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Dear 3Sir:

This is a response to the Proposed Rules for 10 CFR 2,30,40,50,51,70 azd
110, as putlished for public review in the Federal Register (45(43)).

I wishk to call to your attertion that the proposed rules do not indicate
procedures for the identification, evaluaticn and protection of historical
and/or archaeological properties whick may te affected by NRC licensizg.

Most of the agencies which have published draft or final rules in response
to E011991 have made efforts to coordinate historical property review in
their EIS procedures, as reccmmended in 40CFR1500. The coordinaticn is

by no mears uniform from agency to Agency, but the effort is there. Conm-
pliance with 36CFRECO may be part of an EIS, or separate frecam it on
occasions where no EIS is required but historical/archaeclcgical resources
are to be effected. The National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as
amended, places responsibility for the comsideraticn of izmpacts om historic
preperties onto ageancies which issue licenses. N2C envirozmental review
procedures would be more fully ccmpliant with congressicnal intent and
with 4C CFR 1500 and 36 CFR 800 if they explicate the Commission's
responsibilities for historic property review at appropriate places in the
planning stagec of licensed acticns.
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