    C.    20006 

STATEMENT  BY  RUSSELL  E.  TRAIN 
HEAD  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES  DELEGATION 

OCEAN  DUMPING  CONFERENCE 

LONDON,  ENGLAND 
November  13,  1972 

following  the  adoption  of  the 

CONVENTION  ON  THE  PREVENTION  OF  MARINE 
POLLUTION  BY  DUMPING  OF  WASTES  AND  OTHER  MATTER 

I  am  very  pleased  with  the  text  of  the  Ocean  Dumping 

Agreement  which  we  have  just  reached  in  London.   such  an  agreemen 

has  been  a  major  policy  objective  of  the  united  states.   The  new 

agreement  is  a  strong  and  effective  measure  which  represents  an 

historic  step  toward  the  control  of  global  pollution. 

This  international  agreement  on  ocean  dumping,  first 

suggested  by  president  Nixon  in  his  Environment  Message  of  Feb- 

ruary 1971,  achieves  substantially  all  of  the  objectives  which 

the  United  States  has  been  seeking. 

The  united  states  has  recently  adopted  comprehensive  legis- 

lation, proposed  by  the  President  almost  two  years  ago,  to  control 

the  ocean  dumping  of  wastes  off  its  own  shores.   That  legislation 

implements  the  recommendations  of  the  Council  on  Environmental 

Quality  made  to  the  President  and  transmitted  by  him  to  the  Con- 

gress in  November  1970  (OCEAN  DUMPING  -  A  National  Policy,  Report 
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of  the  council  on  Environmental  Quality).  l!he   U.  S.  legislation 

brings  under  strict  regulatory  control  all  dumping  off  the  shores 

of  the  United  States.   As  such,  it  represents  one  of  the  strongest 

and  moist  comprehensive  regulatory  systems  of  any  nation  in  this 

critical  area.   The  President  and  the  responsible  committees  of 

the  Congress  have  demonstrated  outstanding  leadership  in  this 

field. 

The  parties  to  the  new  convention  now  are  agreeing  to 

undertake  similar  systems  of  national  regulation  of  dumping.   In 

addition,  the  agreement  calls  for  the  designation  of  an  interna- 

tional organization  to  coordinate  and  otherwise  assist  the  imple- 

mentation of  the  convention. 

The  framework  of  the  convention  is  quite  simple.   It  recog- 

nizes that  the  health  of  the  marine  environment  is  of  vital 

importance  to  mankind.   it  requires  governments  to  regulate 

dumping,  including  monitoring.   Certain  very  harmful  substances, 

such  as  certain  pesticides,  persistent  oils,  high-level  radio- 

active wastes,  presistent  plastics,  cadmium,  mercury  and  their 

compounds,  etc.,  are  prohibited  to  be  dumped  entirely.   Another 

group  of  wastes  are  to  be  dumped  only  under  special  conditions 

requiring  special  permits.   These  include  .cyanide  and  fluoride 

wastes  and  other  materials  containing  certain  heavy  metals  such 

as  arsenic,  lead,  and  croraium.   Finally,  all  other  substances 
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will  require  general  permits.   Thus,  all  matters  dumped  into  the 

oceans  will  be  brought  under  regulation. 

The  agreement  contains  one  narrowly  restricted  exception 

to  the  prohibited  list  confined  to  emergency  situations  where 

disposal  on  land  could  create  unacceptable  risk  to  human  health, 

in  such  cases,  the  circumstances  are  to  be  reported  to  the  respon- 

sible international  organization  and  consultations  held  with  other 

interested  governments.   It  is  our  hope  and  expectation  that  this 

exception  will  have  an  extremely  limited  application.   We  would 

prefer  that  it  never  have  to  be  used  at  all. 

I  wish  to  pay  tribute  to  the  representatives  of  the  91 

nations  who  have  been  meeting  in  London  for  their  hard  work  and 

conscientious  effort  over  the  past  two  weeks.   The  delegates  have 

met  far  into  the  night,  as  well  as  on  Saturdays  and  Sundays.   All 

delegations  have  contributed  to  the  great  success  of  the  meeting. 

I  also  wish  to  express  particular  appreciation  to  the  Government 

of  the  United  Kingdom,  which  has  been  the  host  country  for  the 

conference,  for  the  excellence  of  the  conference  arrangements. 

I  know  that' I  speak  for  all  delegations  in  paying  tribute  to  the 

splendid  job  of  chairing  the  conference  performed  by  Dr.  Martin 

Holdgate,  Department  of  the  Environment  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

f    .The  .United  Nations  Conference  on  the  Human  Environment, 

held  in  Stockholm  last  June,  strongly  endorsed  the  concept  of  an 

ocean  dumping  convention  to  be  completed  in  time  for  signature 
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prior  to  the  end  of  1972.   We  have  now  met  this  goal.   l*he  agree- 

ment which  we  have  reached  provides  practical  evidence  of  the 

increasing  priority  the  nations  of  the  world  are  giving  to 

environmental  problems. 

Standing  alone,  this  convention  will  not  solve  the  problems 

of  marine  pollution.   But,  when  the  dumping  convention  is  con- 

sidered with  other  conventions  adopted  through  the  Inter-- 

Governmental  Maritime  consultative  Organization  (IMCO) ,  especially 

those  dealing  with  oil  pollution,  a  genuinely  workable  framework 

of  controlling  marine  pollution  is  emerging.   As  a  matter  of 

presidential  policy,  the  United  states  will  continue  to  press  for 

further  agreements  to  fill  out  these  substantial  efforts.   In 

particular,  we  are  already  deeply  involved  with  the  IMCO  pre- 

parations for  a  fall  1973  conference  to  adopt  a  new  convention 

imposing  extremely  stringent  standards  on  discharges  of  oil  and 

hazardous  substances  and  on  the  construction  of  ships  carrying 

■.hese  materials. 

I  would  emphasize  that  we  are  building  a  momentum  on 

international  steps  to  control  pollution.   The  nations  of  the 

world  must  maintain  it.   international  cooperation  to  protect 

the  environment  provides  a  positive  and  vital  opportunity  for  the 

nations  of  the  world  to  work  together.   The  United  states  will 

continue  to  lend  its  full  support  to  these  efforts. 
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COhfVENTION  ON  THE  PREVENTION  OF  MARINE  POLLUTION 
BY  DUMPING  OF  WASTES  AND  OTHER  MATTER 

The  Department- of  State  is  pleased  to  release  the  text 
of  this  Convmition  developed  at  the  Tntergovernmental 
Conference  held  at  London,  October  30  to  November  13,  1972. 
This  text  is  subject  only  to  linguistic  verification  in 
the  English,  French,  Spanish,  and  Russian  languages.   The 
Government  of  the  United  Kingdom,  host  of  the  Conference  of 
80  nations  (with  Observers  from  12  others)  ,is  preparing  the 

final  text  which  will  be  open  for  signature  beginning  Decem- 
ber 29,  1972,  at  London,  Mexico  City,  Moscow  and  Vvashington. 

The  Government  of  the  United  Kingdom  is  also  preparing  the 
Final  Report  of  the  Conference  which  will  include  a  number 

of  interpretive  statements  issued  by  certain  of  the  partici- 
pating nations,  along  with  lists  of  the  countries  participat- 

ing in  the  Conference  and  those  signing  the  Final  Act. 

Attachment: 

Convention  on  the  Prevention  of  Marine  Pollution 
by  Dumping  of  V/astes  and  Other  Matter 

SCI/EN:V:CSalmon/V,'DCocrr:bs   632-9278 
16  Kovewber  1972 
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CONVENTION  ON  THE  PREVENTION  OF  I-L^RINE  POLLUTION 
BY  DUMPING  OF  WASTES  AND  OTHER  MATTER 

PREAMBLE 

The  Contracting  Parties  to  this  Convention 

Recognizing  that  the  marine  environment  and  the  living 

organ!  sn"!?  v.-hich  it  svipports  are  of  vital  importance  to  hijmanity, 
and  all  people  have  an  interest  in  ass.uring  that  it  is  so  managed 
that  its  quality  and  resources  are  not  impaired; 

Recognizing  that  the  capacity  of  the  sea  to  assimilate 
wastes  and  render  them  harmless,  and  its  ability  to  regenerate 
natural  resources,  is  not  unlimited; 

.Recognizing  that  States  have,  in  accordance  with  the 
Charter  of  the  United  Nations  and  the  principles  of  international 
law,  the  sovereign  right  to  exploit  their  own  resources 

pursuant  to  their  own  environmental  policies,  and  the  responsi- 
bility to  ensure  that  activities  within  their  jurisdiction  or 

control  do  not  cause  damage  to  the  environment  of  other  States 
or  of  areas  beyond  the  limits  of  national  jurisdiction; 

Recalling  Resolution  274  9  (XXV)  of  the  General  Assembly 
of  the  United  Nations  on  the  principles  governing  the  sea  bed 
and  the  ocean  floor  and  the  subsoil  thereof,  beyond  the  limits 
of  national  jurisdiction; 

Noting  that  marine  pollution  originates  in  many  sources, 

'such  as  dumping  and  discharges  through  the  atmosphere,  riverc, 
estuaries,  outfalls  and  pipelines,  and  that  it  is  important  that 

Note;   This  text  is  the  product  of  an  Intergovernmvental  Conference 

held  at  London  October  30-Noveiriber  13,  1972.   It  is 
subject  only  to  linguistic  verification  for  the  Ei.glish, 
French,  Spanish  and  Russian  languages. 
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States  use  the  best  practicable  means  to  prevent  such  pollution 
and  develop  products  and  processes  which  will  reduce  the  amount 
of  harmful  wastes  to  be  disposed  of; 

Being  convinced  that  international  action  to  control  the 
pollution  of  the  sea  by  dumping  can  and  must  be  taken  without 
delay  but  that  this  action  should  not  preclude  discussion  of 
measures  to  control  other  sources  of  marine  pollution  as  soon 

as  possible  and; 

Wishing  to  improve  protection  of  the  marine  environment 
by  encouraging  States  with  a  common  interest  in  particular 

geographical  areas  to  enter  into  appropriate  agreements  supple- 
mentary to  this  Convention: 

Have  agreed  as  follows: 

ARTICLE  I 

Contracting  Parties  shall  individually  and  collectively 
promote  the  effective  control  of  all  sources  of  pollution  of 
the  marine  environment,  and  pledge  themselves  especially  to  take 
all  practicable  steps  to  prevent  the  pollution  of  the  sea  by 
the  dumping  of  v/aste  and  other  matter  that  is  liable  to  create. 
hazards  to  human  health,  to  harm  living  resources  and  marine 
life,  to  damage  amenities  or  to  interfere  with  other  legitimate 
uses  of  the  sea. 

ARTICLE  II 

Contracting  Parties  shall,  as  provided  for  in  the  following 
Articles,  take  effective  measures  individually,  according  to 
their  scientific,  technical  and  economic  capabilities,  and 
collectively,  to  prevent  marine  pollution  caused  by  dumping 
and  shall  harmonize  their  policies  in  tnis  regard. 

ARTICLD-III   . 

For  the  purposes  of  this  Convention: 

1.    (a)   "Dumping"  means: 
(i)  any  deliberate  disposal'  at  sea  of  wastes  or  other 

matter  from  vessels,  aircraft,  platforms  or  other 

man-made  structures  at  sea; 
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(ii)  any  deliberate  disposal  at  sea  of  vessels, 

aircraft,  platforms  or  other  man-made  structures 
at  sea; 

(b)  "Dumping"  does  not  include: 

(i)   the  disposal'""  at  sea  of  wastes  or  other  matter 
incidental  to,  or  derived  from  the  normal 
operations  of  vessels,  aircraft,  platforms  or 

other  man-made  structures  at  sea  and  their  equip- 
ment, other  than  wastes  or  other  matter  transported 

by  or  to  vessels,  aircraft,  platforms  or  other  man- 
made  structures  at  sea,  operating  for  the  purpose  of 

disposal  of  such  matter  or  derived  from  the  treat- 
ment of  such  wastes  or  other  matter  on  such 

vessels,  aircraft  platforms  or  structures; 

(ii)  placement  of  matter  for  a  purpose  other  than 
the  mere  disposal  thereof,  provided  that  such 
placement  is  not  contrary  to  the  aims  of  this 
convention; 

(c)  The  disposal  of  v/astes  or  other  matter  directly  arising 
from,  or  related  to  the  exploration,  exploitation 

and  associated  off-shore  processing  of  seabed  mineral 
resources  will  not  be  covered  by  the  provisions  of 
this  Convention. 

2.  "Vessels  and  aircraft"  means  waterborne  or  airborne  craft 
of  any  type  whatsoever.   This  expression  includes  air  cushioned 

craft  and  floating  craft,  whether  self-propelled  or  not. 

3.  "Sea"  means  all  marine  waters  other  than  the  internal 
waters  of  States. 

4.  "Wastes  or  other  matter"  means  material  and  substance  of 
any  kind,  form  or  description. 

5.  "Special  permit"  means  permission  granted  specifically  on 
application  in  advance  and  in  accordance  with  Annex  II  and  Annex  III, 

6.  "General  permit"  means  permission  granted  in  advance  and  in 
accordance  v.'ith  Annex  III. 

7.  "Tl:ie  Organisation"  means  the  organisation  designated  by  the 
Contracting  Parties  in  accordance  with  Article  XIV2. 
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ARTICLE  IV 

1.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this  Convention 
Contracting  Parties  shall  prohibit  the  dumping  of  any  wastes  or 
other  matter  in  vyhatever  form  or  condition  except  .as  otherv;ise 

specified  below:- 

a.  The  dumping  of  wastes  or  other  matter  listed  in 
Annex  I  is  prohibited; 

b.  The  dumping  of  wastes  or  other  matter  listed  in 
Annex  II  requires  a  prior  special  permit; 

c.  The  dumping  of  all  other  wastes  or  matter 'requires  a 
prior  general  permit. 

2.  Any  permit  shall  be  issued  only  after  careful 
consideration  of  all  the  factors  set  forth  in  Annex  III,  including 
prior  studies  of  the  characteristics  of  the  dumping  site,  as 
set  forth  in  Sections  B  and  C  of  that  Annex. 

3.  No  provision  of  this  Convention  is  to  be  interpreted 
as  preventing  a  Contracting  Party  from  prohibiting,  insofar 
as  that  Party  is  concerned,  the  dumping  of  wastes  or  other  matter 
not  mentioned  in  Annex  I.   That  Party  shall  notify  such 
measures  to  the  Organisation. 

ARTICLE  V 

1.    The  provisions  of  Article  IV  shall  not  apply  when  it 
•is  necessary  to  secure  the  safety  of  human  life  or  of  vessels, 
aircraft,  platforms  or  other  man-made  structures  at  sea  in 
cases  of  force  majeure  caused  by  stress  of  weather,  or  in  any 
case  which  constitutes  a  danger  to  human  life  or  a  real  threat 
to  vessels,  aircraft,  platforms  or  other  man-made  structures  at 
sea,  if  dumping  appears  to  be  the  only  way  of  averting  the 
threat  and  if  there  is  every  probability  that  the  damage  conse- 

quent upon  such  dumping  v;ill  be  less  than  would  otherv;ise  occur. 
Such  dumping  shall  be  so  conducted  as  to  minimize  the  likelihood 

of  damage  tor  human  or  marine  life  and  shall  be  reported  forth- 
with to  the  Organisation. 
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2.  A  Contracting  Party  may  issue  a  special  permit  as  an 
exception  to  Article  IVla,  in  emergencies,  posing  unacceptable 
risk  relating  to  human  health  and  admitting  no  other  feasible 
solution.   Before  doing  so  the  Party  shall  consult  any  other 
country  or  countries  that  are  likely  to  be  affected  and  the 
Organisation  v;hich,  after  consulting  other  Parties,  and 

international  organisations' as  appropriate,  shall,  in  accordance 
with  Article  XIV4e  promptly  recommend  to  the  Party  the  most 
appropriate  procedures  to  adopt.   The  Party  sliall  follow  these 
recommendations  to  the  maximum  extent"  feasible  consistent  with 
the  tim.e  within  which  action  must  be  taken  and  v.'ith  the  general 
obligation  to  avoid  damage  to  the  marine  environment  and  shall 
inform  the  Organisation  of  the  action  it  takes.   The  Parties 
pledge  themselves  to  assist  one  another  in  such  situations. 

3.  Any  Contracting  Party  may  waive  its  rights  under 
Paragraph  2  at  the  time  of,  or  subsequent  to  ratification  of, 
or  accession  to  this  Convention. 

ARTICLE  VI 

1.    Each  Contracting  Party  shall  designate  an  appropriate 
authority  or  authorities  to: 

a.  issue  special  permits  which  shall  be  required  prior 
to,  and  for,  the  dumping  of  matter  listed  in 
Annex  II  and  in  the  circumstances  provided  for  in 
Article  V2; 

b.  issue  general  permits  which  shall  be  required  prior 
to  and  for  the  dumping  of  all  other  matter; 

c.  keep  records  of  the  nature  and  quantities  of  all 
.matter  permitted  to  be  dumped  and  the  location,  time 
and  metliod  of  dumping; 

d.  monitor  individually,  or  in  collaboration  v/ith  other 
Parties  and  competent  international  organisations, 
the  condition  of  tlie  seas  for  the  purposes  of  this 
Convention. 
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2.    The  appropriate  authority  or  authorities  of  a 
Contracting  Party  shall  issue  prior  special  or  general  oermits m  accordance  with  paragraph  1. in  respect  of  matter  intended for  dumping: 

a.  loaded  in  its  territory; 

b.  loaded  by  a  vessel  or  aircraft  registered  in  its 
territory  or  flying  its  flag,  when  the  loading  occurs m  the  territory  of  a  State  not  party  to  this Convention. 

3.    In  issuing  permits  under  sub-paragraphs  la  and  b 
above,  the  appropriate  authority  or  authorities  shall  comply 
with  Annex  III,  together  with  such  additional  criteria,  meas and  requirements  as  they  may  consider  relevant. 

4.    Each  Contracting  Party,  directly  or  through  a 
Secretariat  established  under  a  regional  agreement,  shall  report to  the  Organisation,  and  where  appropriate  to  other  Parties 
the  information  specified  in  sub-paragraphs  c  and  d  of  paragraph  1 above,  and  the  criteria,  measures  and  requirements  it  adopts in  accordance  with  paragraph  3  above.   The  procedure  to  be 
followed  and  the  nature  of  such  reports  shall  be  agreed  by the  Parties  in  consultation. 

ARTICLE  VII 

1.    Each  Contracting  Party  shall  apply  the  measures required  to  implement  the  present  Convention  to  all: 
a. 

vessels  and  aircraft  registered  in  its  territory or  flying  its  flag; 

vessels  and  aircraft  loading  in  its  territory  or territorial  seas  matter  which  is  to  be  dumped; 

vessels  and  aircraft  and  fixed  or  floating  platfor-ms under  its  jurisdiction  believed  to  be  engaged in  dumping. 

2.    Each  Party  shall  take  in  its  territory  appropriate measures  to  prevent  and  punish  conduct  in  contravention  of  the provisions  of  this  Convcjiuion. 

b. 

c. 
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3.  The  Parties  agree  to  cooperate  in  the  development 
of  procedures  for  the  effective  application  of  this  Convention 
particularly  on  the  high  seas,  including  procedures  for  the 

reporting  of  vessels  and  aircraft  observed  dumping  in  contra- 
vention of  the  Convention. 

4.  This  Convention  shall  not  apply  to  those  vessels  and 
aircraft  entitled  to  sovereign  immunity  under  international 
law.   However  each  party  shall  ensure  by  the  adoption  of 
appropriate  measures  that  such  vessels  and  aircraft  owned 
or  operated  by  it  act  in  a  manner  consistent  with  the  object 
and  purpose  of  this  Convention,  and  shall  inform  the  Organisation 
accordingly. 

5.  Nothing  in  this  Convention  shall  affect  the  right 
of  each  Party  to  adopt  other  measures,  in  accordance  with 
the  principles  of  international  law,  to  prevent  dumping  at  sea. 

ARTICLE  VIII 

In  order  to  further  the  objectives  of  this  Convention, 
the  Contracting  Parties  with  comnion  interests  to  protect  the 
marine  environment  in  a  given  geographical  area  shall  endeavour, 
taking  into  account  characteristic  regional  features,  to  enter 
into  regional  agreements  consistent  v;ith  this  Convention  for 
the  prevention  of  pollution,  especially  by  dumping.   The 
Contractijig  Parties  to  the  present  Convention  shall  endeavour 
to  act  consistently  with  the  objectives  and  provisions  of  such 

regional  agreements,  v.'liich  shall  be  notified  to  them  by  the 
Organisation.   Contracting  Parties  shall  seek  to  cooperate 
with  the  Parties  to  regional  agreements  i.n  order  to  develop 
harmonized  procedures  to  be  follov/ed  by  Contracting  Parties 
to  the  da.fferent  conventions  concerned.   Special  attention  shall 
be  given  to  cooperation  in  the  field  of  monitoring  and 
scientific  research. 

ARTICLE  IX 

The  Contracting  Parties  shall  promote,  through 
collaboration  v;ithi.n  the  Organisation  and  other  international 
bodies,  support  for  those  Parties  which  request  it  for: 
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a.  the  training  of  scientific  and  technical  personnel; 

b.-   the  supply  of  necessary  equipment  and  facilities  for 
research  and  monitoring; 

.c»-    the  disposal  and  -"treatment  of  waste  and  other 
measures  to  prevent  or  mitigate  pollution  caused 
by  dumping; 

preferably  within  the  countries  concerned,  so  furthering  the 
aims  and  purposes  of  this  Convention. 

ARTICLE  X 

In  accordance  with  the  principles  of  international  law 

regarding  State  responsibility  for  damage  to  the  environment  of 
other  States  or  to  any  other  area  of  the  environment,  caused 

by  dumping  of  wastes  and  other  matter  of  all  kinds,  the 
Contracting  Parties  undertake  to  develop  procedures  for  the 
assessment  of  liability  and  the  settlement  of  disputes 
regarding  dumping. 

ARTICLE  XI 

The  Contracting  Parties  shall  at  their  first  consultative 
meeting  consider  procedures  for  the  settlement  of  disputes 
concerning  the  interpretation  and  application  of  this  Convention. 

ARTICLE  XII 

The  Contracting  Parties  pledge  themselves  to  promote, 
within  the  competent  specialised  agencies  and  other  international 
bodies,  measures  to  protect  the  marine  environment  against 
pollution  caused  by: 

a;    hydrocarbons,  including  oil,  and  their  wastes; 

b.  other  noxious  or  hazardous  matter  transported  by 
vessels  for  purposes  other  than  dumping; 

c.  wastes  generated  in  the  course  of  operation  of 

vessels,  aircraft,  platforms  and  other  man-made 
structures  at  sea; 
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d.  radioactive  pollutants  from  all  sources,  including 
vessels; 

e.  agents  of  chemical  and  biological  v;arfare; 

f.  wastes  or  other  iriatter  directly  arising  from,  or 

related  to  the  exploration,  exploitation  and 

associated  off-shore  processing  of  seabed  mineral 
resources . 

The  Parties  will  also  promote,  within  the  appropriate 

international  organisation,  the  codification  of  signals  to 

be  used  by  vessels  engaged  in  dumping. 

ARTICLE  XIII 

Nothing  in  this  Convention  shall  prejudice  the 

codification  and  development  of  the  law  of  the  sea  by  the  United 

Nations  Conference  on  the  Law  of* the  Sea  convened  pursuant 
to  Resolution  27.50C  (XXV)  of  the  General  Assembly  of  the  United 

Nations  nor  the  present  or  future  claims  and  legal  views  of 

any  State  concerning  the  law  of  the  sea  and  the  nature  and 

extent  of  coastal  and  flag  state  jurisdiction.   The  Contracting 

Parties  agree  to  consult  at  a  meeting  to  be  convened  by  the 

Organisation  after  the  Law  of  the  Sea  Conference,  and  in  any 

case  not  later  than  1976,  with  a  view  to  defining  the  nature 

and  extent  of  the  right  and  the  responsibility  of  a  coastal 

state  to  apply  the  Convention  in  a  zone  adjacent  to  its  coast. 

ARTICLE  XIV 

■      1.    The  Government  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 

Britain  and  Northern  Ireland  as  a  depositary  shall  call  a  meeting 

of  the  Contracting  Parties  not  later  than  three  months  after 

the  entry  into  force  of  this  Convention  to  decide  on  organi- sational matters. 

2.    The  Contracting  Parties  shall' designate  a  competent 
organisation  existing  at  the  time  of  that  meeting  to  be 

responsible  for  secretariat  duties  in  relation  to  this  Convention, 
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Any  Party  to  this  Convention  not  being  a  member  of  this  Organi- 
sation shall  make  an  appropriate  contribution  to  the  expenses 

incurred  by  the  Organisation  in  performing  these  duties. 

3,  The  Secretariat  duties  of  the  Organisation  shall 
include : 

a.  the  convening  of  consultative  meetings  of  the 
Contracting  Parties  not  less  frequently  than  once 

every  two'  years  and  of  special  meetings  of  the 
Parties  at  any  time  on  the  request  of  tv;o- thirds 
of  the  Parties; 

b.  preparing  and  assisting,  in  consultation  with  the 
Contracting  Parties  and  appropriate  International 
Organisations,  in  the  development  and  implementation 

of  procedures  referred  to  in  sub-paragraph  4e  of  this 
Article; 

c.  considering  enquiries  by,  and  information  from  the 
Contracting  Parties,  consulting  with  them  and  with  the 
appropriate  International  Organisations,  and 
providing  recommendations  to  the  Parties  on  questions 
related  to,  but  not  specifically  covered  by  the 
Convention; 

d.  conveying  to  the  Parties  concerned  all  notifications 
received  by  the  Organisation  in  accordance  with 
Articles  IV  3 ,  V  1  and  2,  VI  4,  XIII,  XV,  XX  and  XXI. 

Prior  to  the  designation  of  the  Organisation  these 
functions  shall,  as  necessary,  be  performed  by  the  depositary, 
who  for  this  purpose  shall  be  the  Government  of  the  United  Kingdom 
of  Great  Britain  and  Northern  Ireland. 

4.  Consultative  or  special  meetings  of  the  Contracting 
Parties  shall  keep  under  continuing  review  the  implementation 
of  this  Convention  and  may,  inter  alia: 

a.    review  and  adopt  amendments  to  this  Convention  and 
its  Annexes  in  accordance  with  Article  XV; 
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b.  invite  the  appropriate  scientific  body  or  bodies  to 
collaborate  v;ith  and  to  advise  the  Parties  or  the 

Organisation  on  any  scientific  or  technical  aspect 
relevant  to  this  Convention,  including  particularly 
the  content  of  the  Annexes; 

c.  receive  and  consilder  reports  made  pursuant  to 
Article  VI  4; 

•d.    promote  cooperation  v;ith  and  between  regional 
organisations  concerned  with  the  prevention  of 
niarine  pollution; 

e.  develop  or  adopt,  in  consultation  with  appropriate 
Internationa].  Organisations,  procedures  referred  to 
in  Article  V  2,  including  basic  criteria  for 
determining  exceptional  and  emergency  situations, 
and  procedures  for  consultative  advice  and  the 
safe  disposal  of  matter  in  such  circumstances, 
including  the  designation  of  appropriate  dumping 
areas,  and  recommend  accordingly; 

f.  consider  any  additional  action  that  may  be  required, 

5.    The  Contracting  Parties  at  their  first  consultative 
meeting  shall  establish. rules  of  procedure  as  necessary. 

ARTICLE  XV 

1.    a.    At  meetings  of  the  Contracting  Parties  called 
in  accordance  with  Article  XIV  amendments  to  this  Convention 

may  be  adopted  by  a  two- thirds  majority  of  those  present. 
An  amendment  shall  enter  into  force  for  the  Parties  which  have 

accepted  it  on  the  sixtieth  day  after  two-thirds  of  the  Parties 
shall  have  deposited  an  instrument  of  acceptance  of  the  amend- 

ment v.'ith  tlie  Organisation.   Thereafter  tlie  ameiidment  shall 
■enter  into  force  for  any  other  Party  30  days  after  that  Party 
deposits  its  instrument  of  acceptance  of  the  amendment. 

1.    b.    Tlie  Organisation  sliall  inform  all  Contracting 
Parties  of  any  requests  made  for  a  .special  meeting  under 
Article  XIV  and  of  any  amendments  ..clopted  at  meeting.^  of  the 
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Parties  and  of  the  date  on  which  each  such  amendment  enters 

into  force  for  each  Party. 

2-.    Amendments  to  the  Annexes  will  be  based  on  scientific 

o'r  technical  considerations.   Amendments  to  the  Annexes  approved 
by  a  two-thirds  majority  of""  those  present  at  a  meeting  called 
in  accordance  with  Article  XIV  shall  enter  into  force  for 
each  Contracting  Party  immediately  on  notification  of  its 
acceptance  to  the  Organisation  and  100  days  after  approval  by 
the  meeting  for  all  other  Parties  except  for  those  which  before 
the  end  of  the  100  days  metke  a  declaration  that  they  are  not 
able  to  accept  the  amendment  at  that  time.   Parties  should 
endeavour  to  signify  their  acceptance  of  an  amendment  to  the 
Organisation  as  soon  as  possible  after  approval  at  a  meeting. 
A  Party  may  at  any  time  substitute  an  acceptance  for  a  previous 
declaration  of  objection  and  the  amendment  previously  objected 
to  shall  thereupon  enter  into  force  for  that  Party. 

3.  An  acceptance  or  declaration  of  objection  under  this 
Article  shall  be  made  by  the  deposit  of  an  instrument  with 
the  Organisation.   The  Organisation  shall  notify  all  Contracting 
Parties  of  the  receipt  of  such  instruments. 

4.  Prior  to  the  designation  of  the  Organisation,  the 
Secretarial  functions  herein  attributed  to  it,  shall  be 

performed  temporarily  by  the  Government  of  the  United  Kingdom 
of  Great  Britain  and  Northern  Ireland,  as  one  of  the 
depositaries  of  this  Convention. 

ARTICLE  XVI 

This  Convention  shall  be  open  for  signature  by  any 
State  at  London,  Mexico  City,  Moscow  and  Washington  from 
29  December  1972  until  31  December  1973. 

ARTICLE  XV.II 

This  Convention  shall  be  subject  to  ratification.   The 

instruments  of  ratification  shall  be  deposited  with  the  Govern- 
ments of  Mexico,  Union  of  Soviet  Socialist  Republics,  United 

Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Northern  Ireland,  and  the  United 
St  a  he  K  of  Ar.-,c  r  i.  c  a  . 
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ARTICLE  XVIII 

After  31  December  1973,  this  Convention  shall  be  open 
for  accession  by  any  State.   The  instruments  of  accession  shall 
be  deposited  v;ith  the  Governments  of  Mexico,  Union  of  Soviet 
Socialist  Republics,  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and 
Northern  Ireland,  and  the  United  States  of  America. 

ARTICLE  XIX 

1.  This  Convention  shall  enter  into  force  on  the  thirtieth 

day  following  the  date  of  deposit  of  the  fifteenth  instruraent 
of  ratification  or  accession. 

2.  For  each  Contracting  Party  ratifying  or  acceding  to 
the  Convention  after  the  deposit  of  the  fifteenth  instrument 
of  ratification  or  accession,  the  Convention  shall  enter  into 
force  on  the  thirtieth  day  after  deposit  by  such  Party  of  its 
instrument  of  ratification  or  accession. 

ARTICLE  XX 

The  depositaries  shall  inform  Contracting  Parties: 

a.  of  signatures  to  this  Convention  and  of  the 
deposit  of  instruments  of  ratification,  accession 
or  withdrawal,  in  accordance  with  Articles  XVI, 
XVII,  XVIII  and  XXI  and 

b.  of  the  date  on  whicli  this  Convention  will  enter 

into  force,  in  accordance  with  Article  XIX. 

ARTICLE. XXI 

Any  Contracting  Party  may  v;ithdraw  from  this  Convention 

by  giving  six  months'  notice  in  v;riting  to  a  depositary,  which 
shall  {promptly  inform  all  Parties  of  such  notice. 
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ARTICLE  XXII 

The  original  of  this  Convention  of  which  the  English, 
French/  Russian  and  Spanish  texts  are  equally  authentic,  shall 
be  deposited  with  the  Governments  of  Mexico,  the  Union  of 
Soviet  Socialist  Republics ,^ the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain 
and  Northern  Ireland,  and  the  United  States  of  America  who 
shall  send  certified  copies  thereof  to  all  States. 

IN  WITNESS  VJHEREOF  the  undersigned  Plenipotentiaries,  being 
duly  authorized  thereto  by  their  respective  Governments  have 
signed  the  present  Convention. 

DONE  at     this     day  of    1972 
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ANNEX  I 

1.  Organohalogen  compounds. 

2.  Mercury  and  mercury  compounds. 

3.  Cadmium  and  cadmium  com.pounds . 

4.  Persistent  plastics  and  other  persistent  synthetic 
materials,  for  example,  netting  and  ropes,  v^hich  may  float  or 

may  rem.ain  in  suspension  in  the  sea  in  such  a  manner  as  to  inter- 
fere materially  with  fishing,  navigation  or  other  legitimate  uses 

of  the  sea. 

5.  Crude  oil,  fuel  oil,  heavy  diesel  oil,  and  lubri- 
cating oils,  hydraulic  fluids,  and  any  mixtures  containing 

any  of  these,  taken  on  board  for  the  purpose  of  dumping. 

6.  High-level  radioactive  v/astes  or  other  high-level 
radioactive  matter,  defined  on  public  healtli,  biological  or 
other  grounds,  by  the  competent  international  body  in  this 
field,  at  present  the  International  Atomic  Energy  Agency,  as 
unsuitable  for  dumping  at  sea. 

7.  Materials  in  v.'hatever  form  (e.g.  solids,  liquids, 
semi-liquids,  gases  or  in  a  living  state)  produced  for  biological 
and  chemical  warfare. 

8.  The  preceding  paragraphs  of  this  Annex  do  not  apply 

to  substances  wliich  are  rapidly  rendered  harmless  by  physical", 
chemical  or  biological  processes  in  the  sea  provided  they  do  not: 

(i)   make  edible  marine  organisms  unpalatable,  or 

(ii)  endanger  human  health  or  that  of  domestic  animals. 

The  consultative  procedure  provided  for  under  Article  XIV  should 
be  follov;ed  by  a  Party  if  .there  is  doubt  about  the  harmlessness 
of  the  substance. 

9.  This  Annex  does  not  apply  to  wastes  or  other  materials 
(e.g.  sev;age  sludges  and  dredged  spoils)  containing  the  matters 

referred  to  in  paragraplis  1-5  above  as  trace  contaminants. 
Such  v:astes  sliall  be  subject  to  the  provisions  of  Annexes  II 
and  111  as    aporo;:ria  te . 
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ANNEX  II 

The  following  substances  and  materials  requiring  special 
care  are  listed  for  the  purposes  of  Article  VI  la. 

A.  Wastes  containing  significant  amounts  of  the  matters 
listed  below: 

arsenic  ) 
lead  ) 
copper  )     and  their  compounds 
zinc  ) 
organosilicon  compounds 
cyanides 
fluorides 

pesticides  and  their  by-products  not  covered  in  Annex  I. 

B.  In  the  issue  of  permits  for  the  dumping  of  large 
quantities  of  acids  and  alkalis,  consideration  shall  be  given 
to  the  possible  presence  in  such  v;astes  of  the  substances  listed 
in  paragraph  A  and  to  the  following  additional  substances: 

beryllium  ) 
chromium  ) 
nickel  )    and  their  compounds 
vanadium  ) 

C.  Containers,  scrap  metal  and  other  bulky  wastes 
liable  to  sink  to  the  sea  bottom  which  may  present  a  serious 
obstacle  to  fishing  or  navigation. 

D.  Radioactive  wastes  or  other  radioactive  matter  not 
included  in  Annex  I.   In  the  issue  of  permits  for  the  dumping 
of  this  matter,  the  Contracting  Parties  should  take  full 
account  of  the  recommendations  of  the  competent  international 
body  in  this  field,  at  present  the  International  Atomic 
Energy  Agency. 
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ANNEX  III 

Provisions  to  be  considered  in  establisliing  criteria  governing 
tlie  issue  of  permits  for  the  dumping  of  matter  at  sea,  taking 
into  account  Article  IV  2  include :- 

A.  CHAIUCTERISTICS  AND  COMPOSITION  OF  THE  MATTER 

1.  Total  amount  arid  average  composition  of  matter 
dumped  (e.  g.,  per  year). 

2.  Form,  e.  g.,  solid,  sludge,  liquid,  or  gaseous. 

3.  Properties:   pliysical  (e.  g.,  solubility  and 
density),  cliemicai  and  biocliemical  (e.  g.,  oxygen 
demand,  nutrients)  and  biological  (e.  g.,  presence 
of  viruses,  bacteria,  yeasts,  parasites). 

4.  Toxicity. 

5.  Persistence:   physical,  chemical  and  biological. 

6.  Accumulation  and  biotransformation  in  biological 
materials  or  sediments. 

7.  Susceptibility  to  pliysical,  chemical  and  bio- 
chemical chaiiges  and  interaction  in  tlic  aquatic 

environment  with  otlier  dissolved  organic  a)id  in- 
organic materials. 

8.  Probability  of  production  of  taints  or  otlier 
changes  reducing  marketability  of  resources  (fish, 
sliellf  isli ,  etc  . )  . 

B.  CHARACTERISTICS  OF  DUMPING  SITE  "AND  METHOD  OF  DEPOSIT 

1.  Location  (e.  g.,  co-ordinates  of  tlie  dumping  area, 
depth  and  distance  from  tlie  coast)  ,  location  in  re- 

lation to  other  areas  (e.  g.,  amenity  areas,  spawning, 
nursery  and  fishing  areas  and  exploitable  resources) . 

2.  Rate  of  disposal  per  specific  period  (e .  g., 
quantity  per  day,  per  week,  per  month). 

3.-  Methods  of  packaging  and  containment,  if  any. 

»' 
4.  Initial  dilution  achieved  by  proposed  method 
of  release. 

5.  Dispersal  characteristics  (e.  g.,  effects  of 
currents,  tides  and  \\nnC.  0]i  horir.ontal  transport 
and  vertical  i.rLxing)  . 
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ANNEX  III  (Page  2) 

6.  Water  characteristics  (e,  g.,  temperature,  pH, 
salinity,  stratification,  oxygen  indices  of 
pollution  -  dissolved  oxygen  (DO) ,  chemical  oxygen 
demand  (COD)  ,  biocliemical  oxygen  demand  (BOD)  - 
nitrogen  present  in  organic  and  mineral  form  in- 

cluding ammonia,  suspended  matter,  other  nutrients 
and  productivity) . 

7.  Bottom  characteristics  (e.  g.,  topography,  geo- 
chemical  and  geological  characteristics  and  bio- 

logical productivity) . 

8.  Existence  and  effects  of  other  dumpings  '.vhich 
have  been  made  in  the  dumping  area  (e .  g.,  heavy 
metal  background  reading  and  organic  carbon  content) . 

9.  In  issuing  a  permit  for  dumping,  Contracting 
Parties  should  consider  whetlier  an  adequate  scien- 

tific basis  exists  for  assessing  the  consequences 
of  such  dumping,  as  outlined  in  this  Annex,  taking 
into  account  seasonal  variations. 

C.   GENERAL  CONSIDERATIONS  AND  CONDITIONS 

1.  Possible  effects  on  amenities  (e .  g.,  presence 
of  floating  or  stranded  material,  turbidity,  ob- 

jectionable odour,  discolouration  and  foaming). 

2.  Possible  effects  on  marine  life,  fish  and  shell- 
fish culture,  fish  stocks  and  fisheries,  seaweed 

liarvesting  and  culture. 

3.  Possible  effects  on  other  uses  of  the  sea 
(c.  g.  ,  impairment  of  water  quality  for  industrial 
use,  underwater  corrosion  of  structures,  inter- 

ference Avith  ship  operations  from  floating  materials, 
interference  with  fishing  or  navigation  through  de- 

posit of  waste  or  solid  objects  on  the  sea  floor 
and  protection  of  areas  of  special  importance  for 
scientific  or  conservation  purposes). 

4.  The  practical  availability  of  alternative  land- 
based  methods  of  treatment,  disposal  or  elimination, 
or-  of  treatment  to  render  tlie  matter  less  harmful 
for  dumping  at  sea. 
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SOURCES  FOR  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENTS 

In  order  to  receive  more  efficient  and  prompt  service,  requestors 

are  urged  to  order  draft  and  final  impact  statements  from  the 

.'Jational  Technical  Information  Service  (NTIS)  of  the  Department  of 
Commerce,  rather  than  from  the  preparing  agency.   Each  statement 

is  assigned  an  order  number  which  appears  at  the  end  of  its  sum- 
mary; the  number  should  be  specified  when  placing  an  order. 

Prices  at  NTIS  vary  according  to  both  the  size  of  each  document 
and  the  demand  for  it  (with  more  copies  being  printed  for  those 
statements  most  in  demand,  and  a  lower  than  normal  price  being 
charged  for  them).   Therefore,  while  the  size  of  the  statement 
is  noted  with  its  summary,  and  a  price  list  appears  on  page  39 
it  is  advisable  to  call  NTIS  for  a  price  quotation. 

hn   alternative  source  for  statements  is  the  Environmental  Law 

Institute.   Again,  the  price  for  each  statement  depends  upon  its 
size  (at  a  flat  $0.10  per  page),  and  the  order  number  should  be 
specified. 

NTIS  makes  available  microfiche  copies  of  final  environmental 
impact  statements  at  $0.95  per  copy.   It  also  has  a  subscription 
package  which  provides  copies  of  all  final  impact  statements  at 
the  rate  of  $0.35  each.   Information  regarding  this  service, 
paper  copies  of  statements,  and  other  relevant  material  may  be 
obtained  from  NTIS  or  by  subscribing  to  its  weekly  publication, 

"Environmental  Pollution  and  Control",  at  $22.50  annually. 

Ordering  Department 
Department  of  Commerce 
National  Technical  Information  Service 
5285  Port  Royal  Road 
Springfield,  Virginia    22151 

(703)   321-8543 

Document  Sejrvice 
Environmental  Law  Institute 

1346  Connecticut  Avenue,  NW 
Washington,  D.C.    20036 

(202)  ,659-8037 

Environmental  Impact  Statements  will  still  be  available  for  scrutiny 
in  the  document  rooms  of  the  various  agencies.  Only  limited  copies, 
however,  will  be  made  available  for  distribution. 
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A  NOTICE  TO  OUR  SUBSCRIBERS 

When  the  Coiincil  found  it  necessary  to  put  the  102 

Monitor  on  a  paid  subscription  basis  we  were  concerned 

that  the  changed  policy  could  interrupt  service.   It  was 

in  order  to  prevent  such  a  situation  that  we  gave  three 

months  advance  notice,  and  many  of  our  svibcribers  did 

take  advantage  of  it.   The  unfortunate  circumstances  how- 

ever, are  that  as  a  Government  Printing  Office  publication, 

the  Monitor  is  subject  to  GPO's  normal  delay  in  processing. 

That  delay  may  be  as  much  as  three  months.   If  after  waiting 

a  reasonable  length  of  time  you  do  not  receive  your  102 

Monitor,  please  direct  inquiries  to: 

Customer  Service  Section 

Superintendent  of  Documents 
U.S.  Government  Printing  Office 
P.O.  Box  1513 
Washington,  D.C.  20013 

Phone:     (202)   541-3731 

At  the  present  time,  however,  we  can  only  apologize  for 

any  inconvenience  which  you  many  have  encountered. 
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SOURCE  FOR  BACK  ISSUES  OF 
THE  102  MONITOR 

Because  the  supply  of  past  issues  of  the  102  Monitor  is  not 
sufficient  to  meet  all  requests,  a  list  is  provided  below 
indicating  where  the  various  issues  of  the  102  Monitor 
appeared  in  the  Congressional  Record.   You  may  wish  to  order 
these  Congressional  Records  from  the  Superintendent  of 
Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C. 
2  0402  ($.25  per  copy). 

page  E  3607)  -  April  28,  1971 

page  E  5151)  -  May  27,  1971 

page  E  602  3)  -  June  16,  1971 

page  E  8458)  -  July  28,  1971 

page  E  9483)  -  September  13,  1971 

page  E  10002)  -  September  24,  1971 

page  E  11596)  -  November  1,  1971 

page  E  12213)  -  November  15,  1971 

page  E  13322)  -  December  11,  1971 

page  E  76 )  -  January  18,  1972 

page  E  1886)  -  March  2,  1972 

page  E  2409)  -  March  13,  1972 

page  E  3778)  -  April  13,  1972 

page  E  4929)  -  May  13,  1972 

page  E  6489)  -  June  27,  1972 

Vol. 1,  Nos.  1,  2, &  3 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 1,  No.  4 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 1,  No.  5 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 1,  No.  6 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 1,  No.  7 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 1,  No.  8 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 1,  No.  9 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 1,  No.  10 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 1,  No.  11 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 1,  No.  12 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 2,  No.  1 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 2,  No.  2 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 2,  No.  3 

Congressional Record 
Vol 2,  No.  4 

Congressional Record 
Vol 2,  No.  5 

Congressional Record 

(There  has  been  no  secondary  source  for  the  102  Monitor  since 
Vol  2,  No.  5,  Jvm^  1972) 
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To  Superintendent  of  Docu- 

ments, Government  Print- 
ing Office,  Wasfjington, 

D.C.    20402 

Date 

-,  19. 

Irect  oddrcit 

ity 

ttte        Zip  Code 

FOR  USE  OF  SUPT.  OF  DOCS. 

Enclosed 

To  be  mailed 
later   

Subscription   

Refund   

Coupon  Refund  . 

Postage   

CATALOO  NO. QUAN. TITY 
DKSIRKD 

TITLE  OF  PUBLICATION 
PRICK 
PER 
COPY 

TOTAL 

s 

FOR  ADDITIONAL  SPACE  AHACH  ANOTHER  SHEET.                          TOTAL  AMOUNT  ENCLOSED.. $   

IMPORTANT 

Please  include  your  ZIP  CODE  when  fillins  out  the'mailins  label  below. 

5.  GOVERNMENT  PRINTING  OFFICE 
UBLIC  DOCUMENTS  DEPARTMENT 

WASHINGTON,  D.C.       20402 

OFFICIAL  BUSINESS 

RETURN  AFTER  5  DAYS POSTAGE  AND  FEES  PAID 
U.S.  GOVERNMENT  PRINTING  OFHCE 

Name     

Street  address  - 

City  and  State ZIP  Code 
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Table  of  Abbreviations 

In  many  cases  the  102  Monitor  refers  to  Federal  agencies 
through  the  use  of  abbreviations.  While  many  of  these 
are  of  standard  usage,  others  may  be  unfamiliar.  For  the 
convenience  of  the  reader,  therefore,  the  following  table 
has  been  produced . 

USDA  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
ARC  APPALACHIAN  REGIONAL  COMMISSION 
AEC  ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 
DOC  DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
DOD  DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

USA  DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE,  Army 
USAF  DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE,  Air  Force 

DSA  DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE,  Supply _ Agency 
USN  DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE,  Navy 
COE  DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE,  Army  Corps 
DRBC  DELAWARE  RIVER  BASIN  COMMISSION 
EPA  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 
FPC  FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 
GSA  GENERAL  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION 

HEW  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION  AND  WELFARE 
HUD  DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 
DOI  DEPARTMENT  OF  INTERIOR 
IBWC  INTERNATION  BOUNDARY  AND  WATER  COMM. 
DJUS  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 
NASA  NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND  SPACE  ADMIN. 
NSF  NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 
NERB  NEW  ENGLAND  RIVER  BASINS  COMMISSION 
OST  OFFICE  OF  SCIENCE  AND  TECHNOLOGY 
PRBC  PACIFIC  NORTHWEST  RIVER  BASINS  COMMISSION 
STAT  STATE  DEPARTMENT 
TVA  TENNESSEE  VALLEY  AUTHORITY 
DOT  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
TREA  TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 
WRC  U.S.  WATER  RESOURCES  COUNCIL 
VA  VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 
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On  the  following  pages  are  environmental  impact 
statements  received  by  the  Council  from  November  1 
through  November  30,  .1972.   At  the  head  of  the 

listing  of  statements  received  from  each  agency- 
is  the  name  of  an  individual  who  can  answer  questions 
regarding  those  statements. 
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DEPARTMFNT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Contact:       Dr.  T,  C  Byerly 
Office  of  the  Secretary 
Washington,  D. C.  20250 

(202)  388-7803 

Animal  and  Plant  Health  Service 

Final  Date 

Soil-lnhabitinq  Insects  {Airports,  Military  Inst.)      11/29 

The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  use  of  the  chemical 
chlordane  on  the  qrounds  of  airports  and  military  installa- 

tions in  order  to  check  the  lonq  distance  spread  of   plant 
pests.   (15  paqes) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  EPA 
(ELR  ORDER  »  05699)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5699F) 

Forest  Service 

Draft  Date 

Blue  Ranqe  Primitive  Area  11/24 

Arizona 
County:        Greenlee 
The  stateirent  refers  to  the  proposed  drillinq  of  one  or  two 
2,000  to  U,CCO  foot  holes  by  the  Morenci  Division  of  the 
Phelps  Dodqe  Corporation,  in  order  to  determine  if  an  ore 
body  exists  in  the  area.   The  proiect  will  adversely  affect 
water  quality  and  will  leave  an  irreparable  scar  upon  the 
landscape,  with  lonq-term  impact  and  adverse  environmental 
effect.   Phelps  Dodqe  has  92  mininq  claims  in  Blue  Ranqe, 
which  is  part  of  the  Apache  National  Forest.   The  Primi- 

tive Area  is  presently  beinq  considered  for  inclusion  in  the 
National  Wilderness  System;  the  proposed  proiect  would  create 
a  situation  which  is  in  direct  conflict  with  the  basic  phil- 

osophy of  the  wilderness.   (UO  paqes) 
(ELP  CRDER  #  05674)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5674D) 

Herbicide  Control  of  Saqebrush,  Idaho  11/02 

Idaho 

The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  use  of  2,U-D  herbi- 
cide on  approximately  15,000  acres  of  National  Forest  and 

Grassland  areas  annually,  in  order  to  control  saqebrush  and 
wyethia.   The  area  to  be  treated  is  in  southern  Idaho, 
south  of  the  Salmon  River.   The  statement  indicates  that 
a  minor  airount  of  the  chemical  may  find  its  way  to  water 
supplies  and  to  the  soil.   Grouse,  antelope,  and  mule  deer 
are  amonq  the  wildlife  species  which  are  dependent  upon 
saqebrush  for  either  cover  or  food;  some  non-tarqet  species 
of  plants  will  be  affected.   (54  paqes) 
(ELR  CFDEF  #  C5556)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5556D) 
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Land  Fxchanqe,  OS.  Government  and  J.  Hamilton         11/16 

New  Kexico 

The  statement  refers  to  a  proposed  exchanqe  of  lands  be- 
teeen  the  Forest  Service  and  John  S,  Hamilton,  Jr.  of  Silver 
City,  New  Mexico.   Under  the  aqreement  Mr.  Hamilton  offers 
976.41  acres  of  private  land  owned  by  him  and  wishes  to  se- 

lect 9,771.72  acres  of  land  owned  by  the  United  States.   In- 
cluded in  Mr.  Hamilton's  offer  are  71.62  acre-ft.  of  water 

riahts  or  the  Gila  River  System  which  would  be  used  for  the 
Gila  Piver  Bird  Management  Area.   Mr-  Hamilton  will  utilize 
his  new  land  for  ranching  purposes;  this  he  already  does  un- 

der permit    If  no  exchanqe  is  made  Mr.  Hamilton  would  de- 
velop his  lands  for  subdivision  purposes,  with  adverse  ef- 
fects upon  the  Gila  Wilderness.   (36  pages) 

(ELB  CBDEB  #  05638)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5638D) 

Mills  Piver  Unit,  Pisqah  National  Forest  11/29 

North  Carolina 
County:        Buncombe       Henderson      Transylvania 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  10  year  manaqement 
plan  for  the  m,466  acre  Mills  Piver  Unit  of  the  Pisqah  Na- 

tional Forest    The  plan  includeg  provisions  for  the  con- 
struction of  roads  and  trails,  the  harvestinq  of  timber,  rec- 

reation iranaqement,  and  veqetative  manipulation  to  benefit 
wildlife.   Adverse  effects  will  include  soil  erosion  and 

streaiT  sedimentation,  aesthetic  impact,  and  damaqe  to  wild- 
life populations,   (99  paqes) 

(ELR  CPDER  »  05694)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5694D) 

Herbicide  Use,  Oreqon  National  Forests  11/02 

Oreqon 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  use  of  the  herbicides 

Amitrole,  Cicamba,  2, U,5-T, 2 , 4-D  ,  Silvex,  and  Picloram  on 
the  Deschutes,  Fremont,  Ochoco  and  Winema  National  Forests. 
The  purposes  of  the  action  include  the  control  of  veqeta- 
tion  which  interferes  with  crop  trees,  is  poisonous  to  live- 

stock, or  is  classified  as  noxious  on  aqricultural  land. 
Additional  purposes  are  the  improvement  of  wildlife  habitat 
and  the  reduction  of  rodent  populations.   The  use  of  these 
chemicals  will  put  herbicide  residues  into  the  environment 

in  varyinq  amounts;  non-tarqet  species  will  be  hit.   Very 
little  is  known  about  what  effect  these  herbicides  will  have 
on  the  plant  and  wildlife  community.   (approx.  350  paqes) 
(ELR  ORDER  »  05575)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5575D) 

Skyline  Basin  Winter  Sports  Development  11/1U 

Washinqtcn 
County:        Columbia 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  development  of  a  major 
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winter  sports  (skiinq)  facility,  with  an  initial  capacity 
of  2,000  persons.   Construction  will  adversely  affect  soil, 
water,  and  visual  resources;  the  (unspecified)  loss  of 
of  habitat  will  adversely  affect  wildlife.    (35  paqes) 
(ELR  CFDEB  »  05623)     (NTIS  ORDEP  #  EIS  72  5623D) 

Herbicide  Use,  Okanoqan,  Umatilla. .. N . F' s  11/15 

Washinqtcn 
County:        several 
The  statement  refers  to  a  proposed  proqram  for  the  use  of 
the  herbicides  Amitrole,  Atraz ine, Dicamba,  2,t-D,  2,U,5-T, 
Silvex,  and  Picloram  on  the  Okanoqan,  Umatilla,  and  Wenatche 
National  Forests.  The  purposes  of  the  action  include  the  con- 

trol of  veqetation  which  interferes  with  crop  trees,  is  poi- 
sonous to  livestock,  or  is .classified  as  noxious  on  aqricul- 

tural  land.  Additional  purposes  are  the  improvement  of  wild- 
life habitat  and  the  reduction  of  rodent  populations.  The 

use  of  the  chemicals  will  put  herbicides  into  the  environ- 
ment in  varyinq  amounts:non-tarqet  species  will  be  hit.  Very 

little  is  known  about  the  effects  of  these  herbicides  upon 
plant  and  wildlife  communities,  (approx   350  paqes) 
(ELR  CPDFF  #  056U0)     (NTTS  ORDEP  #  EIS  72  56aOD) 

Herbicide  Use,  Olympic,  Mt.  Baker... NF's  11/20 

Washinqtcn 
County:        several 
The  statement  refers  to  a  proposed  proqram  for  the  use  of 
the  herbicides  Amitrole,  Dicamba,  2,4-D,   2,U,5-T,  Silvex 
and  Picloram  on  the  Olympic,  Mt.  Baker,  Snoqualmie,  and 
Gifford  Pinchot  National  Forests.   The  purposes  of  the  ac- 

tion includes  the  control  of  veqetation  which  interferes 
with  crop  trees,  is  poisonous  to  livestock,  or  is  classified 
as  noxious  on  aqricultural  land.   Additional  purposes  are 
the  improverrent  of  wildlife  habitat  and  the  reduction  of  ro- 

dent populations    The  use  of  the  chemicals  will  put  herbi- 
cides into  the  environment  in  varyinq  amounts;  non-tarqet 

species  will  be  hit    Very  little  is  known  about  the  effects 
of  these  herbicides  upon  plant  and  wildlife  communities. 
(ELR  CEDEP  #  05658)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5658D) 

Final  Date 

Upper  Craiq  Creek,  Jefferson  National  Forest  11/16 

Virqinia 
County:         Hontqomery     Craiq  Roanoke 
The  statement  refers  to  the  manaqement  of  the  Upper  Craiq 
Creek  Ufiit,  Blacksburq  and  New  Castle  Ranqer  Districts  of 
the  Forest.   The  proqram  will  provide  for  increased  rec- 

reational use,  timber  manaqement,  wildlife  enhancement, 
and  water  quality  control.   New  roads  and  trails  will  be 
built,  (includinq  a  horse  trail),  and  a  new  trail  shelter 
will  be  constructed  on  the  Appalachian  Trail.   (26  paqes) 
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COKMENTS  MaCE  EY :  EPA 

(ELK  CPCEE  #  C5637)     (NTIS  OP.DEP  #  EIS  72  56"37F) 

Rural  Electrification  Administration 

Final  Date 

Marion  Plant  11/21 

Illinois 
County:         Williamson 
The  statement  considers  a  loan  request  from.  Southern 
Illinois  Power  Co.  If  approved,  part  of  the  loan  would 
be  used  to  finance  electrostatic  precipitators  for  each 
of  three  existinq  coal   using    units  of  the  Marion 
Plant.  The  precipitators  would  reduce  fly  ash  emissions, 
(79  caqes) 

COMMENTS  MACE  BY:  EPA   DOI   USDA 
(ELE  CFCER  #  C5665)     (NTIS  OPDEP  #  FIS  72  5665F) 

Crcstcn  Plant  11/17 

Iowa 
County:         Union 
The  statement  considers  a  request  by  the  Central  Iowa 
Power  cooperative  that  it  be  qranted  a  loan  in  order  to 
install  one  3CMW  qas  turbine  and  waste  heat  boiler  at  the 
plant.   The  operation  of  the  turbine,  combined  with  the 
closirq  cf  2  existinq  coal-fired  boilers,  will  result  in  an 
overall  reduction  of  pollution  levels    (8R  paqes) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  EPA   FPC   DOI 
(ELP.  CRDEP  #  C56U6)     (NTIS  ORDEP  #  FIS  72  56460) 

Blue  Pidqe  Electric  11/29 

North  Carolina 
County:         Wilkes         Watauqa        Ashe 
The  statement  considers  a  proposed  loan  of  $169, OCO  to 
the  Blue  Pidqe  Electric  Membership  Corp.  The  funds 
would  be  utilized  to  construct  22  miles  of  230kv  line; 
convert  26.5  miles  of  46  kv  line  to  100  kV;  and  purchase 
riqht-of-wav  for  parallel  circuits.  The  lines  will  be 
intrusions  upon  the  landscape,   (98  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  DOI   EPA   DOT   FPC 
(ELR  OFEER  #  05693)     (NTIS  OPDEF.  #  EIS  72  5693F) 
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Soil    Conservation   Service 

Draft 

Mendota  Watershed 

Date 

11/17 

Illircis 

Countv:         LaSalle        Bureau 
The  stateirents  refers  to  a  proposed  watershed  protection  pro- 
iect  which  would  include  land  treatment  measures,  five  flood 
water  retarding  structures,  and  0.9  mile  of  channel  works. 
The  proqtain  is  intended  to  reduce  erosion  and  flood  damaqe. 
Approximately  52  acres  would  be  inundated  by  the  proiect;  an 
additional  50  acres  would  be  used  for  spoil  deposit  and 
structure  sites.  (22  paqes) 

(ELR  OPDFB  #  05645)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  ''2  5645D) 
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ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

Contact:       For  Non-Requlator y  Matters: 
Mr.  Robert  J.  Catlin,  Director, 
Division  of  Environmental  Affairs 
Washington,  D.C.  205U5 
(202)  973-5391 
For  Recjulatory  Matters: 
Mr   A.  Giambusso,  Deputy  Director  for 
Reactor  Proiects,  Directorate  of  Licensing 

(202)  973-7373 
Washington,    D.C.     205a5 

Draft  Date 

San  Cnofre  Nuclear  Seneratinq  Station,  Units  2  and  3    11/27 

California 
County:        San  Dieqo 
The  staterrent  refers  to  the  issuance  of  construction  permits 
to  the  Southern  California  Edison  Co.  and  the  San  Dieqo  Gas 
and  El-^ctric  Co.  for  the  2  new  units.   Both  units  will 
employ  pressurized  water  reactors  to  produce  a  total  of 
3mO  MWt  and  liao  MWe.   Coolinq  water  will  be  drawn  from  the 
Pacific  Ocean  and  pumped  to  a  once  through  system;  discharqe 
will  be  to  the  Pacific,  at  20  deqrees  F  above  ambient. 
Approximately  85  acres  of  sea  floor  will  be  disturbed  by  the 
installation  of  buried  pipes.   Fish  losses  in  the  coolinq 
water  intake  structure  may  range  from  39,000  to  85,000 
Ib/yr.   (approx   350  paqes) 
(ELP  CREEP  #  05678)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS72  5678D  ) 

Duane  Arnold  Energy  Center  11/20 

Iowa 
County:         Linn 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  continuation  of  a  con- 

struction permit  and  the  issuance  of  an  operating  license  to 
the  Iowa  Electric  Light  and  Power  Co. ,  the  Corn  Belt  Power 
Coop.,  and  the  Central  Iowa  Power  Coop.  The  Center  will  em- 

ploy one  boiling  water  reactor  to  produce  550  MWe  (gross) ; 
cooling  will  be  by  a  closed-cycle  system  using  forced  draft 
towers,  with  water  being  drawn  from  and  discharged  to  the 
Cedar  River   Approximately  500  acres  of  farmland  have  been 
converted  from  agricultural  to  industrial  use;  an  additional 
1180  acres  will  be  taken  for  transmission  line  right-of-way. 
(2U2  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05662)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5662D) 

Cooper  Nuclear  Station  11/06 

Nebraska 
County:         Nemaha 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  continuation  of  a  con- 

struction permit  and  the  issuance  of  an  operating  permit  to 
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the  Nebraska  Public  Power  District  for  the  new  station.  The 
station  will  eirploy  a  boilinq  water  reactor  to  produce  2381 
HWt  and  778  flWe(net),  with  future  levels  of  2^86  MWt  and  813 
MWe  anticipated.  Coolinq  water  will  be  drawn  from  and  dis- 

charged to  the  Missouri  River  (at  18  deqrees  F  above  ambient) 
The  estiirated  release  of  radioactive  effluents  is  hiqher 
than  that  considered  acceptable  by  AEC  for  lonq-term  opera- 

tion; the  estimated  potential  doses  from  radioactive  iodine 
rear  the  site  boundary  are  also  hiqher  than  those  which  AEC 
considers  acceptable  f17a  paqes) 
(ELR  CEDER  #  C5596)     {NTIS  ORDER  t  EIS  72  5596D) 

Underground  Nuclear  Test  Proqram  (NTS)  11/10 

Nevada 
County:         Nye 
The  statement  refers  to  NTS  for  fiscal  years  1974  and  1975. 
The  proqram  includes  tests  of  one  meqaton  or  less,  for 
nuclear  weapons  development.  Department  of  Defense  spon- 

sored nuclear  effects  tests,  and  PLOWSHARE  tests  to  develop 
nuclear  explosives  for  peaceful  uses.   All  tests  will  be 
conducted  at  the  Nevada  Testsite.   Improved  containment 
desiqn  is  expected  to  minimize  the  number  of  tests  that 
vent  radioactivity  to  the  atmosphere  and  the  amount  of 

radioactivity  that  reaches  off-site  locations.   (62  paqes) 
(ELR  CPDER  #  05614)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5614D) 

Salem  Nuclear  Generating  Station  11/02 

New  Jersey 
The  stateirent  refers  to  the  proposed  continuation  of  pro- 

visional construction  permits  and  the  issuance  of  operating 
licenses  to  the  Public  Service  Electric  and  Gas  Co.,  for 
nnits  1  and  2.   The  two  units  will  employ  pressurized  water 
reactors  to  produce  outputs  of  3350  and  3U23  MHt,  and  1090 
and  1115  MWE  (net)  respectively.   Coolinq  water  will  be 
drawn  from  and  returned  to  the  Delaware  River  (at  13  3 
deqrees  F  above  ambient) .   Several  hundred  acres  of  marsh 
have  been  filled  and  levelled  for  the  facility.   (196  pages) 
(ELR  05CEP  #  C5557)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5557D) 

James  A.  FitzPatrick  Nuclear  Power  Plant  11/15 

New  Ycrk 
County:        Oswego 
The  stateirent  refers  to  the  proposed  continuation  of  a  con- 

struction permit  and  the  issuance  of  an  operating  license 
to  the  Power  Authority  of  the  State  of  New  York.   The  Plant 
will  utilize  a  2U36  MWt  boilinq  water  reactor  with  antici- 

pated "stretch"  levels  of  2557  MWt  and  821  MWe.   Cooling 
will  be  by  a  once-through  system,  with  water  being  drawn 
from  and  discharged  to  Lake  Ontario  at  370,000  gpm.   Small 
amounts  of  radioactive  gaseous  and  liquid  effluents  will  be 
released  to  the  environs.   (17U  paqes) 
(ELR  ORDER  »  05631)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5631D) 
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Shearon    Harris    Nuclear    Power    Plant,    ^    (Jaits  11/21 

North  Carolina 
Countv:         Wake  Chatham 
The  staterrent  refers  to  the  proposed  qrantinq  of  a  construc- 

tion rerlrit  to  the  Carolina  Power  and  Liqht  Co.  for  the  U  u- 
nit  Elant.  Identical  pressurized  water  reactors  will  be  em- 

ployed tc  produce  totals  of  11,00C  MWt  and  3,60C  MKe  (net). 
Coolinq  will  be  by  a  once-throuqh  flow  from  a  iran-made  lake 
of  1C,C0C  acres.  (Because  of  temperature  and  stratification 
conditions  the  lake  will  be  only  marqinally  suitable  for  rec 
reational  purposes.)  There  exists  a  potentially  excessive  thy- 

roid dose  to  those  livinq  on  or  near  the  site  boundary  due  to 

iodine  release  from  qaseous  effluent   Pedesiqn  of  the  radio- 
loqical  waste  system  and  modification  of  normal  operatinq  pro- 

cedures will  reduce  the  levels  to  acceptable  limits.  (176  pages) 
(EL?  CFDEF  #  C5666)     (NTIS  OPDFR  #  FIS  72  5666D) 

Davis-Pesse  Nuclear  Power  Station  11/27 

Ohio 
Countv:        Ottawa 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  continuation  of  a  con- 

struction permit  and  the  issuance  of  an  operatinq  license  to 
the  Toledo  Edison  Co   and  the  Cleveland  Flectric  Illuminat- 
inq  Co.  for  the  Station.  A  pressurized  water  reactor  will  be 
errploved  to  produce  2633  MWt  and  872  f>We  (net);  ultimate  out- 

puts cf  2722  KKt  and  906  MWe  are  anticipated.  Coolinq  water 
will  le  drawn  from  Lake  Erie  and  ciculated  throuqh  a  natural 
draft  tower:  discharqe  will  be  at  20  F  above  ambient.  Approx 
imately  6CC  acres  of  the  95U  acre  site  is  marsh  wf.ich  will  be 
maintained  as  a  wildlife  refuqe;  because  the  Station  is  lo- 

cated in  a  iriqratory  bird  flyway  and  near  refuqes,  there  is  a 
possibility  that  birds  will  be  killed  from  strikinq  the  tower, 
(ELR  CFDEP  #  C5683)     (NTIS  OFDEP  #  EIS  72  5683D) 

Final  Date 

Conticello  Nuclear  Generatim  Plant  11/27 

Minnesota 
Countv:         Wriqht         Sherburne 
The  proposed  action  is  the  conversion  of  the  provisional 
operatinq  license  held  by  the  Northern  States  Power  Co.  to 
an  operatinq  license.  The  plant  employs  a  boilinq  water 
reactcr  to  produce  5U5  MWe  (net).  A  once-throuqh  coolinq 
system  ard  mechanical  draft  coolinq  towers  are  utilized  in 
various  combinations  to  discharqe  waste  heat.   Small  a- 
mounts  of  chemical  wastes  will  be  released  to  the  Mississ- 

ippi Piver:  small  quantities  of  radioactive  qases  and 
liquids  will  be  released  to  the  environment.   (3C6  paqes) 
CO^IMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  COE   DOC   EPA   HEW   HUD   DOI   FPC   DOT 
(ELP  OPCEP  #  C5676)     (NTIS  OPDEP  #  FIS  72  5676F) 
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CEPASTMENT  OF  DEFENSE,  Army  Corps 

Contact:       Mr.  Francis  X.  Kelly 
Eirector,  Office  of  Public  Affairs 

Attn:  DAEN-PAP 
Office  of  the  Chief  of  Enqineers 
U.  S   Army  Corps  of  Enqineers 
10C0  Independence  Avenue,  S.  W. 
Washinqton,  D.  C.  2031« 

(2C2)  693-7168 

Draft  Date 

Aqana  Siriall  Boat  Harbor,  Guam  11/27 

The  statenrent  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a  srrall 
boat  harbor  in  Aqana  Bay,  in  order  to  meet  both  recreational 
and  subsistence-type  fishinq  needs.   The  proiect  will 
include  a  reveted  mole,  two  breakwaters,  a  wave  absorber, 
and  navigation  channels.   Construction  of  the  proiect  will 
result  in  adverse  effects  upon  marine  biota,  the  loss  of  UO 
acres  of  reef  flat  habitat,  and  possible  conflicts  of  use 
amonq  boaters,  surfers,  and  fishermen,   (21  paqes) 
(ELR  CRDEP  #  05680)     (NTIS  ORDEP  #  EIS  72  5680D) 

Ofu  Eoat  Harbor  11/20 

American  Samoa 

The  stateirent  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a  har- 
bor on  Ofu,  Manu's  Islands.   The  harbor  would  consist  of  an 

entrance  channel  and  a  turninq  basin.   Construction  would 
extend  over  7  acres  of  reef  flat:  an  additional  3  acres  of 
reef  flat  will  be  converted  to  land.   Marine  biota  will  be 
damaqed  by  construction  activities.   (12  paqes) 
(ELR  CREEP  #  05655)     (NTIS  ORDEP  #  EIS  72  5655D) 

Carters  Earn  and  Lake  11/03 

Georgia 
County:         Murray         3ilmer         Gordon 
The  statement  refers  to  the  complete  construction  and  opera- 

tion of  a  multipurpose  (flood  control,  hydroelectric  power, 
and  recreation)  reservoir  proiect  on  the  Coosawattee  River. 
Approximately  8,900  acres  have  been  acquired  for  the  proiect 
Of  that  amount  U,250  acres,  (mostly  forest  and  aqricultural 
lands),  will  be  inundated.   (32  paqes) 
(ELR  CPDEP  #  05577)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5577D) 

Kaneohe-Kailus  Area  11/22 

Hawaii 

The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a  de- 
tention dam  and  reservoir  in  the  headwaters  of  Kaneohe 

Stream,  for  the  purpose  of  flood  control.   One  thousand  feet 
of  stream  will  be  channelized.   Approximately  295  acres 

1 

1 
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will  be  acquired  for  the  ptoiect ,  Salvage  work  on  four  archeo- 
logical   sites  will  be  completed  before  inundation.   (16 
paqes) 
(FIP  CPDEE  #  0567C)     (NTIS  OPDER  #  EIS  72  5670D) 

Lake  Fluff,  Illinois  Shore  of  Lake  Michiqan  11/27 

111 incis 
County:        lake 
The  statement  refers  to  a  proposed  beach  erosion  proiect 
which  involves  the  construction  of  two  steel  sheet  pilinq 
iirperrreable  qroins,  and  the  placement  of  10,0CC  cu.yds-  of 
sand  fill  on  the  north  side  of  the  south  qroin.   The  proiect 
is  intended  to  prevent  further  erosion  and  to  restore  the 
beach  at  Sunrise  Park .   (52  paqes) 
(ELF  CPDEP  #  05682)     (NTIS  OPDEP  #  EIS  72  5682D) 

Michcud  Canal  11/02 

Louisiana 
The  stateirent  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  the 
Mississippi  River-Gulf  Outlet,  Michoud  Canal.   The  purpose 
of  the  action  is  the  improvement  of  naviqation  to  indus- 

trial areas  alonq  the  Canal.   Approximately  2.5  miles  of 
canal  will  be  dredqed  to  a  depth  of  36  feet  mean  low  qulf, 
and  a  width  of  250  feet.   Wildlife  habitat  will  be  damaqed 
at  the  sites  of  spoil  deposit;  aquatic  life  will  be 
adversely  affected.   (52  paqes) 
(ELP  OPEEP  #  C5558)     (NTIS  OPDEP  ♦  EIS  72  555BD) 

Fed  Creek  And  Genesee  Fiver  11/27 

New  York 
County:         Monroe 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  levees 
and  floodwalls  alonq  16,000'  of  the  Genesee  Piver  and  channel 
enlarqerrent  on  34,300'  of  Red  Creek    The  purpose  of  the 
proiect  is  that  of  flood  control.   Piparian  habitat  will  be 
disturbed  and  a  portion  of  Jenesee  Valley  Park  will  be  dis- 

rupted .   (21  paqes) 
(ELR  CPDEP  #  C5679)     (NTIS  ORDEP  t  EIS72  5679D  ) 

Koorinq  Facilities,  Ohio  River  11/02 

Ohio 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  and  main- 

tenance of  moorinq  facilities  at  various  sites  in  the  Ohio 
River  System.   The  anchoraqe  would  be  primarily  for  use  in 
emergency  situations.   An  unspecified  amount  of  riparian 
habitat  would  be  committed  to  the  action.   (IB  paqes) 
(ELP  CPDEP  #  05569)     (NTIS  ORDEP  #  EIS  72  5569D) 



Pawtuxciit    Cove 

-42- 
I 

11/C9 

Phode  Island 
The  proposed  proioct  is  tho  maintenance  dredqinq  of  the 
Federal  naviqation  proiect  in  the  Cove,  for  the  purpose 
of  inaintaininq  the  Federal  channel  and  anchoraqe  basin  at 
their  authorized  dimensions.   Approximately  U5,00  cu .  yds. 
of  shcal  material  will  be  removed  and  disposed  of  at  an 
approved  spoil  site.   Temporary  disruption  of  marine  biota 
and  snrotherinq  and  burial  of  some  sessile  orqanism  and  non- 
burrowinq  fcenthic  forms  will  occur    (25  paqes) 
(ELB  CEDLP  »  C56C1)     (NTIS  OPDEP  #  ELS  72  5601D) 

Port  Washinqton  Small  Boat  Harbor  11/29 

Wisconsin 
The  stateirent  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  rubble 
mound  breakwaters  in  order  to  form  a  13,5  acre  small  boat 
harbor.   Construction  activities  and  the  dredqinq  of  80,000 
cu.yds.  of  material  will  adversely  affect  aquatic  life. 
The  proiect  will  increase  the  recreat ional-naviqation  poten- 

tial of  the  Harbor.   (13  paqes) 

(ELR  CFCFE  #  05598)     (NTIS  OFDEF.  #  EIS  "72  5698D) 

Final  Date 

Cowikee  State  Park  11/02 

Alabama 
County:         Harbour 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  dredqinq  of  745,000 
cubic  yards  of  material  from  Walter  F.  Seorqe  Lake,  in 
order  to  provide  sufficient  water  depth  for  a  boatinq 
marina  and  land  for  park  construction.  Forty-two  acres 
of  land  and  21  acres  of  water  bottom  will  be  adversely 
affected,  with  marine  life  and  wildlife  being  displaced. 
(36  paqes) 
COMMENTS  MAE£  BY:  EPA   DOT   HUD   HEW   DOT 
(ELR  CFDEE  #  05555)     (NTIS  ORDEP  »  EIS  72  5555F) 

Peach  Frcsion  Proiect  11/06 

Florida 
County:         Brevard 
The  statement  refers  to  the  partial  restoration  of  2.  8  miles 
of  shoreline  at  Cape  Canaveral  and  2  miles  of  shoreline  at 
Indialantic  and  Melbourne  Beach.   A  total  of  1,511,000  cu. 
yds.   of  material  would  be  dredqed  for  the  two  sites;  ma- 

rine biota  will  be  damaqed.   (32  paqes) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  DSDA  USCG  EPA   DOI   DOT 

state  and  local  aqencies 
(ELP  CHCEF  #  C5590)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5590F) 
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Bal  Harbour  11/06 

Florida 
County:        Dade 
The  staterrent  refers  to  a  beach  erosion  and  hurricane  pro- 

tection croiect  which  would  oartially  restore  an  0.85  mile 
reach  of  protective  and  recreational  beach.  Approximately 
1.8  rrillion  cu.  yds  of  sand  would  be  dredqed  from  an  off- 

shore borrow  bit;  there  would  be  adverse  impact  on  marine 
biota.  {U9  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  EPA   HEW   HDD   DOI   DSCG  DOT   DOC 

state  and  local  agencies 
(EIR  ORDER  »  C5591)     (NTTS  OEDEP  #  EIS  72  5591F) 

Monroe  Flccdwall  11/06 

Louisiana 

The  proposed  action  is  the  closing  of  a  '',750  foot  gap  in 
the  existing  flood  protection  facility  on  the  east  bank  of 
the  Ouachita  River.   The  closure  will  be  a  folding  wall 
structure  which  will  be  in  a  vortial  position  only  during 
flood  conditions.   (17  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  PY :  EPA   HUD   DOI 

state  and  local  agencies 
(ELB  ORDER  t  05585)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5585F) 

Choctaw  Eayou  11/06 

Louisiana 
County:         Pointe  Coupee   West  Baton  Rouge 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  contruction  of  an  im- 

proved drainage  outlet  for  Choctaw  Bayou  and  its  tributaries 
The  purpose  of  the  proiect  is  that  of  providing  flood  con- 

trol for  agricultural  lands.   Approximately  1,700  acres  of 
forest  will  be  lost,  with  resulting  impacts  upon  local  wild- 

life populations.   (48  pages) 
COMMENTS  MACE  BY:  USDA  DOI   EPA 

state  agencies  of  Florida  and  Louisiana 
and  concerned  citizens 

(ELR  ORDER  #  05588)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  FIS  72  5588F) 

South  Branch  Rahway  River  11/06 

New  Jersey 
The  stateirent  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a  flood 

control  proiect,  consisting  of  channel  works,  levees,  flood- 
walls,  a  pumping  station,  etc.,  along  a  O.U  mile  stretch  of 
the  Piver.   The  project  would  protect  the  site  of  a  HOD  ur- 

ban renewal  proiect    Approximately  15  acres  of  tidal  mud- 
flats would  be  filled  by  the  proiect,   (25  pages) 

COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  EPA   DOC   DOT 
state  agencies 

(FIR  ORDER  #  05587)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5587F) 
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Wellsville  Protection  Proiect  11/06 

New  York 
County:         Alleqany 
The  proiect,  which  is  located  in  Wellsville,  near  the  con- 

fluence of  Dyke  Creek  and  the  Genesee  River,  consists  of 
modifications  to  the  existing  channel  to  contain  flood  flows 

within  the  river  channel  at  reduced  velocities,  and  to  de- 
crease future  bank  erosion.   The  proiect  is  designed  to  rec- 

tify the  deficiencies  in  the  existing  coinpleted  local  flood 
protection  proiect.   Fishery  habitat  will  be  disturbed  dur- 

ing construction,   {17  pages) 
COMMENTS  KAEE  BY:  EPA   DOI 
(ELR  OPEIP  #  05586)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EI55  72  5586F) 

Rguatic  Plant  Control  and  Eradication  11/16 

Texas 
The  Etateirent  refers  to  the  proposed  control  and  eradication 
of  water  hyacinth  and  alliqatorweed  in  the  navigable  waters 
of  Texas  in  the  combined  interests  of  navigation,  flood  con- 

trol, drainage,  agriculture,  fish  and  wildlife  conservation 
recreation,  public  health,  and  related  purposes.   Control 
Treasures  will  be  biological  for  alligatorweed  (using  the 
Aqasicles  flea  beetle),  and  chemical  for  water  hyacinth 
(using  the  amine  salt  and  butoxyethanol  ester  of  2,(4-0). 
Some  risk  is  inherent  in  the  use  of  the  herbicide;  dying  veq 
etation  tray  deplete  disolved  oxygen  and  present  a  noxious 
condition  toxic  to  fish.   (100  pages) 
COMMENTS  BADE  BY:  USDA  DOC   RPA   DOT 

state  and  local  agencies  and 
concerned  citizens 

(ELR  ORDER  #  056U1)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  56aiF) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE,  Naw 

Contact Mr.  Joseph  A.  3rimes,  Jr 
Special  Civilian  Assistant  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy 
Washinqton,  DC.  2035C 

(2Q2)     697-0892 

Final Date 

Fort  McArthur 

^^/o■^ 

Calif orn  ia 
County:         Los  Anqeles 
The  stateirent  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  3UC 
units  of  Navy  family  housinq  on  two  tracts  of  Department  of 
of  the  Navy  land  in  the  San  Pedro  area  of  Los  Anqeles.   The 
proiect  differs  siqni f icant ly  from  that  discussed  in  the 
draft  statement;  earlier  plans  called  for  700  units  on  U 
tracts  of  land    The  addition  of  children  in  the  new  housinq 
will  exceed  the  present  capacity  of  the  local  school  system. 
(approx.  350  paqes) 
COMMENTS    MACE    BY:     EPA       HUD       HEW       DOT       DOT 

(ELR    CFDEF    »    05597)  (NTIS    ORDEP     #    FIS    72    5597F) 
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Contact:       Mr.  Sheldon  Meyers 
Director,  Office  of  Federal  Activities 
Room  3630  Waterside  Mall 
Washington   D.C.  20460 
(202)  755-0940 

Final  Date 

Wastewater  Treatment,  Hot  Sprinqs  11/03 

Arkansas 
County:        Garland 
The  stateirent  refers  to  proposed  Federal  assistance,  in 
the  airount  of  $10,569,000,  to  aid  in  the  construction  of 
wastewater  transportation  and  treatment  facilities.   New 
20  MGD  capacity  bioloqical/chemical  facilities,  with  ad- 

vanced wastewater  treatment  processes,  outfall  lines,  lift 

stations,  and  sanitary  sewer  interceptor2  would  be  in- 
cluded: rehabilitation  of  the  existing  sewer  network  is 

also  conteirplated    Adverse  effects  would  include  construc- 
tion disruption,  noise,  odor,  and  unsightliness.   (UOO 

pages) 
COMMENTS  KAEE  BY:  USDA  COE   DOT   OEO 
(ELF  OEEEP  #  C5579)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5579F) 

City  of  Richland  11/10 

Washington 
The  stateirent  refers  to  the  proposed  modification  of  the 
existing  Richland  sewage  treatment  plant,  the  installation 
of  alarm  reporting  systems  at  lift  stations,  and  the  con- 

struction of  a  lift  station  to  serve  the  Badger  Mountain 
area,  a  7,000  acrea  area  south  of  the  Yakima  River.   At 
issue  is  the  guestion  of  whether  the  City  should  develop 
Badger  Mountain  into  a  residential  district.   Opponents  of 
the  action  have  voiced  concern  over  possible  impact  upon 
wildlife,  land  use,  and  local  policies.   (234  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  EY:  COE   HUD   DOI   HEW   OEO   DOT 

state  and  local  agencies  and 
concerned  citizens 

(ELP  CPDEF  »  05609)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5609F) 
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FEDEPAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

ntact Dr.  Pichard  F.  Hill 
Acting  Advisor  on  Environmental  Ouality 
uai  G  Street,  N. W 
Washington,  D.C.  20a26 
(202)  3a6-6oaa 

aft 

Wisconsin  Pivec  Division  Proiect  No   2590 

Date 

11/13 

Wisconsin 
Countv:         Portaqe 
The  stateirent  refers  to  an  application  for  a  manor  license 
filed  bv  the  Consolidated  Water  Power  Company  for  the  con- 

structed Wisconsin  Piver  Proiect.   The  proiect  is  a  run  of 
the  river  development  consisting  of  a  dam  having  a  crest 
elevation  of  1070.02:  a  76  acre  reservoir  about  three 
miles  long;  a  powerhouse  containing  1BCC  kw  of  hydroelectric 
capacity  and  6090  h.p   of  hydromechanical  capacity.   As  the 
proiect  has  been  in  existence  for  80  years,  no  further 
environmental  impact  is  expected,   (11  pages) 
(ELP  OFEEP  »  05617)     (NTIS  ORDEP  #  lES  72  5617D) 
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3ENEPRL  SFFVICRS  ADMINISTRATION 

Contact:       Mr.  Bod  Kreqer 
Actinq  Administrator 
GSA-AD 
Washinqton,  D.C,  20U05 

(2C2)  .3U3-6077 

Final  ^a^^ 

Kitchell  Air  Force  Pase  11/10 

New  York 
Countv:         Nassau 
The  stateirent  considers  an  exchanqe  of  land  between  the 

Countv  of  Nassau  and  the  Federal  Government    Approximate- 
ly 55. U2  acres  of  land  at  the  former  Air  Force  Base  would 

be  conveyed  to  the  Countv  in  exchanqe  for  38  acres  of 
countv-owned  land,   The  stated  reason  for  the  exchanqe  is 
that  the  land  now  owned  by  the  Government  is  suitable  for 
the  development  planned  by  the  County  and  the  land  now 

owned  by  the  County  is  better  suited  for  the  development 
planned  by  the  Government    No  siqnificant  and  adverse 
effects  upon  the  environment  are  forseen.  (30  paqes) 
COMMENTS  MADE  EY :  EPA   HUD 
(ELE  CPDEP  a  05613)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5613F) 
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DEFABTMENT  OF  HUD 

Contact:       Mr   Richard  H.  Broun 
Director,  Environmental  and  Land  Use 
Planning  Division 
Washinqton,  D,C.  20U1Q 
(202)  755-6186 

Draft  Date 

Piviera  Apartments  11/15 

The  stateirent  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a  19 
buildinq,  16U  unit  apartment  complex  beinq  constructed  in 
Virqinia  Beach,  under  Section  236  of  the  National  Housinq 
Act.   The  complex,  which  will  house  low  and  moderate  in- 

come families,  is  situated  on  an  11.2  acre  site  in  CNP  Zone 
2  of  the  Cceana  Naval  Air  Station.   There  will  be  siqnifi- 
cant  adverse  impact  on  residents  of  the  project  from  mili- 

tary aircraft  noise  from  the  station.   Additional  adverse 
effects  will  be  the  precedent  established  for  development 
in  this  area  and  the  taxinq  of  school  capacities  in  Virqin- 

ia Beach    (37  paqes) 
(ELF  CFDiP  #  05632)     (NTIS  ORDEP  »  EIS  72  5632D) 

Minimum  Property  Standards  11/06 

The  statement  refers  to  HUD's  Minimum  Property  Standards 
(MPS)  for  the  desiqn  and  construction  of  housinq.   The  stan- 

dards would  involve  a  comprehensive  new  system  of  revised 
physical  standards  to  serve  new  and  existing  construction 
for  HUE  housinq  proqrams.   Three  mandatory  MPS  and  a  quid- 
ance  Manual  of  Acceptable  Practices  compose  the  system, 
(stateirert,  2P  paqes;  manual,  several  hundred  paqes) 
(ELP  ORCEP  #  05667)     (NTIS  ORDEF  #  EIS  72  5667D) 

Lakeland  Urban  Renewal  Project  11/01 

Maryland 
County:         Prince  3eorqes 
The  staterrent  refers  to  an  Orban  Renewal  Project  on  105 
acres  at  Lakeland,  in  Colleqe  Park.   The  project  will  in- 

volve residential  rehabilitation  of  70  units,  the  clearance 
of  80  structures,  redevelopment  for  new  residential  and  com- 

mercial use,  and  necessary  flood  protection  measures  on 
Paint  Branch  and  Indian  Creeks,   Completion  of  the  project 
could  lead  to  severe  downstream  floodinq  and  siltation  da- 

mage to  existinq  or  future  development.   (120  paqes) 
(ELR  CREEP  »  05660)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5660D) 

Fair  Oaks  Apartments  11/02 

Virqinia 
County:        Henrico 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a  13 
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buildinq,  ICO  apartment  complex  for  low  and  moderate  income 
housing  under  Section  236  of  the  National  Housinq  Act.   The 
site  lies  within  CNP  Noise  Zone  2  of  the  Richard  E.  Byrd 

Airport:  this  will  have  effects  upon  residents  of  the  com- 
plex.  Ihe  area  is  one  of  poor  water  drainaqe;  structural 

measures  will  be  needed  to  facilitate  water  removal.   (36 
paqes) 

(ELR  ORDER  #  C5568)     (NTIS  ORDER  #'  ETS  72  5568D) 

Final  Date 

River  Bend  Apartments  11/15 

Missouri 
The  stateirent  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a  98 
unit,  eiqht  story,  low  and  moderate  income  apartment  build- 
inq  in  the  City  of  St.  Louis.   The  proiect  will  increase 
residential  density  and  demands  on  urban  systems,  and  cause 
some  social  impact.   (88  paqes) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  EPA   HEW   DOT   OEO 

(ELR  ORDER  #  G5633)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  ETS  ''2  5633F) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  INTERIOR 

rontact:       Hr.  Bruce  Blanchard 
Director,  Environmental  Proiect  Review 
Room  7260 
Eepartirent    of   the    Interior 
Washington,    D,  C.     202U0 
(202)     3^3-3891 

)raft  Date 

International  Convention  on  World  Heritaqe  11/09 

The  stateirent  refers  to  the  proposed  international  conven- 
tion on  a  World  Heritaqe.   An  agreement  by  the  convention 

would  lead  to  the  establishment  of  an  international  system 
for  identifyinq,  protecting,  conserving,  preserving  and 
transmitting  to  future  generations  natural  and  cultural 
heritaqe  that  is  of  outstanding  universal  value.   The 
international  system  would  function  within  DNESCO  at  Paris, 
and  will  be  considered  at  UNESCO'S  17th  General  Conference, 
in  NovpiTber,  1972.   (1U  pages) 
(ELR  CFDEP  #  C5eOU)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  ETS  72  560UD) 

Allamuchy  Mountain  State  Park  11/09 

New  Jersey 
County:        Sussex         Warren 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  granting  of  a  reguest 
by  the  State  of  New  Jersey  for  assistance  from  the  Federal 
Land  and  Water  Conservation  Fund  in  purchasing  3,60U.6 
acres  to  te  added  to  the  park.   Approximately  2,800  acres 
would  te  left  in  its  natural  state  for  low  intensity 
recreational  use.   A  ski  area  will  be  developed  in  the 
future.   (18  pages) 
(EIR  CRDEP  #  05602)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72   5602D) 

Bureau  of  Mines 

Final  Date 

Termination  of  Helium  Purchase  Contracts  11/15 

The  staterrent  refers  to  the  proposed  termination  of  helium 
purchase  contracts  with  National  Helium  Corp. ,  Cities  Ser- 

vice Helex,  Inc  ,  and  Phillips  Petroleum  Co.   Onder  the 
contracts  helium  is  recovered  from  natural  gas  which  passes 
to  fuel  markets.   If  the  contracts  terminate,  the  Government 
will  forego  the  purchase  and  storage  of  20.7  billion  cu. f t. 
of  the  gas.   Approximately  35  billion  cu. ft.  will  be  in 
Goverrment  storage  by  December  31,  1972.   The  contractors 
could  then:   sell  helium  in  the  private  market  and  store 
the  surplus:  continue  to  extract  the  helium  as  an  adjunct 
to  other  operations  and  later  discharqe  it;  or  cease 
helium  extraction.   (331  paqes) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY :  DOC   DOD   NSF   OST   OEP   AEC   NASA  EPA   FP 
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HUD   TVA  state  aqencies  of  several  states  and 
concerned  citizens 

(ELR  CFDEB  »  C5630)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5630F) 

Bureau  of  Reclamation 

Final  Date 

Auburr-Folsom  South  Unit  11/13 

California 
County:        several 
The  stateirent  refers  to  a  multi-purpose  (water  supply, 
irriqation,  flood  control,  hydroelectric  power,  and  recrea- 

tion) dair  and  reservoir  proiect.   Also  included  is  the 
Folscir  South  Canal,  a  69  mile  irriqation  canal  (from  Lake 
Natoma  to  Lone  Tree  Creek)    Approximately  32,815  acres 
will  be  required  for  the  proiect.   Of  this  10,00  acres,  along 
with  a3  iriles  of  free-flowinq  river,  will  be  inundated,  with 
adverse  effects  to  wildlife  populations    Seventeen  archeo- 
loqical  sites  and  22  historic  sites  will  be  inundated. 
(255  caqes) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  COE  EPA  FPC  HEW  DOI 

state  and  local  aqencies  and 
concerned  citizens 

(ELR  ORDER  #  05616)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5616F) 

Bureau  of  Sports  Fisheries  and  Wildlife 

Draft  Date 

Crescent    Lake    National    Wildlife    Refuqe  11/02 

Nebraska 
County:        Garden 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  leqislative  desiqnation 
of  2U,502  acres  of  the  Refuqe  as  wilderness  within  the 
National  Wilderness  Preservation  System.   The  Refuqe  is  a 
siqnificant  breedinq  qround  and  restinq  area  for  miqratory 
waterfowl.   Wilderness  desiqnation  would  commit  the  area  to 
the  forces  of  nature  and  remove  options  for  future  develop- 

ment and  intensified  manaqement.   (30  paqes) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05567)     (NTIS  ORDER  t  EIS  72  5567D) 

Final  Date 

San  Juan  National  Wildlife  Refuqe  11/06 

Washinqton 
County:         San  Juan       Skaqit 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  desiqnation  of  Puffin, 
Colville,  Bare  and  Buck  Islands,  and  Bird  and  Williamson 
Pocks  (totallinq  28  acres),  plus  140  acres  of  Matia  Island^ 
as  wilderness  within  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation 
SystetT    No  adverse  impacts  are  anticipated    (35  paqes) 
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COWMENTS    KADF    BY:    USDA    DOC       DOD       EPA       DOI 
one    state    acrency 

(ELR    CFDEF    #    05582)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EIS    72    5582F) 

National    Park    Service 

Draft  Date 

Willow  Creek  Pecreation  Site  11/09 

New  Mexico 
Countv:         Pio  Arriba 
The  staterrent  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  roads, 
parking  areas,  underground  utilities,  a  well,  and  a  sewage 
lagoor  at  the  recreation  area,  which  is  a  boating  facility 
at  Lake  Heron.   The  completion  of  the  proiect  would  draw 
large  nuirhers  of  people  to  what  would  be  an  incomplete 
developirent  site    Sanitation,  safety,  and  resource  pro- 

tection problems  would  be  aggravated,   (?7  pages) 
(ELP  CEDEF  #  05603)     (NTIS  ORDEP  »  EIS  72  56C3D) 

John  Cay  Fossil  Beds  National  Monument  11/02 

Oregon 
The  stateirent  refers  to  the  proposed  legislative  designation 
of  a  14,402  acre  area  as  a  National  Monument.   Effects  of 
the  action  will  include  the  elimination  of  hunting  on  7,127 
acres:  the  restriction  of  agricultural  activities  (including 
grazing)  :  and  the  displacement  of  one  family.   (2U  pages) 
(ELP  CFDEF  »  0555U)     (NTIS  ORDEP  #  EIS  72  555UD) 
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INTERNATIONAL  BOUNDARY  AND  WATER  COMM. 

Contact:     Mr.  T.  R.  Martin 
ARA/Mex . 

Department  of  State 
Room  3906  A 

Washington,  D.  C.   20520 
(202)  632-1317 

Final  Bate 

restoration.,   Arroyo  Colorado  11/03 

Texas 
Countv:        HildalQo       Caireron 
The  stateirent  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a  low 
earth  sill  in  the  entrance  of  the  North  Floodway  in  order  to 
restore  the  historic  low  flow  diversion  to  the  Arroyo  Colo- 

rado.  Fcrirer  drainaqe  conditions  will  thereby  be  restored, 
and  flooding  reduced,   Approximately  27  acres  of  land  will 
be  periodically  inundated.   (U6  paqes) 
COMMENTS  MADE  EY:  USDA  COE   EPA   HEW   DOI 

state  and  local  agencies  and 
concerned  citizens 

(ELR  CFDEF  #  05578)     (NTIS  OPDEF  »  ETS  72  5578F) 
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NATTONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND  SPACE  ADMIN. 

Contact:       ?lr.  Palph  E.  Cushman 
Special  Assistant,  Office  of  Administration 
NASA 
Washington,  D.C.  20546 

(2C2)  962-3107 

Draft  Date 

John  F   Kennedy  Space  Center  11/21 

Florida 
The  statement  refers  to  facility  development  and  operations 
at  the  Kennedy  Space  Center  (KSC) ,  for  the  Space  Shuttle 
Proqram.   Facilities  for  receiving,  inspection,  checkout, 
launch,  recovery,  and  refurbishment  of  Space  Shuttle  flight 
hardware  arc  included.   In  addition  to  new  facilities,  some 
of  these  already  installed  for  the  Apollo  and  Skylab  pro- 

grams will  be  modified.   If  reguired  separate  environmental 
impact  statements  will  be  prepared  for  those  payloads  which 
may  have  siqnificent  potential  environmental  implications. 
(The  Space  Shuttle  program  itself  is  treated  in  an  impact 
statement  of  July,  1972    The  NTIS  order  number  for  that 
statement  is  FIS  72  U939F.)   (130  pages) 
(EIP  CPCEE  #  C566U)     (NTIS  OPDEP  »  EIS  72  56640) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

Contact-      Mr.   Christian  Herter,  Jr. 

Special  Assistant  to  the  Secretary  fo
r 

Environmental  Affairs 
Room  7819 

Washington,  D.  C. 

(202)  632-7964 

Final  Date 

Dorre  Pipeline  Corp.  Permit  11/27 

The  stateirent  refers  to  an  amendment  to  a  permit  held  by  the 
Dome  Pipeline  Corp. ,  which  would  authorized  the  transmittal 
of  oil  through  an  existing  pipeline  segment  that  crosses 
under  the  Detroit  Hiver  between  Windsor,  Cntrario,  and 
Detroit,  Michigan.   The  section  is  part  of  a  110  mile  long 
pipe  which  will  run  from  storage  facilities  in  Windsor  to 
a  natural  gas  reforming  plant  now  being  built  in  Green 
Springs,  Ohio.   (166  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  OSDA  COE   DOC   EPA   FPC   HUD   DOI   DOT 
(ELF  CFDEF  #  0568a)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  568UF) 
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TtNNESSFE  VALLEY  AUTHOPTTY 

Contact:       Dr.  Francis  Gartrell 
Cirector  of  Environmental  research  and 
Development 
720  Ednev  Buildinq 
Chattanooqa,  Tennessee  37UC1 
(615)  755-2002 

Final 

Watts  Rar  Nuclear  Plant,  Units  1  and  2 

Date 

11/13 

Tennessee 
County:         Phea 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a  two- 
unit  nuclear  qeneratinq  station,   The  station  will  employ 
pressurized  reactors  with  a  total  capacity  of  25U0  HWt. 
Coolinq  water  will  be  drawn  from  Chickamauqa  Peservoir  and 
circulated  throuqh  natural  draft  towers.   The  station  will 
add  irinute  sums  of  radioactivity  to  the  air  and  water. 
Approximately  ^67  acres  of  land  will  be  required  for  the 

station,  alonq  with  easements  on  3,1*^5  acres  for  transmis- 
sion lines.   (approx.  500  paqes) 

CGMMFNTS  MADE  EY :  AEC   TJSDA  DOC   COE   EPA   FPC   HEW   HUD   DOI 
state  aqencies 

(£LB  CPCEt  #  C5615)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  ETS  72  5615P) 
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Contact:       Mr.  Martin  Convisser,  Director 
Cftice  of  Environmental  Quality 
UCO  7th  Street,  S. W 
Washinqton,  D,C.  20590 

(202)  U26-a-?55 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 

Draft  Date 

Valdosta  Municipal  Airport  11/20 

Georqia 
County:         Lowndes 
The  proposed  project  is  the  expansion  of  runway  17-35  and 
related  facilities  to  accommodate  70  percent  of  the  basic 
transport  fleet  of  turhoiet-powered  aircraft  weighing  less 
than  6C,C00  pounds.   Approximately  82  6  acres  of  land  will 
be  committed  to  the  proiect.   Increased  noise  levels  and  air 
pollution  will  result.   (60  pages) 
(ELE  OFDEE  #  05650)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5650D) 

Biddeford  Municipal  Airport  11/06 

Maine 
County:         York 
The  proposed  proiect  contemplates  the  acquisition  of  land  for 

the  widening,  strenqtheninq,  liqhting  and  extension  of  run- 
way 6-2a  (from  2000'  x  75'  to  5000*  x  100');  the   construc- 

tion of  a  parallel  taxiway  and  access  road:  and  the  instal- 
lation of  security  fencing,  VASI-2,  and  approach  clearing 

and/or  obstruction  liqhtinq.   The  expanded  airport  will  be 
capable  of  accommodating  aircraft  of  the  business  iet  type 
and  siraller.   The  noise  level  will  increase.   (33  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #•  05592)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5592D) 

Panola  County  Airport  11/20 

Mississippi 
County:         Panola 

The  proposed  proiect  is  the  development  of  a  general  avia- 
tion airport  which  accommodates  substantially  all  propeller 

aircraft  of  less  than  12,500  pounds.   The  action  consists 
of  strengthening,  extending  and  lighting  the  existing  run- 

way.  There  will  be  increases  in  the  noise  level  and  in  air 
pollution.   (lU  pages) 
(FIR  CREEP  #  05651)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5651D) 

Concord  Municinal  Airport  11/20 

New  Hampshire 
County:         Merrimack 
The  proiect  contemplates  the  construction,  marking  and  light 
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inq  of  a  1000*  extension  to  runway  35  and  the  construction 

and  nrarkinq  of  a  parallel  taxiwav  (U7C0'  x  50')-   The  project is  expected  to  eliminate  the  hazardous  approach  to  runway 
17  and  the  practice  of  taxiinq  aircraft  on  an  active  runway. 
(16  paqes) 

(ELE  OPDEP  #  CSS'iB)     (NTIS  OBDEP  »  EIS  72  5653D) 

Date 

Mississippi  County  Airport  11/20 

Missouri 
County:         Mississippi 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  development  of  a  new 
airport  facility  to  serve  the  qeneral  aviation  needs  of  the 
county    The  proiect  consists  of  land  acquisition  for  one 
N/S  runway  and  supportinq  facilities  (99  acres);  auto  park- 
inq  area;  and  median  intensity  liqhtinq,  etc    Several  acres 
of  rabtit  and  quail  habitat  will  be  lost  to  the  proiect. 
(30  paqes) 

(EIP  OPCEP  #  C5652)     (NTIS  OEDEP  #  EIS  "^2    5652D) 

Jackson  County  Airport  11/02 

North  Carolina 
County:         Jackson 
The  proposed  proiect  involves  the  purchase  of  approximately 
15^1  acres  of  land  to  develop  a  new  basic  utility  airport 
capable  of  accommodatinq  all  propeller  aircraft  of  less  than 
12,500  pounds.   Initial  construction  will  consist  of  qradinq 
and  pavinq  a  3UC0«  x  50'  runway,  a  3C0'  x  150'  aircraft 
parkinq  apron,  a  250'  x  30»  stub  taxiway,  the  installation 
of  a  irediunr  intensity  liqhtinq  system,  a  36"  rotatinq  beacon 
four  hazard  beacons,  and  a  terminal  buildinq.   Ultimate 
development  consists  of  expanding  initial  development  and 
constructinq  T-hanqars,  parallel  taxiway,  etc.   The  air  and 
noise  pollution  levels  will  increase.   (28  paqes) 
(ELP  OFDFK  »  05572)     (NTIS  OBDEB  »  ETS  72  5572D) 

Polton  Field  Airport  11/21 

Ohio 
County:        Franklin 

The  statement  refers  to  a  proposal  to  construct  an  extension 

to  the  runway  and  taxiway  at  the  Bolton  Field  Airport 

(Columbus  Secondary  Airport).   The  facility  is  beinq  up- 
qraded  to  fulfill  the  planned  role  of  "reliever"  airport. 
Nine  additional  residences  will  be  affected  by  the  runway 
extension.   (2-3  paqes) 

(ELR  CPDEP  »  05663)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  ETS  72  5663D) 
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Will  Poqers  Municipal  Airport  11/C9 

Oklahcnfa 
Countv:         Eoqers 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a  new 
iTunicipal  airport  southwest  of  Clareirore    The  proiect  con- 
teiTplates  construction  of  a  runway,  (3U00'  x  60');  construc- 

tion of  a  taxiwav  (175«  x  30');  construction  of  an  aircraft 
parkinq  apron  (315'  x  2U0') ;  installation  of  a  VAST,  and 
rrediuir  intensity  liqhtinq;  and  construction  of  supportinq 
facilities  to  consist  of  a  parkinq  lot,  fencinq,  an  access 
road,  etc.   The  purpose  of  the  proiect  is  to  replace  the 
existinq  airport  which  cannot  be  expanded  because  of 
surroundinq  land  uses,   Air  and  noise  pollution  levels  will 
increase,   {56  paqes) 
(ELE  CEDiP  #  05599)     (NTIS  OFDEP  #  ETS72  5599D  ) 

Lamesa  Municipal  Airport  11/24 

Texas 
The  staterrent  refers  to  the  proposed  construction,  liqhtinq, 
and  markinq  of  a  new  4200'  x  75'  runway  with  connectinq  taxi 
ways.   The  existinq  runway  will  be  converted  to  a  parallel 
taxiway    Twenty-one  acres  will  be  acquired  for  the  proiect. 
Increased  airport  use  will  result  in  a  concoiritant  increase 
in  air  ard  noise  pollution.   (14  paqes) 
(ELF  CPDER  #  05672)     (NTIS  ORDEP  #  ETS  72  5672D) 

Salt  Lake  City  International  Airport  11/22 

Utah 
County:         Salt  Lake 
The  proposed  proiect  contemplates  land  acquisition  (U, 850  acres) 
for  a  future  N/S  runway,  approximately  6,000  feet  west  and 
parallel  to  the  existinq  main  runway,  alonq  with  clear  zones 

on  both  ends  of  the  runway  and  provisions  for  future 

development  of  the  airport.   One  family  farm,  two  hoq  farms 

and  four  businesses  will  be  displaced.   Increases  in  air- 
craft noise  will  affect  some  homes.   (25  paqes) 

(ELP  CBDEE  #  C5671)     (NTIS  OPDEP  #  EIS  72  5671D) 

The  Tomahawk  Airport  11/02 

Wisconsin 
County:        Lincoln 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  development  of  a 
qeneral  utility  airport  to  serve  the  City  of  Tomahawk  and 

the  surroundinq  area    The  proiect  contemplates  the  acquisi- 
tion of,  land  (U2C  acres)  :  the  construction  of  the  E/W 

primary  runway:  the  construction  of  an  apron  and  connectinq 
taxiway:  the  installation  of  a  medium  intensity  liqhtinq 
systenr;  the  relocation  of  a  town  road  and  the  construction 
of  an  entrance  road,  auto  parkinq  area,  etc.   Adverse 
affects  include  the  proximity  of  an  active  bald  eaqle 
nest  to  the  proiect  site    (U6  paqes) 
(ELP  OPDEP  #  05571)     (NTIS  OEDEP  «  EIS  72  5571D) 
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iiial  Date 

Edaar  County  Airport  11/06 

Illinois 
County:         Edqar 
The  staterrent  refers  to  the  proposed  development  of  a  new 
general  aviation  facility  to  serve  the  Paris/Edqar  community, 
The  prelect  contemplates  acquisition  of  land  (120  acres)  for 
the  construction  of  a  runway,  taxiway,  apron,  terminal  build 
inq,  access  road,  and  other  accessory  and/or  incidental  items, 

Aircraft  noise  will  be  introduced  in  a  area  where  none  cur- 
rently exists.   (64  paqes) 

COWK£NTS  fADE  BY:     USDA  COE   DOC   EPA   DOI 
state  and  local  aqencies 

(ELR  CPDEP  t  C558.3)     (NTTS  ORDEP  #  EIS  72  5583F) 

Oxford  County  Peqional  Airport  11/13 

Maine 
County:         Oxford 
The  proposed  proiect  is  the  construction  of  a  new  qeneral 

aviation  airport.   A  3C00«  x  60*  runway,  a  taxiway,  an 
apror,  and  liqhtinq  will  be  included.   The  statement 
mentions  no  siqnificant  adverse  impact    (au  paqes) 

COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  AEC   COE   EPA   FPC   USDA 
(ELP  CFDEF  #  C5621)     (NTIS  OPDER  »  EIS  72  5621F) 

Warroad  Municipal  Airport  11/09 

Minnesot  a 
County:        Poseau 
The  staterrent  refers  to  the  proposed  acquisition  of  19C 
acres  for  the  construction  of  new  airport  facilities  at  an 
existinq  turf  strip.   New  construction  would  include  a 
3700'  X  75'  runway  with  taxiway  and  apron,  safety  fencing, 
an  access  road,  and  a  park-inq  lot    (35  paqes) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  DOC   EPA   DOT   DOT 

state  and  local  aqencies 

(ELP  CPD2P  t  05598)     (NTIS  ORDEF  #  EIS  72  5598F) 

Seward  Municipal  Airport  11/06 

Nebraska 
County:         Seward 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  development  of  a  new 

airport  to  serve  the  Seward  Community.   The  project  involv- 
es acquisition  of  260  acres  (fee)  and  8  acres  (easement)  for 

airport  development;  construction  of  a  3600'  x  60*  NW/SE 
primary  runway,  a  3UC0'  x  150*  turf  secondary  runway,  turf 
aprons,  taxiways  and  other  associated  developments.   The 
existinq  airport  cannot  be  expanded  due  to  area  obstructions 
(36  paqes) 
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COMK^N'^S  MADF  PY  :  USDA  DOC   COE   EPA   HUD   DOI 

state,  local  and  reqional  aqenci.es 

(ELF  CFDEF  #  C5593)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  55
93F) 

Kenosha  Municipal  Airport 

Wisconsin 
Coun't^v*         Kenosha 

The  proiect  involves  the  acquisition  of  land  (1
33  acres 

1-n  fpp   23  acres  in  easement)  and  reconstruction  and 

extension  (by  600M  of  an  existinq  75'  x  30
00-  NW/SE  run- 

way, construction  of  taxiways  and  installation  of  li
qhtinq. 

(3a  caqes) 

COM''FNTS  MRCt  BY:  USDA  DOT   DOI   EPA   FAA 

(Et'p  CFDEP  »  05669)     (NTIS  OPDEP  »  EIS  72  5669F) 

Federal  Hiqhway  Administration 

Draft Date 

11/20 
u.s   ̂ 1 
Arkansas 
County:  Benton 
The  proposed  proicct  is  the  wideninq  of  [I.S   7 1  to  a  U-lane 
hiqhway.   Lenqth  would  be  approximately  10  miles.   One  fam- 

ily, one  business  and  two  qolf  tee  blocks  would  be  displac- 
ed   The  prolect  will  traverse  the  McKissic  and  Suqar  Creeks 

causing  increased  water  pollution  and  loss  of  fish  and  biota 
habitat.   An  increase  in  air  and  noise  pollution  will  also 
occur.    (17  paqes) 
(EL?  CPEFR  »  CS6U9)     (NTIS  ORDEP  #  EIS  72  56'49D) 

110-1(3":)  ^  y/^^ 

Alabama 
County:        Mobile         Baldwin 
The  proposed  proiect  is  the  construction  of  8  miles  of 

proiects  I-1C-1(35)  and  P-3a6(9)    The  proiects  include  a 
bridqe  which  will  traverse  the  Mobile  Bay  Delta.   A  section 

a(f)  statement  has  been  filed  for  land  acquisition  from  the 
Mcaher  State  Park    (U1  paqes) 

(EIP  CPCER  #  C558U)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  FIS  72  558UD) 

Santiaqo  Canyon  Poad  11/15 

California 
County:         Cranqe 

The  proiect  proposes  construction  of  concreted-rock  slope 
protection  for  roadway  embankments  at  four  location  alonq 

FAS  Route  1279.   In  addition,  a  concreted-rock  lined  channel 
and  apron  and  some  fillinq  will  be  performed  at  a  fifth 

location.   The  five  sites  are  located  between  Silverado 

Canyon  Read  and  Live  Oak  Canyon  Poad.   The  purpose  of  the 

proiect  is  protection  aqainst  water  erosion.   (11  paqes) 

(FLP  CPDEP  #  05629)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5629D) 
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Plack  Blvd. -Slate  Creek  Expressway  11/16 

California 
County:         Shasta 
The  proiect  consists  of  reconstructinq  a  1-lane  expressway 
with  i4-feet  median  to  a  65  KPH  U-lane  expressway  with  60- 
foot  iredian  from  north  of  Black  Boulevard  to  north  of  Slate 

Creek.   Total  length  of  the  project  is  5.7  miles.   Approxi- 
iratelv  2CC  acres  of  trees,  brush  and  qrass  will  be  cleared 
Four  families  and  one  business  will  be  displaced  (60  paqes) 

(ELE  CFDEF  «  05639)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  "EIS  72  5639D) 

Relocation  of  U.S.  5  11/14 

Connecticut 
County:         Hartford 
The  proposed  proiect  involves  the  corridor  determination  for 
the  relocation  of  U.S.  5  as  a  limited  access  expressway  from 
the  vicinity  of  Governor  Street  in  East  Hartford  to  1-291 
in  South  Windsor.   Nine  residences  and  four  businesses  will 
be  affected    Approximately  150  acres,  much  of  it  located 
in  the  Connecticut  River  Flood  Plain,  is  required  for  right 
of  way.   A  U(f)  review  for  encroachment  on  26  acres  of 
"open  space"  land  owned  by  the  Town  of  East  Hartford  is 
included.   (109  paqes) 
(ELF  CRCER  #  05627)     (NTTS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5627D) 

Relocation  of  DuPont  Road  11/07 

Delaware 

County:        New  Castle 
The  proposed  action  is  the  reconstruction  and  relocation  of 
DuPort  Road  (State  Route  100)  beqinninq  at  the  Maryland 
Avenue-DuFont  Road  intersection  and  endinq  north  of  New 
Road  (Eel.  Rte.  2).   The  proiect  consists  of  four  lanes  and 
a  fcridqe  over  Little  Mill  Creek  and  the  B  C  0  Railroad.   The 
number  of  displacements  and  the  lenqth  of  the  proiect  will 
depend  upon  the  route  selected.   (109  paqes) 
(ELR  ORDER  »  05610)     (NTIS  ORDER  «  EIS  72  5610D) 

State  Route  21  11/02 

Georgia 
County:        Chatham 
The  proposed  proiect  is  the  wideninq  of  S.R.  21.   Lenqth  of 
the  proiect  would  be  7.5  miles.   Approximately  1C  families 
and  11  businesses  may  be  displaced,  depending  upon  the  route 
chosen.   Adverse  effects  will  consist  of  increased  noise 
pollution  after  construction,   (66  paqes) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05570)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5570D) 
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S.F.  365  11/14 

Seorqi  a 
County:         Hall  Harbersham 
The  staterr.fint  refers  to  the  proposed  extension  of  S.B,  365 
from  the  present  terminus  at  jainesville  to  a  point  west  and 
north  of  Cornelia,   The  22-mile  extension  will  be  on  new 
location,   Erosion  and  siltation  may  cause  damaqe  to  fish 
spawning  waters  in  the  Chattahoochee  Piver  and  Lake  Sidney 
Lanier    Eighteen  families  and  one  business  will  be  dis- 

placed.  An  unspecified  amount  of  land  will  be  acquired  to 

provide  a  30C  foot  riqht-of -  way ,   (116  paqes) 
(ELF  CFDEE  #  05625)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5626D) 

FAU  Pcute  P825  11/02 

Illinois 
County:         Winnebaqo 
The  proposed  proiect  is  the  construction  of  0, 455  miles  of 
FAU  Poute  8825    Land  acquisition  will  include  6.4  acres. 
Increases  in  noise,  air  and  water  pollution  are  expected 
after  construction.   One  hundred  and  fifty  trees  will  be  re- 
iToved,  causinq  displacement  of  wildlife    (35  paqes) 
(ELP  CPDEE  #  C5576)     (NTIS  OFDEP  #  EIS  72  5576F) 

S.F.  161  11/20 

Illinois 
County:         Marion 
The  proposed  proiect  is  the  improvement  of  Illinois  Foute 
161.   Total  lenqth  is  5.2  miles.   Amount  of  land  acquired, 
families  and  businesses  displaced  will  depend  upon  the  al- 

ternate chosen.   Adverse  effects  will  include  an  effect  up- 
on local  watershed,  and  increases  in  air  and  noise  pollu- 

tion.  (31  paqes) 
(ELF  OFDEE  #  056^8)     (NTIS  OFDEP  #  FTS  72  5648D) 

Illinois  Route  23  11/17 

Illinois 

Coiinty:      LaSalle 

The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  reconstruction 
and  relocation  of  a  segment  of  Route  23  between  Rock 
Island  railroad  track  and  FAX  Route  80.   The  length 
of  the  project  is  1.55  miles.   Channel  changes  to  Goose 
Creek  will  cause  temporary  disruption  of  small  animal 
habitat.   Several  families  and  four  businesses  will 
be  displaced.   (45  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  5647)       (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5647D) 
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95th  Street,  Mission  Road  to  State  Line  Foad  11/17 

Kansas 
Countv:        Johnson 
The  proposed  prelect  is  the  widenina  of  95th  Street  for  a 
lenath  of  1. 19  miles.  Adverse  effects  will  include  the  loss 
of  trees  alonq  the  riaht-of-wav»  and  increases  in  noise 
pollution.  (8  paqes) 
(ELR  CRDEP  #  056U2)     (NTIS  OBDEP  #  EIS  72  56U2D) 

Eoseiront  Garden  Extension  11/20 

Ken  t uck V 
Coiintv:         Fayette 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a  cir- 

cumferential arterial  route  from  Limestone  Street  to  New 
Circle  Bead  (Kv^)    Lenqth  of  the  proiect  is  3.113  miles. 
Twenty-four  families,  one  farm  buildinq,  and  a  water  tower 
would  be  displaced    There  would  be  an  increase  in  noise 
levels.    (26  paqes) 
(ELP  CFDEF  #  0565U)     (NTIS  ORDEP  #  EIS  72  565UD) 

I-70N  11/17 

Maryland 
County:         Baltimore 
This  is  a  revised  draft  statement  (draft  filed  5/U/71)  for 
the  desiqn  and  construction  of  an  eiqht-lane  controlled 
access  freeway  known  as  I-70N  from  Inqleside  Avenue  and 
existinq  I  7CN  to  Sllicott  Driveway.  Total  lenqth  of 
the  proiect  is  3.5  miles    Adverse  impacts,  dependinq  upon 
the  alternate  selected,  include  housinq  displacement  varyinq 
from  0  to  12C0:  rraior  business  displacements,  acoustic 
impacts,  and  possible  encroachment  on  park  lands.   (8  1  pages) 
(ELR  OEDEP  #  056^3)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  56U3D) 

US  212  11/14 

Minnesota 
County:        Yellow  Hedicin  Renville 

The  statement  refers  to  a  corridor  study  for  the  relocation 
and  reconstruction  of  an  8.5  mile  seqment  of  US  212  to  by- 

pass the  City  of  Granite  Falls.   The  proiect  includes  a  0. 5 
mile  connection  for  proposed  T.H,  23  east  of  Granite  Falls. 
The  Minnesota  River  backwater  flood  plain  will  be  encroached 
upon.   Approximately  375  acres  of  land  will  be  committed 
to  the  proiect.   One  farmstead  will  be  displaced  and  some 
property  severed.   (87  paqes) 

(ELP  CFD2B  #  C562U)     (N'TIS  OFDEP  t  EIS  72  5624D) 
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27th  Stuf^et  11/2U 

Nebraska 
County:        Lancaster 
The  proposed  proiect  consists  of  reconstructinq  a  0>  9  mile 
seqment  of  27th  Street  to  a  four-lane  urban  type  facility. 
The  proiect  also  includes  traffic  siqnal  renovation  and 
street  liqhtinq  improvements.   Section  U (f )  land  from 
Antelope  Park  and  "Sunken  Gardens"  may  be  encroached  upon. 
Three  horres  will  require  relocation;  69  on-street  parkinq 
spaces  and  10  off-street  parkinq  spaces  will  be  displaced. 
(33  paqes) 
(ELE  GPC£F  *    05673)     (NTIS  OPDEF  »  EIS  72  5673D) 

S-11  1C  (2) -Bayard  to  Vanadium  11/14 

New  Mexico 
County:        Grant 
The  proposed  project  is  the  improvement  of  1.8  miles  of 
S-11  10  (2).   Two  residences,  2  mobile  homes  and  one  business 
will  be  displaced.   Adverse  effects  will  include  increases 
in  air  and  noise  pollution,  (1U  paqes) 
(ElE  CPD5R  #  05625)     (NTIS  ORDEP  t  EIS  72  5625D) 

US  550  -  Shiprock  East  to  Farminqton  11/1U 

New  Mexico 
County:        San  Juan 
The  proposed  project  is  the  construction  of  a  4  lane  divided 
hiqhway  alonq  existinq  US  550,  Proiect  lenqth  is  2a. 85  miles 
Forty  acres  of  irriqated  farmland  and  50  acres  of  ranqe  land 
will  be  acquired  from  the  Navaio  Indian  Tribal  Reservation. 
Another  15  acres  of  farmland  and  160  acres  of  ranqe  land 
will  be  acquired  outside  the  Reservation   Displacements  will 
include  10  families  and  3  businesses.  The  construction  of 
the  proiect  will  also  destroy  a  larqe  number  of  petroqlyphs 
in  the  area   The  relocation  of  numerous  utilities  will  be  re 
quired.  (20  paqes) 
(EIR  CPDER  #  05628)     (NTIS  OPDEP  #  EIS  72  5628D) 
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Date 

Poioaaue  Eridqe  Widening  11/22 

New  Mexico 
Countv:        Santa  Fe 

The  prcpcsed  proiect  consists  of  recontructinq  and  widening 

the  Fio  Nairbe  River  Bridges,  upgrading  the  bridge  approaches 

north  and  south,  and  realigning  and  upgrading  the  S.T.  U 

countv  road  intersection  with  U.S.  6U-285    Approximately 
2.3  acres,  of  which  1.1  acres  is  in  the  Rio  Narrbee  flood 

plain,  will  be  acguired  for  right-of-way    (35  pages) 
(EIP  CEDEF  #  05668)     (NTIS  OPDEP  #  ETS  72  5668D) 

N.C.  268  (Elkin  Bypass)  11/06 

North  Carolina 
Countv:         Surry  Yadkin  Wilkes 
The  proposed  proiect  is  the  8  mile  construction  of  the  NC 
268  Bypass  of  Elkin.   Three- hundred  acres  of  land  will  be 
acouired:  35  residences,  5  businesses,  a  state  highway  Pat- 

rol Station,  and  a  church  will  be  displaced.   The  proiect 
will  traverse  the  Yadkin  and  Elkin  Fivers  causing  siltation. 
Other  adverse  effects  will  include  loss  of  wildlife  and  in- 

creases of  noise  and  air  pollution  after  construction.   (22 
pages) 
(ELH  CRDEP  #  05589)     (NTIS  ORDEP  #  EIS  72  55890) 

U.S.  25  11/28 

North  Carolina 
Countv:         Henderson 
The  proposed  proiect  is  the  relocation  of  U.S.  25;  a  length 
of  5  iriles    Two  hundred  and  twenty-five  acres  of  land  will 
be  acguired.   Forty-four  families  will  be  displaced.   The 
proiect  will  traverse  the  Green  Piver  causing  siltation 
which  will  also  affect  its  tributaries.   The  Tuxedo  School 
will  te  adversely  affected  by  an  increase  in  noise  and  air 
pollution  levels.   (26  pages) 

(L'LP  CFDEE  #  C5690)     (NTIS  ORDEP  #  EIS  72  569CD) 

Interstate  2C5  11/20 

Oregon 
County:         Multnomah 
The  statement  considers  the  proposed  construction  of  a  9.2 
mile  connecting  link  of  1-205  between  the  Lewis  and  Clark 
Highway  in  Vancouver,  Washington,  southward  to  S.E,  Foster 
Foad  in  Portland,   The  proiect  includes  a  bridge  across  the 
Colutrhia  River.   Section  '♦(f)  land  from  the  Government  Is- 

land Game  Management  Area  may  be  committed  to  the  action. 
One  elementary  school,  220  additional  housing  units  and  25 
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additonal  businesses,  (approximatel v  1,3^0  properties  al- 
ready have  been  acquired)  will  be  displaced.   (16  7  pages) 

(ELP  CFEEP  #  G5659)     (NTIS  ORDEP  #  EIS  72  5659D) 

Oreqcn  Fcrest  Highway  55  11/29 

Oreqon 
Countv:        Clackamas 
The  proposed  proiect.  entails  reconstruct inq  the  final  7.  5 
irile  seqment  of  State  Eliqhway  22U  to  current  standards. 
The  facility  would  consist  of  a  1U  foot  roadway  (two  12-foot 
lanes  with  IC-foot  shoulders)  drainaqe  culverts  as  require^ 
and  a  bridqe  at  the  North  Fork  Crossinq.   Several  homes  may 
be  ccrrmitted  to  the  proiect,    (33  paqes) 
(ELF  CFDEE  #  C5695)     (NTIS  OPDEP  #  EIS72  5695D  ) 

Shaw  Freeway  11/06 

South  Carolina 
County:         Sumter 
The  proposed  proiect  is  the  construction  of  Shaw  Freeway, 
which  is  approximately  7  miles  in  lenqth,  on  new  location. 
Six  families  and  six  businesses  would  be  displaced.   Adverse 
effects  will  include  increases  of  noise  and  air  pollution 
after  construction,  and  erosion  and  siltation>   (13  paqes) 
(ELP  CPDFP  #  C5595)     (NTTS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5595D) 

Outer  Belt  Freeway  11/29 

South  Carolina 
Countv:        Sumter 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  the 
Outer  Eelt  Freeway,  extending  from  the  eastern  terminus  of 
the  U.S.  16/378  By-Pass  to  the  Western  end  of  the  By-Pass 
to  form  a  complete  loop  around  the  city  of  Sumter.   The  facility 
would  be  approximately  14,5  miles  lonq,   Six  to  eiqht  busi- 

nesses and  12  to  18  families  would  be  displaced,  268  acres 
of  timberland  would  be  committed  to  r iqht -of -way.   Tempor- 

ary disruption  of  existinq  streets  durinq  constrution  and 
disruption  of  natural  drainaqe  patterns  will  occur.   (15 
paqes) 
(EIP  CPDEP  #  C5696)     (NTIS  ORDEP  #  EIS  72  5696D) 

Columbus  Street-Boqard  Street  Connector  11/29 

South  Carolina 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a  U50 
foot  Icnq  street  on  new  location  between  St.  Philip  Street 
and  Kinq  Streets  to  connect  Boqard  Street  and  Columbus 
street.   Three  residential  structures  and  two  businesses 
would  be  displaced.   (13  paqes) 
(ELP  CPDEF  #  C5697)     (NTIS  OPDEP  #  FTS  72  5697D) 



state  Hiqhwav  96  11/27 

Tennessee 
County:         Butherford      Cannon 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  reconstruction  and/or 
relocation  of  an  11  mile  section  of  State  Hiqhway  96  froin 
east  of  Eradley  Creek  to  the  Wilson  County  line.   Three 
alternate  locations  are  considered  for  the  facility.   Between 
three  and  11  families  may  be  displaced.   Some  agricultural 
land  and  wildlife  habitat  will  be  lost.   (33  paqes) 
(ELR  CFDEP  »  05681)     (NTIS  OPDEP  #  EIS  72  5682D) 

U.S.  82  11/10 

Texas 
County:        Grayson 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a 
connector  between  existing  U.S.  82  and  proposed  U.S.  82. 
Proiect  length  is  1 ..  U  miles    Adverse  effects  include 
acquiring  additional  grass  and  wooded  area  for  right-pf-way 
and  displacing  two  homes,   (3U  paqes) 
(ELP  CFDEP  #  05611)     (STIS  ORDFP  »  EIS  72  5611D) 

US  59  11/10 

Texas 
County:         Polk 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a  US 
59  by-pass  around  the  west  side  of  the  City  of  Livinqston. 
The  prelect  consist  of  a  four  lane  divided  hiqhway  facility 
with  two-way  frontage  roads  on  each  side;  grade  separation 
interchanges  for  connection  with  existing  US  59,  and  over- 

passes for  the  Southern  Pacific  Railroad    Nine  families 
and  five   businesses  will  be  displaced:  326  acres  of  land 
will  be  committed  to  right-of-way.   (UO  pages) 
(ELK  CFDEP  #  C5612)     (NTIS  OPDEP  #  ETS  72  5612D) 

U.S.  67  (7th  and  8th  Streets)  11/20 

Texas  Arkansas 

The  proposed  action  along  U.S.  Highway  67  is  the  implementa- 
tion of  two-one-way  streets  along  the  existing  Seventh  and 

Eighth  Streets,  into  an  Urban  Arterial  thoroughfare  for  a 
distance  of  2.2  miles,  from  Texas  and  Pacific  Railroad  on 
West  7th  Street  (Texas  U.S.  67)  to  East  9th  Street  (Arkansas 
US.  67).   Twenty  families  and  four  businesses  may  be  dis- 

placed.  Two  states  and  two  municipalities  are  involved  in 
this  action.   (138  pages) 
(ELP  CPDEP  #  C5661)     (NTIS  OPDEP  #  FIS  72  5661D) 

Route  265  (Danville  Expressway)  11/06 

Virginia 
County:  Pittsylvania 
The    proposed    project    is    the    construction    of    Route    265     (Dan- 
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ville  Expressway).   The  expressway  will  displace  U9  familes 
and  17  businesses.   The  proiect  will  traverse  the  Dan  Piver 

causinq  erosion  and  siltation.   The  only  adverse  effect  af- 
ter construction  will  be  an  increase  in  noise  pollution. 

(62  paqes) 
(ELP  CFDEF  #  05594)     (NTIS  ORDEP  »  EIS  72  55940) 

Final  Date 

Tutuila  Ferimeter  Road  11/02 

American  Samoa 
The  stateirent  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  2.88 
miles  of  roadway  between  the  villages  of  Vatia  and  Alfono, 
on  the  north  side  of  Tutuila  Island.   There  is  presently  no 
vehicular  access  to  the  two  villaqes.   The  proiect  will 
introduce  noise  and  air  pollution  where  it  presently  does 
not  exist.   Two  or  three  fales  {dwellinq  units),  and  an 
unspecified  number  of  qraves  will  require  relocation;  family 
ties  beinq  exceptionally  stronq  on  Samoa,  this  aspect  of 
social  impact  will  be  of  siqnif icanace.   (49  paqes) 
COI^MENTS  KfiDE  BY:  USDA  EPA   DOI   DOT 
(ELR  CFDEF  #  05560)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5560F) 

Tutuila  Perimeter  Poad  11/02 

American  Samoa 
The  statement  is  concerned  with  the  proposed  construction 
of  3.37  miles  of  2-lane  roadway,  on  the  north  side  of  the 
island,  between  the  villaqes  of  Afono  and  Masefu.   There 
is  presertly  no  means  of  vehicular  access  to  the  villaqes. 
The  proiect  will  require  an  unspecified  amount  of  land  for 
riqht-of-way ;  several  individual  qravesites  will  be 
relocated:  noise  and  air  pollution  will  be  introduced  where 
they  do  net  presently  exist.   (53  paqes) 
COMMENTS  KAEE  BY:  (ISDA  EPA   DOI   DOC   DOT 
(ELF  OPCEF  #  C5565)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5565F) 

State  Pcute  77  11/02 

Alabama 
County:        Talladeqa 

The  proposed  proiect  is  the  reconstruction  of  a  9.2  mile 
seqment  of  State  Route  77.   Displacements  will  include  23 

residences  and  outbuildinqs ,  one  business,  two  barns,  and 

two  sheds.   Approximately  7.5  acres  will  be  acquired  from 

the  Presbyterian  Home  for  Children.   One  maior  stream  will 

be  traversed,  causinq  erosion  and  adverse  effects  to  existing 
fish  and  biota  habitat.   (52  paqes) 
COMMENTS  f:ADE  BY:  USDA  COE   DOI   EPA   HUD 

state  and  reqional  aqencies 

(ELF  CFDEF  *    05564)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5564F) 



-71- 

State  Foute  189  11/02 

Arizona 
County:         Santa  Crue 
The  proposed  project,  3  miles  of  St   Pt   189  reconstruction, 
will  he  on  new  location  within  a  new  riqht  of  way.   There 
will  be  no  disolacoments .   Adverse  effects  will  include  an 
increase  in  noise  and  air  pollution  after  construction.   (U1 
paqes) 
CCMMENIS  f^ADE  EY:  EPA   HOD   DOI 

State  and  local  aqencies 
(ELE  CPCEP  #  CS552)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5552F) 

S.P.  260  11/02 

Ari  zona 
County:         Navaio 
This  addendum  to  the  final  statement  (filed  6/7/7  1,  NTIS 
Order  !*  FB-199  7a7-F)  refers  to  a  two  mile  line  chanqe  in 
the  Clay  Sprinqs  section  of  the  project.   The  aliqnment 
chanqe  will  diminish  adverse  impacts  on  Cottonwood  Wash. 
(10  paqes) 
COf^MENTS  MACE  PY:  USDA  DOI 

(ELP  CFDEF  »  C5561)     (NTIS  ORDEP  #  EIS  ''2    5561F) 

Fourth  Street  and  County  Avenue  11/02 

Arizona 
County:         Yuma 
The  statement  considers  the  proposed  ioint  Yuma  City  - 
Yuma  County  construction  of  two  36  foot  roadways  over  Loth 
new  and  existinq  aliqment.  Total  project  lenqth  is 
approximately  3  miles.   One  apartment  buildinq  and  two 
family  residences  will  be  displaced.  An  unspecified 
amount  of  aqricultural  land  will  be  committed  to  the 
action.   (U2  paqos) 
COMMENTS  MACE  BY:  DOI 

(ELF  CRDFP  #  05562)     (MTIS  Ob'DEP  #  EIS  7  2  5562F) 

1-70  (Vail  Pass)  11/27 

Col  Grade 
County:         Summit  Jarfield 
The  proposed  project  is  the  construction  of  1U  miles  of 
1-70  throuqh  Vail  Pass    The  project  will  cause  siltation 
in  neiqhtorinq  water  bodies  and  loss  of  wildlife  habitat. 
(121  caqcs) 
COt^MFNTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  COF  DOI   DOT   HKW   HUD 

state  and  reqional  aqencies 
(ELP  CFDEF  #  C5677)     (NTIS  OFDEP  »  EIS  72  5677F) 



-72- 

st Pd 516  {U.S.  192) 11/06 

Florida 
County:         Brevard 
The  proposed  prolect  is  the  addition  of  2  lanes  to  the  exist 
inq  causeway  St.  Rd.  516  (U.S.  192).   The  proiect's  lenqth 
is  2.U  rriles..   Adverse  effects  will  be  upon  marine  life. 
Increases  of  noise  pollution  are  expected.   (169  paqes) 
COMMENTS  KADE  BY:  COE   DOC   DOI   EPA   HEW   HUD 

state  and  reqional  aqencies 
(ELR  CFDIR  #  C5580)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5580F) 

U.  S  U^ 
11/16 

Florida 
County:         Lee  Collier 
The  proposed  proiect  involves  four-laninq  a  seqment  of  U.S. 
H^     (SP  ̂ 45)  froifi  south  of  Bonita  Sprinqs  to  north  of  Estern. 
Proiect  lenqth  is  11, U  miles.   The  number  of  displacements 
will  depend  upon  the  route  taken.   Temporary  increases  in 
the  turbidity  of  the  water  will  occur  where  bridqes  are 
constructed  spanninq  Halfway  Creek  and  the  Eastern  River. 
(54  paqes) 
COMMFNTS  KADE  BY:  USDA  COE   EPA   HEW   DOT 
(EIR  ORDER  »  0563U)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  563UF) 

Griffin  to  1-75  and  SR  16 
11/02 

Georqia 
County:         Spaldinq       Butts 
The  proposed  construction  proiect  is  from  Griffin,  Georqia 
to  1-75  connector,  and  the  relocation  of  State  Route  16. 
The  proiect  will  displace  seven  homes.   Adverse  effects  will 
include  erosion,  and  siltation,  causinq  water  pollution  to 
Hiqh  Falls  Lake  and  the  Cabin  Creek  watershed. 
COf«MENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  COE   DOC   DOI   EPA   HEW   HUD 

one  state  aqency 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05551)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5551F) 

State  Route  6U  (F.A,  Route  28) 11/13 

Illinois 
County:         Oqle 

The  proposed  proiect  is  the  construction  of  a  U-lane  hiqh- 
way,  C.7C5  miles  in  lenqth,  located  on  S.R.  6U.   Land  ac- 

quisition will  include  1„  8  acres.   A  storm  sewer  outlet  will 
be  constructed  on  the  east  bank  of  the  Rock  River  causinq 
an  increase  in  water  pollution.   (85  paqes) 
EIS  72  5619F 
COMMENTS  KADE  BY:  USDA  DOC   DOT   EPA   HUD 

state  aqencies 
(ELR  OFDEF  #  05619)     (NTIS  ORDER  t  EIS  72  5619F) 
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Pekin  Bvpass-(S.P,  29)  11/28 

Illinois 
Countv:         Tazewell 
The  proposed  proiect  is  the  wideninq  and  relocatinq  of  Fekin 
Bypass  (S. F.  29).   Two-hundred  and  forty  acres  of  land  will 
be  acquired.   Dependinq  upon  the  alternate  chosen,  between 
15  to  SO  families  would  be  displaced.   Several  businesses 
and  2C0  qrave  sites  would  also  be  displaced.   The  proiect 
will  traverse  Lick  Creek    Increases  in  noise  levels  will 
occur.   (71  paqes) 
COMMENTS  MAEE  SY:  IISDA  EPA 
(ELP  CFDEF  #  C5666)     (NTIS  ORDKP  #  EIS  72  5686F) 

Freeway  52C,  Sioux  City  11/20 

Iowa 
Countv:         Woodbury 
The  proposed  proiect  is  the  construction  of  Freeway  52C. 
Lenqth  of  proiect  is  3.58  miles.   The  proiect  will  remove 
aqricultural  land  from  production,  displace  U5  homes,  5 
rrobile  horres,  13  farmsteads  and  2  businesses.   Loss  of  wild- 

life and  increased  air  and  noise  pollution  will  occur.   (18 
paqes) 
COMMENTS  MACE  BY:  USDA  DOI   EPA   HUD 

state  and  local  aqencies 
(ELP  CFDEF  »  05P-56)     (NTIS  OPDEP  #  EIS  72  5656F) 

F.A.S.  Pt.  1746  11/13 

Kansas 
County:         Shawnee 
The  proposed  proiect  is  the  highway  improvement,  includinq 
a  bridqe  and  channel,  of  F.A.S.  Pt.  17U6.   Lenqth  is  0.208 
miles.   Four  acres  will  be  acquired  for  the  proiect.   A  sec- 

tion U  (f )  will  be  filed  to  obtain  land  from  a  public  park. 
The  Stinson  Creek  will  be  rechanneled.   Loss  of  wildlife  and 
increases  cf  erosion  and  water  pollution  will  occur.   (27 
paqes) 
COMMENTS  MADE  EY:  USDA  COE   DOI   HEW   HUD 

state  aqencies 
(ELP  OPDEP  «  C5622)     (NTIS  OPDER  #  EIS  72  5622F) 

U.S.  54  11/16 

Kansas 

Coxinty:      Sedgwick 
The  proposed  project  is  the  reconstruction  of  U.S.  54 
between  Seville  Lane  and  Harner  Road  to  provide  a 
multiple  lane  highway  with  grade  separation  structures, 
interchanges  and  full  control  of  access.   Project  length 
is  2.7  miles.   The  amount  of  land  required  for  additional 

right-of-way  and  the  number  of  displacements  will  depend 
upon  the  alignment  selected.   Increases  in  noise  and 
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air  pollution,  traffic  disruption,  loss  of  t
ax  base,  and 

removal  of  topsoil,  foilage  and  ground  cov
er  are  adverse 

effects  of  the  action.   (102  pages) 

COMMENTS  MADE  BY:   USDA  COE  EPA  HEW  HUD  DOI 
 DOT 

state  agencies 

(ELR  ORDER  #  5636)       (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5636F) 

[IS  a2i 11/28 

Kentucky 
Coun t V  •        Harlan 

-he  statetrent  refers  to  the  relocation  and 
 reconstruc- 

Uon,  frcir  from  2  to  U  lanes,  of  2  1  i.iles  o
f  ̂ lahwav, 

from  Grays  Knob  to  Tway.  Disolacements  will
  include  3U 

farrilies  and  u  businesses:  75  acres  will  be  
taken  as  riqht- 

of-way.  Approximately  2C00'  of  channel  works
  will  be  con- 

structed on  Martin's  Ford,  with  temporary  erosion  result- 
inq.   (f>8  caqes) 

COMK^N-S  KADE  3Y :  USUA  COE   DOI   DOT   EPA   HEW 

(ELP^OFCEP  #  056R7)     (NTIS  OEDEP  #  EIS  72  5687F) 

Laf itt e-LaPose  Hiqhway 11/09 

Louisiana 
County:  Jefferson  Lafourche 
The  stateirent  refers  to  the  proposed  const 
imately  28  miles  of  hiqhway  on  new  locatio 
and  the  Villaqe  of  Estelle.  The  proiect  c 
ultimate  U-lane,  full  access.  Land  service 
facility  with  fixed  hiqh-level  bridqes  at 
Kerner  Ferry  and  Waqner  Ferry  Initital  c 
provide  a  two-lane,  two-way  facility,   App 
acres,  of  which  130  acres  is  resedential, 
or  saltwater  marsh,  and  252  acres  is  swamp 
mitted  to  riqht  of  way    Nineteen  families 
will  te  displaced.   (R5  paqes) 
COrWENTS  KADF  BY:  USDA  COE   DOC   DOI   DOT 

state  aqencies 

(ELR  OPCER  »  05608)     (N'TIS  OEDEP  #  EIS  72 

ructipn  of  approx- n  between  LaPose 
onsists  of  an 

,  rural-type 
Bayou  Perot, 
onstruction  will 
roximatelv  1,018 
636  acres  fresh 
land,  will  be  com- and  two  businesse 

EPA 

5608  ) 

Portaqe  Fiver  Bridqe 
11/02 

Kichiqan 
County:        Jackson 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  replacement  of  the 
M-106  bridqe  over  the  Portaqe  River  and  the  reconstruction 
of  the  hiqhway  approaches  to  the  bridqe    Proiect  lenqth  is 
approximately  0.75  mile.   Two  residences  and  one  outbuildinq 
will  be  displaced.   The  water  table  level  and  the  qround 
water  movement  of  the  existinq  landscape  may  be  affected. 
(77  paqes) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  COE   EPA   DOI   DOT 

local  aqencies 
(ELP  OPDEF  t    05563)     (NTIS  OPDEP  #  EIS  72  5563F) 
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Foutes  51  and  3U 11/14 

Misscur i 
Countv:        Bollinqer 
The  proposed  proiect  is  the  reconstruction  of  2, 6  miles  of 
Poute  51  and  2.1  miles  of  Route  3U   Land  acquisition  will  in 
elude  90  acres.  Three  businesses  and  3  families  will  be  dis- 

placed. The  proiect  will  include. new  bridqes  over  Crooked 
Creek,  Hurricane  Creek,  and  Opposum  Creek.  Adverse  effects 
will  include  the  loss  of  riparian  habitat,  and  increases  in 
air,  water,  and  noise  pollution.  (16  paqes) 
CC1MFNTS  MADE  EY:  USDA  DOT   EPA   HEW 

State  and  reqional  aqencies 
(ELP  CPCfF  *  05635)     (NTIS  OPDEF  #  EIS  72  5635F) 

Piq  Eend  Pcad 

Missouri 
Countv:        St  Louis 
The  proposed  proiect  is  the  wideninq  and  partial  relo 
of  Piq  Bend  Poad.   Total  proiect  lenqth  is  C.75  miles 
farrilies  and  one  business  will  be  displaced.   An  incr 
in  noise  and  air  pollution  will  occur,   (lU  paqes) 
COMMENTS  MACE  BY:  USDA  DOT   FfUD 

state  and  local  aqencies  and 
concerned  citizens 

(PLP  ORDFP  #  05688)     (NTIS  OKDEP  »  EIS  12    5688?) 

11/28 

cation 

Two 
ease 

U. S,  191 11/02 

Montana 
Countv:        Gallatin       Madison 
The  proposed  proiect  is  located  on  U.S.  "oute  191.   Total 
lenqth  of  the  proiect  is  9.7  miles    There  will  be  no  dis- 
placeirents.   One  hundred  and  fifty  acres  of  land  will  be 
acquired.   Adverse  effects  will  be  upon  wildlife,  particu- 

larly deer,  and  the  watertable.  (approx.  U70  paqes) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  COE   DOT   EPA   HEW   HUD 

state,  reqional  and  local  aqencies  and 
concerned  citizens 

(ELR  CFDEP  I*  0557U)     (NTIS  ORDEP  #  EIS  72  557UF) 
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Poute  9C-Beacon  Arterial  1 1/C2 

Mew  Ycrk 
Coiintv:         Dutchess 

The  statement  refers  to  a  corridor  study  for  the  reconstruc- 
tion of  a  seqment  of  Poute  9D  between  Dutchess  Junction  and 

T-8U.   Proiect  lenqth  is  approximately  3^5  miles.   The 
numter  of  displacements  and  the  amount  of  riqht-of-way 
required  will  depend  upon  the  route  chosen.   Wildlife,  fish 
and  waterfowl  populations  will  be  disturbed  durinq  construc- 

tion of  a  bridqe  over  Fishkill  Creek,   A  U(f)  statement  for 
Hudson  Hiqhland  State  Park  and  the  Southern  Dutchess  Country 
Club  is  part  of  this  report    (80  paqes) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  EPA   HUD   DOI   DOT 

state  aqencies 
(ELF  CPDEP  #  C5559)     (NTIS  ORDEP  »  EIS  72  5559F) 

D.S   6U  -  Relocated  1V02 

North  Carolina 
County:         Nash 
The  proposed  proiect  is  the  11  mile  relocation  of  U.S.  6U. 
Four-hundred  and  seventy-five  acres  of  woodland  and  175 
acres  of  aqricultural  land  will  be  acquired.   Five  families 
and  one  business  will  be  displaced.   Several  waterways  will 
be  traversed.   Construction  will  have  an  adverse  effect  upon 
Far  Fiver,  which  is  an  important  fish  spawninq  area.   Other 
adverse  effects  include  the  lowerinq  of  the  water  table  and 
increases  in  noise  and  air  pollution.   (7U  paqes) 
COMMENTS  MACE  BY:  USDA  COE   DOI   DOT   EPA   GSA 

state  aqencies 

(ELP  CPDFE  #  C5566)     (NTIS  OPDEP  #  EIS  ''2  5566F) 
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U,S.  Hiqbwav  19E-Bvpass  11/20 

Nort  h  Carolina 
Countv:         i^itchclL 

The  proposed  proiect  consists  of  a  U-lane  roadway,  reloca- 
tion of  U.S.  19F.   The  lenqth  is  approxirrate  ly  3  miles. 

The  proiect  would  displace  50  houses  and  7  businesses,  in- 
increasc  the  noise  level  in  adjacent  areas,  cause  scarrinq 
of  the  landscape  and  increase  water  pollution  and  erosion. 
(7P  paqes) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  COE   DOC   EPA   GS^^   HEW   HUD   DOT   OEO 
DOT  state  and  local  aqencies 

(ELP  CFDFR  t  056=^7)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  "^2  5657F) 

5th  Street  North- (U  S.  2)  11/C9 

North  Dakota 
Countv:        Grand  Forks 
The  proposed  proiect  is  the  wideninq  and  resurfacinq  of  5th 
North  Ftreeto   The  lenqth  is  approximately  9  blocks.   Ad- 

verse effects  will  include  increased  noise  pollution  and 
loss  of  trees.   (35  paqes) 
COMMENTS  ^'ADE  BY:  DOI   EPA   HEW   HUD 

state  aqencies 

(FLF  OPDEP  n    C5606)     (NTIS  OPDEP  #  EIS  ''I    5606F) 

US  59  11/28 

Cklahcma 
Countv:         LeFlore 
The  proiect  proposed  is  the  reconstruction  of  12  miles  of 
US  59,  much  of  it  on  new  location    The  U  lane  roadway 
will  disclace  2U  families  and  11  businesses  and  will  take 
approximately  450  acres  of  qrasslands  for  riqht-of -way. 
Three  farir  operations  will  be  displaced.    (U6  paqes) 

COMMENTS  MACE  BY:  COE   EPA 
(ELF  CrEEP  »  C5fi89)     (NTIS  OPDEP  #  FIS  72  5689F) 

Traffic  Eoutes  22  and  220  11/09 

Pennsvlvania 
County:         Elair 
The  proposed  proiect  is  the  construction  of  TP  22  and  TR  220 
on  new  location.   The  lenqth  of  T?  22  will  be  4.8P  miles  and 
TP  22C,  (4.36  miles.   The  proiects  will  displace  63  sinqle 
family  dwellinqs,  two  multi-family  dwellinqs,  13  mobile 
homes,  13  businesses  and  60  other  structures.   The  proiects 
will  encompass  one  sprinq  and  part  of  the  Kittanninq  Indian 
Trail;  requirinq  the  relocation  of  a  monument.   Increases  in 
water  pollution  and  in  noise  pollution,  affectinq  3  hiqh 
schools,  will  occur.   (226  paqes) 
COMMENTS  MACE  BY:  USDA  DOI   DOT   EPA   FPC   HUD 

state  and  local  aqencies 
(EIR  CRDER  »  05605)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  FIS  7  2  56C5F) 
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Fiver  Polief  Poute  (L.P,  1089,  Sees.  1  and  2)  11/29 

Pennsylvania 
Count v:         Dauphin 
The  proposed  proiect  involves  the  relocation  of  US  22  and 
US  322  froir  Maclay  Street  in  Harrisburq,  north  to  Linqles- 
ton  Road  in  Ssquehanna  Township.   The  four  lane  limited 

access  facility  will  also  connect  with  1-81,   Twenty-four 
single  fatrily  dwellings,  one  multi-family  dwelling  and  one 
business  will  be  displaced.   Section  ^  (f)     land  from  Wildwood 
park  will  be  encroached  upon.   (200  pages) 
COMMENTS  MACE  PY :  USDA  DOC   EPA   DOI   DOT 

state  and  local  agencies 
(ELP  CPDEP  »  05691)     (NTIS  ORDEP  »  ETS  72  5691F) 

L.P.  1C05,  Section  2A  (1-81)  11/29 

Pennsylvania 
County:         Dauphin 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a  1.8 
mile  section  of  limited  access  highway  through  the  City  of 
Harrisburg    Section  U  (f )  landfrom  Wildwood  Park  and  Wild- 
wood  lake  will  be  committed  to  the  proiect.    (176  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  OSDA  DOC   DOT   DOT   EPA 

state  and  local  agencies 
(ELF  CPDEE  »  05692)     (NTIS  ORDEP  »  ETS  72  5692F) 

State  Poute  77  11/01 

Tennessee 
County:         Dyer  Obion 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  17  mile 
of  four-lane  highway  on  new  location  to  provide  a  by-pass 
facility  for  Nerrhorn,  Trimble  and  Obion.   The  Obion  Piver 
and  several  streams  will  be  crossed.   Wetlands  species  and 
small  qarre  in  the  Obion  River  Bottom  Area  will  be  lost. 
Approximately  600  acres  of  agrucultural  land,  including  381 
acres  of  wildlife  habit,  will  be  commited  to  the  proiect. 
One  family  may  be  displaced.    (^5  pages) 
COMMENTS  M.^DF  PY  :  USDA  EPA   DOI   DOT 

state  agencies 
(EIP  CFCEP  #  05703)     (NTIS  ORDEP  #  EIS  72  5703F) 

State  Poute  71  11/13 

Texas 
County:         Fayette 
The  proposed  proiect  is  the  construction  of  S. R.  71  from  a 
2-lare  to  a  U-lane  divided  highway    Two-hundred  and  ten 
acres  of  land  will  be  acguired.   One  family  and  one  business 
will  te  displaced.  Natural  drainage  of  stream  will  be  closed 
by  concrete  drainage  structure*   Increased  water  pollution 
will  occur,   (48  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  COE   DOI   DOT   EPA   HEW 

local  agencies 

(ELP  CFDEE  #  C56''8)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5618F) 
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U.S.  8  11/02 

Wisconsin 
County:         Oneida 
The  proposed  proiect  is  the  relocation  of  U.S.  8.  Total 
length  of  the  proiect  is  5.5  miles   Three  hundred  acres  of 
land,  much  of  which  is  t imberland,  will  be  acquired  for 
riqht-of- way.  The  number  of  displacements  will  depend  upon 
the  precise  route  chosen,  Both  thq  Pelican  and  Wisconsin 
Fivers  will  be  crossed.  (36  paqes) 

COMMENTS  «ADE  BY:  USDA'COE   DO  I   EPA   HUD local  aqencies 
(ELF  CFDEF  t  05553)     (NTIS  ORDEP  #  EIS  72  5553F) 

U.S.  12  11/09 

Wisconsin 
County:         Dane 
The  proposed  proiect  is  the  construction  and  partial  reloca- 

tion of  a  portion  of  U.S.  12;  lenqth  is  6  miles.   Approxi- 
mately 72  acres  will  be  acquired.   The  proiect  will  displace 

17  farrilies,  3  rrobile  homes  and  12  businesses.   Wetlands 
will  be  acquired  for  the  proiect.   Increases  in  noise  pollu- 

tion ate  expected.   (59  paqes) 
COMMFNTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  DOT   HEW   HUD   EPA 

state,  reqional  and  local  aqencies 

(ELP  CFDEP  #  QSeO-f)  (NTIS  ORDEP  #  EIS  72  5607F) 

Hiqhway  27  11/13 

Wisconsin 
County:         Monroe 
The  proposed  proiect  is  the  reconstruction  of  Hiqhway  27  to 
a  u-lane  divided  hiqhway.   The  proiect  will  include  bridqe 
structures  over  the  C.I.  ST. P  and  P.,  C.  and  N.W,  Railroads 
and  the  La  Crosse  River.   Acquisition  of  U. 15  acres  of  in- 

dustrial zoned  land  will  be  required.   Two  families  and  one 
business  will  be  displaced.   Adverse  effects  will  include 
increases  in  noise,  water  and  air  pollution.   (29  paqes) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  DOT   EPA 

one  state  aqency 

(ELB  CFDEP  t  05620)    '  (NTIS  ORDER  t  EIS  72  562CF) 
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U. S. Coast  Guard 

Draft Date 

Kodiak  Sewaqe  Disposal  System 11/17 

Alaska 
A  Sewaqe  Disposal  System  is  proposed  for  USCG  Base  Kodiak, 
The  svstem  will  consist  of  collection  and  treatment  facili- 

ties in  accordance  with  the  Federal  Water  Pollution  Control 

Act,  as  airended.   Sewaqe  is  presently  collected  and  dis- 
charqed,  without  treatment,  directly  into  tidal  waters  of 
St.  Paul  Harbor.   (9  paqes) 
(ELR  CFDEP  #  0564U)     (NTIS  OPDEP  #  ETS  72  56440) 

final 

Little  Lake  Butte  des  Morts 

Date 

11/09 

Wisconsin 
County:         Winnebaqo 
The  statement  considers  the  approval  of  plans  and  location 
for  a  irediunf  level,  multi-span  fixed  hiqhway  bridqe  across 
Little  lake  Eutte  des  Morts.   The  proiect  will  connect  two 
sections  of  the  Town  of  Henasha.   Six  residences  will  be 
displaced  by  the  action.   (30  paqes) 

COMKENTS  MACE  BY:  COE   DOT   DOT   HEW   HUD 
(ELP  CEDEF  »  C5600)     (NTIS  OPDEP  #  EIS  72  5600F) 
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TFEASUPY  DEPARTMENT 

Contact:      Mr.  Richard  E.  Slitor Assistant  Director 
Office  of  Tax  Analysis 
Room  42  05 

Washington,  D.C.   2  0220 
964-2797   184-2797 

Final  Date 

Federal  law  Enforcement  Traininq  Center  11/24 

Maryland 
Countv:         Prince  Georqes 
The  staterrent,  which  replaces  an  earlier  one  which  was 
challenged  in  litiqation,  is  concerned  with  the  construc- 

tion of  facilities  for  the  Center  in  the  town  of  Belts- 
ville.  Ervironirental  impacts  discussed  include  effects 
upon  water  supply,  sewerage,  and  special  problems  such 
as  noise  frorr  firinq  ranges    (approx.  U20  paqes) 

COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  DSDA  COE   DOD   HEW   HUD   DOT   EPA   NCPC  DOT 
(ELF  CFDEP  #  05675)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5675P) 
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VETEPANS  ADMINISTRATION 

Contact:      Mr.  William  H.  Bowen   001-A 
Staff  Assistant  to  the  Deputy  Administrator 

810  Vermont  Avenue,  N.W.  -  Room  112  7 
Washington,  D.C.   2  0420 

(202)   389-2830 

I 
Final  Cate 

Veterans  Administration  Hospital,  Columbia  11/27 

South  Carolina 
County:        Richland 
The  stateirent  considers  the  construction  of  a  new  UOO  bed 

hospital  buildinq  and  a  new  clinic  building  at  an  exist- 
inq  hospital  facility.   Construction  activities  will  be 
disruptive  to  the  area    (17  paqes) 

COMMENTS  MACE  BY:  USDA  EPA   HFW 
(ELK  CFDEE  #  0^^685)     (NTIS  ORDEP  »  EIS  72  5685F) 
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U.  S,     WATEP    RESOORCES    COUNCIl 

Contact:     Mr.  W.  Don  Maughan,  Director 
2120  L  Street,  N.W. 
8th  Floor 

Washington,  D.C.   2  003  7 
254-6303 

Pinal  Bate 

Wabash  Piver  Pasin  Study  11/02 

Illinois        Indiana         Ohio 
ThP  stateirent  refers  to  a  study  of  the  problems  and  needs 
of  the  river  basin,  with  proposed  proiects  and  programs. 
Structural  features  of  the  prolect  would  include  thirteen 
maior  multiple-purpose  reservoirs    (120  paqes) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  AEC   EPA   FPC   USCG  HEW   DOT   HUD   DOC   COE 
[JSDA  State  agencies  of  several  states 
(EIP  CPEEF.  #  C5573)     (NTIS  ORDEP  #  ETS  72  5573F) 

Kanawha  Piver  Basin  Study  11/06 

North  Carolina  West  Virginia   Virginia 
The  statetrent  refers  to  a  study  of  the  problems  and  needs 

of  the  river  basin,  along  with  proposed  projects  and  pro- 
grams.  (90  pages) 

COMMENTS  MADE  2Y:  USDA  AEC   COE   DOC   EPA   FPC '  USCG  HEW   HUD 
DOI  state  agencies  of  several  states 
(ELP  CPCEF  #  05581)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5581F) 
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Regional  Federal  Highway  Administrators 

REGION  1 
(Conn.,  N.H.,  R.I.,  Mass.,  Puerto  Rico,  Me.,  N.J.,  Vt.,  N.Y.) 
Administrator ;   Gerald  D.  Love,  4  Normanskill  Blvd.,  Delmar,  N.Y.  12054 

Tel:  (518)  472-6476 

REGION  2 
(Del.,  Ohio,  Md.,  W.V.,  D.C.,  Penna.,  Va.) 
Administrator ;  August  Schofer,  Rm.  1633,  George  H.  Fallon  Federal 

Office  Bldg.,  31  Hopkins  Plaza,  Baltimore,  Md.  21201 
Tel:   (301)  962-2361 

REGION  3 

(Alabama,  S.C.,  Georgia,  N.C.,  Fla.,  Tenn.,  Miss.) 
Administrator:   Harry  E.  Stark,  Suite  200,  1720  Peachtree  Rd,  N.W., 

Atlanta,  Georgia  30309   Tel:   (404)  526-5078 

REGION  4 
(111.,  Ky.,  Wise,  Indiana,  Mich.) 
Administrator:   Fred  B.  Farrell,  18209  Dixie  Hwy.,  Homewood,  111.  6043Q 

Tel:   (312)  799-6300 

REGION  5 
(Iowa,  Neb.,  Minn.,  Mo.,  Ka.,  N.D.,  S.D.) 
Administrator ;   John  B.  Kemp,  P.O.Box  7186,  Country  Club  Station, 

Kansas  City,  Missouri  64113  Tel:   (816)  361-7563 

REGION  6 
(Ark.,  Oklahoma,  La.,  Texas) 
Administrator :   James  W.  White,  819  Taylor  St.,  Ft.  Worth,  Texas  76102 

Tel:   (817)  334-3232 

REGION  7 

(Arizona,  Hawaii,'  Calif.,  Nevada) 
Administrator;   Sheridan  E.  Farin,  450  Golden  Gate  Ave.,  Box  36096, 

San  Francisco,  Calif.  94102  Tel:   (415)  556-3951 

REGION  8 

(Alaska,  Montana,  Wash.,  Idaho,  Oregon) 
Administrator :   Ralph  M.  Phillips,  Rm.  412,  Mohawk  Bldg., 

222  Southwest  Morrison  St.,  Portland,  Ore.  97204 
Tel:   (503)  226-3454 

REGION  9  I 
(Col.,  Utah,  N.M.,  Wyoming) 
Administrator ;   William  H.  Baugh,  Bldg.  40,  Denver  Federal  Center, 

Denver,  Colorado  80225   Tel:   (303)  233-6721 



-85- 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 

WASHINGTON,  D.C.   20460 

Office  of  the 
Administrator 

AVAILABILITY  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY  COMMENTS  ON 

ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENTS 

Appendix  I  contains  a  listing  of  draft  environmental 
impact  statements  which  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
(EPA)  has  reviewed  and  commented  upon  in  writing  during  the 
period  from  November  1,  1972,  to  November  30,  1972,  as  required 
by  Section  102(2) (C)  of  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969  and  Section  309  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended. 
The  listing  includes  the  Federal  agency  responsible  for  the 
statement,  the  number  assigned  by  EPA  to  the  statement,  the 
title  of  the  statement,  the  classification  of  the  nature  of 

EPA ' s  comments,  and  the  source  for  copies  of  the  comments. 

Appendix  II  contains  definitions  of  the  four  classifi- 
cations of  EPA's  comments.   Copies  of  EPA ' s  comments  on  these 

draft  environmental  impact  statements  are  available  to  the 
public  from  the  EPA  offices  noted. 

Appendix  III  contains  a  listing  of  the  addresses  of  the 
sources  for  copies  of  EPA  comments  listed  in  Appendix  I. 

Copies  of  the  draft  environmental  impact  statements  are 
available  from  the  Federal  department  or  agency  which  prepared 
the  draft  statement  or  from  the  National  Technical  Information 
Service,  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  Springfield,  Virginia 
22151. 

J' 

Sheldon  Meyers 
Director 
Office  of  Federal  Activities 

Date :  DEC  5  1972 
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APPENDIX  II 

DEFINITION  OF  CODES  FOR  THE  GENERAL  NATURE 

OF  EPA  COMMENTS 

(1)  General  Agreement/Lack  of  Objections:   The  Agency  generally: 

(a)  Has  no  objections  to  the  proposed  action  as  described 
in  the  draft  impact  statement; 

(b)  suggests  only  minor  changes  in  the  proposed  action 
or  the  draft  impact  statement;  or 

(c)  has  no  comments  on  the  draft  impact  statement  or  the 

proposed  action. 

(2 )  Inadequate  Information: 

The  Agency  feels  that  the  draft  impact  statement  does  not 
contain  adequate  information  to  assess  fully  the  environmental 

impact  of  the  proposed  action.   The  Agency's  comments  call  for 
more  information  about  the  potential  environmental  hazards 

addressed  in  the  statement,  or  ask  that  a  potential  environ- 
mental hazard  be  addressed  since  it  was  not  addressed  in  the 

draft  statement. 

(3)  Major  Changes  Necessary: 

The  Agency  believes  that  the  proposed  action,  as  described 
in  the  draft  impact  statement,  needs  major  revisions  or  major 
additional  safeguards  to  adequately  protect  the  environment. 

(4)  Unsatisfactory; 

The  Agency  believes  that  the  proposed  action  is  unsatisfactory 
because  of  its  potentially  harmful  effect  on  the  environment. 
Furthermore,  the  Agency  believes  that  the  safeguards  v/hich 
might  be  utilized  may  not  adequately  protect  the  environment 

from  the  hazards  arising  from  this  action.   The  Agency  there- 
fore recommends  that  alternatives  to  the  action  be  analyzed 

further  (including  the  possibility  of  no  action  at  all) . 
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APPENDIX  III 

SOURCES  FOR  COPIES  OF  EPA  COMMENTS 

A.  Director,  Office  of  Public  Affairs 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
401  M  Street,  S.W. 
Washington,  D.C.    20460 

B.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 

Region  I 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Room  2303 
John  F.  Kennedy  Federal  Building 
Boston,  Massachusetts    02203 

C.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 

Region  II 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Room  847 
26  Federal  Plaza 
New  York,  New  York    10007 

D.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 

Region  III 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Curtis  Bldg.,  6th  and  Walnut  Streets 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania    19106 

E.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 

Region  IV 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Suite  300 
1421  Peachtree  Street,  N.E. 
Atlanta,  Georgia    30309 

F.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 

Region  V 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
1  N.  Wacker  Drive 
Chicago,  Illinois    60606 

G.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 

Region  VI 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
1600  Patterson  Street 
Dallas,  Texas    75201 
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Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  VII 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
1735  Baltimore  Street 
Kansas  City,  Missouri    64108 

Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  VIII 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Lincoln  Tower,  Room  916 
1860  Lincoln  Street 
Denver,  Colorado    80203 

Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  IX 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
100  California  Street 
San  Francisco,  California    94102 

Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  X 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
1200  6th  Avenue 
Seattle,  Washington    98101 
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CEQ  CHAIRMAN  SAYS  LAND  USE  IS  NUMBER  ONE 
ENVIRONMENTAL  PRIORITY  IN  U.S.  TODAY 

In  a  January  9  speech  before  the  National  Association  of  Home 
Builders  in  Houston,  Russell  E.  Train,  Chairman  of  the  Council 

on  Environmental  Quality,  stated  that,  "Land  use  is  the  number 
one  environmental  priority  in  the  U.S.  today,"  and,   "is  the 
single  most  important  element  affecting  the  auality  of  our 
environment  which  remains  substantially  unaddressed  as  a  mat- 

ter of  national  policy. " 

Chairman  Train   pointed  out  a      number  of  elements  contri- 
buting to  a  sense  of  public  frustration  over  the  misuse  of  our 

land.  Our  urban  fringes  grow,  he  said,   "Across  flood  plains 
and  marsh,  up  steep  slopes,  through  woodlands  and  farms,   and 

along  streets  and  roads  in  a  blend  of  clutter."   "The  universal 
characteristic  of  our  cities  appears  to  be  a  terminal  economic 
illness,  leaving  buildings  to  deteriorate,  crime  rates  to  soar, 

and  the  underprivileged  to  despair."  As  for  our  countryside,  "an 
uncontrolled  recreation  land  boom  threatens  to  destroy  the  very 

values  that  attract  people  there  in  the  first  place. "(see  page  2) 
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of  environmental  impact  statements 

in  the  102  Monitor,  the  Council  pro- 
vides a  similar  weekly  listing  in 

the  Federal  Register.  The  Federal 
Register  listing  is  published  each 
Saturday. 
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The  problem  of  development,  Mr.  Train  stated,  is  not  so 

much  the  blame  of  the  developer  and  the  builder,  but  is  "more 
the  result  of  our  current   system  of  local  land  use  controls 
and  the  property  tax.   There  are  so  many  local  jurisdictions 
that,  given  the  circumstances,  it  is  no  wonder  the  country 

develops  in  so  helter-skelter  a  fashion."   In  addition,  local 
governments,  depending  on  the  property  tax  as  their  chief 

source  of  revenue,  have  "generally  been  unable  to  resist  the 
temptation  to  accept  development  at  any  cost  . . .  despite  the 
growing  evidence  that  costs  in  many  cases  can  often  outweigh 

the  tax  revenues." 

In  the  last  few  years,  however,  Mr.  Train  noted  that 
Americans  have  begun  to  question  the  quality  of  life  and  in 

some  communities  the  reaction  has  been  dramatic:   "sewer  bans, 
growth  limits,  population  ceilings,  and  general  development 

moratoriums"  to  name  a  few. 

The  CEQ  Chairman  urged  the  National  Association  of  Home 
Builders  to  support  comprehensive  land  use  policies  by  the 
States  and  the  National  Land  Use  Policy  legislation  now 
pending  in  Congress. 
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REMARKS  BY  THE  HONORABLE  RUSSELL  E.  TRAIN 

CHAIRMAN,  COUNCIL  ON  ENVIRONxMENTAL  QUALITY 
BEFORE  THE 

29th  ANNUAL  CONVENTION  AND  EXPOSITION  OF  THE 
NATIONAL  ASSOCIATION  OF  HOME  BUILDERS 

HOUSTON,  TEXAS 
JANUARY  9,  1973 

LAND  USE  POLICY  —  OUR  UNFINISHED  BUSINESS 

I  am  particularly  glad  to  have  this  opportunity  to  parti- 

cipate in  this  great  annual  meeting  of  the  National  Association 

of  Home  Builders.   Few  groups  in  our  Nation  are  more  closely 

associated  in  their  day  to  day  work  with  the  most  deeply  felt 

aspirations  of  the  American  people.   Few  groups  have  a  greater 

influence  upon  our  physical  environment o   Few  groups  have  a 

greater  opportunity  to  make  a  positive  contribution  to  the  long- 

term  quality  of  American  life. 

It  v;as  President  Nixon  who  said  as  early  as  August  1970, 

in  his  message  transmitting  to  the  Congress  the  first  Annual 

Report  of  our  Council: 

"The  time  has  come  when  we  must  accept  the  idea  that 
none  of  us  has  the  right  to  abuse  the  land,  and  that 
on  the  contrary  society   as  a  whole  has  a  legitimate 
interest  in  effective  land  use  planning  all  across 

the  Nation. " 

On  May  18,  1971,  in  testimony  before  the  Senate  Interior 

and  Insular  Affairs  Committee  on  the  Administration's  pro- 

posed Land  Use  Policy  bill,  I  said: 
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"Land  use  is  the  sintjlo  most  important  element  affect- 
ing the  quality  of  our  environment  which  remains  sub- 

.stantialJy  unaddressed  as  a  matter  of  national  policy  , 
It  is  imperative  that  we  act  now  to  adopt  a  National 
Land  Use  Policy  which  will  both  protect  our  heritage 
of  irreplaceable  land. values  and  provide  guidance  for 

future  development  and  growth." 

These  statements  still  hold  true.   Only  the  urgency  is 

greater.   Improved  land  use  is  the  number  one  environmental 

priority  in  the  United  States  today. 

Yet  up  until  now  it  has  not  been.   Over  the  past  few 

years,  public  attention  has  been  fixed  on  tlie  problems  of 

pollution  —  air  and  water,  toxic  v.-astcs,  noise,  pesticides, 

and  ocean  dum.ping.   As  a  consequence.  Congress  in  the  latter 

part  of  the  last  session  enacted  a  number  of  pollution  control 

bills,  in  large  part  because  these  were  the  issues  which  the 

American  public  clearly  perceived  and  was  concerned  about. 

These  were  the  issues  featured  prominently  in  the  news  media. 

And  these  were  the  issues  which  required  less  institutional 

upheaval  than  those  related  to  land  use. 

B\it  nov;  a  consensus  is  building  throughout  the  country 

that  we  must  stop  indulging  in  our  gluttonous  habits  of  land 

development.   As  the  major  gaps  in  our  pollution  laws  are 

being  remedied,  the  Anv-rican  peopl -i  arc  realizing  that  the 
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use  and  development  of  the  land  is  at  the  heart  of  our  most 

serious  environmental  problems,  and  it  is  the  most  intractable. 

This  is  a  complex  malaise  —  of  concern  for  visual  order, 

of  concern  about  irreparable  environmental  damage,  of  concern 

over  loss  of  diversity  and  of  ecological  health,  of  concern 

for  the  taxpayer's  burden  of  accommodating  development,  of 

concern  about  exclusionary  local  regulations  that  inhibit 

housing  for  the  low  and  moderate  income  citizens.   It  is  all 

of  these  and  more.   It  is  the  loss  of  wetlands,  the  irreplace- 

able nursery  ground  for  marine  life.   It  is  the  loss  of  wildlife 

habitat.   It  is  the  loss  of  rich  farmland,  needed  to  feed  grov;ing 

populations..   It  is  the  loss  of  green  spaces  around  our  cities, 

green  spaces  that  provide  the  "lungs"  that  cleanse  and  restore 

the  air  of  the  cities.   It  is  the  destruction  of  community  values 

by  poorly  planned  highways.   It  is  the  destruction  of  the  land- 

scapes of  whole  regions  through  surface  mining  that  fails  to 

provide  adequate  reclamation.   It  is  all  these  and  more.   But 

at  the  heart  of  this  growing   public  concern  is  an  awareness 

that  the  speed  and  scale  of  contemporary  development  are  quickly 

overwhelming  the  capability  of  our  institutions,  both  public  and 

private,  to  help  shFipe  the  future  of  our  landscape  and  deal  with 

the  consequences  of  growth. 
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There  are  so  many  ele:;iO!:t5j  to  tliis  sense  of  public  frus- 

tration, that  one  is  hesitant  to  say  that  it  is  this  or  that. 

But  there  are  certainly  some  which  are  more  universally  agreed 

upon  than  others  —  for  example,  the  indiscriminate  way  our 

urban  fringes  grow.   Across  flood  plains  and  marsh,  up  steep 

slopes,  through  woodlands  and  farms,  and  along  streets  and 

roads  in  a  blend  of  clutter,  the  sea  of  suburbia  appears 

endless  --  the  great  slurb.   Definition  betv;een  town  and 

countryside  is  obliterated.   Silt  from  cleared  land  clogs 

streams  and  lakes.   With  so  little  public  transport,  commuting 

tirnoG  from  r.n.?~!rrb  to  city  nnd  br-.c"";  nv:    incr  on  singly  .lo::g  and 

exasperating,  as  new  suburbanites  add  to  the  flood  of  traffic 

already  overtaxing  the  roads  and  highways  . . .  while  high  costs 

of  utilities  to  serve  this  scatter  squeeze  the  financial  capac- 

ity of  both  local  governments  and  taxpayer. 

Or,  take  the  city.   To  be  sure,  the  universal  character- 

istic of  our  cities  appears  to  be  a  terminal  economic  illness, 

leaving  buildings  to  deteriorate,  crime  rates  to  soar,  and 

the  underprivileged  to  despair.   Yet  in  this  ghost  town  appear- 

ance, v.'ith  the  better-off  moving  l.c-    the  suburbs,  new  develop- 

ment does  occur.   Unfortunately,  i  c  is  usually  of  tb.e  dreariest 
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sort.   Intimacy  and  human  scale,  craftsmanship,  attention  to 

detail,  all  of  it  is  quickly  reduced  to  rubble  as  new  office 

buildings,  usually  designed  with  the  worst  of  modern  archi- 

tecture, run  up  side  by  side  along  the  main  thoroughfares. 

They  seem  to  multiply  overnight,  apparently  off  the  same  blue- 

print.  If,  because  of  speculative  oversupply,  they  are  not 

partially  empty  during  the  day,  they  certainly  are  at  night. 

The  economics  of  city  development  increasingly  favors  tearing 

down  our  old  buildings,  historic  and  otherwise,  rather  than 

restoring  and  finding  new  uses  for  them. 

So  it  is  the  parking  garage,  the  freeway,  and  the  concrete 

and  glass  office  building  that  characterize  our  cities  today. 

It  is  less  and  less  a  picture  of  people  on  the  street,  of 

bustle  and  excitement,  of  interesting  shapes  and  textures  — 

of  exciting  modern  architecture  or  continuity  with  the  past. 

And  what  of  the  countryside?   In  these  most  beautiful 

and  most  environmentally  valuable  areas  of  America  —  the 

mountains,  cpasts,  lakes  and  stream  valleys  —  an  uncontrolled 

recreation  land  boom  threatens  to  destroy  the  very  values 

that  attract  people  there  in  the  first  place.   And  it  is 

occurring  on  a  scale  that  we  are  only  beginning  dimly  to 

perceive. 
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But  let  me  assure  you  that  this  sense  of  public  concern 

need  not  mean  an  irreconcilable  conflict  between  environmental 

and  housing  goals.   It  does  mean,  however,  that  there  must  be 

a  more  rational  process  for  resolving  these  conflicts.   We 

need  more  housing,  and  better  housing,  there  is  no  question 

about  it  —  particularly  for  those  in  the  low  and  middle 

income  brackets  wlio  find  themselves  increasingly  priced  out 

of  the  housing  market.   Nor  is  there  a  shortage  of  land  on 

•which  to  build,  for.  we  are  a  land  rich  country  with  a  rela- 

tively lov;  population  density.   It  is  instructive  on  this 

point,  to  tajce  a  look  at  ExKjJ.and.   Lnylaiid  lias  approximately 

50,000  square  miles  in  extent,  which  is  about  the  size  of 

North  Carolina.   However,  North  Carolina  has  a  population  of 

about  5,000,000,  while  England  has  a  population  of  47,000,000. 

Thus,  England  has  about  10  times  the  number  of  people  occupying 

the  same  amount  of  land.   With  all  of  this  relative  disparity 

in  population  numbers  and  available  land,  one  cannot  visit 

England  without  gaining  the  distinct  impression  that  there  is 

more  real  countryside  than  in  the  United  States.* 

*See  "P].anning  and  the  Visuiil  Environment:   British  and  American 
Approaches,"  Robert  Stijie,  .  Univer_- j  ty  of  Nortli  Carolina,  pub- 

lished in  "County  Planning:   Hov;  r.he  English  Do  It,"  sponsored 
by  tho  rTptior.^1  't'r:v.3t    for  Jlistcrrc  Prcsorv-ati  on  and  cho  Natlona] 

Assoc! -I Lion  cji  (.j'.ic'.tn^s  <^19"/2). 
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But  it  is  where  that  development  will  go,  what  it  will 

look  like  and  how  it  affects  our  personal  lives  that  raises 

this  issue  to  one  of  major  proportions. 

Too  many  put  the  blame  for  this  condition  on  the  developer 

and  the  builder.   With  some  exceptions,  I  think  the  emphasis 

is  misplaced.   You  are  operating  to  make  a  profit,  to  meet 

the  market  demands  and  minimize  costs.   And  yet  you  must 

operate  under  a  bewildering  maze  of  local  regulations  from 

zoning  and  subdivision  controls  to  building  codes,  setback 

requirements  and  a  proliferation  of  other  local  requirements. 

All  this  while  your  note  is  running  at  the  bank.   There  are, 

of  course,  a  fair  share  of  charlatans  and  fly-by-night  operators 

who  are  willing  to  turn  a  fast  buck  at  the  expense  of  the 

buyer  and  the  environment  —  a  practice,  I  might  add,  that 

has  unfairly  tainted  the  image  of  the  conscientious  builder 

and  the  building  industry  in  general. 

The  problem  is  more  the  result  of  our  current  system  of 

local  land  use  controls  and  the  property  tax.   There  are  so 

many  local  jurisdictions  that,  given  the  best  of  circumstances, 

it  is  no  wonder  the  country  develops  in  so  helter-skelter  a 

fashion,  particularly  in  the  suburbs  where  the  proliferation 

of  individual  jurisdictions  and  differing  regulations  frustrates 
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raetropolitan-wide  solutions.   Tied  to  the  property  tax  as  its 

chief  source  of  revenue,  local  government  has  generally  been 

unable  to  resist  the  temptation  to  accept  development  at  any 

cost  ....  despite  the  grov;ing  evidence  that  costs  in  many  cases 

can  often  outweigh  the  tax  revenues.   Hence,  as  is  so  well 

known,  each  jurisdiction  competes  with  the  other  for  its 

"fair  share"  by  fitting  the  zoning  to  the  tax  ratables.   If 

this  process  has  raised  havoc  v/ith  the  environment,  it  has 

also  served  to  sto^  development  that  is  vitally  needed,  such 

as  low  cost  housing. 

rlar..iii.j?   'i.'liaL  ̂ liljlcrencjc  uo^ii  i.  i:  i.u^ke  in  this  setting? 

And,  indeed,  it  has  not  made  much  in  most  cases.   Planning 

boards  have  for  so  long  been  divorced  from  the  authority  to 

implement  their  plans  that  planning  has  gotten  a  bad  reputation 

in  this  country  —  at  a  time  when,  ironically,  good  land  use 

planning  has  never  been  more  needed.   Good  planning,  that  is, 

which  sticks. 

Of  course,  it  doesn't  stick.   And  that  is  the  elementary 

failure  of  our  system  of  oxclus.ively  local  development  controls. 

Up  until  recently,  this  proce.is  has  operated  in  a  climate 

of  public  indifference.   In  large  p'irt,  the  citizen  disinterest 
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in the  day  to  day  decisions  of  local  government  may  be  trace- 

able to  our  growing  mobility.   For  with  each  passing  decade 

we  tend  less  to  be  "from"  anywhere  any  more.   Families  are 

apread  all  across  the  continent,  and  the  frequency  with  which 

Americans  move  and  change  their  homes  only  increases.   All 

this  has  led  to  a  feeling  of  rootlessness  and  lack  of  contact 

with  place,  as  all  the  patterns  of  human  contact  that  give 

us  a  sense  of  stability  are  in  movement.   It  has  led  to  a 

growing  lack  of  involvement  in  the  destiny  of  our  neighbor- 

hoods, much  less  of  the  regiono   The  lack  of  a  sense  of  com- 

munity, a  sense  of  place,  has  been  the  major  contributor  to 

the  lack  of  stewardship  for  our  surroundings  which  pervades 

our  society.   We  have  made  the  world  our  oyster  but,  in  so 

doing,  have  lost  our  roots. 

But  despite  this  increasing  mobility,  the  last  few  years 

has  seen  Americans  beginning  to  question  the  quality  of  life, 

and  the  way  current  land  use  patterns  are  stunting  that  quality. 

In  some  communities  the  reaction  is  dramatic.   Sewer  bans,  growtl 

limits,  population  ceilings,  and  general  development  moratoriums 

are  springing  up  in  towns  and  counties  across  the  Nation.   Only 

last  week,  Suffolk  County,  Nev>'  York,  announced  its  intention 
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to  begin  buying  3,000  acres  of  farmland  to  gain  seme  control 

over  development  pressures.   VJhile  these  few  actions  represent 

only  a  small  minority  of  jurisdictions,  they  underline  how 

serious  is  the  general  vacuum  of  overall  land  use  policies 

at  the  State  and  regional  levels. 

As  builders  you  may  legitimately  ask  whether  there  is  any 

hope  for  a  rational  solution  to  this  ad  hoc  process.   There 

is  a  solution,  and  it  is  beginning  to  be  felt  now  in  State 

Legislatures  throughout  the  country.   The  States  are  beginning 

to  reassert  their  constitutional  authorities  over  land  use 

c.^:._rol,  p:.r  Llculu^rly  \;i  L^i  rcjj^j:cL  Lo  CcC"olG]^aicnL  of  more  than 

local  concern„   Time  does  not  permit  a  complete  description 

of  these  various  State  initiatives.   Suffice  it  to  say  that  a 

number  of  approaches  is  being  tried,  from  positive  powers  to 

aid  housing  development  such  as  New  York's  Urban  Development 

Corporation  and  Massachusetts'  Zoning  Appeals  Act,  to  protective 

legislation  over  critical  areas  such  as  the  Massachusetts 

Coastiil  Wetland  law,  to  broader  State-wide  land  use  powers  such 

as  those  passed  in  Vermont  and,  recently,  Florida.   Some  States 

are  now  beginning  to  enact  laws  governing  development  in  that 

most  critical  region  of  the  country,  the  coastal  zone,  witness, 

Delaware  and  California,  and,  curr f^:p.t.ly ,  bills  before  the  North 
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Carolina  and  New  Jersey  Legislatures.   Each  State,  in  its  own 

way,  is  having  to  sort  out  the  delicate  relationships  with  their 

local  governments  over  what  shall  remain  locally  controlled  and 

what  shall  be  subject  to  broader  State  powers. 

This  reassertion  of  State  authority  over  land  use  is  now 

receiving  significant  encouragement  from  the  Federal  Govern- 

ment.  Already,  the  Congress  has  enacted  the  Coastal  Zone  Manage- 

ment Act  of  1972,  which  will  financially  assist  the  States  in 

developing  and  implementing  programs  for  management  of  the 

coastal  zone. 

More  importantly,  however,  is  the  National  Land  Use  Policy 

legislation  which  calls  for  the  States  to  enact  laws  for  the 

protection  of  critical  environmental  areas  and  the  control 

over  major  development  and  growth,  as  well  as  assuring  that 

development  of  regional  benefit  (such  as  low  cost  housing) 

is  not  arbitrarily  excluded  by  local  regulation.   President 

Nixon's  proposal  and  that  of  Senator  Jackson  were  ultimately 

forged  into  a  single  land  use  bill  which  passed  the  Senate  in 

amended  form  during  the  waning  hours  of  the  last  Congress.   A 

similar  bill  was  reported  out  of  the  House  Interior  Committee 

but  never  reached  the  House  Floor  for  action,  due  to  a  conto- 

versial  section  respecting  the  public  lands.   I  am  confident 
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that  in  this  new  session  of  tho  93rrl  Con'-jress ,  Nationei.l  Land 

Use  Policy  legislation  v;ill  be  passed  and  signed  into  law  by 

the  President. 

The  question  for  the  National  Association  of  Mome  Builders 

is  whether  you  should  support  these  State  and  Federal  initia- 

tives or  fight  them. 

I  strongly  urge  that  you  support  them.   It  is  in  your  own 

best  interests  as  builders  and  it  is  in  the  broader  public 

interest  that  out  of  this  chaotic  system  that  now  burdens  us 

all,  we  can  develop  a  more  rational  process  in  which  developers 

ar"^  b'.i  i  T '■'' -^ :- 3  ■^nn  "'■'^'"■.:  ̂ zr    ? '^i    -''vnn~C:  of  t'' d  r'r"'"~ir  •■'here  dc""c:lo^'- 

ment  will  be  discouraged  and  areas  where  it  will  be  encouraged. 

There  will  be  some  rough  spots  during  this  period  of  transition, 

but  I  believe  that  the  enactment  of  comprehensive  land  use 

policies  by  the  States  v/ill  be  healthy  for  the  building  industry, 

and  for  the  environi-aent . 

The  home  builders  of  America  have  forged  a  record  of 

creative  accomplishment  wliich  is  the  envy  of  the  world.   You 

have  given  the  American  peol:^le  a  quality  of  family  housing  which 

is  unmatched  anywhere.   'It  is  your  opportunity  now  —  as  quality 

of  life  increasingly  becomes  the  goal  of  our  people  --  to  help 

support:  and  give  positive  leaders]")ip  to  rational,  resjjoiisible, 

and  e:''--ccive  ]  a.'-:.!  use  T:>;';'nnxng  ar.'.  control  --  mer..-vrcs  that  c<r:. 

pro\':i.-:i-  .:<  posi^^i.ve  force  i':v;  a  b-uL-r  fui'..''.o. 
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SOURCES  FOR  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENTS 

In  order  to  receive  more  efficient  and  prompt  service,  requestors 

are  urged  to  order  draft  and  final  impact  statements  from  the 
National  Technical  Information  Service  (NTIS)  of  the  Department  of 
Commerce,  rather  than  from  the  preparing  agency.   Each  statement 

is  assigned  an  order  number  which  appears  at  the  end  of  its  sum- 
mary; the  number  should  be  specified  when  placing  an  order. 

Prices  at  NTIS  vary  according  to  both  the  size  of  each  document 
and  the  demand  for  it  (with  more  copies  being  printed  for  those 
statements  most  in  demand,  and  a  lower  than  normal  price  being 
charged  for  them) .   Therefore,  while  the  size  of  the  statement 
is  noted  with  its  summary,  and  a  price  list  appears  on  page  IS 
it  is  advisable  to  call  NTIS  for  a  price  quotation. 

An  alternative  source  for  statements  is  the  Environmental  Law 

Institute.   Again,  the  price  for  each  statement  depends  upon  its 
size  (at  a  flat  $0.10  per  page),  and  the  order  number  should  be 
specified . 

impact  statements  at  $0.95  per  copy.   It  also  has  a  subscription 
package  which  provides  copies  of  all  final  impact  stategients  at 
the  rate  of  $0.35  each.   Information  regarding  this  service, 

paper  copies  of  statements,  and  other  relevant  material. may  be 
obtained  from  NTIS  or  by  subscribing  to  its  weekly  publication, 

"Environmental  Pollution  and  Control",  at  $22.50  annually. 

Ordering  Department 
Department  of  Commerce 
National  Technical  Information  Service 
5285  Port  Royal  Road 
Springfield,  Virginia     22151 
(703)   321-8543 

Docximent  Service 
Environmental  Law  Institute 
1346  Connecticut  Avenue,  NW 
Washington,  D.C.    20036 

(202)  ,659-8037 

'Environmental  Impact  Statements  will  still  be  available  for  scrutiny 
in  the  docunionc  rocns  of  th:;  various  agcncier, .   Only  limitoa  copies, 
hovever,  will  be  msde  available  for  distribution. 
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NTIS    Price   List 

Pages 

1-20 
$3.00 

201-205 
*12.25 

401-405 

$22 

25 

601-605 

$32.25 

80U805 
$42.25 

21-25 3.25 206-210 12.50 406r41O 

22 

50 606-610 32.50 806-810 

42.50 

26-30 3.50 211-215 12.75 411-415 22 

75 

611-615 32.75 811-815 

42.75 

31-35 3.75 216-220 13.00 416-420 

23 

00 616-620 33.00 816-820 

43.00 

36-40 4.00 221-225 13.25 421-425 

23 25 

621-625 
33.25 821-825 

43.25 

Al-45 4.25 226-230 13.50 426-43D 

23 

50 

626-630 33.50 826-830 

43.50 

46-50 4.50 231-235 13.75 431-4:j5 

23 75 
631-635 33.75 831-835 

43.75 

51-55 4.75 236-240 14.00 436-440 

24 

00 

636-640 
34.00 

836-840 
44.00 

56-60 5.00 241-245 14.25 
441-46^5 24 

25 

6^1-645 
34.25 841-845 

4^.25 

61-65 5.25 246-250 14.50 446-450 24 

50 

646-650 34.50 846-850 
44.50 

66-70 5.50 
251-255 14.75 451-435 24 

75 
651-655 34.75 851-855 

44.75 

71-75 5.7^ 256-260 15.00 456-460 

25 

00 656-660 35.00 856-860 
45.00 

76-80 6.00 261-265 15.25 461-465 

25 

25 

661-665 35.25 861-865 
45.25 

81-65 6.25 266-270 15.50 466-47  0 
25 

50 566-670 35.50 866-870 
45.50 

86-90 6.50 271-275 15.75 471-47  5 
25 

75 671-675 35.75 
871-875 45.75 

91-95 6.75 276-280 16.00 476-43  0 

26. 

00 676-680 36.00 876-880 46.00 

96-100 7.00 281-285 16.25 481-485 

26 25 

681-685 36.25 881-885 
46.25 

101-105 7.25 286-290 16.50 
486-4'>D 

26. 

50 

686-690 36.50 886-890 
46.50 

106-110 7.50 291-29;, 16.75 491-495 26 

75 
691-695 36.75 891-895 

46.75 

111-115 7.75 296-300 17.00 496-500 

27. 

00 696-700 37.00 
896-900 

47.00 

116-120 8.00 301-305 17.25 501-50  5 
27. 

25 

701-705 37.25 
901-905 47.25 

121-125 8.25 306-310 17.50 506-510 

27. 

50 706-710 
37.50 

906-910 

47,50 

126-130 8.50 311-315 17.75 

511-51'5 

27. 75 
711-715 

37.75 911-915 47.75 
131-135 8.75 316-320 18.00 516-520 

28. 

00 716-720 38.00 916-920 

48.00 

136-140 9.00 321-325 18.25 521-525 

28. 25 
721-725 

38.25 
921-925 48.25 

141-145 9.25 326-330 18.50 
526-5?.0 

28. 

50 

726-7  30 
38.50 926-930 48.50 

146-150 9.50 331-335 18.75 531-535 

28. 75 
731-735 38.75 931-935 48.75 

151-155 9.75 336-340 19.00 
536-5Atf> 

29. 

00 736-7i0 
39.00 

936-940 49.00 
156-160 10.00 341-345 19.25 541-54  3 29 

25 
741-7A5 

39.25 

941-9^') 

49.25 
161-165 10.25 346-350 19.50 546-550 

29. 

50 746-760 39.50 946-950 49.50 

166-170 10.50 351-355 19.75 551-555 

29 75 
751-755 39.75 

951-955 49.75 171-175 10.75 356-360 20.00 556-560 
30. 

00 756-760 
40.00 

956-960 
50.00 176-180 11.00 361-365 20.25 

561-565 
30. 

25 
761-765 

40.25 
961-9f)5 50.25 181-185 11.25 366-370 20.50 

566-570 30 

50 

766-770 40.50 966-970 
50,50 166-190 11.50 371-37  5 20.75 

571-57  5 30 

75 
771-775 40.75 

971-975 
50.75 191-195 11.75 376-380 21.00 

576-53^ 

31 

00 
776-780 

41.00 976-980 

51.  CO 
196-200 12.00 381-385 21.25 581-585 31. 

25 

781-785 41.25 981-985 
51.25 386-390 21.50 

586-590 31. 

50 

786-790 
41.50 

986-990 
51.50 391-395 21.75 

591-595 31 

75 
791-795 41.75 991-995 

51.75 
396-400 22.00 

596-6C0 
32. 

00 
796-800 42.00 996-1000 

52.00 
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A  NOTICE  TO  OUR  SUBSCRIBERS 

When  the  Council  found  it  necessary  to  put  the  102 

Monitor  on  a  paid  subscription  basis  we  were  concerned 

that  the  changed  policy  could  interrupt  service.   It  was 

in  order  to  prevent  such  a  situation  that  we  gave  three 

months  advance  notice,  and  many  of  our  subcribers  did 

take  advantage  of  it.   The  unfortunate  circumstances  how- 

ever, are  that  as  a  Government  Printing  Office  piiblication, 

the  Monitor  is  subject  to  GPO's  normal  delay  in  processing. 

That  delay  may  be  as  much  as  three  months.   If  after  waiting 

a  reasonaole  length  of  tjjne  you  do  not  receive  your  102 

Monitor,  please  direct  inquiries  to: 

Customer  Service  Section 

Superintendent  of  Documents 
U.S.  Government  Printing  Office 
P.O.  Box  1513 
Washington,  D.C.  20013 

Phone:     (202)   541-3731 

At  the  present  time,  however,  we  can  only  apologize  for 

any  inconvenience  which  you  memy  have  encountered. 
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SOURCE  FOR  BACK  ISSUES  OF 
THE  102  MONITOR 

Because  the  supply  of  past  issues  of  the  102  Monitor  is  not 
sufficient  to  meet  all  requests,  a  list  is  provided  below 
indicating  where  the  various  issues  of  the  102  Monitor 
appeared  in  the  Congressional  Record.   You  may  wish  to  order 
these  Congressional  Records  from  the  Superintendent  of 
Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C. 
20402  ($.25  per  copy). 

page  E  3607)  -  April  28,  1971 

page  E  5151)  -  May  27,  1971 

page  E  602  3)  -  June  16,  1971 

page  E  8458)  -  July  28,  1971 

page  E  9483)  -  September  13,  1971 

page  E  10002)  -  September  24,  1971 

page  E  115,96)  -  November  1,  1971 

page  E  12213)  -  November  15,  1971 

page  E  13322)  -  December  11,  1971 

page  E  76)  -  January  18,  1972 

page  E  1886)  -  March  2,  1972 

page  E  2409)  -  March  13,  1972 

page  E  3778)  -  April  13,  1972 

page  E  4929)  -  May  13,  1972 

page  E  6489)  -  June  27,  1972 

Vol. 1,  Nos.  1,  2, &  3 

Congressional Record 
Vol, 1,  No.  4 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 1,  No.  5 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 1,  No.  6 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 1,  No.  7 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 1,  No.  8 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 1,  No.  9 

Congressional Record 
VoL 1,  No.  10 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 1.  No.  11 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 1.  No.  12 

Congressional Record 
Vol. 2,  No.  1 

Congressional Record 
Vol 2,  No.  2 

Congressional Record 
Vol 2,  No.  3 

Congressional Record 
Vol 2,  No.  4 

Congressional Record 
Vol 2,  No.  5 

Congressional Record 

(There  has  been  no  secondary  source  for  the  102  Monitor 
 since 

Vol.  2,  No.  5,  June  ,  1972) 
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To  Superintendent  of  Docu- 
ments, Government  Print- 

ing Office,  Washington, 
D.C.    20402 

Date 
.,  19. 

Name   

Street  oddrett   

City   

State        Zip  Code 

pon  UK  or  SUPT.  or  doc*. 

Enclosed 

To  b«  mailed 
later   

Subscription   

Rc(und   

Coupon  Refund  . 

Postage  _   

CATALOG  NO. QUAN- 
TITY 

DKSIRKD 
TITLE  OF  PUBLICATION 

PRICE 

PER 
COPY 

TOTAL 

s 

FOR  ADDITIONAL  SPACE  AHACH  ANOTHER  SHEET.                          TOTAL  AMOUNT  ENCLOSED.. $   

IMPORTANT 

Please  include  your  ZIP  CODE  when  Dllins  out  the  mailins  label  below. 

U.S.  GOVERNMENT  PRINTING  OFFICE 

PUBLIC  DOCUMENTS  DEPARTMENT 

WASHINGTON,  D.C.       20402 

OFFICIAL  BUSINESS 

RETURN  AFTER  5  DAYS POSTAGE  AND  FEES  PAD 
U.S.  GOVERNMENT  PUNTING  OPnCB 

Name     

Street  address  - 

City  and  State ZIP  Code 
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Table  of  Abbreviations 

In  many  cases  the  102  Monitor  refers  to  Federal  agencies 

through  the  use  of  abbreviation's.  While  many  of  these 
are  of  standard  usage,  others  may  be  unfamiliar.  For  the 
convenience  of  the  reader,  therefore,  the  following  table 
has  been  produced . 

USDA  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
ARC  APPALACHIAN  REGIONAL  COMMISSION 
AEC  ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 
DOC  DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
DOD  DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

USA  DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE,  Army 
USAF  DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE,  Air  Force 

DSA  DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE,  Supply, Agency 

USN  D^RAPT^'ENT  OF  D'^FFNSE ,  Navy 
COE  DEPARTMEI^  OF  DEFENSE,  Army  Corps 
DRBC  DELAWARE  RIVER  BASIN  COMMISSION 
EPA  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 
FPC  FEDEimL  POWER  COMMISSION 
GSA  GENEPAL  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION 

HEW  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION  AND  V7ELFARE 
HUD  DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPIvlENT 
DOI  DEPARTMENT  OF  INTERIOR 
IBWC  INTERNATION  BOUNDARY  AND  WATER  COim. 
DJUS  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 
NASA  NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND  SPACE  ADMIN. 
NSF  NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 
NERB  NEV7  ENGLAND  RIVER  BASINS  COMiyilSSION 
OST  OFFICE  OF  SCIENCE  AND  TECimOLOGY 
PRBG  PACIFIC  NORTHWEST  RIVER  BASINS  COMMISSION 

STAT  STATE   DEPARTI-IENT 
TVA  TENNESSEE  VALLEY  AUTHORITY 
DOT  DEPARTMENT   OF    TPJ\NSPORTATX01T 

TREA  TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 
WRC  U.S.    WATER   RESOURCES   COUIiiCIL 
VA  VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 
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On  the  following  pages  are  summaries  of  those  environmental 
impact,  statements  which  were  received  by  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality  during  the  month  of  December,  1972.  At 
the  beginning  of  the  list  of  svimmaries  for  each  agency  is 
the  name  of  an  individual  who  can  answer  questions  re- 

garding those  statements. 
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DEPAETMENI  OF  AGEICULTURE 

Contact:      Dr.  T.C.  Byerly 
Office  of  the  Secretary 
Washington,  D.C.  20250 

(202)  388-7803 

Draft  Date 

Fire  Ant  Control  Program  12/27 

Ihe  statement  refers  to  the  Imported  Fire  Ant  Cooperative 
Federal-State  Control  and  Regulatory  Program  ior  1973, 
under  which  2U  million  acres  (in  the  States  of  Alabama, 
Arkansas,  Florida,  Georgia,  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  and  Texas)  will  be  aerially 
treated.   The  agent  to  be  used  is  mirex,  at  a  dosage  rate 
of  one-seventeenth  of  an  ounce  per  acre^   Non-target 
species  will  be  affected,   (51  pages) 
(£LR  ORDER  t  05818)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5818D) 

Agricultural  Stab,  and  Conserv.  Service 

Draft  Date 

Rural  Environmental  Assistance  Program  12/02 

The  statement  refers  to  a  program  under  which  the 
Federal  Government  shares  with  farmers  and  ranchers  the 
cost  of  carrying  out  approved  soil,  water,  woodland^  and 
wildlife  conservation  and  pollution  abatement  practices  on 
their  land.   Adverse  effects  may  occur  during  the  con- 

struction of  water-storage  and  other  facilities,  or  result 
from  the  improper  use  of  chemical  control  agents.   (120 
pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05805)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  56050) 

New  Beet  Sugar  Area,  Hahpeton  12/15 

North  Dakota     Minnesota 
The  proposed  action  is  the  commitment  (under  the  Sugar  Act 
of  1948)  of  30,000  acres  of  the  Red  River  Valley  to  the 
production  of  sugar  beets,  which  will  serve  a  new  beet 
processing  facility  in  Wahpeton,  North  Dakota.   Counties 
involved  are  dichland  in  North  Dakota  arjd  fclilkins  in 
Minnesota.   (2  0  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  t  05777)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5777D) 

New  Beet  Sugar  Area,  Hillsboro  12/15 

North  Dakota    Minnesota 
The  proposed  action  is  the  commitment  (under  the  Sugar  Act 
of  1948)  of  30,000  acres  of  Red  River  Valley  to  the  pro- 

duction of  sugar  beets,  which  will  serve  a  new  teet 
processing  Facility  in  Hillsboro,  North  Dakota.   Counties 

I 
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involved  are  Traill,  Cass  and  Walsh  in  North  Dakota^  and 
Norman  in  Minnesota.   (21  pages) 
(ELR  OHDER  #  05778)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  57780) 

Forest  Service 

Draft  Date 

Burnt  Fork  Planning  Unit,  Bitterroot  N.F.  12/08 

Montana 
County:         Ravalli 
The  statement  refers  to  a  revised  Multiple  Use  Flan  for  the 
Burnt  Fork  Planning  Unit  of  the  Bittqrroot  National  Forest. 
Approximately  20,905  acres  of  the  unit  would  continue  to  be 
roadless,  and  would  be  managed  with  an  emphasis  on  backcoiintry 

values.   The  remaining  28,695  acres  would  be  open  for  develop- 
mental options  and  more  intensive  managing  practices,  for  such 

values  as  timber,  mineral,  watershed,  wildlife,  esthetic,  and 
recreation;  19,353  acres  of  previously  unroaded  land  will  be  d 
developed  with  roads.   There  will  be  adverse  impacts  upon  air,  soil, 
and  water  quality,  and  wildlife  habitat.   (98  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05734)       (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5734D) 

Herbicide  Contrql  of  Sagebrush  and  Hyethia  12/08 

Utah 
County:        several 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  use  of  the  herbicide 
2,4-D  on  5,000  acres  of  sagebrush  and  wyethia  covered  land 
annually.  The  chemical  may  find  its  way  to  water  supplies 
and  to  the  soil;  non-target  species  will  be  affected;  Among 
the  animal  species  for  which  sagebrush  provides  food  and/or 
cover  are  grouse,  elk,  and  mule  deer.  (68  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  t  05731)    (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5731D) 

Herbicide  Control  of  Sagebrush  and  Hyethia  12/08 

Wyoming 
County:        several 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  use  of  the  herbicide 
2,U-D  on  2,000  acres  of  sagebrush  and  wyethia  covered  land 
annually.  The  chemical  may  find  its  way  to  water  supplies 
and  to  the  soil;  non-target  species  will  be  affected.  Among 
the  animal  species  for  which  sagebrush  provides  food  and/or 
cover  are  grouse,  elk,  and  mule  deer.  (64  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05732)    (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5732D) 

Final  Date 

San  Francisco  Peaks  12/08 

Arizona 

County:        Coconino 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  land  use  plans  for  the 
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53,460  acre  San  Francisco  Peaks  area  of  the  Coconino  Nationa 
Forest,   The  various  plans  involve  management  for  optimum 
conditions  for  such  values  as  maLti^iase  resource  development 
intensive  recreation  development,  development  for  optimum 
wildlife  habitat,  etc.,   The  area  is  one  of  religious  signifi- 

cance for  Navajo  and  HOpi  Indians.   {127  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY;  EPA   DOI 
(ELB  OBDEB  #  05733)    (HTIS  OBDEB  #  EIS  12    5733F) 

Grunderville  Landfill,  Allegheny  N.F.  12/19 

Pennsylvania 
County:        Warren 
The  statement  considers  the  use  of  141  acres  of  Allegheny 
National  Forest  land  for  a  sanitary  landfill  of  the  Warren 
County  Solid  tfaste  Authority.   It  is  possible  that  use  of 
the  land  could  result  in  ground  water  contamination.  (155 
pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:    COE  EPA  HEW  DOI 

state  and  local  agencies  and 
concerned  citizens 

(ELR  ORDER  #  05785)      (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5785F) 

Soil  Conservation  Service 

Draft  Date 

Upper  Salt  Creek  Watershed  12/04 

Illinois 
County:        Cook  Lake  DuPage 
The  proposed  vatersked  project  will  include  land  treatment 
measures  supplemented  by  one  floodwater  retarding-recreation 
structure,  1.8  miles  of  channel  modification,  and  261  acres 
of  flood  plain  preserves.   ?egative  cover  on  208  acres  of 
construction  area  will  be  temporarily  disturbed;  649,  acres 
will  be  permanently  inundated  by  sediment  ar}d  beneficial 
use  pools,  and  651  acres  will  be  temporarily  flooded  by 
detention  pools.   Channel  modifications  will  disturb  th^ 
vegative  cover  on  26  acres.   Approximately  700  persons  a^d 
one  business  will  be  dislpcated.<   (29  pages) 
(ELB  OBDEB  #  05709)    (KTIS  OBDEB  #  EIS  72  5709£) 

Chippewa  Creek  Watershed  12/29 

Ohio 
County:        several 
The  statement  refers  to  a  proposed  flood  protection  project 
on  10,300  acres  of  the  Chippewa  Creek  Watershed,  located  in 
Wayne,  Medina,  Summit,  and  Stark  Counties.   The  project  in- 

volves land  treatment  measures  on  1,800  acres,  and  the  con- 
struction of  3  floodwater  retarding  structures  and  33.2 

miles  of  channel  modification.   Approximately  123  acres  of 
woodland  and  33  acres  of  other  land  will  be  disturbed  by 
channel  modification;  334  acres  of  agricultural,  wildlife. 
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and  recreation  use  Icuid  will  be  periodically  inundated  by 
detention  pools;  38  acres  will  be  permanently  committed  to 
project  structures*   (35  pages) 
(KLB  ORDER  #  05831)    (NTIS  OBD«R  *  EIS  72  5831D) 

Final  Date 

Simon  Bun  Watershed  12/15 

Iowa 
County:        Pottawattamie 
The  statement  refers  ta  a  proposed  project  consisting  of 
land  treatment  measures  and  8  grade  stabilization  struc- 

tures.  Gully  eros,ion  would  be  eliir^:.nated  on  904  acres  and 
flood  damage  would  be  reduced  by  52%.   Approximately  55 
acres  would  be  permanently  inundated.,  and  an  additional  U8 
acres  would  be  periodically  inunda^  i  by  floodwaters. 
(18  pages) 
COHMtNTS  HADE  BY:  DOC  ;COE   EPA   DC    DOT 
(ELB  ORDER  i  05780)    j(NTIS  OBDER  »  EIS  72  5780F) 

Cornudas*  North*  and  Culp  Draws  Watershed  12/04 

Texas  Mew  Mexico 
The  statement  refers  to  a  watershed  project  which  will 
involve  land  treatment  measures  and  the  construction  of  3 
floodwater  retarding  structures.   The  pr.oject  is  intended 
to  reduce  erosion  and  runoff;  reduce  waste  of  irrigation 
water;  reduce  floodwater  damage  by  6^^%   on  14*173  acres,  and 
provide  flood  protection  to  Dell  City.   Approximately  1.,315 
acres  of  range,  some  of  which  will  be  inundated,  will  be 
committed  to  the  project.   (55  pages) 
COMMENTS  HADE  BY:  EPA   DOC   HEH   DOI   COE 

state  agencies  ot  Texas  and  New  Mexico 
(ELB  ORDER  i  05708)    (NTIS  QfiDEB  «  EIS  72  5706F) 

Hitson,  C  &  L,  and  Hashbarn  Draws  Watershed  12/06 

Texas 
County:         Hudspeth 
Th^  statement  refers  to  a  watershed  project  which  would 
include  land  treatment  measures,  onf^  floodwater  retarding 
structure,  2  multiple-purpose  structures,  and  25,150'  of 
diversions.   The  project  is  intended  to:   reduce  erosion 
and  runoff;  improve  big  game  habltct;  reduce  flood  water 
damages;  reduce  sediment  despositicn;  protect  Dell  City 
from  flooding.   Approximately  44SI  acres  pf  creosote-brush 
covered  guail  habitat  anad  175  acres  of  cattle  and  wildlife 
range  will  be  damaged,  some  of  it  by  inundation.   (46  pages) 
COMMENTS  HADE  BY:  COE   DOC   EPA   H£W   DOI 

state  and  local  agencies 
{ELR   ORDER  *  05719)    (NTIS  QBDEB  *  EIS  72  5719F) 
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ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

Contact:      For  Non-Beyulatory  Matters: 
Mr,  Bobert  J.  Catlin,  Director, 
Division  of  Environmental  Affairs 
Washington,  D,C,    205a5 

(202)  973-5391 
For  Regulatory  Matters: 
Mr.  A*  Giambusso,  Deputy  Director  for 
Reactor  Projects,  Directorate  of  Licensing 

(202)  97,3-7373 
ifasbingtoo,    D.C.    20545 

Draft  Date 

Emergency  Core  Cooling  Systems  (ECCS) )  12/06 

The  statement  refers  to  AEC's  proposed  rule-making  action 
on  acceptance  criteria  for  emergency  core  cooling  systems 
in  light-water-cooled  nuclear  power  reactors.   Ihe  action 
would  provide  general  criteria  and  evaluation  models  that 
will  be  used  by  the  AEC  to  evaluate  the  ability  of  the 

systems  to  control  the  consequetjces  of  loss-of-coolant 
accidents  over  the  entire  spectrum  of  postulated  accident 
conditions.   Alternatives  considered  include:   adopting  the 

Interim  Criteria  of  6/29/72;  adopting  criteria  khich  ei.coni- 
pass  modifications  proposed  in  the  ECCS  rulenairg  heariii>3 
initiated  1/27/72;  and  not  adopting  criteria  but  rather 

evaluating  each  plant  on  an  ad  hoc  case-by-case  basis.  (125) 
(ELR  ORDth  #  05723)    (KTIS  OBDEI^  »  EIS72  57231  ) 

Diablo  Canyon  Units  1  aad  2  12/12 

California 

The  statement  refers;  to  the  proposed  continuation;  of  con- 
struction permits  and  issuance  of  operating  licenses  to  the 

Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Co.  for  the  2  unit  station,  which 
is  located  on  the  California  coast  12  miles  southwest  of 

San  Lu-is  Obispo.   Each  Unit  will  employ  a  pressurized  wafer 
reactor  of  3568  HWt  and  1150  MWe.   Cooling  will  be  by  a  once 
throughflow  of  water  from  the  Pacific  Ocean.   Ihe  station 

will  occupy  a  750-acre  exclusion  area;  construction  of  trans 
mission  lines  has  affected  6^000  acres  of  right-of-way; 
service  roads  and  tower  bases  occupy  1500  acres.   Thermal 
discharge  will  affect  marine  life,  and  may  result  in  con- 

ditions favoring  the  giant  sea  urchin  over  the  atalone. 
(ELR  ORDER  i  05758)    (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  ̂ 7580) 
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Danald   C.    Coolc    Station  12/22 

Michigan 
County:        Berrien 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  continuation  of  con- 

struction permits  and  the  issuance  of  operating  licenses  to 
the  Indiana  and  Michigan  Electric  Co.,  and  the  Indiana  and 
Michigan  Power  Co.,  for  the  start-up  and  operation  of  the 
station.   The  station  consists  of  two  units,  each  employing 
a  pressurized  water  reactor  to  produce  3250  Mit  and  1100  MHe 
Heat  will  be  discharged  to  Lake  Michigan  by  a  1,645,000  gpm 
capacity  once-through  system.   Approximately  650  acres  of 
lakeshore  duneland  have  been  committed  to  the  Station,  pre- 

cluding possible  recreational  use.   Construction  of  the 
Station  has  started  industrialization  of  an  ecologically 
unique  area  which  should  be  preserved.   (2faU  pages) 
(ELK  OfiDEE  #  05815)     (NTIS  ORDER  i  EIS  7^  5815D) 

Newbold  Island  Station  12/22 

New  Jersey 
County:        Burlington 
The  statement  refers  to  the  issuance  oi  a  construction  per- 

mit to  the  Public  Service  Electric  and  Gas  Co.  for  the  two 
unit  Plant.  Each  unit  will  employ  a  boiling  water  reactor 
to  produce  3293  MHt  and  1088  Mie  (net).  Maste  heat  will  be 
dissipated  by  the  use  of  two  natural  draft  cooling  towers. 
Blowdown  water  from  the  towers  will  be  diluted  with  water 
drawn  from  and  discharged  to  the  Delaware  River;  Mitfa  water 
from  the  Delaware  being  consumed  at  64cfs,  the  Plant  will 
be  competing  with  present  and  tuture  municipal,  industrial, 
and  recreational  users  of  the  River,  (approx.  300  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  t  05807)     (NTIS  ORDER  «  EIS  72  5807D) 

Limerick  Station,  Onits  1  and  2  12/08 

Pennsylvania 
County:        Montgomery 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  issuance  of  a  construe 

tion  permit  to  the  Philadelphia  Electric  Co.  Each  unit  will 
employ  a  boiling  water  reactor;  total  capacity  for  the  two 

will  be  3293  MMt  and  1055  MMe  (net) ,  with  "stretch"  levels 
of  4550  MHt  and  1100  MWe  anticipated*  Cooling  water  will  be 

drawn  from  the  Schuylkill  and  Delaware  Rivers,  and  circu- 
lated through  two  natural  draft  towers.  Withdrawal  of  water 

from  the  Delaware  will  restrict  both  present  and  future  in- 
dustrial, municipal,  and  recreational  uses  qf  the  Biver. 

(approximately  390  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  i  05750)    (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5750C) 
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Oak   fiidge   Consolidated   Industrial   Park  12/15 

Tennessee 

The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  issuance  of  a  full-term 
(5  year)  special  Nuclear  Haterials  Licence  to  U.S.  Nuclear, 
Inc.  for  the  operation  of  a  fuel  element  fabrication  plant. 
The  facility  will  have  on  site  at  any  given  time  a  maximum  of 
100kg  of  U-235.   Only  unirradiated  uraniuiri  will  be  processed 
There  will  be  discharge  of  small  quantities  of  chemicals  and 
uranium  to  the  nearby  environs.   (6U  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  057i82)     (KTIS  ORDER  >  EIS  72  5782D) 

Humeca  Uranium  Mill  12/15 

Utah 
County:        San  Juan 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  issuance  of  a  license 
to  the  Rio  Algom  Corp.   for  the  operation  of  the  Humeca  Uran 
ium  Mill.   The  mill  is  a  conventional  carbonate-leach  uranium 
ore  refining  plant  with  a  capacity  of  500  tons  of  ore  per  day 
Although  the  action  does  not  extend  to  mining,  the  statement 
considers  the  impact  from  the  entire  mining  and  milling  opera- 

tion to  be  conducted  by  Rio  Algom.   Operations  over  the  next 
10  years  will  involve  the  removal  of  8.U  million  pounds  of 
uranium  concentrates;  the  removal  and  diversion  of  100  gpm  of 
ground  water,  the  creation  of  a  stabilized  trailings  pile  cover 
ing  45  acres,  and  the  discharge  of  small  quantities  of  chemical 
and  radioactive  materiaxs  into  t.he    Iqcal  environs.   (60  page 
(ELfi  ORDER  #  05783)    (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5783D) 

North  Anna  Power  Station,  Onits  1-4  12/12 

Virginia 
County:        Louisa 
The  statement  refers;  to  the  issuance  to  Virginia  Electric 
and  Power  Co.  ot  operating  licenses  for  Units  1  and  2  and. 
construction  permits;  for  Units  3  and  U.Onits  1  and  2  will 
use  pressurized  reactors  with  anticipated  outputs  of  2900MHt 
and  934  HHe  (net)  .Units  3  and  4  will  produce  2631t!Ht  and  907 
nHe(net),and  2763  Hbt  and  938  HUe(n^t).'  Cooling  vater  will 
be  drawn  from  a  lake  developed  by  the  applicant. A  total  of 
18,643  acres,  much  of  i   forest,   is  committed  to  the  Sta- 

tion; another  3675  will   e  used  for  right-of-way,  AEC  states 
that  operation  of  all  u  its  with  the  present  cooling  system 
will  be  detrimental  to  ake  productivity.  Hpdif ications  can 
be  made  to  minimize  the  incremental  effects  of  3  and  4. 
(ELR  ORDER  i  05762)    (NTIS  OBDEB  »  EIS  72  5762D) 



Final  Date 

Hidwest  Fuel  Recovery  Plant  12/12 

Illinois 
County:        Grundy 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  issuance  of  a  permit 
to  the  General  Electric  Co.  for  the  operation  of  the 
Midwest  Fuel  Recovery  Plant.   The  plants  vith  a  capacity  of 
300  tons  of  uranium  oxide  fuel  per  y^ar*  will  recover  uran- 

ium, Plutonium,  and  neptunium  from  irradiated  nuclear  fuels. 
There  is  a  potential  for  detrimental  effects  from  released 
fluoride;  this  will  require  monthly  testing.  (  179  pages) 
COHHEMTS  HADE  BY:  USDA  DOC   COE   EPA   FPC   HEN   tiUD   DOI   DOT 

on^  state  agency  and 
one  concerned  citizen 

(BLB  OfiDER  i  05769.)    (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5769F). 

Zion  Nuclear  Power  Station  12/06 

Illinois 

County:       Lalce 
The  statement  evaluates  the  continuation  of  construction 

permits  and  the  issuance  of  an  operating  permit  to  the 
Commonwealth  Edison  Co.  for  the  Station.  Each  of  the  two 

pressurised  water  reactors  will  produce  3250  MWt  to  gen- 
erate 1100  MWe.  Excess  heat  will  be  discharged  to  Lake 

Michigan  by  a  once-through,  1,530,000  gpd  cooling  system. 
The  Station  has  had  en  adverse  effect  upon  Lake  Michigan 
beach  property  by  preventing  access  and  causing  erosion. 
Approximately  10  curies  of  radioactive  licrui<3  waste,  along 
with  2000  curies  of  tritium  and  4400  curies  of  radioactive 

gaseous  wastes,  will  be  discharged  to  the  environment  an- 
nually. (345  pages) 

COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  COE  DOC  EPA  DOI  FPC 

state  and  local  agencies 
(ELR  ORDER  #  5721)    (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5721F) 

Three  nile  Island  Nuclear  Sation  12/06 

Pennsylvania 
County:        Dauphin 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  continuaticn  of 
construction  permits  sund   the  issuance  of  operating 
licenses  to  the  Metropolitan  Edison  Co.,  the  Jersey 
Central   Power  and  Light  Co.,  and  the  Pennsylvania  Elec- 

tric Co.  for  the  2  Unit  Plant.   Unit  1  has  a  capacity  of 
2535  HHt  to  produce  871  HWe;  Unit  2  is  of  2772  HWt  and 
959MHe.   Each  Unit  employs  a  pressurized  water  reactor. 
Approximately  36,000  gpm  of  Susquehanna  Biver  water  will 
be  utilized  for  cooling  (through  H    natural  draft  towers), 
and  discharged  at  3  degrees  Fahrenheit  above  ambieint'. (256  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  DOD   HEW   DOI   FPC 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05722)    (KTIS  ORDER  i  EIS  72  5722F) 
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Hanfocd  Plant  No.  2  12/08 

Washington 
County:        Bentpn 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  issuance  of  a  construe 
tion  permit  to  the  Washington  Public  Power  Supply  system 
for  a  3458  MWt,  1100  MWe,  boiling  water  reactor,  with  a 
forced-draft  cooling  tower  system.  Cooling  water  will  be 
drawn  from  the  Columbia  River  at  37cfs  (maximum) ;  gaseous 
and  liquid  effluents  containing  radionuclides  will  be  dis- 

charged to  the  environs.  (292  pages) 
COMHENTS  MAD£.  BY:  USDA  C0£   DOC   EPA   HEB  BUI)      DOI   DOT 

state  agencies 
(£LB  ORDEB  i  05749,)    (NTIS  OED£B  #  EIS  72  5749F) 

Kewaunne  Nuclear  Power  Plant  12/22 

Wisconsin 
County:        Kewaunee 
The  statement  considers  the  continuation  pf  a  construction 
permit  and  the  issuance  of  an  operating  license  to  the 
Wisconsin  Public  Service  Corp.   The  Plant  utilizes  a 
pressurized  water  reactor  to  produce  1650  MHt  and  540  fiWe. 
Cooling  water  will  be  pumped  from  LaKe  Michigan  into  a 
once-through  system  at  the  rate  of  413,020  gpm»  The  Plant 
will  release  to  the  environs  2000  curies  of  gaseous  wastes, 
5  curies  of  liquid  wastes,  and  1000  curies  of  tritium 
annually.   (368  pages) 
COfiWENIS  HADE  BY:  USDA  COE   DOC   EPA   FPC   HEW   COI   DOT 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05806)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5806F) 
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DEPABTWENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Contact:       Dr.  Sidney  S,  Gall^r 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Environmental  Atfairs 
Department  of  Commerce 
Hashington,  D.C.  20230 

(202)  967-^335 

Draft  Date 

Fruit/Church  Industrial  Park  12/04 

California 
County:        Fresno 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  development  of  an  in- 

dustrial park  in  southwest  Fresno.  The  action  will  include 

a  loan  to  the  O'Neill  H^at  Company,  which  will  enable  it  to 
modernize  its  plant;  and  a  grant;  to  the  City  of  Fresno, 
which  will  permit  the  acquisition  of  the  74  acre  site  and 
its  development  for  use  by  heavy  industry.  There  will  be  in- 

creases in  noise,  dust,  and  exhaust  emissions  during  and  af- 
ter construction.  (127  pages) 

(ELR  ORDER  #  05713)    (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5713D) 

Convention  Center^  City  Qf  Santa  Cru?  12/29 

California 
County:        Santa  Cruz 
The  statement  refers  to  a  proposed  grant  to  the  City  of  Santa 
Cruz,  in  order  to  permit  the  construction  of  a  60,000  sq'.  ft. 
convention  center  on  a  promontory  overlooking  the  Pacific 
Ocean.   Th$  center  will  be  separate  from,  but  related  to, 
proposed  adjoining  provate  development  (of  a  major  hotel, 
parking  and  a  New  England  mot;if  shopping  center) ,  which  are 
considered  by  the  statement.   Approximately  75  acres  will  be 
committed  to  the  combined  project;  there  will  bd  socio-econo 
mic  and  visual  (obstruction  of  the  ocean  view)  adverse  effects 
to  nearby  residences.   (90  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05825)    (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5825D) 

Grand  Portage  Chippewa  Reservation  12/08 

Minnesota 
County:        Cook 
Th$  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  development  of  a  mot-el 
and  camping  facility  by  the  Grand  Portage  Band  of  thq 
Chippewas.  The  facilities  would  include  a  100  uncit  motel,  a 
restaurant,  campgrounds  and  a  trailer  court,  primitive  camp 
sites  ,  and  related  works.  Approximately  55  acr^s  of  wild- 

life habitat  would  be  committed  tp  the  project.  The  exis- 
ting sewage  system,  inadequate  for  such  an  operation,  will 

need  to  be  altered.  (6U  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  057U7)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5747D) 
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Final  Date 

Harine  Resource  Facility  12/12 

North  Carolina 
County:        Carteret 
The  proposed  project  involves  the  construction  ot  a  single 
building,  parking  lots,  an  access  road,  a  pieir  and  boat  basin 
a  septic  system,  and  related  facilities.   Several  acres  of 
maritime  forest  will  be  committed  to  the  action,   {49  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:   EPA   HUD 

state  and  regional  agencies 
and  concerned  citizens 

(ELR  ORDER  #  5770)    (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5770F) 
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DEPABTMENT  OF  DEFENSE,  Army  Corps 

Contact:       Mr.  Francis  X,  Kelly 
Director,  Office  of  Public  Affairs 
Attn;  DAEN-PAP 
Office  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers 
U».  S,.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 
1000  Independence  Avenue,  S.  H. 
Washington,  D.  C.<  20314 

(202)  693-7.168 

Draft  Date 

Namo  River,  Guam  12/01 

Ihe  statement  refers  to  a  project  involving  both  structural 
and  non-structural  flood  control  measures  for  one.  mile  of 
the  Namo  River.  The  construction  of  channel  work,s  will  des- 

troy some  riparian  habitat.  (16  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05705)    (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5705D) 

Dredging  of  Dead-Reef  Shells,  Mobile  Bay  12/07 

Alabama 

The  statement  refers  to  an  application  for  Section  10  permit 

for  the  dredging  of  dead-reef  shells'  in  Mobil  Eay  by  Rad- cliff  Materials,  Inc.   Approximately  6  million  cubic  yards 
ot  dead-reef  shell  and  12  million  cubic  yards  of  overburden 
will  be  removed.   Adverse  effects  of  the  project  include 
lowered  productivity  of  about  2,000  acres  of  Mobile  Eay  for 
five  years,  temporary  damage  to  flora  and  fauna  in  an 
additional  3,500  acres  of  the  estuary,  degradation  of  water 
quality  and  aesthetics,  conflict  with  commercial  fishing 
interests,  and  long-term  softening  of  the  bottorr  of  Mobile 
Bay  (43  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05725)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5725D) 

New  Haven  Harbor  12/20 

Connecticut 

The  proposed  navigational  maintenance  project  consists  of 
dredging  the  main  channel  from  Long  Island  Sound  to  the 
Tomlinson  Bridge  to  its  authorized  depth  of  35  feet  and 
disposal  of  an  estimated  800,000  cubic  yards  of  spoil 
material.   Spoil  will  be  deposited  in  the  New  Haven  Dump 
Grounds.   Adverse  environmental  effects  include  alteration 
of  pelagic  and  benthic  habitats,  temporary  increases  in 
turbidity  and  siltation,  and  resuspension  of  non-biode- 

gradable chemical  pollutants.   (65  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  057^8)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5798D) 

Lake  Okeechobee  12/15 

Florida 

The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  raising  of  the  lake 
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level  from  its  current  schedule  of  13.5  to  15.5  feet  mean 
sea  level  an   additional  two  teet  to  a  variarices  of  15.5  to 
17.5  feet  mean  sea  level.  Storage  capacity  of  the  lake  will 
thus  be  increased  by  1  million  acre-feet;.   The  additional 
water  will  be  used  to  supply  all  project  purposes*  including 
the  Everglades  National  Park,*   Approximately  14,000  acres 
will  be  inundated,  including  agricultural  land  and  major  rec 
reation  facilities.  (This  statement  is  the  first  of  a  series 
of  four  for  the  Central  and  Southern  Florida  Project) .   (80 

pages) 
(ELfi  ORDER  t  05779)    (NTIS  ORDER  I  EIS  72  5779D) 

Aquatic  Plant  Control  Program  12/27 

Florida 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proppsed  use  of  the  chemical 
2,U-D  in  order  to  control  the  growth  and  dispersal  of  water 
hyacinth  in  the  waters  of  the  State  of  Florida.   The  action 
will  result  in  a  temporary  deterioration  of  water  quality, 
with  the  amount  of  dissolved  oxygen  available  for  other 
life  being  reduced;  non-tar9et  (broadleaf)  species  will  be 
affected;  the  elimination  of  hyacinth  could  provide  an 
opportunity  for  tae  spread  of  other  problem  plants;  sports 
fishing  in  the  vicinity  of  treated  plants  may  be  temporarily 
curtailed,   (1U9  pages) 
(£LB  ORDER  »  05817)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS72  5817C  ) 

Kaimu  Beach  12/0  1 

Hawaii 

The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  replenishment  of  the 

beach  and  the  construction  of  an  offshore  breakwater  to  pro- 
tect the  replenished  beach.   The  breakwater  will  disrupt 

waves  suitable  for  surfing.   Construction  activity  will  ad- 
versely affect  marine  biota.   (2U  pages) 

(ELR  OBDER  #  C^TOU)     (NTIS  ORDER  t  EIS72  STOUD  ) 

Chagrin  River  12/19 

Ohio 
County:        Lake 
The  purpose  of  this  project  is  to  alleviate  flooding  at  the 
City  of  Eastlake  and  to  provide  recreational  facilities. 
The  proposed  action  involves  construction  of  two  break- 
Waters  and  a  system  pf  levees,  extensive  channel  enlargeinent 
and  some  realignment,  two  groins  and  some  beach  fill,  all 
to  be  provided  by  the  Corps  of  Engineers;  and  scire  parking, 
boat  launching  and  other  recreational  facilities  to  be 
provided  by  local  interests.   Adverse  effects  include 
disruption  during  construction  and  damage  to  th^  fishery 
habitat  by  channelization.   (14  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  i  05790)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5790D) 
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Darby  Creek  -  Cobbs  Creek  Watershed  12/08 

Pennsylvania 
County:         Delaware 
The  statement  refers  to  a  proposed  flood  control  project 
Mhich  would  involve  the  construction  of  levees,  floodwalls, 
channel  works,  a  detention  basin,  and  related  facilities. 
The  amount  of  land  to  be  committed  to  the  project  is  not 
specified.  (56  pages) 
(ELH  OfiDER  t  05746)    (NTIS  OBDEH  i  EIS  72  57460) 

Union  City  Dam  12/12 

Peonsylvania 
County:        Erie 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a  580 
acre  conservation  pool  at  thq  existing  detention  reservoir. 

Approximately  5.8  miles  of  stream  environment  would  be  elim- 
inated. Wildlife  habitat  would  be  eliminated  on  the  inun- 

dated 560  acres,  and  reduced  on  2,120  acres  of  surrounding 
Federal  land.  (22  pages) 
(ELE  ORDER  #  05768)    (UTIS  OBDBB  #  EIS  72  5768D) 

York  and  Pamunkey  Bivers  12/12 

Virginia 
County:        York 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  dredging  of  the  channel 
of  the  York  River  from  Cheasapeake  Bay  to  the  American  Oil 
Company  marine  terminal,  in  order  to  improve  navigation. 
Approximately  20  million  cu. yds.  of  spoil  will  be  dredged; 
the  material  may  not  meet  existing  citeria  frorr  open-water 
disposal  xn  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  as  planned.   Marine  biota 
will  be  adversely  affected  by  dredging  and  dumping*  with 
possibel  effects  upon  commecianl  fishing.   Increased  traffic 
on  the  Biver  may  measurably  change  the  water  quality  of  the 
River  system.   Deepening  of  the  estuary  bottom  may  cause 
changes  in  salt  water  intrusion^  with  resulting  effects  to 
the  ground  wat^r  supply  of  the  region.   (102  pages) 
(BLB  OBDER  #  05765)    (NTIS  OBDEB  *  EIS  72  5765D) 

Hater  Intake,  City  of  Chesapeake  12/14 

Virginia 
The  proposed  action  is  the  construction  of  a  water-intake 
and  pumpstation  on  the  north  bank  of  the  Northwest  Biver. 
The  water  would  supply  the  future  domestic  and  industrial 
needs  of  the  City  of  Chesapeake.   The  project  will  affect 
the  interstate  water  of  Virginia  and  North  Carolina.   Im- 

pacts will  include  the  denudation  of  one  acre  of  scenic 
lowland;  the  minor  distruction  of  benthic  organisms;  and 
the  removal  of  part  of  th^  total  freshwater  imput  into  an 
estuarine  complex.   (36  pages) 
(BLR  OBDER  i  05772)    (NTIS  OBDER  i  EIS  72  5772D) 
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Final  Date 

Log  Jam  Removal,  Salamonie  River  12/12 

Indiana 
County:         Wells 
The  statement  reters  to  a  proposed  project  which  would  in- 

volve the  removal  and  disposal  of  two  log  jams,  in  order 
to  reduce  flooding.   Approximately  5  acres  would  fce  use 
for  refuse  disposal.  (20  pages) 
COMKENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  EPA   DOI 

(ELB  ORDER  #  05766)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5766f) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Contact:    Mr.  Robert  L.  Gilliat 

Office  of  General  Counsel 
Room  3E977 

Department  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington,  D.  C.   20301 

(202)  OX  5-3272 

Draft  Date 

EXOTIC  HANCER  VI  12/19 

North  Carolina 
County:        several 
The  statement  refers  to  the  sixth  iq  a  series  of  joint  ex- 
cercises  directed  by  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  and  conduct- 

ed by  the  Atlantic  Command.   The  maneuvers  expected  to  take 
place  in  the  time  period  of  mid-March  to  mid-April^  1973, 
will  involve  and  estimated  U0,000  troops,  50  ships,  and  550 
aircraft.   Portions  of  14  counties  will  be  affected.   Adverse 
impacts  will  include  increases  in  local  ambient  air,  water, 
noise,  solid  wastes,  rubbish  and  sewage  production  levels. 
There  is  some  danger  of  forest  fire,  which  will  te  antici- 

pated by  the  pre-positioning  of  fire  fighting  equipment. 
(91  pages) 
(ELB    ORDER    #    05789)  (NTIS    ORDER    #    EIS    72    5789D) 
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DEPAKTMENT  OF  DEFENSE,  Air  Force 

Contact:       Colonel  Cliff  tt.  Whitehead 
Room  6E  425,  The  Pentagon 
Washington,  D.C.  20330 

(202)  OX  5  -  2889 

Final  Date 

Air  Force  Academy  Airmanship  Program  12/22 

Colorado 
County:         El  Paso 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  coDStruction  of  new 
facilities  at  the  USAF  Academy  Airstrip,  in  order  to  allow 
the  relocation  qt    an  existing  program  at  Peterson  Field 
where  heavy  aircraft  operations  create  hazardous  conditions 
for  student  pilots.   Included  are  an  additional  parallel 

taxiway  (75'  x  3500'),  a  crosswind  runway  (75'  x  2500'), 
a  parking  apron  and  3  "T"  hangars,  an  operations  building, 
and  a  42'  high  tower.   (235  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:   EPA  DOI  DOT 

state  agencies  and  concerned  citizens 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05813)      (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5813F) 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 

Contact:       Mr.  Sheldon  Heyeis 
Director,  Oftice  of  Federal  Activities 
Room  3630  Waterside  Mall 
Washington   D.C.  20U60 

(202)  755-09.40 

Draft  Date 

Removal  and  Disposal  of  Digested  Sludge  12/27 

The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  removal  of  292,000  cu. 
yds.  of  digested  sewage  sludge  from  2  lagoons  of  the  North- 

west Water  Pollution  Control  facilities  of  Philadelphia  and 
barging  them  to  sea  for  dumping  11  nautical  miles  oft  Cape 
Henlopen,  Delaware,   The  purpose  of  the  action  is  that  of 
providing  an  adequate  area  for  the  construction  of  addi- 

tional treatment  facilities.   The  actioii  could  prove  a  pre- 
cedent setting  one  for  similar  future  operations;  such  fu- 

ture discharges  may  produce  long  term  irreparable  harm  to 
the  marine  environment  of  the  site.   (149  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05823)     (NTIS  ORDER  «  EIS  72  5823E) 

Ocean  Outfalls. ..Treated  Wastewater  Disposal  12/22 

Florida 
County:         Palm  Beach      Broward        Dade 
The  statement  evaluates  the  use  of  ocean  Outfalls  and  other 
methods  of  treated  wastewater  disposal  in  southeast  Florida. 
The  statement  does  not  indicate  the  ultimate  solution  to 
wastewater  disposal  problems  in  southeast  Florida  but  is 
intended  to  guide  all  levels  of  government  in  evaluating 
their  related  pollution  problems  to  ensure  that  environ- 

mentally sound  solutions  are  ultimately  adopted.   The 
alternative  disposal  methods  considered  are:  discharge  via 
ocean  outfalls;  discharge  to  fresih  water  canals  and  dis- 

charge to  the  Everglades;  and  land  disposal  by  irrigation, 
spray  runof:^  and  percolation.   (approx.   400  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  5808)    (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5808D) 

Wastewater  Treatment,  North  Broward  12/29 

Florida 
County:         North  Broward 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  waste- 

water master  pumping  stations,  wastewater  transmission  mains 
a  wastewater  treatment  plant  and  on  ocean  outfall.   The  fa- 

cility will  result  in  the  elimination  of  raw  sewage  dis- 
charge in  Pompano  Beach.   (90  pages) 

(ELR  ORDER  »  05830)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS72  5830D  ) 
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FINAL  ^^'^^ 

Palm  Beach  County  Sewage  Program  12/22 

Florida 
County:         Palm  Beach 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a 
regional  wastewater  treatment  plant  which  can  te  expanded 
to  serve  the  northeast  and  east  central  portions  of  the 
county.   The  initial  project  will  consist  of  a  16  MGD 
secondary  wastewater  treatment  facility  using     extended 
air  modification  of  activated  sludge.   The  facility  will  be 

designed  for  future  increased  capacity  by  the  addition  of 
8  MGD  modules  if  and  when  necessary  in  the  future,  or 
required  by  the  disposal  method  to  be  determined  as  a  result 
of  the  Ocean  Outfalls  Southeast  Florida  Impact  Statement. 
(3  Volumes) 
COHMfiNTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  DOC   HEW   DOI   USN   COL   DOT 

state  agencies  and  concerijqd  citizens 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05809)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  £IS  72  58C9F) 
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FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

Contact:  Mr.  Daniel  Warman 
1405  I  Street 

Washington,  D.C.   20573 

(202)   382-4440 

Draft  Date 

Shipping  Bates  on  Wastepaper  and  Koodpulp  12/15 

The  statement  refers  to  the  rates  presently  being  charged 
for  the  irovement  of  wastepaper  and  woodpulp  from  United 
States  west  coast  ports  to  Japan  under  tariffs  filed  by  the 
Pacific  Westbound  Conference  (PWC),   The  Commission  has 
begun  an  investigation  into  the  rates.   As  they  presently 
stand,  exporters  may  be  encouraged  to  ship  woodpulp  from 
virgin  timber  instead  of  wastepaper  in  situations  where 
properly  recycled  wasterpaer  could  serve  the  same  purpose 
as  woodpulp.   Should  this  be  the  case,  the  investigation  is 
intended  to  determine  what  action  would  best  ameliorate  the 
condition,   (7  pages) 
(EIP  ORDER  »  C578U)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  bldUD) 
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FEDERAL  POHEB  COMMISSION 

Contact:      Dr.  Richard  F.  Hill 
Acting  Advisor  on  Environmental  Quality 
441  G  Street,  N..H. 
Hashiogton,  D.C.  20426 

(202)  386-6084 

Draft  Date 

Crooked  Ceek  Project  No.  2628  12/04 

Alabama 
County:        Randolph       Clay 
The  action  consists  of  approval  of  an  application  by  Alabama 
Power  Company  for  major  license  for  construction  and  opera- 

tion of  a  hydroelectric  generating  plant  to  be  located  on 
the  Tallapoosa  River.   The  project  will  consist  of  a 
concrete  dam  150*  high  by  956*  long,  earth  and  rock-filled 
dikes  (4500  teet) ,  and  a  powerhouse  containing  two  gene- 

rating units.   Inundation  of  10,660  acres  of  land  will 
eliminate  farmland,  timber  crops  and  wildlife!  habita^  and 
displace  four  homes.   Changes  in  water  quality  and  elimina- 

tion of  the  free  flowing  river  and  its  bank  fihsery  are 
adverse  effects  of  the  project.   (56  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05716)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  12    5716D) 

Racine  Lock  and  Dam,  Project  2570  12/21 

Ohio 
County:        Meigs 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  approval  of  an  appli- 

cation by  the  Ohio  Power  Company  for  a  license  to  construct 
a  40MW  hydroelectic  project  on  the  Ohio  River,  21  river 
miles  upstream  from  the  mouth  of  the  Kanawha  River.   The 
statement  predicts  no  significant  adverse  environmental 
impacts.   (39  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05802)    (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5802C) 

Saluda  Project  12/13 

South  Carolina 
County:        several 
The  statement  refers  to  an  application  filed  by  t;he  South 
Carolina  Electric  and  Gas  Co.  for  permission  to  grant  ease- 

ments to  the  Watergate  Partnership  for  the  use  of  2.83  acres 

of  land  in  the  Lake  Murray  r€(servoir.  Watergate  would  deve- 
lop causeways,  one  of  which  would  incorporate  a  bridge  and 

a  pipeline  along  the  lake  bottom  for  the  discharge  of 
treated  domestic  waste.  The  bridge  and  causeways  will  pro- 

vide access  to  five  islands  (totalling  43.85  acres).  (60 
pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05771)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5771D) 
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DEPABTMENT  OF  HEW 

Contact:       Mr.  Robert  Lanza 
Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Health  and  Scientific  Affairs 
Room  4062  HEWN 
Washington,  D.C.  20202 

(202)  9^2-2241 

Draft  Date 

Martha's  Vineyard  Hospital  12/08 

Massachusetts 
County:        Dukes 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  addi- 

tional facilities  for  an  existing  hospital,  including  a  one 
story  structure  with  UO  general  and  UO  long  term  beds,  a 
central  sterile  supply  area,  a  new  lobby,  parking  areas, and 
a  new  sewage  disposal  plant.  Th^  proposed  facility  would  be 
located  in  one  of  the  least  accessible,  and  most  residen- 

tial areas  of  the  county*  A  draw  bridge   between  Vineyard 
Haven  and  the  hospital  represents  potential  hindi^ance  t6' 
vehicular  access;  the  site  does  not  lend  itself  to  future 
expansion,  nor  does  it  conform  to  th0  County  Plan.  (36 
pages) 
(ELB  ORDER  #  05751)    (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5751D) 

NIH  Bocky  Mountain  Laboratory  12/01 

Montana 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a  new 
incinerator  at  th^   laboratory,  in  order  to  meet  new  Federal 
and  State  air  pollution  standards  and  to  provide  for  future 
growth  capacity.   (13  pages) 
(ELB  ORDER  »  05700)    (NTIS  OfiD£fi  «  EIS  72  5700D) 

Community  Health  Facility  12/05 

Nevada 
County:        Elko 
Th^  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a 
replacement  hospital  at  Owyhee,  on  the  Duck  Valley  Shoshone- 
Paiute  Indian  Reservation.   The  new  facility  will  provide 
major  curative  and  ppreventative  health  prograirs  planned  to 
meet  the  needs  of  2,000  people.   The  present  facilities 
are  considered  inadeguate.   Temporary  adverse  effects  will 
result  from  construction  activities.   (86  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05715)    (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5715D) 

Final  Date 

Polychlorinated  Biphenals  (PCB»s)  in  Food  12/21 

The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  estabiishirent  of  rules 
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in  the  food  processing  industry  in  order  to  prevent  PCB  con- 
tamination of  foods.   The  provisions  would  require  the  elimi 

nation  of  PCB-containing  materials  from  animal  teed,  food, 

and  food-packaging  material  establishments.  (31  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  DOC   EPA 

(ELR  OHDER  #  0560U)     (NTIS  OKDi.B  #  EIS  72  58C4F) 
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DEPARTW£NT  OF  HUD 

Contact:       Mr.  Richard  H,  Btoun 
Director,  Environmental  and  Land  Use 
Plcuining  Division 
Washington,  D.C.  20ai0 

(202)  755-b166 

Draft  Date 

Fairmont  Estates  12/12 

Texas 
County:         Harris 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  acquisition  and  deve- 

lopment of  1320  acres  funded  by  a  mortgage  to  be  insured  un- 
der the  provisions  of  Title  X  of  the  National  Housing  Act 

(Public  Law  73-U79) ,  The  site,  located  in  the  City  of  Pasa- 
dena, will  be  developed  to  provide  living  accorrtrodat ions 

for  17,500  people,  with  shopping  facilities  and  supportive 
facilities.  Development  of  the  area  will  result  in  a  de- 

crease in  water  quality  and  in  the  need  to  provide  solid 
waste  and  sewage  disposal  systems.  (22  pages) 
(£LB  ORDER  #  05767)     (NTIS  ORDER  *  EIS  72  5767D) 

Final  Date 

Shenandoah  New  Community  12/06 

Georgia 
County:         Coweta 
The  statement  refers  to  a  proposed  HUD  offer  of  ccmmit- 
ment  for  loan  guarantee  assistance  of  up  to  $30  million 
in  financing  land  acquisition  and  development  of  a  new 
community.  A  7,200  acre  site  is  involved,  with  a  city  of 
70,000  planned.  Environmental  issues  include  the  situation 

ot  the  tract  within  the  City  of  Newnan's  watershed   and 
the  development  of  pew  water  and  sewage  systems. 
(282  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  AEC   DOC   DOD   EPA   FPC   GSA   H£K   DOI   OLO 
(£LR  ORDER  »  05718)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5718F) 
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DEPAETMENT  OF  INTERIOR 

Contact;       Mr.  Bruce  Blanchard 
Director,  Environmental  Project  Beview 
Room  726  0 
Department  of  the  Interior 
Washington,  D.C.  202^*0 

(202)  3U3-3891 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Draft  Date 

Wild  Free-Roaming  Horse  and  Burrp  flanagement  12/19 

The  statement  refers  to  proposed  regulations  for  the  protec- 
tion, management,  and  control  of  wild  f ree-roairing  horses  and 

burros  on  land  administered  by  BLM.   The  regulations  would  Au- 
thorize a  system  of  management  which  would  enable  maintenance 

of  strong,  health  herds  in  a  quality  habitati   The  dedication 
of  habitat  to  horses  and  burros  would  limit  availability  of 
forage  and  habitat  for  others  animals.   (60  pages) 
(ELH  ORDER  #  05792)     (NIIS  ORD£i<  #  EIS  72  5792D) 

Bureau  of  Sports  Fisheries  and  Wildlife 

Draft  Date 

Proposed  Semidi  Wilderness  Area  12/1U 

AlasJca 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  legislative  designation 
of  256,422  acres  of  the  Semidi  National  Wildlife  Refuge  as 
wilderness  within  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation  Sys- 

tem, The  action  would  result  in  the  protection  of  the  in- 
sular ecosystem  in  its  natural  state.  (29  pages) 

(ELR  ORDER  #  05773)    (NIIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5773D) 

Date 

Unimak   Island    Wilderness  12/07 
Alaska 

The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  legislative  desig- nation of  973,000  acres  of  the  998,260  acre  Unimak  Island 
(which  IS  part  of  the  Aleutian  Island  National  Wildlife 
Refuge)  as  wilderness  within  the  National  Wilderness Preservation  System.   (39  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  *  05726)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5726D) 
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Anabo  Island  Uiidecness  Area  12/07 

Nevada 
County:        Hashoe 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  legislative  designation 
of  the  247  acre  Anaho  Island  National  Wildlife  Eefuye  (lo- 

cated in  Pyramid  Lake)   as  wilderness  within  the  National 
Wilderness  Preservation  System.   The  Island  is  of  special 
significance  as  one  of   only  a  few  known  whit,e  pelican 
colonies  in  North  America.   Other  birds  of  the  Island  include' 
the  California  gull,  the  double-crested  cormorant,  the  great 
blue  heron,  and  the  Caspian  tern.   (19  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05727)     (NTIS  ORDEE  i  EIS  7^  5727D) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

Ci-ntact; Mr.  Christian  Herter,  Jr. 

Special  Assistant  to  the  Secretary  for 
Environmental  Affairs 

Room  7819 

Washington,  D.C. 

(202)  632-7964 

Final Date 

International  Convention. . »Oil  Pollution 
12/19 

The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  ratification  of  th$ 
International  Convention  on  Civil  Liability  for  Gil  Pollu- 

tion Damage  and  the  International  Convention  on  the  Estab- 
lishment of  an  International  Fund  for  Compensation  for  Gil 

Pollution  Damage;  and  to  the  proposed  enactment  of  the  Act 
to  implement  these  Conventions.  It  is  the  intent  of  the  Act 
and  the  Conventions  to  improve  the  quality  of  the  marine  and 
coastal  environments  by  encouraging  more  adequat;€l  precau- 

tions by  vessel  owners  to  minimize  spills,  and  irore  effi- 
cient measures  to  contain  and  clear  up  any  such  oil  spills* 

(193  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  OSDA  DOC   DOD   EPA   HEH   DOI   EOT 

appropriate  agencies  of  several  States 
(ELR  OfiDEB  #  05797)    (NTIS  ORDER  ♦  EIS  72  5797F) 

\ 
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DEPARTMENI  OF  TRANSPOBTATION 

Contact:       Hr.  Martin  Conviss^r,  Director 
Office  ot  Environmental  Quality 
UOO  7th  Street,  S,.H. 
Washington,  D.C.  20590 

(202)  U26-4355 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 

Draft  Date 

Tierra  Rejada  Airport  12/22 

California 
County:         Ventura 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a  new 
general  aviation  airport  in  the  Tierra  Eejada  Valley.   The 
total  project  includes  the  acquisition  of  170  acres  of 
land,  the  relocation  of  Hoorpart  Road  and  its  associated 
telephone  and  power  lines  and  the  construction  of  flood 
control  facilities*   Initial  development  of  the  facility 

congistgof  a  single  main  runway  (3,700*  x   75*),  a  parallel 
taziway,  and  approximately  50,000  sq.  yds.  qt   aircraft 
parking  apron.   There  will  be  increases  in  ooise  and  air 
pollution.   (12U  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  «  058n,)     (NTIS  ORDEfi  tf  EIS  72  SBIUD) 

University  of  Illinois-Willard  Airport  12/19 

Illinois 
County:        Champaign 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  lengthening  and 
strengthening  of  the  runway  and  taxiway  system  in  order  to 
adequately  accommodate  air  carriers  of  the  DC-9  and  Boeing 
7U7  class.   The  project  consists;  of  acquisition  of  land; 
constructing,  lighting  and  marking  a  1600'  x  150*  glide 
slope  and  middle  marker  facilities;  constructing,  lighting 
and  marking  an  extension  to  the  taxivay  to  serve  the  new 
runway  extension;  and  strengthening  accessory  systems  serving 
runway  3-13»  (75  pages) 
(ELS  ORDER  #  05793)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5793D) 

Forest  City  Municipal  Airport  12/22 

Iowa 
County:         Hinnebago 
The  proposed  project  contemplates  the  lengthening  and 
widening  of  the  existing  runway;  widening  of  safety  areas; 
construction  of  storm  sewers;  relocation  of  County  Road  DD 
#7;   seeding;  runway  lighting  and  marking;  and  acquistion 
of  land  for  airport  development  (76  acres  -  fee;  UU  acres  - 
easiements)  .  There  will  be  an  increase  in  air  and  noise  pol- 

lution from  aircraft  operation.   (26  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  t  05810)     (MTIS  ORDER  t  EIS  72  58100) 
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Mansfield  Municipal  Airport  12/01 

Missouri 
County:        Wright 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  acquisition  of  land 
(108  acres  fee  title  and  22  acres  easement) ,  tor  the  deve- 

lopment of  the  existing  facility  into  a  general  utility 
class  airport.  The  project  involves  the  construction  of  two 
new  paved  runways,  installation  of  VASI  and  MIPL,  and  im- 

provement of  hangar  and  tiedown  areas.  There  will  be  in- 
creases in  air  and  noise  pollution  levels.  {2U    pages) 

(ELF  OfiDER  »  05706)     (NTIS  06DEB  t  EIS  72  5706D) 

Peidmont  Municipal  Airport  12/19 

Missouri 
County:        Wayne 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a  new 
airport  to  replace  the  existing  private  airport  which  must  be 
abandoned  in  December  1972.   The  project  contemplates  the  ac- 
quisition  of  land  (107  acres-fee)  for  airport  development  and 
clear  zones;  construction  of  a  NE/SW  runway  and  a  stub  taxiway 
installation  of  VASI, a  beacon,  segmented  circle, lighted  wind 
cone  and  fencing;  and  the  relocation  of  power  and  telephone 
Relocation  of  2100*  of  McKenzie  Creek  will  adversely  affect 
aquatic  Ife.  A  nt^w  area  will  be  exppsed  to  air  and  sound 
pollution  due  to  airport  operation.   (32  pages) 
(ELB  OBDEB  #  05795)    (NTIS  ORDEB  #  SIS  72  5795D) 

Duplin  County  Airport  12/12 

North  Carolina 
County:         Duplin 
The  proposed  project  is  the  construction  of  a  ne«  general 
aviation  airport  in  tke  Town  of  Kenansvilie.  Initial  con- 

struction will  include  a  paved  and  marked  3700*  x  75'  run- 
way; a  taxiway  and  parking  apron;  KIEL  and  a  rotating  bea- 
con. Approximately  185  acres  of  rural  land  has  already  been 

acquired  for  the  site.  (45  pages) 
(ELR  OBDBH  #  05761)    (NTIS  OEDER  i  EIS  72  6761  D) 

Greater  Pittsburgh  International  Airport  12/06 

Pennsylvania 
County:         Allegheny 
The  proposed  project  conteroplates  constructing  new  runway 
19R-28L  and  extending  runway  end  32  together  with  associated 
taxiways,  new  air  carrier  terminal  building  and  access  roads 
Other  improvements  outside  the  airfield  operation  area 
include  industrial  waste  treatment,  sanitary  sewerage 
system,  elimination  of  mine  acid  drainage  and  waste  area 
leachate,  and  restoration  of  strip  mine  and  solid  waste 
areas.   Approximately  6,000  acres,  as  recommended  in  the 



-50- 

master  planning  studies,  will  be  acquired  to  expand  the 
existing  airport.   (U5  pages) 
(ELR  OfiDER  #  05720)    (NTIS  ORDEB  #  EIS  72  6720D) 

Sparta-ahites  County  Airport  12/19 

Tennessee 
County:         White 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  fee  simple  purchase  of 
133  acres  of  land  for  the  construction  of  a  general  aviation 

airport.   The  project  will  consist  of  a  UOOO*   X   75* 
NE/SW  runway  and  structures  appurtenant  to  the  runway,  in- 

cluding paved  parking  area,  taxiway,  auto  parking  area  and 
an  access  road.   There  wili  be  an  increase  in  air  pollution 
and  ambient  noise.  (29  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05791)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5791D) 

Federal  Highway  Administration 

Draft  Date 

County  Road  63  12/27 

Alabama 
County:         Marshall 
The  statement  considers  two  alternate  locations  for  the  im- 

provement of  4,6  miles  of  Route  63,  beginning  at  US-U31  and 
ending  South  of  the  City  of  Grant.   Adverse  effects  of  the 

project  are  the  acquisition  of  several  acres  of  land,  dis- 
location of  several  families,  some  erosion  and  watqr  pollu- 

tion and  a  change  in  some  small  wildlife  habitat.   (16  pages 
(ELR  ORDEB  »  05820)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS72  5820L  ) 

State  Route  35  12/27 

Alabama 
County:         Jackson        DeKalb 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  widening,  iuproving, 
and  relocation  of  Alabama  Highway  No.  35.   Project  length  is 
5.3  miles.   The  amount  of  land  required  for  right-of-way  and 
the  number  of  displacements  will  depend  upon  the  route  selec- 

ted.  (  33  pages) 
(ELfi  ORDER  #  05821)    (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5821D) 

State  Highways  29  and  121  12/04 

California 
County:        Napa 
The  proposed  project  consists  of  a  freeway  on  Boutes  29  and 
121  between  existing  Route  29  near  Soscol  Road  and  Imola 
Avenue  West,  a  distance  of  4.8  miles.   The  project  will 
provide  a  four  lane  bypass  for  the  City  of  Napa  and  a 
bridge  spanning  the  Napa  River.   Approximately  380  acres  of 
grassland  will  be  committed  to  right  of  way  use;  22  acres 
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of  vineyard  and  13  acres  of  peat  orchard  will  be  removed. 
Other  adverse  impacts  ot  the  action  include  loss  of  wild- 

life habitat,  displaoement  of  six  families  and  possible 
encroachment  on  archaeoloqical  sites.   (92  pages) 
(ELS  OHOEH  #  05710)     (NTIS  aRDEK  i  EIS  72  5710E) 

Delaware  Kt..  397  (Ott's  Chapel  Road) 12/27 

Delaware 
County:        New  Castle 
The  proposed  highway  improvement  is  the  construction  of  a 
bridge  over  the  Penn  Central  Railroad  and  the  upgrading  of 
Ott's  Chapel  Soad.   The  project  will  increase  noise  and  air 
pollution.   (b4  pages) 
(ELH  ORDER  «  05816)     {NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5ei6D) 

State  Route  UU 12/oa 

Florida 
County:        Lake 
The  proposed  project  is  the  improvement  of  SR  UU;  length  is 
one  mile.   The  project  would  displace  68  businesses,  UO 

families,  and  two  non-profit  organizations.   The  project 
will  diminish  the  water  quality  in  the  surrounding  area  and 
cause  an  increase  in  air  pollution.   (U6  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  »  05711)    (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5711D) 

Ky  61  -  Preston  Highway 12/22 

Kentucky 
County:        Jefferson      Bullitt 

The  proposed  project  is  the  construction  of  a  ̂ -lane 
divided  highway;  length  is  1.95  miles.   The  project  will 
require  U7  acres  of  land  and  will  displace  an  unspecified 
number  of  families.   (18  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05812)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5812D) 

U.S.  15 

Maryland 
County:        Frederick 
The  statement  refers  to  t 

15  from  the  Kelly's  Store 
sylvania  State  Line  and  a 
change  improvements.   The 
miles.   A  4(f)  statement 
Road  Covered  Bridge  Park 
for  a  new  access  road.   A 
noise  and  air  pollution  d 
approximately  200  fruit  t 
(ELR  ORDER  »  05788)     (NT 

he  proposed  dualiza 
Road  intersection 

ssociated  service  r 
length  of  the  proj 

is  included  for  the 
of  which  0.37  acres 
dverse  effects  incl 
uring  construction 
rees.   (56  pages) 
IS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5 

tion  of  Route 

to  the   Penn- oads  and  inte 
ect  is  12.17 

impact  on  Ro 
will  be  used 
ude  increased 
and  loss  of 788D) 

r- 

ddy
 



-52- 

U,S.    15    -    Putnam   Road   to    Kelly's  Store    Boad  12/20 

Maxyland 
County:        Frederick 
The  proposed  project  is  the  dualization  and  improveirient  of 
U.S.  15  from  Putman  Road  tc  Kelly's  Store  Eoad;  length  is 
3.2  miles.   The  project  will  displace  four  fanilies  and  the 
Catoctin  Zoo.   A  reduction  of  farm  and  woodland  property 
and  possible  damage  to  and  loss  of  fish  rearing  ponds  would 
occur.   Air  and  noise  pollution  levels  would  increases.   (51 
pages) 
(iLB    ORD£B  i  05799)    (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5799D) 

Route  52  Expressway  12/29 

Massachusetts 
The  proposed  project  is  the  location,  design,  construction 
and  maintenance  of  a  15  mile  segment  of  Routei  52.'   Volume  I 
examines  the  nine  mile  segment  of  Route  52  to  be  located  in 

the  City  of  Horcestor  and  the  Towns  of  West  Boylston,  Hold- 
en,  and  Sterling;  Volume  II  covers  the  portion  to  be  locat- 

ed in  Sterling,  Lancaster,  and  Leominster.   Adverse  effects 

of  the  projects  include  displacement  of  families  and  busi- 
nesses, changes  in  land  use,  relocation  of  utilities,  reduc- 

tion of  tax  base,  increases  in  noise  and  air  pollution,  dis- 
ruption during  construction  and  modification  of  present  hy- 
drology in  the  proj«ct  area.   (Vol.  I,  123  pages;  Vol.  II, 

350  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  0582U)    (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  582UC) 

U.S.  31  -  Michigan  12/19 

Michigan 
County:        Aerrien 
The  proposed  project  is  the  bridge  replacement  ever  the 
St,  Joseph  River  and  reconstruction  of  1.7  miles  of  OS  31. 
The  number  of  displaced  families  and  businesses  will  depend 
upon  the  alternate  chosen.   Adverse  effects  will  consist  of 
increases  in  air,  water,  noise  and  litter  pollution;  loi.s  of 
vegetation;  and  increased  eroision  and  siltation  due  to 
rechannelization  of  St.  Joseph's  River.   (U6  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  »  05787)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5787D) 

Hoataad  State  Route  ^40  12/12 

Montana 

The  proposed  project  is  the  reconstruction  of  'i.b  n.ile.i  oi 
existing  Montana  UO.   The  project  will  acquire  U5  acres  of 
land  and  displace  6  businesses  and  5  families.  A  section 
4(f)  statement  will  be  acquired  to  obtainO.03  acres  of  land 
from  the  Pinwood  Par)(.   The  project  will  include  the  con- 

struction of  the  Platbead  River  Bridge  causing  increased 
water  pollution  and  siltation.   Other  adverse  effects  will 
includeincreased  noise  and  air  pollution*   (78  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  »  05763)    (NTIS  ORDER  i  EIS  72  5763D) 
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Draft  Date 

Nebraska  Highway  No.  1U  12/05 

Nebraska 
County:        Nuckolls 
The  proposed  project  involves  the  reconstruction  of  a  3.5 
ndle  segment  of  N-14  located  between  the  north  junction  of 
US  136/N-14  and  the  southern  urban  limits  of  Nelson.   The 
project  consists  of  grading,  roadway  drainagei  structures, 
and  a  100  foot  -  40  foot  clear  roadway  bridge  over  Elk 
Creek.   Section  4(f)  land  from  Nelson  City  Park,  Elk  Creek 

Country  Club,  and  a  quasi-public  (iirl  Scout  Camp  will  be 
encroached  upon,   (36  pages) 
(ELB  OHDER  #  05714)     (NIIS  OBDER  »  EIS  72  5714  ) 

U.S.  Highway  275  12/06 

Nebraska 
County:        Cuming 
The  proposed  project  consists  of  reconstructing  a  1.7  mile 
segment  of  U.S.  275  to  provide  a  four-lane  facility  of  high 
type  pavement  through  the  City  of  West  Point.   Approximately 
19t)  trees,  involving  several  species,  will  b0  r^iroved.   Two 
houses  and  one  building  will  be  displaced.   (18  pages) 
(ELfi  ORDER  i  05717)    (NIIS  ORDER  i  EIS  72  5717D) 

U.S.  Route  302  12/29 

New  Hampshire 
County:         Coos 
The  statement  refers  to  the  relocation  of  a  2.1  irile  segment 
of  existing  Route  302  in  order  to  improve  the  geometry  of 
the  existing  segment.:  The  Ammonoosuc  Biver  will  be  crossed 
twice  by  bridging.   Adverse  qff^cts  include  acquisition  of 
55  acres  of  land,  relocation  of  two  residences  and  a  high- 

way maintenance  shed,  and  temporary  increases  in  noise  and 
siltation.   (33  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05826)    (NTIS  ORDEB  t  EIS  72  5826C) 

New  Jersey  Route  15  Freeway.  12/15 

New  Jersiey 
County:        Sussex 
The  statement  considers  three  alternatives  for  the  construc- 

tion of  a  6.5  mile  segment  of  Route  15.   The  project  is  pro- 
posed as  a  four  lane  limited  access  highway.  Approximately 

380  acres  of  rural  land  will  be  committed  to  right-of-way; 
ten  businesses  and  nine  families  will  be  displaced.  The 
Paulins  Kill  River  bed  will  be  adversely  affected.  (55 

pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05781)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5781D) 

I 
i 

I 
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Long  Island  Sound  Bridge  12/08 

New  York 
County:        Westchester    Nassau 

The  proposed  project  is  the  construction  of  a  bridge  cross- 
ing Long  Island  Souod  and  connecting  biglmays  I  287  and  I 

95;  project  length  is  16.5  miles.  The  facility  «ill  result 
in  regional  growth  changes  to  Westchester,  Nassau,  and  Suf- 

folk Counties  in  New  York,  and  Fairfield  County  in  Connec- 
ticut. The  number  of  displacements  will  depend  upon  the  pre- 

cise route  chosen.  The  project  will  traverse  wetlands;  edu- 
cational and  religious  institutions  will  be  adveirsely  af- 

fected. (318  pages) 
(ELB  OBDER  #  05748)     (NTIS  OEDER  #  EIS  72  57U8D) 

U.S.  1  12/12 

North  Carolina 
County:        Wake 
The  proposed  project  is  the  widening  of  U.S.  1;  length  is 
7.7  miles.   The  project  will  acquired  65  acres  of  land  and 
displace  6  businesses  and  14  families.   Additional  right- 
of-way  will  be  retiuired  from  a  church  owned  pcopeicty;   Ad- 

verse effects  will  iqclude  some  siltation  of  the  Neuse 
Biver.   (35  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  i  05760)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5760D) 

US  421- (West  Market  Street)  12/29 

North  Carolina 
County:        Guilford 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  widening  of  West  Market 
Street  in  Greensboro  to  six  lanes.   The  1.8  mile  reconstruc- 

tion project   begins  at  Jamestown  College  Road  and  extends 
to  Nuirs  Chapel  Road.   Five  families  ana  one  business  will 
be  displaced.   Stream  siltation  during  construction  and  in- 

creased noise  levels  in  the  corridor  will  result;.   (17  pages 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05829)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5829C) 

S.R.  20  -  Relocated  12/19 

Oklahoma 
County:        Hayes 
The  project  consists  of  the  relocation  of  S.-R.  20.   Length 
is  9.7  miles.   The  prpject  will  acquire  250  acres  of  native 
grasslands  and  displace  8  families  and  3  businesses.   (17 
pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05794)    (NTIS  ORDER  t  EIS  72  579UD) 

L.  R.  1010  -  Mid  County  Expressway  1^/19 

Pennsylvania 
County:         Delaware 
The  proposed  project  is  the  construction  of  2.7  miles  of  the 
Mid-County   Expressway,    L. B.     1010.       Land   acquisition   will 
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total  10.72  acres,  of  which  3.52  acres  will  be  from  the 
grounds  of  the  Lerper  House,  a  historical  site.   Twelve 
businesses  and  132  families  will  be  displaced.   A  Section 
4  (f)  statement  will  be  filed  to  obtain  land  froir  the  Black 
Bock  Park.   There  will  be  increases  in  air  and  noise 
pollution  levels.   (i36  pages) 
(ELR  OHDER  *  05786)     (NTIS  OHDER  #  £IS  72  5786E) 

Interstate  84  12/29 

Rhode  Island 

The  proposed  project  is  part  of  a  proposed  250.5  mile  east- 
west  expressway  facility  extending  between  Scrartor,  Penn- 

sylvania and  Providence,  Rhode  Island.  The  segment  consider- 
ed in  this  statement  will  be  approximately  17  miles  long, 

depending  on  the  location.   The  following  areas  will  be  af- 
fected: Providence,  Jiast  Greenwich,  North  Scituate,  Croinpton, 

Ciayville,  and  Coventry  Center.  The  number  of  residences 
and  businesses  to  be  displace|d  will  depend  upon  the  corri- 
selected.  (3  volumes,  approximately  850  pages) 
(ELH  OHDER  #  05834)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5834D) 

Dakota  Street  12/12 

South  Dakota 
County :        Brown 
The  statement  referg  to  a  proposed  comprehensive  street  sys- 

tem for  the  City  of  Aberdeen.  The  project  involves  the  re- 
construction of  a  2  mile  urban  section  of  Dakota  Street^the 

extension  ot  US  12,  and  related  work.  A  bicycle  path  and  im- 
proved sidewalks  are  proposed  for  the  entire  projects  Three 

structures  and  the  Chicago-Nortbwestqrn  Railway  dqpot  will 
be  displaced.  Noise  and  air  pollution  may  affect  an  elemen- 

tary school..  (Ill  pages) 
(ELR  oaDEB  t  05759)    {NTIS  ORDEfi  ♦  EIS  72  5759D) 

Ggden  -The  12th  Street  Corridor  12/01 

Utah 
County:        Wabee 
The  proposed  project  is  the  wid€>ning  or  realignnent  of  the 

Ogden  -'  12th  Strfeet  Corridor.   Length  is  1.6  miles.   The 
project  will  have  an  adverse  effect  upon  schools;  causing 
changes  in  school  boundaries/  disruption  of  classes  by 
increased  noise  levels;  and  the  possible  removal  of  Wound 
fort  Jr.  High  School.   Other  adverse  effects  will  include  a 
general  disruption  of  the  community.   (249  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  «  05707)    (NTIS  OEDEB  #  EIS  72  5707D) 

Clear  Creek  Canyon  (1-70)  12/04 

Utah 
County:        Millard        Sevier 
The  statement  refers  to  the  construction  of  15  niles  of 
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U-lane  divided  highway  from  t,he  Summit  of  Cleat  Creek 
Canyon  to  2  miles  southeast  of  the  hamlet  of  Joseph, 
The  major  design  features  consists  of  the  roadvay,  three 
bridges  and  two  interchanges.'   Effects  of  the  action 
include  modification  of  deer  migration  patterns, 
reduction  of  juniper  vegation  and  relocation  of  stream 
channels.   Two  families  will  be  displaced.   (107  pagos) 
(£LB  OBDER  i  05712)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5712D) 

1-15  12/12 

Utah 
County:        Juab 
The  proposed  project  is  the  construction  of  26  iriles  of  1-15 
The  project,  depending  upon  alternate  chosei),  would  require 
for  right-of-way  between  30  and  50  acres  of  irrigated  agri- 

cultural   land  and  from  3  to  8  residences.   Adverse  effects 
will  include  loss  of  winter  range  land  for  the  South  Nebo 
elk  and  deer  herds  and  an  increased  danger  of  road  kills. 
There  will  be  an  increase  of  erosion  and  water  pollution. 
(157  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  i  U5764)     (KIIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  576aD) 

Route  58  12/19 

Virginia 
County:        Mecklenburg 
The  proposed  project  is  the  construction  of  a  four-lane 
divided  facility  along  the  existing  highway  corridor  of 
Route  58.   Project  length  is  19. U  miles.   Acquisition  of 
right-of-way  will  result  in  the  displacement  of  35  families, 
13businesses  and  4  non-profit  organizations.   Section  U {f ) 
reviews  for  the  loss  of  24  acres  of  land  from  the  Occoneeche 
State  Park  and  8.73  acres  from  Rudels  Creek  Public  Use  Area 
are  included.   (48  pages) 
(ELR  ORDER  »  05796)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5796D) 

Final  Date 

Noise  Standards  and  Procedures,  P.L.  96-605  12/27 

The  statement  considers  DOT  standards  which  would  require 
noise  studies  and  the  incorporation  of  noise  abatement 
measures  into  federally  aided  highway  projects;  foster 
cooperation  between  state  and  local  officials  to  develop 
standards;  and  provide  incentives  for  state  and  local 
governments  to  enact  codes  regulating  noise  produced  by 
individual  vehicles.  (201  pages) 
COMMENTS  HADE  BY:  EPA   'HEH   HUD   DOI   DOT   DOC 
(ELR  ORDER  t  05822)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5822F) 
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1-65-2  12/08 

Alabama 

County:        Shelby 
The  proposed  project  is  the  constuction  of  7»2  miles  of 
highway.  Four  individuals  and  30  familieis  will  be  displaced 
A  section  4(f)  statinent  will  be  filed  due  to  th^  need  to  ac 
quire  8  acres  from  the  Oak  Mountain  State  Park.  (53  pages;) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY;  USDA  COE   DOI   DOT   EPA   HOD 

state  and  regional  agencies 
(ELR  OKDEE  #  05737)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5737F) 

US  31  12/08 

Alabama 
County:        Callman 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  0.75 
mile  of  highway.  Five  residences  will  be  displaced.  There 
will  oe  increases  in  air  and  noise  pollution.  (40  pages) 
COMMENTS  HADE  BY:  USDA  DOI   DOT   EPA   HEW   HUD  t 

state  agencies  i 
(ELR  ORDER  #  057U2)    (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  57U2F)  I 

Talladega  Scenic  Drive  12/12 

Alabama 
County:        Celeburne 
The  proposed  project  continueis  the  southward  cojistruction  of 
the  Talladega  Scenic  Drive.   Project  length  is  2.67  miles. 
Adverse  effects  include  soil  erosion  during  and  after  con- 

struction and  acquisitipn  of  approximately  63  acres  of  un- 
developed mountainous  woodland.   Section  4(f)  land  from  the 

Cheaha  State  Park  will  be  enroached  upon.   (71  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  AEC   COt   EPA   HUL   DOI   £0T 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05755)    (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5755F) 

1-10  Ehrenberg-Phoenix  12/12 

Arizona 
County:        Maricopa 
The  statement  is  a  final  supplement  to  the  final  statement 
on  1-10(2)34,  I-IG-10-2(37)  ,  and  1-10-2(40).   It  contains 
a  discussion  and  an  analysis  of  air  pollution  factors  and 

the  anticipated  impact  the  proposed  highway  will  affect  up- 
on the  air  quality  of  the  project  area.   (107  pages) 

COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USUA  DOI 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05756)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5756F) 

S.R.  365  12/08 

Arkansas  | 
County:        Pulaski  I 
The  proposed  project  is  the  contruction  of  a  4  lane  divided 
highway  on  S.R.  365.  Project  length  is  7.4  miles.  While 
precise  number  is  dependant  upon  the  route  chosen,  appro 

( 

the 

■
"
J
 



-58- 

mately  35  families,  3  businesses,  2  churches,  and  a  private 
club  may  be  displaced.  Other  adverse   effects  will  include 

increases  in  noise  and  air  pollution,  and  the  loss  of  wild- 
life habitat..  (27  pages) 

COMMENTS  HADE  BY:  USDA  DOI   EPA   HEW   HUD   OEO 
state  agencies 

(ELB  OBDER  #  05736)    (NTIS  OhDLR    #  EIS  7^  57361) 

Arkansas  River  Bridge  and  Approaches  12/01 

Arkansas 

Counties:      Johnson    Logan 

This  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a 
bridge  and  approaches  across  the  Arkansas  River  near 
Clarksville;  total  length  of  the  facility  is  13  miles. 
The  only  adverse  environmental  effects  stated  are  an 

increase  in  air  and  noise  pollution.-  The  bridge  would 
provide  access  to  Logan  County,  a  rural  depressed  area 
in  which  O^^ark  National  Forest  is  located   One  hundred 

and  thirty  acres  of  land  will  be  acQuired.  (36  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:   EPA  USCG 

state  and  local  agencies 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05701)       (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5701F) 

Arnold  Industrial  Highway  (Boute  4)  12/12 

California 
County:        Contra  Costa 
The  statement  refers;  to  the  reconstruction  of  6.'8  miles  of 
highway,  and  the  new  construction  of  0.9  mile. Displacements 
will  include  8U  families  and  21  businesses.  A  ̂  (f)    state- 

ment will  be  filed  as  land  will  be  taken  from  a  golf  course. 
(131  pages) 
COMMENTS  HADE  BY:  USDA  COE   HEW   HUD 

state  and  local  agencies 
(ELB  OBDEB  #  05753)    (NTIS  OBDEfi  *  EIS  72  5753f) 

Route  8  12/29 

Connecticut 
The  project  involves  the  improvement  of  Route  8  between  the 
vicinity  of  North  Street  in  Seymour  and  the  vicinity  of  Rt. 
63  in  Naugatuck,  a  distance  of  5. 8  miles.   The  project  is 
the  final  link  in  the  Route  8  expressway  between  1-95  in 
Bridgeport  and  Boute  U4  in  Winsted.   Approximately  twenty 
acres  of  Section  4(t)  land  from  the  Naugatuck  State  Forest 
will  be  encroached  upon.   Seven  businesses  and  55  families 
would  be  affected,   (90  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  COE   EPA   HUD   DGI   CEO 

state  and  regional  agencies 
(ELB  OBDEB  i  05752)    (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5752P) 
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OS  301 
 '^''' 

Florida 
County:        Manatee        Sacasota  ^  nc  7ni 

The  statement  refers  to  the  prot^osed  iniproveir.ent  
of  OS  30  1 

from  SB  778  to  Itst  St.  in  Bradenton.  The  project  -i
ll  be  a 

8  mile, 4  lane,  limited  access  highway,  built  alo
ng  an  aban- 

doned railroad  right-of-way.  Displacements  will  includ
e  26 

businesses  and  9U  families.  (U5  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  DOT   EPA   DOI 

state  and  regional  agencies 

(ELB  ORDER  i  05702)    {NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5702P) 

iestern  Bypass  for  the  City  of  Albany  12/29 

Georgia 
County:        Dougherty 
The  statement  represents  a  corridor  study  tor  construction 

of  approximately  25  miles  of  highway  to  form  a  iestern  Ey- 
pass  for  the  city  of  Albany.   The  amount  of  land  required 
and  the  number  of  displacements  will  depend  upon  the  alter- 

nate selected.   The  Cooleewahee  Swamp  and  a  clustjer  of  sink- 
holes used  by  migratory  waterfowl  may  be  disturbed.  (120 

pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  HOD   EPA 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05832)    (NIIS  OBDER  #  EIS  72  5832f) 

Kanoelehua  Avenue  12/07 

Hawaii 
The  statement  considers  the  reconstruction,  from  2  to  'i 
lanes,  of  3.8  miles  of  roadway.  No  additional  right-of-way 
will  be   taljen  by  the  project.   (57  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:   COE   USAF   HEW  DOI   DOT 

state  and  local  agencies 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05728)      (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5728F) 

F.A.P.  Route  412  12/29 

Illinois 

County:        Shelby         Christian      Fayette 
The  statement  is  concerned  with  the  proposed  construction 
of  80  miles  of  new  U-lane  highway,  a  section  of  the  250- 
mile  long  north-south  F.A.P.  412.  The  facility  would  be 
constructed  within  the  corridor  of,  but  not  on,  existing 
US  51,   Approximately  3600  acres  of  land  and  an  unspecified 
number  of  residences  will  be  committed  to  the  project.   (59 

pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  COE   EPA   DOI   DOT 
(ELB  ORDER  #  05833)    (NTIS  OBDER  *  BIS  72  5833F)i 
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US  50  12/09 

Kansas 
County:        Lyon 
The  project  involves  the  reconstruction  and  widering, 
from  2  to  4  lanes,  of  1.1  miles  of  highway  in  the  City  of 

Emporia.   An  unspecified  amount  of  property  will  be  re- 
acquired for  the  additional  right-of-way,   (25  pages) 

COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  COE   USCG  DOI   DOT   EPA   HEW   HUD   OEO 
(ELB  OBDER  #  05739)    (NTIS  OBDEB  #  EIS  72  5739F) 

M-1U  Freeway  12/15 

Michigan 
County:        Washtenaw      Wayne 

The  proposed  project  is  the  construction  pf  a  portion  of  M- 1 
to  interstate  standards.   Project  length  is  12  miles.   A  fire 
station,  a  water  tower,  and  an  unspecified  number  of  familie 
and  businesses  will  be  displaced;  348  acres  will  be  acquired 
for  right  of  way*   A  Section  4(f)  statement  will  be  filed  to 
obtain  land  from  the  Middle  Rouge  Par]cway.   The  project  will 
have  an  adverse  effect  on  the  surrounding  wetlands  causing 
loss  of  ground  cover,j  wildlife,  and  alteratiqn  of  drainage 
patterns.   Water,  air,  noise  and  litter  pollution  levels 
are  expected  to  rise.   Other  adverse  effects  will  include 
urbanization,  loss  of  tax  base  and  disruption  of  adjoining 
residential  neighborhoods.   (84  pages) 
COMMENTS  HADE  BY:  USDA  COE   DOC   DOI   DOT   EPA 

state  and  local  agencies 
concerned  citizens 

(ELB  ORDEB  #  05775)    (NTIS  OKDEB  #  EIS  72  5775F) 

Inters^tate  Boute  229  12/07 

Missouri 
County:        AQdrew         Buchanan 
The  proposed  project  consists  of  constructing  11.9  miles  of 
limited  access  multi-lane  freeway  from  existing  inter- 

change provisions  with  129  to  connect  with  the  completed 
portion  of  1-229  at  22nd  Steeet  in  the  City  of  St.  Joseph. 
Section  4  (f )  land  will  be  acquired  from  Biverview  Park, 
Huston-Wyeth  Park  and  Southwest  Parkway.   The  project  will 
require  the  ultimate  relocation  of  158  residences,  16 
businesses  and  3  churches.   (^0  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  EPA   DOI   DOI   HUD 
(ELB  OBDER  t  05724)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5724f) 

Boute  67  12/08 

Missouri 
County:        Butler 
The  proposed  project  is  the  construction  of  3,8  iriles  of 
highway.  Approximately  130  acres  of  timber  and  pasture  land 
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will  be  required  for  right-of-way.  Tiie  construction  of  a 
bridge  over  the  Black  River  will  disturb  riparian  habitat. 
(23  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  QOE       DOI   EPA   HEW 

one  state  agency 
(ELE  ORDER  #  05738.)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5738F) 

U.S.  73-75  and  Neb.  1  12/07 

Nebrasica 
County:        Cass 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  reconstruction  of  the 

intersection  of  Highway  U.S.  73-75  and  Highway  N-1;  and  the 
reconstruction  of  approximately  0,9  miles  on  U.S.  73-75  as- 

sociated with  the  intersection  iniprovement  and  the  rebuild- 
ing of  N-1  from  the  intersection  to  the  Village  of  Murray, 

a  distance  of  0.75  mile.   Two  mobile  homes,  a  vacant  house, 

a  service  station  and  various  farm  buildings  will  be   dis- 
placed.  Approximately  19  acres  of  additional  right-of-way 

will  be  acquired.   (32  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  EPA   COE   USDA  DOI   HUD 

state  agencies 

(ELR  ORDER  #  05730)    (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5730F) 

State  Route  25  12/15 

Nebraska 

County:        Perkins        Hayes  Ixncoln 

The  proposed  project  involves  the  construction  of  a  highway 

segment,  Nebraska  25,  between  U.S.  34  and  the  junction  of 
U.S.  6  and  BR.  25;  and  the  relocation  and  reconstruction  of 

Nebraska  25  between  Hayes  Center  and  Sfi  23.   Total  length 

of  the  project  is  approximately  2.5  miles.   The  project 

will  acquire  agricultural  land  and  disrupt  local  agricul- 
tural practices.   The  project  will  traverse  one  stream,  the 

Little  Blackwood  Creek.   There  will  be  increases  in 

noise  and  air  pollution  levels  and  adverse  impacts  on  wild- life.  (67  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  COE   DOI   DOT   EPA   HUD 

state  agencies 

(ELR  ORDER  #  05776)    (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5776F) 

County  Hoad  35  12/15 

New  York 

County:        Chenago  ^      ■ ,  ^ 

The  proposed  project  is  the  reconstruction  of  a. 9  mxles  ot 

County  Road  35.  The  project  would  displace  5  families  and  3 

businesses.  The  ecological  balance  of  Guilford  Lake  and 

Guilford  Creek  may  be  affected;  there  will  be  increases  xn 
noise  levels.  (52  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA 

state  agencies 

(ELR  ORDER  #  05774)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5774F) 
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Hest  First  Street  (SK  1507)  12/07 

North  Carolina 
County:        Forsty 
The  statement  refers  to  a  {;roposal  to  widen  all  five  ap- 

proaches to  the  intersection  of  West  First  Street,  Miller 
Street,  Stratfora  Boad  and  Country  Club  Ecad  and  to  irake  cer 
tain  channelization  and  traffic  control  revisiors.   Approxi- 

mately 0.37  acres  of  Section  4(f)  land  will  be  required  for 
additional  right-of-way.   (44  pages) 
COMfiENIS  MADE  BY:  USDA  COE   EPA   GSA   HEW   HUD   COC   FPC   ICC 

state  and  local  agencies 
(ELS  ORDER  #  05729)     (MIS  OEDER  #  EIS  72  5729F) 

US  19  and  US  129,  Relocated  12/08 

North  Carolina 
County:        Cherokee 
The  proposed  project  is  the  relocation  of  US  routes  19  and 
129;  total  length  is  18.1  miles.  The  project  will  displace 
55  residences  and  5  businesses.  Other  adverse  effects  will 
include  erosion  and  siltation  of  the.  Valley  and  Hawassee 
Rivers,  both  ot  which  will  be  crossed.  (  105  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USJ^A  COE   DOI   DOT   EPA   HEW   HUD   GSA   IVA 

state  and  regional  agencies 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05735)     (KTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5735F) 

Bismarck  City  Streets  12/12 

North  Dakota 
County:         Burleigh 
The  statement  considers  the  proposed  reconstruction  and 

implementation  of  one-way  traffic  on  7th  Street  and  9th 
Streets.  Construction  on  7tb  Street  will  include  widening 

of  seven    blocks  and  constructing  an  "at  grade  crossing"  a- 
cross  the  Burlington  Northern  Railroad  tracks.  Some  trees 
on  existing  right-of-way  will  be  removed^  noise  and  fume 
pollution  will  increase  during  construction.   (3C  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  DOI   EPA   HOD 
(ELR  OEDER  #  05757.)    (NTIS  ORDER  «  EIS  72  5757F) 

U.S.  30  12/06 

Ohio 
County:         Columbiana 

The  proposed  project  is  the  extension  of  U.S.  30^  The  pro- 
ject will  displace  400  families,  43  businesses  and  2 

churches.  A  section  4 (f )  statement  will  be  filed  for  the 
taking  of  the  Cassius  Clark  Thompson  House.  (39  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  COE   DOI   EPA 

state  agencies 
(ELR  ORDER  »  05740)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5740f) 
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L.R.  1023  12/08 

Pennsylvania 
County:        Lawrence 
The  proposed  project  is  the  construction  of  '♦.9  iriles  of  U 
lane  highway.  Land  will  be  taken  for  right-of-way  from  the 
Western  Pennsylvania  Conservancy;  construction  activity 
will  result  in  erosion  and  sedimentation  of  streair  beds, 
(51  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  DOI   DOT   EPA 

state  agencies 
(ELR  ORDER  t  057U3)    (NTIS  QEDEB  #  EIS  72  5743F) 

L.R.  16059  -  Cook  Forest  State  Park  12/21 

Pennsylvania 
County:        Clarion 
The  project  is  the  imprpvement  of  L.E.  16059  which  travels 
through  Cook  Forest  State  Park;  length  is  5.7  iril0s.   A 
Section  4(f)  review  will  be  required  to  obtain  0,23  acres 
of  land  from  the  State  Park,   (105  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  DOI   DOT   EPA   HtW 

state  and  regional  agencies 
(ELE  ORDER  »  05800)    (NTIS  ORDER  i  EIS  72  5800F) 

State  Route  PR-1U9  12/29 

Puerto  Rico 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  relocation  of  7,49 
miles  of  PR-149  between  the  Towns  of  Manatia  and  Ciales, 
The  Konatia  River  will  be  crossed  by  the  project*   Approxi- 

mately 340  acres  will  be  acquired  for  right  of  way.   Twenty- 
five  families,  five  individuals,  ten  tenants  and  seven 
businesses  will  be  displaced.   Twenty  farms  will  be  severed, 
(155  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  DOC   EPA   HEW   DOI   OEO   HUD 

agencies  of  Puerto  Rico 
(ELR  ORDER  »  05827)    (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5827F) 

S,R,  3  12/08 

Tennessee 
County:        Obin 

The  proposed  project  is  the  reconstruction  of  7,'2  miles  of 
highway.  The  number  of  displacements  will  depend  upon  the 
route  chosen.  The  project  will  traverse  two  creeks,  with 
adverse  effects  to  riparian  wildlife,  (39  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  COE   DOI   DOT   EPA   TVA 

state  and  local  agencies 
(ELR  ORDER  #  05741)     (NTIS  ORDER  »  EIS  72  5741f) 
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State  Route  77  12/01 

Tennessee 

Counties:       Dyer      Obion 

The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  17 
miles  of  four  lane  highway  on  new  location,  in  order  to 
provide  a  bypass  for  Nemborn,  Trimble,  and  Obion,  The 
Obion  River  and  several  streams  will  be  crossed.  Wetland 

species  and  small  game  of  the  Qbion  River  bottom  area  will 
be  lost.  Approximately  600  acres  of  agricultural  land,  381 
of  which  is  wildlife  habitat,  will  be  committed  to  the  pro- 

ject. One  family  may  be  displaced. 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:   USDA  EPA   DOI   DOT 

state  agencies 
(ELR  OREDER  #  0)5703)       (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5703F) 

State  fioad  35,  Belocated  12/08 

Texas 
County:        Harris 
The  proposed  project  is  the  relocation  of  U  iriles  of  S.E, 
35.  Displacements  will  namber  93  residences  and  H   busi- 

nesses. A  U(£)  statement  will  be  filed  in  order  to  provide 
for  right-of-way  from  the  Frances  Mann  Law  Stat«  Park.  (63 
pages) 
COHMENTS  HADE  BY:  COE   DOT   DOI   EPA   HEH   GEO 

state  and  local  agqncies 
(ELR  OBDEB  t  05745)     (NTIS  OHDER  *  EIS  72  57U5F) 

US  190  12/27 

Texas 
County:        Bell 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  an  8.3 
mile  rural  section  of  US  190  between  Nolanville  and  Belton. 

The  project  cons,is;ts  of  a  four-lane  divided,  high  type  road- 
way with  one  way  frontage  roads..   Approximately  400  acres 

will  be  committed  to  right  of  way;  119  families  and  17 
businesses  will  be  displaced.   Adverse  effects  include 
temporary  water  and  air  pollution  during  CQnstructlon. 
(39  pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  COE   EPA   HEW   OEO 
(ELB  OBDEB  i  05828)    (NTIS  OBDEB  i  EIS  72  58281) 

Vancouver  Freeway  (1-5)  12/12 

Washington 
County:        Clark 

The  project  proposes  six-laning  a  section  of  an  dxisting 
four-lane  freeway  updating  the  interchanges  and  providing for  a  wider  median,   Prpject  length  is  2.5  miles.   Seven 
businesses,  150  single  family  r^idences^  one  motel,  one 
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apartment house  and  one  faternal  organization  will  be  dis- 
placed.  Section  4  (f )  determinations  for  encroachnrents  on 

Marshall  and  Leverich  City  Parks  have  been  filed,  {^3    pages) 
COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  COB   £PA   HUD   DOI   DOT 

state  and  local  agencies 
(ELR  OfiDER  #  05754)    (NTIS  ORDEK  #  EIS  12    5754f) 

US  41  -  Breezewood  Lane  Interchange  12/08 

Wisconsin 
County:        Hinnebago 
The  proposed  project  is  the  construction  of  a  diairond  inter 
change  at  US  41  and  Breezewood  Lane.  Three  r«^sid€(nces  and 
one  electric  power  station  will  be  displaced.  The  project 
will  adversly  affect  the  Neenah  Slough  Waterway  and  the  habi 
tat  of  the  great  northern  pike,  which  is  a  major  contributor 

to  the  pike  population  of  Little  Lake  Butte  des  Morts.  In- 
creases in  water  pollution  will  occur.  (46  pages) 

COMMENTS  MADE  BY:  USDA  EPA   HUD 
state  and  local  agcincies 

(ELS  ORDER  t  05744)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5744F) 

U.S. Coast  Guard 

Draft  Date 

South  Carolina  Route  700  12/22 

South  Carolina 
County:        Charleston 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  approval  of  location 
and  plans  for  a  (replacement)  fiied  highway  bridge  to  carry 
Route  700  across  Church  Creek  at  Hadmalaw  Island,   Some 
marshland  will  be  adversely  affected.   (14  pages) 
(ELR  OfiDER  #  05811)     (NTIS  ORDER  #  EIS  72  5811D) 

) 

I 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 

WASHINGTON,  D.C.   20460 

Office  OF  THE 

Administrator 

AVAILABILITY  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 

AGENCY  COMMENTS  ON  ENVIRONMENTAL 

IMPACT  STATEMENTS  AND  OTHER 

ACTIONS  IMPACTING  THE  ENVIRONMENT 

On  November  1,  1971,  EPA  instituted,  pursuant  to 
the  requirements  of  Section  102  (2)  (C)  of  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969  and  Section  309  of  the 
Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended,  a  procedure  for  the  publication 
of  a  listing  of  draft  environmental  impact  statements  and 
other  actions  affecting  the  environment  that  have  been 
reviewed  and  commented  on  by  the  Agency.   Twenty  (2  0)  such 
listings  have  been  published  since  the  inception  of  the 
procedure.   Each  listing  contained  a  classification  of  the 

nature  of  EPA ' s  comments  on  the  impact  statements  and  other actions  reviewed. 

This  procedure  for  making  available  to  the  public 
our  comments  has  been  reevaluated  and  a  revised  procedure 
has  been  promulgated  in  EPA  Order  164  0.1  dated  November  30, 
1972.   From  this  date,  each  notice  will  contain  five  (5) 
appendices. 

Appendix  I  will  contain  a  listing  of  draft  environ- 
mental impact  statements  reviewed  and  commented  upon  in 

writing  during  the  referenced  reviewing  period.   The 
listing  will  include  the  Federal  agency  responsible  for 
the  statement,  the  number  and  title  of  the  statement, 
the  classification  of  the  nature  of  EPA ' s  comments  as 
defined  in  Appendix  II,  and  the  EPA  source  for  copies  of 
the  comments  as  set  forth  in  Appendix  V. 

Appendix  II  will  introduce  the  new  definitions  of  the 

classifications  of  EPA ' s  comments.  Previously,  the  Agency 
comments  were  set  forth  in  four  classifications,  which 
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integrated  comments  on  the  adequacy  of  the  draft  statement 
with  those  on  the  environmental  impact  of  the  project. 
Henceforth,  comments  on  the  draft  impact  statements  will 
be  designated  by  two  notations:   categories  LO,  ER,  or  EU, 
will  represent  a  comment  on  the  environmental  impact  of 
the  proposed  project;  and  categories  1,  2,  or  3,  will 
represent  a  comment  on  the  adequacy  of  the  impact  statement. 
Explanations  of  the  new  categories  are  as  follows: 

Environmental  Impact  of  the  Action 

LO  (Lack  of  Objections) — EPA  has  no  objections 
to  the  proposed  action  as  described  in  the  draft  impact 
statement;  or  suggests  only  minor  changes  in  the  proposed 
action. 

ER  (Environmental  Reservations) — EPA  has 
reservations  concerning  the  environmental  effects  of  certain 
aspects  of  the  proposed  action.   EPA  believes  that  further 
study  of  suggested  alternatives  or  modifications  is  required 
and  has  asked  the  originating  Federal  agency  to  reassess 
these  aspects. 

EU  (Environmentally  Unsatisfactory) — EPA  believes 
that  the  proposed  action  is  unsatisfactory  because  of  its 
potentially  harmful  effect  on  the  environment.   Furthermore, 
the  Agency  believes  that  the  potential  safeguards  which 
might  be  utilized  may  not  adequately  protect  the  environment 
from  hazards  arising  from  this  action.   The  Agency  recommends 
that  alternatives  to  the  action  be  analyzed  further  (including 
the  possibility  of  no  action  at  all) . 

Adequacy  of  the  Impact  Statement 

Category  1  (Adequate) — The  draft  impact  statement 
adequately  sets  forth  the  environmental  impact  of  the  proposed 
project  or  action  as  well  as  alternatives  reasonably  available 
to  the  project  or  action. 

Category  2  (Insufficient  Information) — EPA 
believes  that  the  draft  impact  statement  does  not  contain 
sufficient  information  to  assess  fully  the  environmental 
impact  of  the  proposed  project  or  action.   However,  from 
the  information  submitted,  the  Agency  is  able  to  make  a 
preliminary  determination  of  the  impact  on  the  environment. 
EPA  has  requested  that  the  originator  provide  the  information 
th^t  was  not  included  in  the  draft  statement. 



-68- 

Category  3  (Inadequate) — EPA  believes  that  the 
draft  impact  statement  does  not  adequately  assess,  the  environ- 

mental impact  of  the  proposed  project  or  action,  or  that 
the  statement  inadequately  analyzes  reasonably  available 
alternatives.   The  Agency  has  requested  more  information  and 
analysis  concerning  the  potential  environmental  hazards  and 
asked  that  substantial  revision  be  made  to  the  impact 
statement . 

It  is  noted  that  where  a  draft  impact  statement  is  assigned 

a  Category  3,  no  comment  will  be  forthcoming  on  the  environ- 
mental impact  of  the  proposed  action. 

Appendix  III  will  introduce  a  new  concept  by  setting 
forth  a  listing  of  final  environmental  impact  statements 
reviewed  and  commented  upon  in  writing  during  the  referenced 
reviewing  period.   The  listing  will  include  the  Federal 
agency  responsible  for  the  statement,  the  number  and  title 

of  the  statement,  a  summary  of  the  nature  of  EPA ' s  comments, 
and  the  EPA  source  for  copies  of  the  comments  as  set  forth 

in  Appendix  V.   The  summary  of  the  nature  of  EPA ' s  comments will  include  a  brief  abstract  of  the  comments  and  will 
designate  those  projects  or  actions  which  have  been  determined 
by  the  Administrator  to  be  unsatisfactory  from  the  standpoint 
of  health,  welfare,  or  environmental  quality,  and  therefore, 
referred  to  the  Council  on  Environmental  Quality. 

Appendix  IV  will  contain  a  listing  of  proposed  Federal 
agency  regulations,  legislation  proposed  by  Federal  agencies, 
and  any  other  proposed  actions  reviewed  and  commented  upon  in 
writing  pursuant  to  section  309(a)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as 
amended,  during  the  referenced  reviewing  period.   The  listing 
will  include  the  Federal  agency  responsible  for  the  proposed 
action,  the  title  of  the  action,  a  summary  of  the  nature  of 
EPA's  comments,  and  the  EPA  source  for  copies  of  the  comments 
as  set  forth  in  Appendix  V.   The  summary  of  the  nature  of 
EPA's  comments  will  include  a  brief  abstract  of  the  comments 
and  will  designate  those  proposed  actions  which  have  been 
determined  by  the  Administrator  to  be  unsatisfactory  from 
the  standpoint  of  health,  welfare,  or  environmental  quality, 
and,  therefore,  referred  to  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality. 

Appendix  V  will  contain  a  listing  of  the  names  and 
addresses  of  the  sources  for  copies  of  EPA  comments  listed 
in  Appendices  I,  III,  and  IV. 
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Attached  hereto  in  Appendices  I  through  V  is  a  listing 
of  all  environmental  impact  statements  and  other  actions 
impacting  the  environment  which  EPA  has  reviewed  and  commented 
upon  in  writing  during  the  period  from  December  1,  1972,  to 
December  29,  1972.   Copies  of  the  EPA  Order  1640.1,  setting 

forth  new  policies  and  procedures  for  EPA's  review  of  agency 
actions  may  be  obtained  by  writing  the  Public  Inquiries  Branch, 
Office  of  Public  Affairs,  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 

Washington,  D.C.  20460.   Copies  of  the  draft  and  final  environ- 
mental impact  statements  referenced  herein  are  available  from 

the  originating  Federal  department  or  agency  or  from  the 
National  Technical  Information  Service,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  Springfield,  Virginia  22151. 

Sheldon  Meyers 
Director 
Office  of  Federal  Activities 

Dated:   JAN  9   1973 
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APPENDIX  II 

DEFINITION  OF  CODES  FOR  THE  GENERAL  NATURE 

OF  EPA  COMMENTS. 

ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  OF  THE  ACTION 

LO — Lack  of  Objection 

EPA  has  no  objections  to  the  proposed  action  as  described  in 
the  draft  impact  statement;  or  suggests  only  minor  changes 
in  the  proposed  action. 

ER — Environmental  Reservations 

EPA  has  reservations  concerning  the  environmental  effects  of 
certain  aspects  of  the  proposed  action.   EPA  believes  that 
further  study  of  suggested  alternatives  or  modifications  is 
required  and  has  asked  the  originating  Federal  agency  to 
reassess  these  aspects. 

EU — Environmentally  Unsatisfactory 

EPA  believes  that  the  proposed  action  is  unsatisfactory 
because  of  its  potentially  harmful  effect  on  the  environment. 
Furthermore,  the  Agency  believes  that  the  potential  safeguards 
which  might  be  utilized  may  not  adequately  protect  the 
environment  from  hazards  arising  from  this  action.   The  Agency 
recommends  that  alternatives  to  the  action  be  analyzed  further 
(including  the  possibility  of  no  action  at  all) . 

ADEQUACY  OF  THE  IMPACT  STATEMENT 

Category  1 — Adequate 

The  draft  impact  statement  adequately  sets  forth  the 
environmental  impact  of  the  proposed  project  or  action  as 
well  as  alternatives  reasonably  available  to  the  project  or 
action. 
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Category  2 — Insufficient  Information 

EPA  believes  that  the  draft  impact  statement  does  not  contain 
sufficient  information  to  assess  fully  the  environmental 
impact  of  the  proposed  project  or  action.   However,  from  the 
information  submitted,  the  Agency  is  able  to  make  a 
preliminary  determination  of  the  impact  on  the  environment. 
EPA  has  requested  that  the  originator  provide  the  information 
that  was  not  included  in  the  draft  statement. 

Category  3 — Inadequate 

EPA  believes  that  the  draft  impact  statement  does  not 
adequately  assess  the  environmental  impact  of  the  proposed 
project  or  action,  or  that  the  statement  inadequately 
analyzes  reasonably  available  alternatives.   The  Agency  has 
requested  more  information  and  analysis  concerning  the 
potential  environmental  hazards  and  has  asked  that  substan- 

tial revision  be  made  to  the  impact  statement. 

If  a  draft  impact  statement  is  assigned  a  Category  3,  no 
rating  will  be  made  of  the  project  or  action,  since  a  basis 
does  not  generally  exist  on  which  to  make  such  a  determination, 

I 
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APPENDIX  V 

SOURCES  FOR  COPIES  OF  EPA  COMMENTS 

A.  Director,  Office  of  Public  Affairs 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
401  M  Street,  S.W. 
Washington,  D.C.    20460 

B.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  I 

Environmental  Protection  Agency- Room  2  3  03 

John  F.  Kennedy  Federal  Building 
Boston,  Massachusetts    02203 

C.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  II 
Environmental  Protection  Agency Room  84  7 
26  Federal  Plaza 
New  York,  New  York    10007 

D.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  III 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Curtis  Bldg.,  6th  and  Walnut  Streets 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania    19106 

E.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  IV 
Environmental  Protection  Agency Suite  300 

1421  Peachtree  Street,  N.E. 
Atlanta,  Georgia    30309 

F.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  V 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
1  N.  Wacker  Drive 
Chicago,  Illinois    60606 

G.  Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  VI 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
1600  Patterson  Street 
Dallas,  Texas    75201 
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H.   Director  of  Public  Affairs 

Region  VII 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
1735  Baltimore  Street 
Kansas  City,  Missouri    64108 

I.   Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Region  VIII 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Lincoln  Tower,  Room  916 
1860  Lincoln  Street 
Denver,  Colorado    80203 

J.   Director  of  Public  Affairs 

Region  IX 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
100  California  Street 
San  Francisco,  California    94102 

K.   Director  of  Public  Affairs 

Region  X 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
1200  6th  Avenue 
Seattle,  Washington    98101 
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