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Ecology Consultants, InC. ¢, sox 2105 Telephone 5 ﬁ

1716 Heath Parkway (303) 493-8878 /%’ \ /
Fort Collins, Colorado 80522 h

July 16, 1976

»
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5

Mr. George W. Knighton, Chief
Environmental Projects Branch No.l
Division of Site Safety and
Environmental Analysis

Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555

Dear Mr. Knighton:

Thank you for your letter of July 8, 1976. I would appreciate it very
much if you would send me the draft, "Fac111ty License Amendment for the
Extension of Operation with Once~Through Cooling for Indian Point Nuclear
Generating Unit No.2."

Thank youvery much for this courtesy.

Sincerely,
“ ECOLOGY CONSULTANTS, INC.

N S

Stephen G. Martin, Ph.D. QL{?
Vice President
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3. Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
m‘in*ton D.C. 20555, Attention: Di~
stor, Civision 6f Operating Reactors.

rnted at Bethesda, Maryland this 25th.
v of June 1976.
or the Nuclear Regulatory Commis-
:l"..
. : _Rosm'r W. Rzm, ':' .
Chief, Operating Reactors .~
Branch No. 4, Division of
' Operating Reactors. P
i ¥R Doe.76-20107 Flled 7—14—76 8:45 am] -

(Docket Nos. 50-266 and 50-301]

SCONSIN ELECTRIC POWER-CO. AND
WhCONSIN MICHIGAN POWER CO o

Issuance of Amendments to Faeihty
Operating Licenses s,

Notice §s hereby given: that the- US T

wclear Regulatory Commission - (the

ymmission)~ has issued - Amendments
s, 18 and 23 to Facility Operating Ii- .~ ™
nses Nos. DPR-24 and DPR-27 issued -

Wisconsin Electric-Power Company”
1d Wisconsin Michigan Power Coms-

\ny, which revised Technical Specifica--

»ns for operation of the Point Beach
iclear Plant Units Nos. 1 and 2, lo-
ted in the town of ‘Two Creeks, Mani~
woec County, Wisconsin! /The amend-
ents are effective as of the date of
sUABCE.

The amendment Wﬂl cha.nge the Tech-

cal Specifications to (1) add survefl-

uce requirements for the limit switches
sociated with the auxiliary building
ane troliey and bridge motions and
1y establish the maximum weight  of
1e spent fuel shlppmg ca.sk t.hat: may be
sed.

The application for the amendments
smplizs with the standards and require-
ents of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954,
s amended (the Act), and the Commis-
on’s rules and regulations. The Comw
isslon has made appropriate findings

3 required by the Act and the Commis- .

on's rules and regulation in 10 CFR
hapter I, which are-set forth .in the
cense amendments. Prior public. notice

! these amendments-was not required -

nce the amendments ‘do not involve a
griificant hazards consideration. .-

The Commission has determined that

1e issuance of these amendments will
ot result in sany significant environ-
wental impact and that pursuant to 10
FR §515(1)(4) an - environmental -
;atement, negative declaration or en-

ironmental impact appraisal need not .
e in connection with issuance of these, -

mendments. -

For further details with respect to this.
stion, see (1) the application for amend-.
1ents dated May 13, 1976, (2) Amend- -

fo . 18 to License No. DPR-24, (3)
mendment No. 23 to License. No, DPR~
7. and (4) the Commission’s related
afety Evaluation. -All of these items are
vailable for public inspection at the

rommission’s Public Document Room

717 H Street N.W., Washington, D.C.
.nq at the University of Wisconsin—

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 37, NO, 137-—THURSDAY, julY

- . Stevens Point, Wisconsin 54481,

Document Department. A’I‘I'N Mr.
Arthur M. Fish, Stevens Point Library,

NOTICES -

A copy of items (2) and (4). may be
obtained upon request addressed to.the
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
‘Washington, D.C. 20555, Attention: Di-

_rector Division of Operating Reactors.

Dated at Bethesda, Mary]a.nd. this 5th
day of July 19786;

For" the Nuclear Pevulato*y Commb
sion, - - v
. GEORGB Lx-:.m.
‘Chzej, ‘QOperating: Reactors ',,
Branch No. 3, Division cj
"Operating Reactors.

[FR Doc. 76—20108 Filed 7-14~76;8: 45 am /

[Doc':ket Nos, 50-29; 50-271- so-aool T
YANKEE NUCLEAR POWER STATION ..
. (YANKEE ROWE) ET AL.. o
"-_Petition for Order To Show. Cause

 Notice is hereby given that by Petition
dated June 11, 1976, the New England-
Coalition on Nuclear Pollution and Safe

Power for Maine filed a request for an

Order to Show Cause why Licenses No..
DPR~-3, DPR~29, and DPR~-36 should not-
be revoked or suspended. The requested
order would be issued to Yankee Atomic-
Electric Company, Vermont Yankee Nu-
clear Power Corporation and Maine

- Yankee Atomic Power Company. In ac-

cordance with the procedures specified in
10 CFR 2.206, appropriate action will be
taken on this request within a reasonable
time. -

A copy of the request is available for
inspection in the Commission’s Public:
Document Room, 1717 H Street, N.W.,
‘Washington, D.C. 20555, at the Green-
field Public Library, 402 Main Street,
Greenfield, Massachusetts, at the Brooks
Memorial Library, 224 Main Street,
Brattleboro, Vermont 05321, and at the
Wiscasset - Public Library  Association,
High Street Wiscasset, Maine 04578.

- For the Nuclear Reg'ulatory Comzms
slon, -
Dated at Beth&da Maryland, tth 30th
day of June 1976
- BeEN C. RUSCHE,

‘' * . Director,Officeof -
‘Nuclear Reactor Regulation. _

(FR Doé.vs—'zone Flled 7-14-76;8:45 am]}

-NUCLEAR REGULATORY
- COMMISSION o

[Docket No. 50—247]

CONSOLIDATED EDISON COMPANY OF
NEW YORK, INC.
Avaﬂablhty of Draft Environmental State-
ment for Facility License Amendment for
the Extension of Operation With Once-
. Through Cooling for Indian Point Nuclear
Generating Unit No. 2

Pursuant to the Nattonal lmvlronmen- A

tal Policy Act of 1069 and the United
States Nuclear Regulatory Commission’s
regulations in 10 CFR Part 51 (formerly
Appendix D to 10 CFR Part 50), notice

Vah

P

Dret®7ic

. mental Statement (NUREG-0080)- pre--
- pared by the Commission's Oifice of Nu- .

" Pree -Library, 31 Albany Post Road.
- Montrose; New Yorkx 10548. The Drait-
Statement is also-being made available-.

- at the New York State Division of the

12224 and the Tri-St~te Regignal Plan-
-~ ning Commission, 1 World Trade Center,

" Division of Site Safety and Envxronmen
Af.al Analysis.

" as supplemented, submitted by the Con-:

- Commission’s staff will prepare a Phal-

- vitonmental Analysis. ~ - .

is hereby given that s Draft Environ—

clear Reactor Regulation reiated to the
facility- license. amendment for the ex-

-tension of -operation with once-through .

cooling for Indian Point Urit No. 2, lo-
cated in Westchester County. New York,

_ is avallable for inspection by the pubiic ..
in the Commission’s Public Document -
Room at 1717 H Street NW., Washing-- -

ton, D.C. and in. the Hendrick Hudson-

Budget, State Capitol. Albany. New York.

New York, New York 10048. Requests for
copies of the Draft Environmental State-
ment. should be addressed to the US..
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20555, Attention: Director,.

. The Apphcaxit Envxronmental Repork
solidated Edison Company of New York,

Inc., is also available for public inspee--

tion at the above-designated locations.
Notice of availability of the Applicant’s.

Environmental Report was published in .

the FeperaL RecisTEz on October 3 1975»
(40 FR 45874).

" Pursuant to 10 CFR Part al mterasted
persons may submit comments on the.
Draft Environmenial Statement for. the.
Commission’s consideration. Federal and.
State agencies are being provided with
copies of the Applicant’s Environmental
Report and . the- Draft Environmental
Statement (local agencies. may obtaln
these documents upon- request). Com-
ments are due by August 30, 1976. Com-
ments by Federal, State, and local of-

ficials, or other persons received by the.

Commission will be made avaliable fo!
public inspection at the Commission’s-
Public Document Room in Washingion,
D.C. and the Hendrick Hudson. Free.

. Library, 31 Albany Post Road, Montrose,-

New York. Upon corsideration of com-.
ments submitted with respect to the:
Draft ‘Environmental Statement; the

Environmental Statement, the avaftabil-
ity of which will be published in the Pzn
ERAL REGISTER.

Comments on-the Draft Fnvironmer:
tal Statement from interested members

of the public should be addressed to the-
. U.8. Nuclear Regulatory Commission,

Washington, D.C. 20555, Attention: Di~
rector, Division of Site Safety and En-

- Dated at Rockviile, Md this Bth day
of July 1976. - o-

For the Nuclear Regula.tory Commlsa
sion .

- 7 I°RED J Cr.ARx.

Actzng Chief, Environmental

" Projects Branch No. 1 Division

of Site Safety and Enpiron-

mental Analysis. - )

[m Do¢.76-20438 Filea T-14-76; 3-45 a.ml -

15, 1975
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L inis time Eowever, from the review

2Ry

erved vatious aspects of the opera-
of thae rules which it ‘oelieves

=1 -the Ccommission finds, aff,er ‘hear-'
ing ‘that any director, officer, agent, or.
mployee of any contract market (here-
4nafter “exchange official”) is violating
sor has violated any of the provisions of
the :Act or.any of the ‘rules, regulations
sorders of the Commission thereunder,
ption 6b of the Act authorizes the Com-
yuission to assess a civil penalty, against
such persons, of up to $100,000 for each
riolation’® It is and will be the Commis-
ion's policy to consider carefully all the
ts and circumstances surrounding the
sparticipation of individual exchange offi-
cials ‘in: alleged violations of the Act
before taking enforcement action against -

uch individual exchange officials and to
npose. civil penalties on such officials -
nly in cases involving culpable conduct. -
<But if a fine or civil ‘penalty is imposed

licy, s expressed ‘in the Act, for an
exchange designated by the C(xm.mission
a contract market to indemnify its .

mission, one of the basic purposes of sec-
tion 6b is fo stimulate diligence on the
part of persons-who are responsible. for
assturing that contract markets adhere

Act-and the Commission’s regulstions,

;.m such_cases, Indemmﬁcatmn would be

#Section 5&(12) of. t.be Act, 7. U.SC sva.

. {12)-(Supp. IV, 1874}, requires that contract
-markets submits to:the Commisston for its
.approval -all hylaws, Tules, regnln.unns and -
-resolutions .of the contract market which re- .
1ate to “‘termos: snd conditions in contracts of -
sale” or “other trading requirements.” The
‘words “terms ‘end conditions in contracts of
- sale”™ and “other trading requirements” are

.. not_defined In"the Act-orits iegislative his-

", tory. As a result, the scope .of section 5a(12)
and the types of contract market rules which.
must be reviewed and approved by the Com-
‘mission are unresolved 'at this time. The-
Commission has requested ‘comment as to

‘the types of operational and administrative-

g t.'ore o eeshauceaseé.ndde'slét;fom
prlor-apptoval requirements -of ‘section ‘Sa gen mpl b

rules ‘which ‘should:-be exempt : from “the

11%701 the Act; Seeﬂ Fed.aeg.ssza (Manh
- 6).‘-'4\_ e NS =
«* Section 8b prwids in !eiemt'part that—-

{I]t sny contract market, or any direchor,
- oficer, agent, or: employee of any contract
market otherwise'is’ vlola.tmg or has violated
. . sty of the provisions of this chapter-orany
- ©F “the rules, ‘regulations, or orders of. the
. Commassion. . -thereunder,’; the Commission
" may"* <'* make and enter an order
* that such vontract market, director, -officer,

P

officials for the.civil penalty, or any fine _
that might besusbequently imposed for
4aflure to comply with the Commis-
fon’s-order. As interpreted by the Com- .~

exchange officials know that they need™

1mport.a.nt factor in a.ssuring compuancee

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 47,

NOTICES

The Commission wishes to make clear
- that, in its view, there is no distinction
between direct indemnification, .such as
that provided pursuant to the terms of
8 contract market rule, and indirect in-
. demnification, such as-that provided by

insurance or ‘a separate agreement be- .-

‘tween an exchange and its officers. In the
latter case, the Commission believes that

- the effect would be the same as indemni="
fication provided by an exchange rule, .

and would be, to'that extent, also incon-
“sistent ‘with the regulatory: purposes -of
the Act -and ‘contrary to public policy.
The Commission takes no position at this

time-with respect to indemnification of -
exchange officlals for liabilitles arising-
-.out of civil proceédings instituted by pri-

vate parties. The Commission. also wish- .
es tonotejthat the views expressed in this -

“release are not limtted to exchange offi-
‘cigls. For example, the Commission be-

‘lieves that it would be againstpublic pol- o

icy for a registered futures commission

merchant to indemnify its officers, part- -
ners, directors or other -officials for fines

or civn penalties imposed pursuant to
pursuant to which exchange oﬂimals are
.penalized. -, ..

'Dated Ju1y9 19‘76

WILLIAMT BAGLEY, .
C'hazrman Commodity

{¥R Doc 76—20577med 7-'15-76 B:45 am] :

 COUNCIL ON ENVIRONMENTAL
" QUALITY -

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENTS

Avallablhty

ceived by the Council on Environmental

ment is noted in" the statement sum-~

-mary. Under Council  Guidelines -the
7-minimum period for public’ review and
“comment on draft environmental impact

-statements inforty~five (45). days from -

"this-FzperaL REGISTER notice -of avail-

ability (August. 30, .1976). ‘The -thirty
(30) ‘day period for each final statement

begins on the-day the statement is made
available to- the Cquncﬂ and to com-

menting parfies. %

Copxes of “individual sta.tements ‘are
ava.ﬂable for review from the originating
-agency. Back copies will also be available

-at cost, from the Environmental Law In-

+gtitute, 1346 Connectxcut Avenue, Wash-
ington. D.C.20036.

such wiolation, -and assess a civil penalty of
not more than $100,000 for each such viola-
tion., - If such "contract market, - director,
officer, agent, or employee * * ¢ shall fail or
refuse 10 obey or comply ‘with such order,
such contract market, -divector, -oﬂicer, agent,
or employee shall be guilty of & misdemeanor
-and, upon conviction thereof, shall be fined

not more than $100,000 or imprisoned~ for -
not less than slx months nor more than one .

yea:r or ‘both, R
7USC. §13(a) (Supp. IV, 1974). f

NO.

) -

So 20

. 61008.)

RECE!VED Jury 5—9 1976 '

Environmental impact statements e~

- Oxder No. 61004.) -
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Envne 29475

M Da?AmmN'r QF. Anaxcm.:mns

Contact: ‘Ooordinator of Environmental
Quality Aectivities, Office of the Secretary,
U.B. Department of Agriculture, Room 359-A,
Washington, D.C. 20250, (202)447-3965.

asnxcm.-rmx. STABILIZATIONT AND "
. . consmvanon SERVICE
Drajt . = g
Agrlcultural Conservation Program. July 8:
The statement concerns. the enactment of
S. 3299, a bill to amend the Soil Conserva-
tion and Domestic.Allotment Act. The pur-
pose of the amended legislation is to direct
the ~ Agricultural .Conservation Program
toward an emphsasis on enduring conserva-
tion and environmentsal enhancement prac- -
tices which otherwise might not be under- -
taken by farmers and ranchers without cost«
share assistance .from the-Federal govern-
ment. - Adverse impacts may occur during
construction phases and hexbicxde use. (ELR -
OrderNo 60999.) o . ) .
C FOKEST sr:nvzcs IR

Fmaz S T

Long Isl.a..ud Unit ?lan. ‘I‘ongass. National
Fm:est Alaska, July 8: The statement con-

-eerns the land use plan for the Long Island
. Tnit, . Tongass National Iorest. The plan

provides recreation areas, intensification of

- timber management, soll and water resource

~ . management, .promotion- of - wnd.u:e walues,
"and the malntenance of - fish . habitat.
.Adverse . impacts include the changing -of

wildlife habitat, and the addition of roads to’

o .~ . the area. Comments msade. by: DOI, EPA,
© Futures Trading Commission. - .

HUD, DOC, USCG, and State agencies, private
citizens, and companies (ELR- order No.

- Palomar Planning Unit, Cleveland Natlonal

' I"‘orest San Dilego, and Riverside Counties,
. Calif., July 8: The statement concerns the
-58,171 acre Palomar Mountain Unit of tle

Cleveland National Porest. Within the Unit
‘there are 15,934 acres of classified Wilderness, ™'
20,000 acres of unroaded and, undeveloped .

* lands, 50,000 acres of land closed to public .

access and use from July to December due to

- extreme -fire potential, and 4,600 acres of . .. ‘
Quality from July 5, 1976 through July 9,
1976. The date of receipt for-each state~ -

potentially -unique . vegetation. Implementa~
‘tion of the plan will provide more opportuni-
.ties for public use -but create more -conflict
between peopie and wildlife in dispersed

- Areas now free from -people -use. Increased
‘risk of fire by theaddition of more people is

expected.. Comments made by: AHP, USA, .
~HEW, DOI, FPC, EPA,‘State and local agen- -
‘cies, . associations a:nd mdtvidua.ls (ELR

sonoonsmvmxow 1 v-xcz-

Final B Tt o
Espa.nola-mo Chama «’Watershed Rio

rArrlba. and ' Sandoval counties "N, Mex., -

July 8: Proposed is a project-for watershed

“protection and fiood preventionin Rio Arriba
and Sandoval Counties, New Mexico. Thé pro-
posed plan calls- for-the ‘application of ac-
celerated 1and treatment measures on 1,110. . -
acres of frrigated cropland and 23,000 acres ..

oI rangeland. The plan -elso includes the

construction of ten floodwater retarding - :
structures -with- associated - -appurtenances. °

“All structures will ‘be -designated for a 1007

gear:life span and will be protected by rein- . .
forced concrete emergency spillways, excent
Btte No.-5 which 'will have an earth spillway. . .

- “Pefmporary loss of vegetation end lag gravel

cover on about V11" am-es wiu occur. (ELR
“Order No, 61009.) * -
Norwalk River Watershed F‘airﬁeld County

- Conn., July 8: “The Norwalk River Watershed

FProject was designed for watershed protec-
tion, filood prevention und wetland wildlife

‘habitat improvement. -Four - $mpoundment

" structures and s total of 2.1 miles of flood

,,&oxzfsa&' 4
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Comments made by: DOT, bor, STAT, EPA\

AEC ( , Order No. 60991.)"
" Nucueaz” REGULATORY - COMMISSION

Contact: Mr.-Bernard Rersche, Di.rector orA
Dlvision of Reactor Licénsing, P-722, -NRGC,
Washington, D.C. 20555, 301-492-7373.’ -

Draft

posed is the issuance of an amendment. to
the Facility Operatmg License held by Con~

solidated Edison. The amendment would per-

mit the' company to continue 1ts once-
through cooling system for an a.ddl_tlonal two
years. “The extension would permit.the com-
pletion of on-going research studies and the
gathering of additional data. The primary
adverse effect is the loss of fish life by im-
pingement and entralnment. at the plant..
(ELR Order No. 61013.) - '

’ Dmrmnmr OF Tmspon'm'noar

Contact Mr!" Martin Convisser, Dlrectot
Office of - Environmental Affalrs, U.S. De-
partment of Transportation, 400 7th Street,
sSwW., Washlngton D.C: 20590, 202-426-4357.."
. FEDERAL AVIATION mmxsmuon
Final -

Rush County A).rport Kans., Ju]y 7 'I'he
statement concerns the construction .of an
alrport in Rush County near LaCross, Kan-
sas. Included in'the proposal is the construc-
tion of a 3200’, x 60" Runway 16/34 with
exit taxiway and ramp and assoclated taxi-
ways, aprons, etc. Since the: airport would
be used primarily for small aircraft (private
and business) adverse effects due to noise

and air pollution are exnected to be minimal. -
b . . require relocation; 69  on-street parking -

(ELR Order No. 60996. ) ) i
Draft - o o
Vernal Alrport, _Ulntah County, Utah,
July 8: Proposed is the anproval.-ef a devel-
opment project at Vernal Alrport to con-
struct new and resurface old runways and
taxiways, to acquire easements, and to in-
stall visual approach slope Indicators. PubMc
controversy surrounds the projsct.” Adverse
effects Include short-termi pollution during
construction operations, increased noise
levels at 9 p'ubnc gathering places, and in-

creased use of electrieal energy (ELR Orderv

No. 61000.)

 FEDERAL mmwmr ADMIN!STPAT'ON
Drajt

Fort Wayne Southeast Bypass In’cetstate
69 to U.S:- 27, Allen County, Ind. July 6:
Proposed is the constraction of a four-la.ne
divided highway in the US 24 cerridor to: by-
pass Fort Wayne. The 8 to 13 mile serment
connects I-69 and US 27. Adverse effects in-
clude Increased noise 1level, deceased alr
quality, displacement of familles and busi-
nestes, the acquisition of agricultural and
farm lands, disturbance of wildlife species,
and changed traffic pabtems (Reg'lon 5)
(ELR Order No 60983) S

Dra 1t ,

Fort Wayne ' Southeast Bypm Us. 27 to
U.S. 30, Allen County, Ind., July 6: Proposed
is the construction of a four-lane divided
highway in the US 24 corridor to bypass Fort
Wayne. This 6 to 10 mile segment connects
US-27 and TS 30. Adverse effects include
displacement of 13 famllies, and 5 businesses,
increased nolse and air pollution, and acqui~
sition of land. (Recion 5) (ELR Order No
60984) :

U.S. 95 and Interstate 515 Spur, East Leg,
Clark Cou.nty. Nev., July.8: Proposed Is the
construction of a 20-m.ue -segment .of U.S,
95 from Las Vegas to an unlncorporated area
of Clark’ County. The leg Has been declared
2 Federal Aid Prlorlty Prlmnry Route. Part

NOTICES

- of the segment has been approved as a spur

of I-15 (I-515 Spur). Adverse effects include
the acquisition of 600 acres resulting in the
loss of natural vegetation, wildlife habitat
and -an expanse of open desert terrain in

the Las Vegas Valley, the relocation of many -

families and businesses, loss of low-income
housing, -increased air and noise pollution,

. potential runoff 'and downstream erosion

Indian Point Unit 2, Once- _
ing, Westchester County, N.T:. July 9: Pro-‘

problems, and an undetermined impact on

one archa.eological site. (ELR Order No_,

60100.)
Interstate 93 Relocation, Pecersourv to In-
terstate 64- Interchange, Prince  George,

Chesterfield, and Henrico Counties, Va., July ..

9: Proposed is a ‘new location for I-95 from
South of Petersburg, Virginta, to a new in-

terchange between I-95 and I-64 in Henrico .

County, east of Richmond, The highway will
vary from four to six umes, depending on
traffic ‘volumes. It will-be divided along its
entire 31.88 to 44.47 mile length. Adverse
effects include the displacement of from 280-
to 630 persons, negative impacts on existing
buginesses, loss of wildlife babitat including

crossing of a minimum of 6 tg 10 acres of.

wetlands;-some decline in water quality, and
possible- exceeding of FHWA - design noise
levels, (Reglon 3) (ELR Order No. 61011.)

S Pimat T e

" 27th Street. Improvement, mncoln. Nebx'
Lancaster County, Nebr., July 8: The pro-
posed project ‘consists of reconstructing a
0.9 mile- segment of 27th Street to a four-
lane urban type facility. The project also in-
cludes traffic signal renovation and street
lighting improvements. Section .4(f)- land
from, Antelope Park and “Sunken Gardens"”
may be encroached upon. Three homes will

spaces and 10 o-street parking spaces will
be displaced. Comments made by: DOT, SBA,
COE, USDA, DOI, EPA, and State and local
agencies. (ELR Order No. 61006.)
Interstate-80, Pershing County, - Nev.,
July 8: The-proposed action is the design
and construction of a 14.8 mile section of
Interstate Route 80 which lies between a

point 5.5 miles southwest of Lovelock to a -

point ‘8 miles northeast of .lLovelock. This
section removes thru-trafie from -existing -
U.S. 40 and the downtown Lovelock area.
The roadway will require 558 acres of pri-
vatély held land for right-of-way and wiil
displace one business and from 60 to 70
people. Comments made by: TUSDA, DOI

- DOT, EPA, and State and local agencies, and .

other. agencties and- organmt‘lons. (EI.,‘R Ordet
No. 61003.) :

HY US. com GUARD -
Draft.. B

~ Coast Guard Family chsmg Eureka,
Humboldt County, Calif.; July 7: Proposed
is the acquisttion of 6 acres for construction
of 62 units of family housing for Coast Guard:
personnel. Adverse effects inciude increased
use of sewage. treatment facilities, per-.
manent displacement of wildlife and re-
moval of vegetation, potential increased
erosion and sedimentatlon, and negative
aesthetic impacts. (ELR Order No. 60997.)
Interstate—495 and Relocated State Route
140, Taunton, Massachusetts. The proposed
Improvement is an extension of Massachu-
setts SR. 25 westward from an .interchange
with S.R. 24 in Bridgewater to Route 1-95 in
the Foxborou,,h/Mansﬁeld area. The 6-lane
highway, designated I—495. runs for 143
miles and incindes 6 interchanges.. Also
proposed is the- relocation  of Route 140
from its interchange with Route I-25 in Foxe.
bo'ough to an Interchange with proposed
Route 25, south of Mansfields town: center. .
Alternative B would displace about 60 res-
idential structures and three busiresses and
would commit 48 acres of productive farm-
land to highway use. (Region 1), (Comments

. ' /R Abckd“
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rade by: DOI. HEW, HUD, USDA, EPA
GSA, TREA, USCG, and . S:aue agencies.)
(mm% §1001.). . -
. - Gary L. WIOMAN, .
‘General Couasel..

| [FR Doc76-25573 Filed 7-15-76;8:45 am}.

ENERGY RESEARCH AND -
DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION.
" LIVERMORE LABORATORIES

Preparat:onofEnvmmemal lmpw
. © Statement .

homce 15 hereoy given that, in accord
ance with the National Environmenta
Policy Act, the Energy Research and De
velopment Administration (ERDA) ha
commenced- the preparation of a draf
environmental. statement on its- opera:
“tiors at Eawrence Livermore Laborator:
and Sandia Laboratories at Livermore
Alameda County, California. The Liver
more laboratories have been in operatio:
for over 20 years. Nuclear weapons-de
sign, research and development activitie
are.conducted at both laboratories. Re
-search _and development. is also con
“ducted in the general energy area. En
vironmental assessments were prepare«
on the operatioms at the two laboratorie
and will be nsed as background doeu
mentation in the preparadon oi the draf
statement. .

The current cumnlative xmpact oxrtlm

. environment of the operation of the var

ious facilities will be assessed as well
the anticipated future impact of con
tinuing the operations at the site, Wher
completed, the draft statement will b
circuiated for review to Federal, State
and local agencies and interested publi
orgarizations and individuals. The com
menis received on tone draft statemen
will ke considéred in the preparation o
the final statement which will provid
environmental . input  into. ERDA de
cisions affecting the futuze opemﬁcm
at the Livermore site,

Covpies of documents t:o be utihzed bi
the preparation of this draft environ
meantal statement will be available for in
spection at the Lawrence Livermore Lab
oratory, and the’ assessments and :
bibliography of the documents will b
availaple at the’ ERDA pubhc documen
rooms at:. . . .

ERDA Eeadqus:bers. 20 Mzssachusetts A':eA
nue, NW., Washington, D.C.

Albuquerque Operations Office, Kirkland Al
Forze Base East, Albuquerque, New Mexico

Chicago Operations Office, 9800 Qauth Cas:
Avenue, Argonne, Illinois. - -

Idaho Operadions Office, 550 Second Street
Idako Fanlls, Idaho.’

Ok Rizze Operations Oﬂice, Federa.l Build-
ing, Oak Ridge, Tenvessee, -

Nevada Overations Offce, 2793 Sauth High-
tand Drive, Las Vegas, Nevada, -

Richland Operations Office, Federal Bund
. ashington.

ing. Richland, W
San-Prencieco Operations Office, 1333 Bmd
way, Oaxland, Californis. .
‘Savannak River Operations Office, Savazmah
River Plant, Alken, South Cerolina, R
© All interested agencies, organizations
or persors desiring to submit comments
or suggestions for consideration in con-
nection winht the preparation of the draf {
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