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M 8 UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY T, =«
iy REGION 4 i
345 COURTLAND STREET, N.E.
ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30365
June 15, 1995
4PM-FA/mh

Chief, Rules Review and Directives Branch
U.S. Nuclear Regqulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555-0001

SUBJECT: Final Environmental Statement (FES) related to the
operation of Watts Bar Nuclear Plant Units 1 and 2,
Supplement 1

Dear Sir or Madam:

Under Section 309 of the Clean Air Act and Section 102(2) (C)
of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), EPA has the
responsibility to review and publicly comment on major federal
actions, including actions which are the subject of Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) Supplements. We assume the subject FES
Supplement is equivalent to a Final Environmental Impact
Statement Supplement, as described in Council on Environmental
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations.

EPA reviewed NRC’s Draft Environmental Statement Supplement
on the subject project and provided comments on January 17, 1995,
requesting clarification on several issues. Two issues were
inadequately addressed in the FES Supplement.

EPA requested a clarification of project need which was not
provided in the FES Supplement. Per the FES Supplement (Section
9.1.1), it is NRC’s standard policy not to revisit need for power
in a Supplement; however, we are concerned that the cost benefit
analysis presented in the 1978 FES is so outdated that it could
not accurately represent the current need for power. An updated
power need outlook should have been in the EIS so the public
could be assured that NRC had the most current information
available when making its decision.

A description of planned and ongoing pollution prevention
efforts was requested. NRC maintained that NEPA does not require
this. NEPA’s very purpose is "to promote efforts which will
prevent or eliminate damage to the environment" (42 U.S.C. 4321).
Pursuant to the policy goals found in NEPA section 101 and the
procedural requirements of NEPA section 102 and in CEQ
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regulations, federal agencies should take every opportunity to
include pollution prevention considerations in the decisionmaking
processes for their actions. These considerations should be
documented in any EISs prepared for these actions. The attached
memorandum from the Council on Environmental Quality offers
guidance for including pollution prevention in NEPA documents.
Please note that this memorandum includes the Tennessee Valley
Authority (TVA) and NRC as positive examples of federal agencies
who currently include pollution prevention in some of their
activities.

TVA is subject to Executive Order (EO) 12856 "Federal
Compliance with Right-to-Know Laws and Pollution Prevention
Requirements" (August 3, 1993). This EO requires that federal
agencies develop facility-wide pollution prevention plans. We
are confident that TVA is developing, or has developed such a
plan. The plan should have been summarized, or at least
incorporated by reference in the EIS.

EPA hopes that future NRC NEPA documents will be more
inclusive in addressing need for power (where applicable) and
pollution prevention. If you have any questions, you may contact
Marion Hopkins of my staff at 404/347-3776.

Sincerely, |
Lo Moy

Heinz J. Mueller, Chief
Environmental Policy Section

Attachment
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g :memorendum to head of Federal -
. . departments and agencies regarding

... those efforts'in documents prepared -

~ . Policy Act, -
.. FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON‘I’ACT.

R Memomndum

Subject: Pollution Prevention and the

. - federal energies and federal dollars on

" pollution once it hds occurred,:

... such as runoff from agricultural lands
J and urban roadways—and addressin
" cross-media’ diivironmental’ problem —

“end-of-the-pipe” solutions.::

G R Tt €T I Ty g Lt e
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s ) 'lpollutants being genereted In eddmon,
B Beverly L. Mi.lkm_an.

such techniques promote increased *
efficiency in the use of raw materials
and in:conversation of natural’ resources
and can be.a'most cost-effective means

: “regulation, Many strategies have been:’
. COUNCIL ON ENVIRONMENT AL

S fewer toxic inputs, redesigning -
 National Envlronmental Pollcy Act; ., . products, altering manufacturing and
‘ Pollutlon Preventlon = maintenen prooesses. end conserving

. ene 17 TN
" AGENCY: Council on Environmental LA
* Quality, Executiye Office of the

.-+ This me orendum seeks to encourage

furtherance of their responsibilities .
'under the National Environmental -
Policy Act (NEPA); to incorporate
pollution prevention’principles,
techniques, arid mechahisms into their -

planning and decislonmaking processes
and to evaluate and report those efforts,
- as appropriate, in. doc ments prepared ‘
' pursuant to NEP : _ iy '

" pollution prevention and the National
Environmental Policy Act:-%.- "

. SUMMARY: Tils ‘memorandum provides
_ guidance to the federal agencies on -

mcorporettng pollution prevention: -
principles, fec tmiques. and ‘mechanisms
-into theif plaiihing and decisionmaking
processes and evaluating and reportin

NEPA provides a longstanding
""umbrella for a renewed emphasis on "
) . pollution prevention.in all federal

-+ _pursuant to the National Environmental

is “to promote efforts which

prevent or eliminate damage to the
environment *:*:*” 42 U.S.C. 4321,
. Section 101 of NEPA contains - -,
Congress". express recogmtron of “the

- ‘Lucinda Low Swartz, Deputy General.:
** Counsel, Council on Envxronmental
. Quality, 722 ]ackson Place NW., " : :
+ 'Washington, DC 20503 Tele hone 202/'.
e 395—5754. :

o SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION

the natural environment” and - g
declaration of the policy of the federel )
government “td use all practicable "~ *’
means and meastirés * :* * to create - ;
‘and-maintain- condltrons under whrch k

. To Heads of Federal Departments and "
. -Agencies 1\ 7': b
From: Michael R Deland

harmony. *:* *." 42 U.S.C. 4331(a). In .-
order to carry | out this environmental
policy; Congress required-all agencres of
the federal government to'act to
preserve, protect, and énhance the
environment. See 42 U.S.C. 4331(b).

" ‘National Environmental Polrcy Act
Date January 12, 1993

lntroductlon

Although su 9tantlel,1mprovements
in environmental quality have been

" made in thé last 20 years by focusin; the federal agencies to.document the -

consideration of ' environmental values
in their decrsxonmaktng in *detailed
statements’’ known as ‘environmen
impact statements (EIS): 42 US.C.
4332(2)(c)); As’the United States
Supreme Court has noted, the '~
sweeplng policy goals announced in”
section 101. of NEPA aré thus realized -
through a‘set of action-forcmg
procedures that: Téquire that agenci
take a’ ‘hard'look "at efivire nmentel

" pollution abatement and on cleanlng u

.- achieving similar improvements in' thi
. future will require that polluters and
" regulators focus'more on their effort
pollution preventton For example, :

reducing non-point source. pollution—

- 'such as'thé solid waste disposal

" problem posed by the sludge created in
- the abatemerit of air and water':
‘pollution’~may not be possible with

......

Fot a discuission of such strategies a '
see the Council on Environmental Quality's 20th:-
Environmental Quality report, at 215257 (1989)
213t Bnvironméntal Quality report, at 79-133
(1990); and 22nd animnmenml Quahty report et
0 15;—150 (1901).:: ¢

“=. . 'Pollution prevention techmques see
. ,to reduce the amount and/or toxiclty of::

. q\

Valley szens Counczl 490 U s :'33'

,,goels. and
. of those goals in the:feder government,
" of controllinig pollution'than does dlrect_ _ AL
' - minimize, or compensate for adversa
. developed and used to reduce pollutron :

arid protect resources; including usmg - :-is taken. Virtually the entire structure of ..

all federal departments and agencies, in "
"~ thoughtfully and fully implemented

. can contribute to the reduction of

. pollution from federal projects, and

" epproved by federal agoncies.. "
: 'Deﬁmng Pollution Preventron

" keeping with NEPA and the CEQ
- regulations implementing the -

" CEQ s not seeking to limit ¢ agency

. - discretion in choosing a particular.

- activities, Indeed, NEPA’s very-purpose'i_ '
{" “direction.on the incorporation of .. TR

¥ pollution prevention- conslderetlons mto

+.- agency planning and decisionmaking, .~

. gundance includes, and is not limited to.
*profound impact of man’s activity on” " .

" the interrelations of all components of G

- contribute to'both point and non-pomt '
“source pollution; modifying . .
‘manufacturinig, maintenance, or other’

~ designs; recycling (especially in- '+

man and nature can exist in producnve . process, closed loop recycling); =

- and incfeasing energy efficiency and - :

" be implemenited at any stage—iriput, use
“Or generation, and treatment—and may
Further, section:102 bf NEPA ; requires -

“modification, waste stream segtegetlon

- best management practices, employes -
" training, recycling, and substitution,
. Indeed, any reasonable mechanism

.. which successfully avoids, prevents o

. method of treating pollution at the
- discharge end of a pipe or a stack"
- should, for purposes of this guidance,
. _considered purl’

" the Pellution Proventio' Act of 1090 (Pub. L 103~
#. 508, 6601 ot seq.), uses a dilferent definition, one
. which describes pollution prevention in terms of .
.. source reduction and other practices which reduce
" or eliminate the creation of pollutants through -
e ~tncreased emctency in the use of raw materlall

(1989)
‘The very remise of NEPA's oh
o thrust for im lementation

through the EIS process; is to avoid,’
environmental impacts before an ection :

NEPA compliance has been designed by
CEQ with tEe goal of preventing g

-eliminating, or minlmizlng :
environmental degradation. Thus,
compliance with the goals and-
procedural requirements of NEPA

from projects funded, licensed, or:

~ CEQ defines and uses the term
pollutlon prevention' broadly. ln

procedural provisions of the statute :
course of action, but rather is provlding R

“Pollution preventron" as used in this'.

reducing or eliminating hazardous
other polluting inputs, which can

industrial practices; modifying: product

preventing the disposal and transfer of :
pollution from one-media to another.

conservdtion. Pollution prevention can -

involve any techmque—-process P

inventory control, good housekeeplng

reduces pollutant discharges or -
emissions other than by the traditlon

utxon prevention

a4 should be noted thst EPA. In
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: Federal Agency Responsnbllmes " buffer zories around stream, and

-, Pursuant to'the policy goals found in ;. encour aginibmloglcal diversity by :
NEPA section 101 and the procedural .~ mimicking historic bumn patterns and
requirements found in NEPA section othernatural processes in timber sale *
02 and in the CEQ regulations, the design and layout.‘The beneﬁcial effect
ederal departments and agencies have been & reduction in erosion;
hould take every opportunity !o creation of fish and wildlife habita ,
nclude pollution pravention ~-the ehmmatlon ofthe need to burn
considerations in the early. planmng &nd
ecxs;onmalung processes for their
etions; ‘and, where i ap ropnale. shou_
ocument thase consideratioris in any
EISs or environmental assessments (EA)-
repared for those actions.? In this
context, federal actions encompass
> policies and projects initiated by a
«federal agency itself, as well as activities
nmated%y a non-federal entity which
need federal fundmg orapproval.-.
: Federal agencies are encouraged to ¥
onsult EPA’s Pollution Prevention .~ 9p@nings for grass plantings). The lot'is
hformation Cleannghouse wlucg\ can - mowed-as a lawn but has the structural
serve as a source of innovative idgas for” su’?‘ggt_lll‘ to support "ﬁhmes{ﬁ
.16 d ucing pollution... :i--". - The Tennessee Valley Authority
i ' - (TVA) has developed a transmission’
Bk ‘Fedeéral Pohc:es, Pro]ecls, and ' line right-of-waymaintenance program’
3 Pmcurements o : = which requires buffer zories:around
. The fedéral govemmenl deve]ops and  sensitive areas for herbicide: :
fmplements a wide variety of policies, | . applications anid use of herbicides
egislation, rules, and regulations; - :-which have soil retention-properties
esigns, constructs, and operates it which allow Jess frequent treatment an
‘own facilities; owns and manages better control: TVA'is also testing whol
millions of acres of public lands; and " ', tree chipping to‘clear rights‘of-way in 4
‘has a substantial role as a purchaser ¢ end " single pass 8PP“°°"°“' allowinig for
7. consumer of commercial goods and .~ -censtruction vehiclé access but reducmg
* - servicas—all of thesa activities provxde " the need for access roads with the .
., tremendous opportunities for pollution , -nonpoint source péllution associated
“.. prevention which the federal agencies - . With leveling; dramage. or compaction.
' “i should grasp ta the fullest extent . - -In addition, TVA is using more steel .
"7 practicable. Indeed, some agencies have* :’ :gxstl:l()’rslst;lovr; ;L%Zg‘;}gle?\mﬁcga .
PR ot v
: ;;:]];Sggi gﬁ%::ntt}:gg i‘;v;?af]rf:;we‘ R been treated with chemicals. . - - _-;:ellmmate toxic chemical usage that
— ] S _‘ * - For construction projects it Tl 'ultlmetely generates hazardous westes

-l
a

- fueled vehicles in agency fleets;and -
encouragement of carpooling with .
employee educatmu [programs: nd

ssion (CPSC) ig’
consxdermg only buildings locate
Udng dxsten _ of th sibwa

1mplememed mtegreted A
‘management: lgx‘ogmms ‘which
or eliminate the use of pestfcides:
addition;, in'some- parks storm'wa
runoffs from parking lois:have béen
éliminated by replacing asphalt with'the -
.use of a ""geo-block!’ systém

(mterlockmg concrete-block wi

agency:visitors: 1using public N
transportation for attendanc et’agency -
meetmgs or events. :

‘ Waste Reductxo

* The Department of gy
nstituted an-aggressive waste
. minimhization program which has'
‘produced substantial results. DOE's

.of radiological control areas in order to. B

reduce low-level radioactive waste v

Other facilities have scrap metal:

- segregation’ programs which reduce

- solid'waste-and allow viseable: matenel

‘tobe sold and recycled. DOE facilities
also aré replacing solvents and cleaners

,_.,contammg hazardous materlals’mth _
ess or non-toxic materials, . o

" The Department of the Army has a

. similar waste reduction program and is -

" . vigorously pursuing source reduchon

«_changes to industrial processes to -

s ;l.and Manegemem . 'undenakes. the Depanment of vetemns The Army's program mcludes material-
"_Thé United Stales Forest Servme has Affairs discusses in NEPA documents S substitution techniques as well 88 oo
. r'f:msmuted best management practices on- and lmplements polluhon prevenuon : A-allematwe application technologies FO"
- several national forests. These practices measures such as oil separation in storm ~example, in an EIS and subsequent " -
" include leaving slash and downed logs .~ “water drainage of parking structures, ; - record of decision for preposed act)cns
m harvest umts memtammg wxde = . ' soil erasion and sedimentation controls, ~-on Kwajalein Atoll,'the Army - -

IR

_ : i :.and lhe use of recycled asphalt.
s energy, water, or olher resources or lhe prolecuon VOB
... of natural resourcesby conservation, "Source : _, {"x. . .

e reduction’’ is defined as any practice which reduces‘ . Many agenmes. mc]udm the
thé amount pf any hazardous substance, pollutanl o 'Departmem Of Agncullure s Econom)c
‘or'contaminant entering any waste stream or.- . -

otherwise released into the environment priorto " .Reseamh Service and Soil Consewauo" g
recycling, treatment, or disposal and which reduces ~ Service, Department of the. Army, .o

:the haza;gs lt:gn‘fhc {!ealth tfmd the e‘l)mronmenl - .Department of the Interior, Cousumer
"associated wi o release of such su stances P
pollutants, or contaminants, .. = Product Safety Commxssxon, and °

3 Under section 309 of the Clean Au' Act (42 S Tennessee Valley Amhonty. have.
1.5.C. 7609), EPA is directed to review and " - lmplemented pollution prevention
.comment on all major federal actions, including - - initiatives in their: dally office activities.
- construction projects, proposed legislation, and'i.._ " These initiatives embrace recyclin

“proposed regulations. In addition, the Pollution  _. .
_Preventian Act of 1990 dirscts EPA 10 encourage ; . programs covenng items SUCh as.pap

source reduction practices in other fedéral agencnesv ‘products {e.g., white paper, “ewsP"m
- EPA i5 using this authorily to identify opportunities .cardboard), alummum. ‘waste oil,

- for pollution provention in the foderal agencies and battenes. tires, and scrap metal; ‘reduce thie quantity and frequency of -
to suggest how pollution prevention concepls can, ;.- procuremem and use.of

. wastes generated at FAA facilities and
ress agencies in their E1Ss and :

_.A:;,‘::m,:g :,y,;h .;6 M;;?wl‘!ﬂ ,;"80,,3,3,,&,::6“, ", “environmentally safe’: products and " .;..-providing chloroﬂuorocarbon (CFC).

’acmmxea 7 produéts wuh recycled matenal content' recycling equnpmem to each sector in

- committed to segregate solvents from

. waste oils in the Kwaijalein power p]ani
which-will prevent continual :
. contamination of large quantmes of
“used engine oil with solvents, il
recycling equipment will also-be-:
. installed on power plant diesel - : -~ -
- - generators: allowing reuse of waste oil."
. The Federal:Aviation Administration
- (FAA) has also implemented a waste :
‘minjmization’ program designed to
- eliminate or reduce the amount and
toxicity of wastes generated by all :
‘National Airspace System facilities. -
“This program includes using chemical -
life extenders and recycling additives to

“ 'attenes. tlres. cement mlxed mlh Co 8
ash and recycled ofl, plastic picnic ~ . -
les); purchase and use of altemahve- S

~ nuclear facilities hve reduced the'sizes: . '-1 '
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« recycled, and reused. . oo
vlnvé'titdl"yjc'qn(fol R T

~ - control of materials entering |- "

., - Consumer Product Safety Commjssion, :_
Eollution prevention is being practiced -
y ;

“- 'nuclear program has establisheda - ' -

' has,begn reduced by 66%.. - o
. 2. Fedej‘al’ApproVals}-f-_.‘ RO
. . policies and projects, federal agencies

.. provide funding ini the form of loans
. contracts, and grants and/or issue -

" for projects initiated by private parties
;- and state and local governmient .

; .- operated projects, These c_onéidemtioﬁ

. - documentation Smpa_red,for the i .

" - would be monitored and enforced by

» - prevention throughout the private
. sector. Below are some existing " :

" power plant construction. These :

. by means of ditches, berms, and |

-« stockpiling and reusing topsoil. . ..

s e B b ot g

" the FAA t6 that CFCs used in industrial

- chillers, refrigeration equipment, and air
conditioning units can be recaptured, .. .

- DOS is improving praéurémént. and
. faventory control of chemicals and -

minjmize or prevent non-radioactive -
- ~waste from entering a radioactive waste-
stream, thus reducing the amount of
low-level waste needing disposal,

In two laboratories operated by the

‘limiting quantities of potentially.
- hazardous materials on hand. :; "’
The Tennessee Valley Authority's

- chemical traffic control program to-

of hazardous chemicals and products

" In addition to initiating their own

licenses, permits, and other approvals

agencies. As with their own projects and *
consistent. with their statutory~ - " . -

.~ authorities, federal agencies could urge . -
- . private applicants to include pollution : ..
.. prevention considerations into the
"« siting, design, construction, and -

-operation of privately owned and

- could then be included in the NEPA ..:

- federally-funded or federally-approved .
project, and any pollution prevention
commitments made by the applicant

the agency. Thus, using their existing .
regulatory authority, federal agencies
can effectively promote pollution .

examples of incorporation of pollution
‘prevention into federal approvals: -
- The Nuclear Regulatory Commission

has required licensees to perform
mitigation measures during nuclear

measures include controlling drainage.

sedimentation basins; prompt :. .
. Tevegetation to control erosion; an

Similarly, mitigation measures required -
during the construction of transmission .

: wftation by cutting and trimming -
rat

__» multiple stream crossings, wet areas, -
- and areas with steep slopes and highly .

: ; o from'construction,
. radiologically controlled areas. This can =

 the Department of Agriculture - : :
-encourages-farmers to follow . .-~

*managemerit practices designed to - -

. irrigation practices. Further, ..

“-system would provide a navigation and
. pilotage assistance capability which .. "

-system could prevent tanker collisions.. :

."OCS operations to use curbs, gutters, -
._drip pans; and drains on drilling -
. platforms end rig decks to collect - .-
. -contaminants such as oil which may be -/
Crecycled, v iy R

~ Incorporating Pollution Prevention lito
NEPA Documents . =~ " -

' NEPA'and the CEQ regulations” .
. - establish a mechanism for building -~

facilmesincluda!heremoval of i

ther than bulldozing and avoiding -

erodible soils: The mitigation conditions

 -» in licenses serve to prevent pollution- . .
* - from sol] erosion and

minimize waste

In the implementation of its programs.

reduce the environmental impacts of . . -

* farming. Such practices include using - -

biological pest controls and integrated : -
pest management to reduce the toxicity -

-and application of pesticides,:.

controlling nutrient loadings by . .

‘installing buffer strips-around streams ‘-

and replacing incrganic fertilizers with

o manures, and reducing soil . .
- - control the use of disposal of hazardous anim : S o yoing §

' materials. As aresult of the program, -
. - hazardous materials are being replaced "~
*- by less hazardous alternatives and use. e

erosion through modified tillage and
encouraging the construction of Pent

 Structures such as waste storage pits, -
. -terraces, irrigation water conveyances or
_. " pipelines, and lined or grassed~ - - -
‘... waterways reduces runoffand. " ,
Jpercolation of chemicals into the : .7, .
..groundwater, '-:* . 7,7

-aThe.D_;epqrt_mentﬂdf Transj)\.:zﬁatioh's‘ .
Maritime Administration is conducting =
research on a Shipboard Piloting Expert .

System. If installed on vessels, this ~, -

would instantly provide warningstoa: ..
ship master or pilot of pending hazards -
ancF recommended changes in vessel . .
heading to circumvent the hazard. The -

N -

releases of pollutants. .- o o
*- The Department of the Interior's -
Minerals Management Service (MMS) - ~

or groundings which cause catastrophic

<, prepares EISs which examine the effects_

of potential Outer Continental Shelf - .
{OCS) oil exploration on'the . ...~ ;- -.

" insights into pollution prevention

.-an EA i5 designed to be a brief

5480 < Federal Rogister / Vol 58, No. 18 / Friday, january 29, 1993 / Notices

environmental considerations into - - -

- federal decisionmaking. Specifically, =~

the regulations require federal agencies

" to “integrate the NEPA process with .- -

other planning at the earliest possible . -
time to insure that planningand - " -

decisions reflect environmental values, " -

to avoid delays later in the process, and

In addition, prior to preparation of an
EIS, the federa %gency proposing the
action is required to conduct a scoping -

2l

-to head off potential conflicts.” 40 CFR -~ -
1501.2. This mechanism canbe used to - - -

. incorporate pollution préventionin the - .

:* - early planning stages of a proposal. c T

process during which the publicand - o

other federal agencies are able to - - -
participate in discussions concerning . ~
the scope of issuies to be addressed in -
the EIS. See 40 CFR 1501.7, Including " "
pollution prevention as an issue in the - = -~
scoping process would encourage those
outside the federal agency to provide. = -
technologies which might be available - .
for-use in connection with the proposal
or its possible alternatives; o
Pollution prevention should also be
an important component of mitigation

. - of the adverse impacts of a federal .
. action. To the extent practicable,

pollution prevention considerations
should be included in the proposed -
action and in the reasonable a ternatives -

‘to the proposal, and shouldbe

addressed in the environmental -~

1508.20, A S
Finally, when an agency feachesa = -
decision on an action for which an EIS

-was completed, a public record of -
- decision must be prepared which

provides information on the alternatives -
considered and the factors weighed in

the decisionmaking process. . . - "
Specificdlly, the agency must state " * . -
whether all practicable means to avoid . -

adopted, and if not, why they were not. .. - -

could be an effective means to inform
the public of the extent towhich
pollution prevention is included in a “~- .

consequences section of the EIS. See 40 o
'CFR 1502.14(f), 1502.16(h),and .~ |

P

. .- OF minimize environmental harm were. - -
~environment and the various mitigation .-

- measures that may be neededto . =
. minimize such effects. Some pollution
- prevention measures whichare . -~~~
" analyzed in these EISs and which have
- been adopted for specific lease sales -
.~ include measures designed to minimize -
- the effects of drilling fluids discharge, - :
. waste disposal, oil spills, and air '’
- emissions. For example, MMS requires e

~ A monitoring and enforcemient program ;. -
- must be adopted if appropriate for . . -
* mitigation. See 40 CFR 1505.2(c). These  ©
requirements for the record of decision. -
-and for monitoring and enforcement

decision and to outline how pollution ... *

- prevention measures willbe- - .
imxlemented.v L

discussion of pollution prevention - . .

may also be.appropriate in an EA. While. =

discussion of the environmental impactvsi_”' -

-of a particular proposal, the preparer - -
- could also include suitable pollution

prevention techniques as a meansto - -
lessen any adverse impacts identified. - =
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.’_ See 40 CFR 1508.9. Pollution p>révanﬁo'vn_ ,mquifexfxeixt é:oﬁcerning S'c.héd_ules"fof - For further information, coni;ct’ the

'mea'sux?fs ﬁzl&:rclh ccfmtn'b;ute. tean ... .  Construction Contrg_cts.;:"__ PRSI S Sentific Advisary Board Secret_ariat at

st o cariod dut by thp ageney oer- - FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: it R T T

made part of a permit orfunding . - Beverly Fayson, Office of Federal e s dn:lme g e

‘determination, ., . .. Acquisition Policy, GSA, {202) 501 Air Force Federal Register, Liaison Officer. -

: ‘ o o N ST T . {FR Doc. 93-2199 Filed 1—.28—-93; 8:45 am] .
 BILLING CODE J010-01-M - - "5 o

LN

Pollution prevention can provideboth - " LEM WARY--'NEWMN
environmental and econamic benefits, - - A. Purpose
and CEQ encourages federal agenciesto . =~ o o TR A SRR o
consider pollution prevention - . - -~ bFedaml canstruction contractors may
PR : s ; - 7~ berequired to.submit schedules; in the
principles in their planning and - e - oLnectl ;
decisionmaking processes in accordance formofa progress chart, showing the :
with the policy goals of NEPA Sectian ~ Order in which the'contractor proposes
101.and to include such considerations . . to performthe work. Actual progress :.
in documents prepared pursuantto- .. shall be entered on the chart as directed 3
. NEPA sectian 102, as appropriate.$In by the contracting officer, This '« .+ — PSRRI T
its role as a regulator, a policymaker, a . - information is used to monitor progress - SUMMARY: This notice sets forth the -
manager of federal lands, a grantor of " under a Federal construction contract -~ schedule and proposed agenda ofa
. federal funds, a consumer, andan - " when other mandgement approaches for - f°’mc9m1?5 meeting of the Exqgutivg L
. operator of federal facilities which can easuring adequate progress are not used, - Committes 'of the National Advisory Pl
- create pollution, the federal government . ., , - Jd Renorting wrdein =5 Council on Indian Education. This. S
;= 1s in & position to help lead the nhtion’s ~ B- Annua Reporting Burden - :’h‘mé" alsqldgfcgbas }htgifunct_lans_ ‘i’f i
- -&’ﬁ‘;ﬁ‘:f."—r‘ﬁ’ﬂﬁé’ér‘ii’gé*éi,"c?e’;"fﬁé‘iié’id  cotinn annual reporting burden s . roqyirid under section 10(a)(2) of the ",
Gt « : aLe - -estimated as follows: Respondents, .. : - Federal Advis Aspeo S
- now to develop and incorporate . . . : .. Federal Advisory Committee Act. ol
. pollution wvgnﬁon -conxs'll?deraﬁézié in . 2500; responses per respondent, Zi total *preq anp TIMES: February 22-23, 1993,
2 1% © _annual respanses, 5,200; preparation:. .- from 8:30 a.m. to 5 p.m. each day, .

i the full range of their activities. .- e 1. . S P :
‘David B. Strubs, & hours per response, 1; and total . ... ADDRESS: The meeting will be held at - -

- ‘Chiefof Staff. - * S R | response burd'en hours,s,zoo. E i * . the Sheraton Inn Tampa, 7401 East
- {IFR Doc. 03-2104 Filed 1-28-93; 645 am] . OBTAINING COPIES OF PROPOSALS: -~ Hillsboro Avenue, Tampa, Florida,
'f,:-'lmmugm,,w_“-~ L ¢.. Requester may obtain copies of OMB it 33610, 813/626-0999. .. .. ik s

e —

" Indian Education National Advisory
.Councli; Meeting .1 ...

' AGENCY: Natianal di}i’édky,,CBiihc1l on*
.Indian Education, Education, ;-
'ACTION: Notice of open meeting,

_ . applications or justifications from the "' " FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: ..
T ‘Genera]vServices'Ad_ministration'._FAR‘jjj"; rlgobert l% AC(iliago. Eéoecuti&ie Di;:(cltdr.i» o
. D TMENT OF ’ -1 .Secretariat (VRS), room 4037, % i T ational Advisory Council on Indian - - -
. DEPARTM ENT QFPFFENSE - * ' Washington, DC 20405, telephone (202) - * Education, 330 C Street SW,, room 4072,
- GENERALSERVICES =~ - 501-4755. Please cite OMB.Control No, - Switzer Building, Washington, DC = - 4
'ADMINISTRATION - 8000-0058, Schedules for Canstruction - -20202~7556. Telephone: 202/205-8353. =

.NAﬁONA-L AERONAUTICS AND'; | . e taaq e ~National Advisory Council on Indian = - R
s - Dated: January 21:1993( RN Education is established under section -

- SPACE ADMINISTRATION o o Ce _ _
- T . j . Beverly Fayson, LS.+ 5342 of the Indian Education Actof. -
[OMB Control No. 9000-0058) . . FARSecretariat. . .7 s e 1088 (25 ULS.C 2642). The Coundil is
N {FR Doc. 93-2148 Filed 1-28-93; 8:45am] ~  established to, among other things;

' CLe Y assist the Secretary of Education in

Clearance Request for Schedules for BN co0r cae \
. Constrpgllon COr!trgctg. e “'”““‘ _ “”‘“"“ e " carrying out responsibilities under the' -
- AGENCIES: Department of Defense (DOD), = -~ . - R TR 'Indian Education Act of 1988 (PartC,
-General Services Adminisiration {(GSA), Department of the AlrForce .-: - . title'V, Pub, L."100~297) and to advise

d National Aeronautics and Space . : L e - .Congress and the Secretary of Education
X:iministration (NASA), p .+ USAF Sclentific Advisary Board; " with regard to federal sducation - . -
ACTION: Notice of request foran . Meeing . = -7 % proonnoe ohich Indian c}ﬁilcclllmtgor
T Qoerariee T N e _adults participate or from which ey
extonsion {0 an existing Q_MB clemce_ Theé Architecture & Assessment Panel “can bepeﬁt..-p- SEETREE S

. (9000-0058). : of the USAF Scientific Advisory Board’s  Thg meeting is open to the public.
SUMMARY: Under the provisions of the Committee on Options for Theater Air - The agenda of the Executive Committee
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980 (44 ' - Defense will meet on 24 Febrilary 1893, - of the National Advisery Council on

-U.8.C. 35), the Federal Acquisition .. atHeadquarters ACC, Langley AFB; VA - Indian Education includes finalizing
U recommendations for consideration by -

Regulation (FAR) Secretariat has - ‘from8am.to5pm, .

“submitted to the Office of Management Th f this meeting w 'il beto - the Department of Education and the

: ang Budget (OMB) a »re_questf to mvim:l ~gatheg m&n._mézxﬁ bfmglng's on - Cong_ress rélativelto the reauthgxiggtion A

-.and approve an 9’“.“?’5‘0’1‘1“ acumrently Foo s related to theater air defense, The of the Office of E ementary and . s
approved information coflection ..~ ~ meeting will be closed to the publicin .- Secondary Education (OESE) Act. The -

e 8 guldance docunsant, ths memorandum - 8ccordance with section 552b(c) of title: - ‘13“;‘99:3“?\% ;; t?:neaﬁ; 9&121;( ggl?g:ber

- does not impose any new legal requirementsonthe . 5, United States Code, specifically - - - C.on'rx'niitée will finalize dates and -

+ agencles and does xot require any changestobe ' subparagraphs (1) and {4) thereof . . -
.madelonyaxisﬁngagan‘gnvixonmenmlj e I

- locations for a series of hearings to be
: mgﬁhcioqs. o L

. heldin conjunction with the .




