Federal Register/Vol. 73, No. 202/Friday, October 17, 2008/ Notices

61845

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Notice of Availability of Draft Global
Nuclear Energy Partnership
Programmatic Environmental Impact
Statement

AGENCY: Office of Nuclear Energy, U.S.
Department of Energy.

ACTION: Notice of Availability and
Public Hearings.

SUMMARY: The Department of Energy
(DOE) announces the availability of the
Draft Global Nuclear Energy Partnership
Programmatic Environmental Impact
Statement (Draft GNEP PEIS, DOE/EIS—
0396). The Draft GNEP PEIS provides an
analysis of the potential environmental
consequences of the reasonable
alternatives to support expansion of
domestic and international nuclear
energy production while reducing the
risks associated with nuclear
proliferation and reducing the impacts
associated with spent nuclear fuel
disposal (e.g., by reducing the volume,
thermal output, and/or radiotoxicity of
waste requiring geologic disposal).
Based on the GNEP PEIS and other
information, DOE could decide to
support the demonstration and
deployment of changes to the existing
commercial nuclear fuel cycle in the
United States. Alternatives analyzed
include the existing open fuel cycle and
various alternative closed and open fuel
cycles. In an open (or once-through) fuel
cycle, nuclear fuel is used in a power
plant one time and the resulting spent
nuclear fuel is stored for eventual
disposal in a geologic repository. In a
closed fuel cycle, spent nuclear fuel
would be recycled to recover energy-
bearing components for use in new
nuclear fuel.

Six programmatic domestic
alternatives are assessed: No Action
Alternative—Existing Once-Through
Uranium Fuel Cycle (open fuel cycle);
Fast Reactor Recycle Fuel Cycle
Alternative (closed fuel cycle); Thermal/
Fast Reactor Recycle Fuel Cycle
Alternative (closed fuel cycle); Thermal
Reactor Recycle Fuel Cycle Alternative
(closed fuel cycle); Once-Through Fuel
Cycle Alternative using Thorium (open
fuel cycle); and Once-Through Fuel
Cycle Alternative using Heavy Water
Reactors (HWRs) or High Temperature
Gas-Cooled Reactors (HTGRs) (open fuel
cycle). DOE’s preference is to close the
nuclear fuel cycle, although it has not
yet identified a specific preferred
alternative.

DATES: DOE invites comments on the
Draft GNEP PEIS during the 60-day
public comment period, which ends on
December 16, 2008. DOE will consider

comments received after this date to the
extent practicable as it prepares the
Final GNEP PEIS. DOE will hold 13
public hearings on the Draft GNEP PEIS.
The locations, dates, and times are
listed in the SUPPLEMENTARY
INFORMATION section.

ADDRESSES: Requests for additional
information on the Draft GNEP PEIS,
including requests for copies of the
document, should be directed to: Mr.
Francis G. Schwartz, GNEP PEIS
Document Manager, Office of Nuclear
Energy, U.S. Department of Energy,
1000 Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, DC 20585, or by telephone:
866—645-7803. Written comments on
the Draft GNEP PEIS should be
submitted to the above address, by
facsimile to 866—489-1891, or
electronically through http://
www.regulations.gov. Instructions for
commenting at http://
www.regulations.gov are included in the
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION section.
Please mark correspondence ‘‘Draft
GNEP PEIS Comments.” Additional
information on GNEP may be found at
http://www.gnep.energy.gov.

For general information regarding the
DOE NEPA process contact: Ms. Carol
M. Borgstrom, Director, Office of NEPA
Policy and Compliance, GC-20, U.S.
Department of Energy, 1000
Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, DC 20585, telephone 202—
586—4600, or leave a message at 1-800—
472-2756. Additional information
regarding DOE NEPA activities and
access to many of DOE’s NEPA
documents are available on the Internet
through the DOE NEPA Web site at
http://www.gc.energy.gov/NEPA.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Public Hearings and Invitation to
Comment. DOE will hold 13 public
hearings on the Draft GNEP PEIS. The
hearings will be held at the following
locations, dates, and times:

Monday, November 17, 7 p.m., Lea
County Event Center, 5101 North
Lovington-Hobbs Highway, Hobbs,
New Mexico 88240.

Monday, November 17, 7 p.m., Red Lion
Hotel, 2525 North 20th Avenue,
Pasco, Washington 99301.

Tuesday, November 18, 9 a.m., Pecos
River Village Conference Center,
Carousel House, 711 Muscatel
Avenue, Carlsbad, New Mexico
88220.

Tuesday, November 18, 7 p.m., Eastern
New Mexico University-Roswell,
Occupational Technology Center,
Seminar Room 124, 20 West Mathis,
Roswell, New Mexico 88130.

Tuesday, November 18, 7 p.m., Hood
River Inn—Gorge Room, 1108 East

Marina Way, Hood River, Oregon
97031.

Thursday, November 20, 7 p.m., Hilltop
House Best Western, 400 Trinity Drive
(at Central), Los Alamos, New Mexico
87544.

Thursday, November 20, 7 p.m., Hilton
Garden Inn, 700 Lindsay Boulevard,
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402.

Monday, December 1, 7 p.m., Carson
Four Rivers Center, Myre River Room,
100 Kentucky Avenue, Paducah,
Kentucky 42003.

Tuesday, December 2, 7 p.m., Vern Riffe
Career Technology Center, 175 Beaver
Creek Road, Piketon, Ohio 45661.

Tuesday, December 2, 7 p.m., New Hope
Center, 602 Scarboro Road, Corner of
New Hope and Scarboro Roads, Oak
Ridge, Tennessee 37830.

Thursday, December 4, 7 p.m., Holiday
Inn Bolingbrook, 205 Remington
Boulevard, Bolingbrook, Illinois
60440.

Thursday, December 4, 7 p.m., Aiken
Technical College, Building 700—
Amphitheater, 2276 Jefferson Davis
Highway, Graniteville, South Carolina
29829.

Tuesday, December 9, 1 p.m., Holiday
Inn Capitol, 550 C Street, SW.,
Washington, DC 20024.

Individuals who would like to present
comments orally at these hearings must
register upon arrival at the hearing. DOE
will allot two to five minutes,
depending upon the number of
speakers, to each individual wishing to
speak so as to ensure that as many
people as possible have the opportunity
to speak. More time may be allotted by
the hearing moderator as circumstances
allow. An open house will begin one
hour prior to the start of each public
hearing. DOE officials will be available
to discuss the Draft GNEP PEIS and
answer questions during this open
house. DOE will then hold a plenary
session at each public hearing in which
officials will explain the Draft GNEP
PEIS and the analyses in it. Following
the plenary session, the public will have
an opportunity to provide oral and
written comments. Oral comments from
the hearings and written comments
submitted during the comment period
will be considered by DOE in preparing
the Final GNEP PEIS. Comments
submitted after the close of the
comment period will be considered to
the extent practicable.

The Draft GNEP PEIS, references and
additional information regarding the
GNEP Program are available on the
Internet at http://www.gnep.energy.gov.
In addition, the Draft GNEP PEIS is
available on the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov and on the DOE
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NEPA Web site at http://

WWW c.energy. %OV/NEPA
omment Electronically on the

Internet. Visit http://
www.regulations.gov. From the home
page of regulations.gov, under “More
Search Options” in the right column of
the Web page, select “Go.” This loads a
new Web page titled “More Search
Options.” In the middle column is an
option to “Search by Agency.” Type
“DOE” and select “Go.” The left column
of the new page lists options to ‘“Narrow
Results.” Under “Comment Period,”
select “Open” and this will display all
DOE documents available for public
comment. Select DOE Global Nuclear
Energy Partnership Programmatic
Environmental Impact Statement. You
can view the document in Adobe

Acrobat (.pdf) or HTML format.
To submit comments on the GNEP

PEIS, select “Send a Comment or
Submission’” under the title. On the
“Public Comment and Submission
Form,” enter your name, address, and
other requested information. This
information will be used to compile the
distribution list for the Final GNEP
PEIS. You can type your comments in
the “General Comments” box provided
on the comment form. There is no limit
to the number of characters that you can
type in this box. You also can attach
electronic files with your text
comments. To view the file types
accepted by regulations.gov, select
“Learn More”” below the General
Comments box. You can attach as many
files as you wish. Regulations.gov will
show a message when you have
successfully uploaded a file. Individual
submissions are limited to 10MB
(10,000KB). To submit files greater than
5MB, please compress the attached
file(s) using file compression software or
submit each attachment separately using
multiple submissions. After completing
the form and including any attachments,
you must select “Next Step,” under
“Action” at the bottom of the Web page,
in order for your comments to be
submitted to DOE.

The Draft GNEP PEIS and references
are available for review by the public at
the DOE Reading Rooms and public
libraries listed below:

U.S. Department of Energy, FOIA/
Privacy Act Group, 1000
Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, DC 20585, Phone: (202)
586-3142.

Carlsbad Field Office, U.S. Department
of Energy, WIPP Information Center,
4021 National Parks Highway, P.O.
Box 2078, Carlsbad, New Mexico
88220, Phone: 1-800-336—WIPP.

Chicago Operations Office, U.S.
Department of Energy, Office of
Science Public Reading Room,

Document Department, University
Library, The University of Illinois at
Chicago, 801 South Morgan Street,
3rd Floor Center, Chicago, Illinois
60607, DOE Contact: Gary Pitchford,
Phone: (630) 252—2013.

Idaho Operations Office, U.S.
Department of Energy, Public Reading
Room, 1776 Science Center Drive,
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83415-2300,
Reading Room Contact: Gail
Willmore, Phone: (208) 526—9162.

Paducah Gaseous Diffusion Plant,
Department of Energy, Environmental
Information Center and Reading
Room, 115 Memorial Drive, Barkley
Centre, Paducah, Kentucky 42001,
Phone: (270) 554-6979.

Los Alamos Site Office, LANL Research
Library, Technical Area 3, Building
207, Los Alamos, New Mexico 87545,
Phone: (505) 667—-5809.

Oak Ridge Operations Office, DOE Oak
Ridge Information Center, 475 Oak
Ridge Turnpike, Oak Ridge,
Tennessee 37830, Phone: (865) 241—
4780 or (toll-free) 1(800) 382—6938,
option 6.

Richland Operations Office, U.S.
Department of Energy, Public Reading
Room, MSIN H2-53, P.O. Box 999,

Richland, Washington 99352, Contact:

Terri Traub, Phone: (509) 372—7443.
Savannah River Operations Office, U.S.

Department of Energy, Public Reading
Room, 471 University Parkway,

Aiken, South Carolina 29801, Contact:

Paul Lewis, Phone: (803) 641-3320.
Albuquerque Operations Office, FOIA
Reading Room and DOE Reading
Rooms, Government Information
Department, Zimmerman Library,

University of New Mexico,
Albuquerque, New Mexico 87131—
1466, Contact: Dan Barkley, Phone:

(505) 277-7180.
Portsmouth Gaseous Diffusion Plant,

Department of Energy, Environmental
Information Center, 1862 Shyville
Road, Room 220, Piketon, Ohio
45661.

Background

The Global Nuclear Energy
Partnership (GNEP), a part of the
President’s Advanced Energy Initiative,
is intended to support a safe, secure,
and sustainable expansion of nuclear
energy, both domestically and
internationally. Domestically, the GNEP
Program would promote technologies
that support economic, sustained
production of nuclear-generated
electricity, while reducing the impacts
associated with spent nuclear fuel
disposal and reducing proliferation
risks. DOE envisions changing the U.S.
nuclear energy fuel cycle from an open
(or once-through) fuel cycle—in which
nuclear fuel is used in a power plant

one time and the resulting spent nuclear
fuel is stored for eventual disposal in a
geologic repository—to a closed fuel
cycle, in which spent nuclear fuel
would be recycled to recover energy-
bearing components for use in new
nuclear fuel. Internationally, the U.S.,
through the GNEP Program, is
considering various initiatives to work
cooperatively with other nations to
expand nuclear power to help meet
growing energy demand, develop and
deploy advanced nuclear recycling and
reactor technologies, establish
international frameworks to provide
nuclear fuel supplies, and promote the
development of nuclear safeguards and
of more proliferation-resistant nuclear
power reactors.

On March 22, 2006, DOE published
an Advance Notice of Intent for the
Global Nuclear Energy Partnership
Technology Demonstration Program
Environmental Impact Statement in the
Federal Register (71 FR 14505). The
Advance Notice of Intent explained the
goals of the GNEP Program, three major
elements of the then-proposed GNEP
Technology Demonstration Program,
and the purpose and need for action,
and presented a list of potential
environmental issues for analysis. In the
notice, DOE solicited comments on the
proposed scope, alternatives, and
environmental issues to be analyzed in
the then-planned GNEP Technology
Demonstration EIS. DOE received about
800 comment documents, including
comments that DOE should prepare a
PEIS addressing the entire GNEP
Program, not just the GNEP Technology
Demonstration Program.

On August 3, 2006, DOE announced
that it would issue financial assistance
grants to public or commercial entities
interested in hosting GNEP facilities
(DOE, “Financial Assistance Funding
Opportunity Announcement Global
Nuclear Energy Partnership (GNEP)
Siting Studies,” Funding Opportunity
Number: DE-PS07-061D14760). DOE
reviewed the resulting grant
applications and on January 30, 2007,
issued grants to 11 commercial and
public consortia to conduct siting
studies for hosting an advanced nuclear
fuel recycling center and/or an
advanced recycling reactor.

On January 4, 2007, DOE published
the Notice of Intent for the GNEP PEIS
in the Federal Register (72 FR 331).
That Notice of Intent explained the
scope of the revised GNEP Program,
identified the alternatives that were
then proposed for evaluation, described
the purpose and need for action,
identified potential sites that could host
GNEP Program facilities (including
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those sites addressed by the siting study
grants), and listed potential
environmental issues for analysis.
Subsequent to the Notice of Intent, DOE
held public scoping meetings near the
sites that were under consideration and
in Washington, DC.

DOE received approximately 14,000
comment letters/e-mails and oral
comments related to the scope of the
GNEP PEIS. The major scoping
comments related to the purpose and
need, the alternatives that were being
considered, the various resource areas
that should be addressed in the PEIS,
and proliferation risk.

In response to public comments and
as the programmatic analysis developed,
DOE determined that to make project-
specific or site-specific decisions
regarding any of the three originally
proposed facilities would be premature.
The programmatic decisions to be made
would influence the size and type of
facilities required for implementing an
alternative fuel cycle (the originally
proposed nuclear fuel recycling center
and advanced recycling reactor) as well
as the facility needed to support
research, development, and deployment
(an Advanced Fuel Cycle Facility). As a
result, no project-specific or site-specific
proposals are being made at this time.

The GNEP PEIS assesses the following
six domestic programmatic alternatives:

No Action Alternative—Existing
Once-Through Uranium Fuel Cycle: The
United States would continue to rely
upon a once-through or “open” fuel
cycle, in which commercial light water
reactors (LWRs) generate and store SNF
until DOE could accept the SNF for
disposal in a geologic repository.

Fast Reactor Recycle Fuel Cycle
Alternative: The United States would
pursue a domestic closed fuel cycle in
a system that processes LWR SNF in one
or more nuclear fuel recycling centers
and would recycle some of the
recovered materials in one or more fast
reactors. The SNF from the advanced
recycling reactors (i.e., fast reactors)
would also be processed to recover
materials for repeated recycle in
advanced recycling reactors. High-level
wastes (HLW) from separations would
be disposed of in a geologic repository.

Thermal/Fast Reactor Recycle Fuel
Cycle Alternative: This closed fuel cycle
alternative would be similar to the Fast
Reactor Recycle Alternative, but it
would recycle some of the recovered
materials in thermal reactors prior to
recycling in advanced recycling
reactors. HLW from separations would
be disposed of in a geologic repository.

Thermal Reactor Recycle Fuel Cycle
Alternative: The United States would
pursue a domestic closed fuel cycle that

processes LWR SNF and recycles some
of the recovered materials in thermal
reactors. The following three options are
assessed: Option 1—Recycle LWR SNF
to produce a mixed oxide uranium
plutonium (MOX-U-Pu) fuel for use in
LWRs; Option 2—Recycle LWR SNF to
produce fuel for use in heavy water
reactors (HWRs); and Option 3—Recycle
LWR SNF to produce a transuranic fuel
for use in high temperature gas-cooled
reactors (HTGRs). Option 1 would be a
closed fuel cycle, in which HLW would
be disposed of in a geologic repository.
Options 2 and 3, which include
recycling of LWR SNF, would dispose of
HLW and SNF in a geologic repository.

Once-Through Fuel Cycle Alternative
Using Thorium: The United States
would pursue a thorium once-through
or “open” fuel cycle, in which
commercial reactors would be fueled
with thorium/uranium-based fuels.
Because thorium-based fuels would be
compatible with existing LWRs, the
Thorium Alternative could also be
characterized as representing a ‘“‘new
fuel design.” The SNF would be stored
until DOE could accept it for disposal in
a geologic repository.

Once-Through Fuel Cycle Alternative
using Heavy Water Reactors (HWRs) or
High Temperature Gas-Cooled Reactors
(HTGRs): The United States would
pursue a domestic once-through or
“open” fuel cycle that uses either HWRs
or HTGRs. For the HWR/HTGR
Alternative, two options are assessed:
Option 1—Use HWRs only; and Option
2—Use HTGRs only. In either case, the
SNF would be stored until DOE could
accept it for disposal in a geologic
repository.

These domestic programmatic
alternatives are not mutually exclusive.
That is, DOE could decide to pursue
implementation of one or more
domestic programmatic alternatives.

In general, the analyses in the GNEP
PEIS indicate that the closed fuel cycle
alternatives offer a greater opportunity,
relative to the open fuel cycle
alternatives, to reduce the capacity
requirements for a future geologic
repository, and to reduce the hazards
associated with the disposal of spent
fuel or high-level radioactive waste.
However, the closed fuel cycle
alternatives require more disposal
capacity for other radioactive wastes
than is required under the open fuel
cycle alternatives. Furthermore,
transportation and associated health
impacts from the closed fuel cycle
alternatives would be generally higher
during the operational period than those
from the open fuel cycle alternatives
(except for the Once-Through Fuel

Cycle using High Temperature Gas-
Cooled Reactors).

Following completion of the GNEP
PEIS, DOE will be in a position to
decide whether to pursue a closed fuel
cycle. The GNEP PEIS is a first,
important step in deciding whether and
how to recycle spent nuclear fuel. A
decision to go forward with recycling
could trigger additional proposals and
research to achieve DOE’s programmatic
goal. Subsequent DOE policies and
actions could also affect decisions by
the U.S. commercial utility industry,
which would ultimately determine
whether and how to implement any
changes in the domestic fuel cycle. Any
DOE proposals would be subject to
appropriate NEPA review.

The PEIS also discusses international
aspects of the GNEP Program, but does
not evaluate any proposed actions or
alternatives. Consequently, DOE would
not make any decisions related to
international activities based on the
GNEP PEIS.

Issued in Washington, DC, on October 10,
2008.

Dennis R. Spurgeon,

Assistant Secretary for Nuclear Energy.

[FR Doc. E8—24669 Filed 10-16-08; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 6450-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Project No. 12585-002]

Golden Gate Energy Company; Notice
of Intent To File License Application,
Filing of Draft Application, Request for
Waivers of Integrated Licensing
Process Regulations Necessary for
Expedited Processing of a
Hydrokinetic Pilot Project License
Application, and Soliciting Comments

October 10, 2008.

a. Type of Filing: Notice of Intent to
File a License Application for an
Original License for a Hydrokinetic Pilot
Project.

b. Project No.: 12585—002.

c. Dated Filed: September 30, 2008.

d. Submitted By: Golden Gate Energy
Company.

e. Name of Project: San Francisco Bay
Tidal Energy Pilot Project.

f. Location: Within San Francisco Bay,
in San Francisco and Marin Counties,
California. The Proposed project site
extends from beyond the western side of
the Golden Gate Bridge into the Bay and
around Angel and Alcatraz Islands
before ending well short of the BART
tunnel. No federal lands are occupied by
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[ER-FRL-8586-7]

Environmental Impact Statements and
Regulations; Availability of EPA
Comments

Availability of EPA comments
prepared pursuant to the Environmental
Review Process (ERP), under section
309 of the Clean Air Act and Section
102(2)(c) of the National Environmental
Policy Act as amended. Requests for
copies of EPA comments can be directed
to the Office of Federal Activities at
202-564-7146.

An explanation of the ratings assigned
to draft environmental impact
statements (EISs) was published in FR
dated April 6, 2008 (73 FR 19833).

Draft EISs

EIS No. 20080167, ERP No. D-COE-
J35011-CO, Northern Integrated
Supply Project, Construction and
Operation a Regional Water Supply to
Serve the Current and Future Water
Needs of 12 Towns and Water
District, Approval of Section 404
Permit Application, Northern
Colorado Water Conservancy District,
Larimer and Weld Counties, CO.
Summary: EPA expressed

environmental objections to the

proposed action alternatives due to the
potential for substantial and
unacceptable impacts to the Poudre and

South Platte Rivers, and expressed

concern that the DEIS may not contain

sufficient information to fully assess the
potential water quality and wetland
impacts of the proposed action
alternatives. Rating EO2.

EIS No. 20080304, ERP No. D-NOA-
E91025-00, Reef Fish Amendment
30B: Gag-End Overfishing and Set
Management Thresholds and Targets;
Red Grouper—Set Optimum Yield,
Total Allowable Catch (TAC), and
Management Measures: Area
Closures: and Federal Regulatory
Compliance, Implementation, Gulf of
Mexico.

Summary: EPA does not object to the
preferred alternative. Rating LO.

EIS No. 20080312, ERP No. D-FHW-
E40821-SC, Southern Evacuation
Lifeline Project, Proposed New
Location Freeway Which Would
Provide Improved Hurricane
Evacuation, Congestion Relief,
Improved Access to Services East and
West of the Waccamaw River, Horry
and Georgetown Counties, SC.
Summary: EPA expressed

environmental concerns about

significant wetland impacts and

recommends that further measures be

considered to avoid and minimize these

wetland and stream impacts. In
addition, more information about the
mitigation approach for the remaining
wetland and stream impacts was
requested. Rating EC2.

EIS No. 20080227, ERP No. DA-TPT-
K61154-CA, Presidio Trust
Management Plan (PTMP), Updated
Information on the Concept for the
120-Acre Main Post District, Area B of
the Presidio of San Francisco,
Implementation, City and County of
San Francisco, CA.

Summary: EPA does not object to the
proposed project. Rating LO.

EIS No. 20080320, ERP No. DS-NOA-
K91008-00, Amendment 18 to the
Fishery Management Plan, Pelagic
Fisheries of the Western Pacific
Region, Management Modifications
for the Hawaii-based Shallow-set
Longline Swordfish Fishery, Proposal
to Remove Effort Limits, Eliminate the
Set Certificate Program and
Implement New Sea Turtle Interaction
Caps.

Summary: EPA expressed
environmental concerns about impacts
to sea turtles and requested additional
information on impact assessment
methodology and how cumulative
impacts to sea turtles were factored into
the conclusions. Rating EC2.

Final EISs

EIS No. 20080248, ERP No. F-AFS-
L65534-ID, Idaho Cobalt Project,
Development of Two Underground
Mines, a Waste Disposal Site and
Associated Facilities, Approval of
Plan-of-Operation, Salmon-Cobalt
Ranger District, Salmon-Challis
National Forest, Lemhi County, ID.
Summary: EPA continues to have

environmental concerns about the lack

of information on financial assurance
that we requested be in the FEIS and
about the lack of specificity on trigger
levels for monitoring and mitigation
measures.

EIS No. 20080307, ERP No. F-AFS-
L65552-0R, East Maury Fuels and
Vegetation Management Project,
Proposed Fuels and Vegetation
Treatments Reduce the Risk of Stand
Loss, Lookout Mountain Ranger
District, Ochoco National Forest,
Crook County, OR.

Summary: EPA continues to have
environmental concerns about the need
for monitoring and maintenance of
culverts on closed roads to prevent
passage barriers for fish, erosion and
sedimentation problems.

EIS No. 20080311, ERP No. F-FTA-
J40173-CO, Denver Union Station

(DUS) Project, Transportation

Improvement, Multimodal

Transportation Center for the Metro

Denver Region, Funding and NPDES

Permit, City and County Denver, CO.

Summary: EPA recommends that
mitigation measures for air quality
construction impacts from the proposed
project be listed in the ROD as
construction specification requirements
and that the ROD also include measures
ensuring minimization of NOx and VOC
levels.

EIS No. 20080329, ERP No. F-AFS-
G65107-NM, Santa Fe National Forest
Project, Settlement Land Transfers:
Pueblo de San lldefonso, Pueblo of
Santa Clara and Los Alamos County,
Implementation, Santa Fe National
Forest, Los Alamos, Rio Arriba and
Santa Fe Counties, NM.

Summary: No comment letter was
sent to the preparing agency.

EIS No. 20080332, ERP No. F-FHW-
L40227-WA, Interstate 90 Snoqualmie
Pass East Project, Proposes to Improve
a 15-mile Portion of I-90 from
Milepost 55.10 in Hyak to Milepost
70.3 New Easton, Funding, U.S. Army
COE Section 404 Permit and NPDES
Permit, Kittitas County, WA.
Summary: EPA does not object to the

proposed action.

EIS No. 20080334, ERP No. F-NOA-
A91074-00, North Atlantic Right
Whale Ship Strike Reduction Strategy,
To Implement the Operational
Measures to Reduce the Occurrence
and Severity of Vessel Collisions with
the Right Whale, Serious Injury and
Deaths Resulting from Collisions with
Vessels.

Summary: EPA has no objection to the
proposed action.

EIS No. 20080341, ERP No. F-AFS—-
L65546-ID, Idaho Roadless Area
Conservation Project, To Provide
State-Specific Direction for the
Conservation and Management of
Inventoried Roadless Areas, National
Forest System Lands in Idaho.
Summary: The final EIS addressed

EPA’s concerns about adverse impacts

to water quality, the disposition of

temporary roads and the definition of
significant risk.

EIS No. 20080342, ERP No. F-AFS-
J65516-WY, Inyan Kara Analysis Area
Vegetation Management, Proposes to
Implement Best Management Livestock
Grazing Practices and Activities
Associated with Adaptive Management
and Monitoring Strategies, Douglas
Ranger District, Medicine Bow Routt
National Forest and Thunder Basin
National Grassland, Niobrara and
Weston Counties, WY.
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Summary: While the Final EIS did
address EPA’s environmental general
concerns with water quality and
adaptive management, we continue to
have environmental concerns about the
level of water resource protection from
grazing impacts under drought
conditions.

Dated: October 14, 2008.

Ken Mittelholtz,

Environmental Protection Specialist, Office
of Federal Activities.

[FR Doc. E8—24811 Filed 10-16-08; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[ER-FRL-8586-6]

Environmental Impact Statements;
Notice of Availability

Responsible Agency: Office of Federal
Activities, General Information (202)
564—1399 or http://www.epa.gov/
compliance/nepa/.

Weekly receipt of Environmental
Impact Statements filed 10/06/2008
through 10/10/2008. Pursuant to 40 CFR
1506.9.

EIS No. 20080410, Second Final
Supplement, FTA, CA, South
Sacramento Corridor Phase 2,
Improve Transit Service and Enhance
Regional Connectivity, Funding, in
the City and County Sacramento, CA,
Wait Period Ends: 11/17/2008,
Contact: Jerome Wiggins 415-744—
3115.

EIS No. 20080411, Draft EIS, AFS, UT,
Dixie National Forest Lands, To
Identify Oil and Gas Leasing of Lands,
Implementation, Garfield, Iron, Kane,
Piute, Washington Counties, UT,
Comment Period Ends: 12/16/2008,
Contact: Susan Baughman 435-865—
3703.

EIS No. 20080412, Final EIS, FRA, NJ,

Portal Bridge Capacity Enhancement

Project, To Replace the nearly 100-

Year-Old Portal Bridge and Eliminate

Capacity Constraints on the Northeast

Corridor between Swift Interlocking

and Secaucus Transfer Station,

Funding, U.S. Army Corp Section 10

and 404 Permits, Hackensack River,

Hudson County, NJ, Wait Period

Ends: 11/17/2008, Contact: David

Valenstein 202—-493-6368.

EIS No. 20080413, Draft EIS, FHW, CA,

Mid County Parkway Project,

Construct a New Parkway between

Interstate 15 (I-15) in the West and

State Route 79 (SR—79) in the East,

Funding and U.S. Army COE Section

404 Permit, Riverside County, CA,

Comment Period Ends: 12/08/2008,
Contact: Tay Dam 213-202-3954.

EIS No. 20080414, Draft EIS, COE, 00,
PROGRAMMATIC—Oyster
Restoration in Chesapeake Bay
Including the Use of a Native and/or
Nonnative Oyster, Implementation,
Chesapeake Bay, MD and VA,
Comment Period Ends: 12/15/2008,
Contact: Craig Seltzer 757—201-7390.

EIS No. 20080415, Draft EIS, FHW, ID,
1-90 Post Falls Access Improvements
Project, Transportation Improve from
Spokane Street Interchange through
the State Highway 41 (SH—41)
Interchange, Kootenai County, ID,
Comment Period Ends: 12/01/2008,
Contact: Paul C. Ziman 208-334—
9180-Ext. 127.

EIS No. 20080416, Final EIS, BLM, OR,
Western Oregon Bureau of Land
Management Districts of Salem,
Eugene, Roseburg, Coos Bay, and
Medford Districts, and the Klamath
Falls Resource Area of the Lakeview
District, Revision of the Resource
Management Plans, Implementation,
OR, Wait Period Ends: 12/01/2008,
Contact: Jerry Hubbard 503—-808—
6115.

EIS No. 20080417, Final EIS, UAF, FL,
Eglin Air Force Base Program, Base
Realignment and Closure (BRAC)
2005 Decisions and Related Action,
Implementation, FL, Wait Period
Ends: 11/17/2008, Contact: Mike
Spaits 850-8820—-2878.

EIS No. 20080418, Draft EIS, DOE, 00,
PROGRAMMATIC—Global Nuclear
Energy Partnership (GNEP) Program,
To Support a Safe, Secure, and
Sustainable Expansion of Nuclear
Energy, both Domestically and
Internationally, (DOE/EIS—0396),
Comment Period Ends: 12/16/2008,
Contact: Francis G. Schwartz 866—
645-7803.

EIS No. 20080419, Final EIS, NHT, 00,
Corporate Average Fuel Economy

(CAFE) Proposed Standards for Model

Year 2011-2015 Passenger Cars and
Light Trucks, Implementation, Wait
Period Ends: 11/17/2008, Contact:
Carol Hammel-Smith 202—-366-5206.
EIS No. 20080420, Final EIS, BLM, CA,

Sunrise Powerlink Transmission Line
Project, Proposed Land Use Plan
Amendment, Construction and
Operation of a New 91-mile 500
kilovolt (kV) Electric Transmission
Line from Imperial Valley Substation
(in Imperial Co. near the City of El
Centro) to a New Central East
Substation (in Central San Diego
County) Imperial and San Diego
Counties, CA, Wait Period Ends: 11/
17/2008, Contact: Lynda Kastoll 760—
337—-4421.

EIS No. 20080421, Draft EIS, NSA, MD,

Fort George G. Meade Utilities
Upgrade Project, Proposes to
Construct and Operate (1) North
Utility Plant (2) South Generator
Facility and (3) Central Boiler Plant,
Fort George M. Meade, MD, Comment
Period Ends: 12/01/2008, Contact:
Jeffrey D. Williams 301-688—2970.

EIS No. 20080422, Draft EIS, FTA, MD,

Purple Line Transit Project, Proposed
16-Mile Rapid Transit Line Extending
from Bethesda in Montgomery County
to New Carrollton in Prince George’s
County, MD , Comment Period Ends:
12/01/2008, Contact: Gail McFadden-
Roberts 215-656—7100.

Amended Notices

EIS No. 20080227, Second Draft

Supplement, TPT, CA, Presidio Trust
Management Plan (PTMP), Updated
Information on the Concept for the
120-Acre Main Post District, Area B of
the Presidio of San Francisco,
Implementation, City and County of
San Francisco, CA, Comment Period
Ends: 10/20/2008, Contact: John G.
Pelka 415-561-5300.

Revision to FR Notice Published:

Extending Comment Period from 09/19/
2008 to 10/20/2008.

EIS No. 20080293, Draft EIS, IBR, CA,

Cachuma Lake Resource Management
Plan, Implementation, Cachuma Lake,
Santa Barbara County, CA, Comment
Period Ends: 10/31/2008, Contact:
Sharon McHale 916-989-7172.
Revision to FR Notice Published 08/
01/2008: Extending Comment Period
from 09/15/2008 to 10/31/2008.

EIS No. 20080297, Draft EIS, IBR, CA,

Lake Casitas Resource Management
Plan (RMP), Implementation, Cities of
Los Angeles and Ventura, Western
Ventura County, CA, Comment Period
Ends: 10/31/2008, Contact: Sharon
McHale 916—989-7172. Revision to
FR Notice Published 08/08/2008:
Extending Comment Period from 9/
22/2008 to 10/31/2008.

Dated: October 14, 2008.
Ken Mittelholtz,

Environmental Protection Specialist, Office
of Federal Activities.
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