
Parrish. John 

From: CGS Headquarters 
Sent: Tuesday, October 24,20061:47 PM 
To: Parrish, John 
Subject: FW: Yucca Mt. EIS Federal Register Notices 

EIS Federal National Routing - Mina & Caliente 

Register Notices Schurz-Mina... Routes-Map( ... John, would you like this to be sent to 
anyone in the division? 

-----Original Message----­
From: Barbara Byron [mailto:Bbyron@energy.state.ca.us] 
Sent: Tuesday, October 24, 2006 12:50 PM 
To: jepperson@chp.ca.gov; JMcNeill@chp.ca.gov; Rpatrick@chp.ca.gov; CGS 
Headquarters; Durbin@doj.ca.gov; charleen_fain-keslar@dot.ca.gov; 
aburow@dtsc.ca.gov; JWong@dtsc.ca.gov; Gary Butner; Ken Peel; Harold 
Singer; Ben Tong@oes.ca.gov; bill.potter@oes.ca.gov; 
MaryAnn.Costamagna@ohs.ca.gov; Ikirsch@OSPR.DFG.CA.GOV 
Cc: Jim Boyd 
Subject: Yucca Mt. EIS Federal Register Notices 

FYI, the U.S. Department of Energy plans to conduct new environmental 
studies for the Yucca Mt. Repository Project and is proposing a new rail 
corridor to Yucca Mt. called the north-south "Mina corridor". Attached 
are the two Federal Notices released October 13, 2006 and maps showing 
the new proposed route. 

The Mina rail route could have major transportation implications for 
California. Nevada has said it appears that, should the Yucca Mt. 
project go forward, most of the waste will enter Nevada via Sacramento, 
CA and Salt Lake City, UT. High level waste shipments from Hanford, 
Washington as well as spent fuel from nuclear power plants in Oregon and 
Washington could be routed through Sacramento over the Donner Pass to 
Reno. 

I will be attending western states transportation meetings this week 
and hope to have more information available for you soon. 

Best Regards, 

BARBARA BYRON 
Senior Nuclear Policy Advisor 
California Energy Commission 
1516 Ninth Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
916-654-4976 (Phone) 
916-654-4420 (fax) 
E-mail:bbyron@energy.state.ca.us 

mailto:E-mail:bbyron@energy.state.ca.us
mailto:mailto:Bbyron@energy.state.ca.us
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Parrish, John 

From: Scott Field [sfield@westgov.org] 

Sent: Monday, October 16, 2006 9:49 AM 

To: HLW 

Subject: EIS Federal Register Notices 

Attached are two Federal Register Notices that were released Friday: 

"Amended Notice ofIntent To Expand the Scope of the Environmental Impact Statement for the 
Alignment, Construction, and Operation of a Rail Line to a Geologic Repository at Yucca Mountain, 
Nye County, NY." 

and 

"Supplement to the Final Environmental Impact Statement for a Geologic Repository for the Disposal of 
Spent Nuclear Fuel and High-Level Radioactive Waste at Yucca Mountain, Nye County, NY." 

W. Scott Field 
Policy Analyst 
Western Interstate Energy Board 
ISIS Cleveland Place, Suite 200 
Denver, CO 80202 
(303) 573-8910 xl26 
cell: (303) 808-5524 
sfield((J)westgov.org 

10/27/2006
 





.. 
I 
i .. 

"" ...... 
",-

EXisting rail lines 

Existing fail Hnes 
that could be used 

Caliente corridor
 

Proposed route 10
 
Yucca Mmountain
 





Potential Rail Routes from Existing Reactors to
 
Yucca Mountain via Mina Optio
 





60484 Federal Register/Vol. 71, No. 198/Friday, October 13, 2006/Notices 

burden ofthe information collections, 
including the validity of the 
methodology and assumptions used; (c) 
ways to enhance the quality, utility, and 
clarity of the information to be 
collected; and (d) ways to minimize the 
burden of the information collections on 
respondents, including through the use 
of automated collection techniques or 
other forms of information technology. 

DATES: Comments regarding this 
collection must be received on or before 
November 13, 2006. If you anticipate 
that you will be submitting comments, 
but find it difficult to do so within the 
period of time allowed by this notice, 
please advise the OMB Desk Officer of 
your intention to make a submission as 
soon as possible. The Desk Officer may 
be telephoned at 202-395-4650. 

ADDRESSES: Written comments should 
be sent to: DOE Desk Officer, Office of 
Information and Regulatory Affairs, 
Office of Management and Budget, New 
Executive Office Building, Room 10102, 
735 17th Street, NW., Washington, DC 
20503. 

Comments should also be addressed 
to: Jeffrey Martus, IM-11/Germantown 
Building, U.S. Department of Energy, 
1000 Independence Ave., SW., 
Washington, DC 20585-1290; or by fax 
at 301-903-9061 or bye-mail at 
Jeffrey.martus@hq.doe.gov. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Requests for additional information or 
copies of the information collection 
instrument and instructions should be 
directed to Jeffrey Martus at the address 
listed above in ADDRESSES. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
information collection package listed in 
this notice for public comment includes 
the following: 

1. (1) OMB No.: 1910-5103. (2) 
Package Title: Reporting and 
Recordkeeping Requirements for Safety 
Management System. (3) Type of 
Review: Renewal. (4) Purpose: This 
collection is required by the Department 
to ensure that the management and 
operating contractors are performing 
work safety at DOE facilities. (5) 
Respondents: 7. (6) Estimated Number 
of Burden Hours: 2,450. 

Statutory Authority: Department of Energy 
Organization Act. Public Law 95-91. 

Issued in Washington, DC, on October 6. 
2006. 

Sharon A. Evelin, 

Director, Records Management Division, 
Office of the Chief Information Officer. 
[FR Doc. E6-17000 Filed 10-12-06; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6451Hl1-P 

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

Amended Notice of Intent To Expand 
the Scope of the Environmental Impact 
Statement for the Alignment, 
Construction, and Operation of a Rail 
Line to a Geologic Repository at Yucca 
Mountain, Nye County, NV 

AGENCY: Department of Energy. 
ACTION: Amended notice of intent. 

SUMMARY: The Department of Energy 
(DOE or the Department) is providing 
this Amended Notice of Intent to 
expand tbe scope of the ongoing 
Environmental Impact Statement for the 
Alignment, Construction and Operation 
of a Rail Line to a Geologic Repository 
at Yucca Mountain, Nye County, 
Nevada (DOE/EIS-0369, Rail Alignment 
EIS, Notice of Intent, April 8, 2004, 69 
FR 18565). In the ongoing Rail 
Alignment EIS, DOE has undertaken an 
analysis of alternative rail alignments in 
which to construct and operate a rail 
line within what is referred to as the 
Caliente corridor. Based on new 
information, DOE now plans to expand 
the Rail Alignment EIS to incorporate 
analysis of a new rail corridor 
alternative. This additional analysis will 
supplement the corridor analyses in the 
"Final Environmental Impact Statement 
for a Geologic Repository for the 
Disposal of Spent Nuclear Fuel and 
High-Level Radioactive Waste at Yucca 
Mountain, Nye County, Nevada" (DOE/ 
EIS-0250F, Yucca Mountain Final EIS, 
February 2002). The expanded analysis 
will consider the potential 
environmental impacts of a newly 
proposed Mina rail corridor at the same 
level of corridor analysis as is contained 
in the Yucca Mountain Final EIS, and 
will review the rail corridor analyses of 
that Final EIS, and update, as 
appropriate. The expanded scope will 
then proceed to include a detailed 
analysis of alternative alignments 
within the Mina corridor at the same 
level of analysis of the ongoing 
alignment analysis for the Caliente 
corridor. The result will be to provide 
the public with information concerning 
both the potential corridor and 
alignment impacts of the Mina corridor 
at the same time DOE presents the 
potential impacts for the construction 
and operation of a rail line within the 
Caliente corridor. The expanded EIS 
will be entitled the Supplemental Yucca 
Mountain Rail Corridor and Rail 
Alignment EIS (DOE/EIS-0250F-S2 and 
DOE/EIS-0369). 

On April 8, 2004 (69 FR 18557), the 
Department issued a Record of Decision 
announcing its selection, both 
nationally and in the State of Nevada, of 

the mostly rail scenario analyzed in the 
Yucca Mountain Final EIS. This 
decision will ultimately require the 
construction of a rail line to connect the 
repository site at Yucca Mountain to an 
existing rail line in the State of Nevada 
for the shipment of spent nuclear fuel 
and high-level radioactive waste. To 
that end, the Department also selected 
the Caliente rail corridor in which to 
examine possible alignments for 
construction of that rail line. On April 
8, 2004 (69 FR 18565), DOE issued a 
Notice of Intent to prepare an EIS under 
the National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA) for the alignment, construction, 
and operation of a rail line for 
shipments of spent nuclear fuel, high­
level radioactive waste, and other 
materials from a site near Caliente, 
Nevada, to a geologic repository at 
Yucca Mountain, Nevada (the Rail 
Alignment EIS). 

During subsequent public scoping, 
DOE received comments that offered 
preferences for various rail corridors 
analyzed in detail in the Yucca 
Mountain Final EIS, and identified 
other rail corridors for consideration. In 
particular, commenters recommended 
that DOE consider the Mina route, 
which would include use of an existing 
rail line from Hazen, Nevada, to the 
Thorne siding in Hawthorne, Nevada, 
and the construction of new rail line 
that would follow an abandoned rail 
line nearly to Yucca Mountain. 

In the Yucca Mountain Final EIS, 
DOE considered, but eliminated from 
detailed study, several potential rail 
routes. One of those potential rail 
routes, the Mina route, could only 
connect to an existing rail line by 
crossing the Walker River Paiute Tribe 
Reservation northwest of Hawthorne, 
Nevada, and the Tribe had informed 
DOE that it would refuse to allow 
nuclear waste to be transported across 
its reservation (letter dated December 6, 
1991). For this reason, the Department 
considered the Mina route to pose an 
unavoidable land use conflict and thus 
to be unavailable for further 
consideration. 

Following review of the scoping 
comments for the Rail Alignment EIS, 
DOE held discussions with the Walker 
River Paiute Tribe regarding the 
availability of the Mina route. 
Subsequently, in May 2006, the Walker 
River Paiute Tribe informed DOE that 
the Tribal Council had withdrawn its 
objection to the completion of an EIS 
studying the transportation of nuclear 
waste across its reservation. The Tribe 
stated that its Tribal Council had not 
decided to allow such shipments, but 
indicated that inclusion of the Mina 
route in an EIS would allow the Tribe 
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to make a more informed, final decision 
about the matter. 

In view of the Tribal Council's 
decision, DOE initiated a study to 
determine the feasibility of the Mina 
route, and to identify a specific corridor 
(Mina corridor) and associated 
preliminary alternative alignments 
(described below under Mina 
Alternative Alignments). Based on 
DOE's preliminary analysis, in 
comparison with other rail corridors, 
the Mina corridor appears to offer 
potential advantages to the extent it 
would cross fewer mountain ranges, 
utilize existing rail bed, and also be a 
shorter distance. These potential 
advantages would simplify design and 
construction of a rail line, and therefore 
would be less costly to construct. The 
Mina corridor also would appear to 
have fewer land use conflicts, and 
would involve less land disturbance, 
which tends to result in lower adverse 
environmental impacts overall. 

For these reasons, DOE has concluded 
that the Mina corridor warrants further 
detailed study. Accordingly, DOE is 
announcing its intent to expand the 
scope of the Rail Alignment EIS to 
supplement the rail corridor analyses of 
the Yucca Mountain Final EIS, and 
analyze the Mina corridor. This 
Supplemental Yucca Mountain Rail 
Corridor and Rail Alignment EIS 1 also 
will consider, in detail, alignments for 
the construction and operation of a rail 
line within the Caliente and Mina rail 
corridors. 
DATES: The Department invites 
comments on the scope of the 
Supplemental Yucca Mountain Rail 
Corridor and Rail Alignment EIS to 
ensure that all relevant environmental 
issues and reasonable alternatives are 
addressed. Public scoping meetings are 
discussed below in the SUPPLEMENTARY 
INFORMATION section. DOE will consider 
all comments received during the 45­
day public scoping period, which starts 
with publication of this Amended 
Notice ofIntent and ends November 27, 
2006. Comments received after this date 
will be considered to the extent 
practicable. 

ADDRESSES: Requests for additional 
information on the Supplemental Yucca 
Mountain Rail Corridor and Rail 
Alignment EIS or transportation 
planning in general should be directed 

1 Coincident with this Anl0nded Notice of Intent, 
DOE is publishing a Notice of Intent to prepare a 
Supplemental Yucca Mountain EIS (DOE!EIS­
0250F-S1). That Supplement will consider the 
current repository design and plans for its 
construction and operation, and the transportation 
of spent nuclear fuel and high-l"vel radioactive 
waste from sites around the United States to th" 
f('lpository at Yucca Mountain, 

to: Mr. M. Lee Bishop, EIS Document 
Manager, Office of Logistics 
Management, Office of Civilian 
Radioactive Waste Management, U.S. 
Department of Energy, 1551 Hillshire 
Drive, MiS 011, Las Vegas, NV 89134, 
Telephone 1-800-967-3477. Written 
comments on the scope of the 
Supplemental Yucca Mountain Rail 
Corridor and Rail Alignment EIS may be 
submitted to Mr. M. Lee Bishop at this 
address, by facsimile to 1-800-967­
0739, or via the Internet at http:// 
www.ocrwm.doe.govunder the caption, 
What's New. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For 
general information regarding the DOE 
NEPA process contact: Ms. Carol M. 
Borgstrom, Director, Office of NEPA 
Policy and Compliance, U.S. 
Department of Energy, 1000 
Independence Ave., SW., Washington, 
DC 20585, Telephone 202-586-4600, or 
leave a message at 1-800-472-2756. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Background 

On July 23, 2002, the President signed 
into law (Pub. L. 107-200) a joint 
resolution of the U.S. House of 
Representatives and the U.S. Senate 
designating the Yucca Mountain site in 
Nye County, Nevada, for development 
as a geologic repository for the disposal 
of spent nuclear fuel and high-level 
radioactive waste. Subsequently, the 
Department issued a Record of Decision 
(April 8, 2004) to announce its 
selection, both nationally and in the 
State of Nevada, of the mostly rail 
scenario analyzed in the Yucca 
Mountain Final EIS as the mode of 
transportation for spent nuclear fuel and 
high-level radioactive waste to the 
repository. Under the mostly rail 
scenario, the Department would rely on 
a combination of rail, truck and possibly 
barge to transport to the repository site 
at Yucca Mountain up to 70,000 metric 
tons of heavy metal of spent nuclear fuel 
and high-level radioactive waste. Most 
of the spent nuclear fuel and high-level 
radioactive waste, however, would be 
transported by rail. 

The Department's decision to select 
the mostly rail scenario in Nevada 
ultimately will require the construction 
of a rail line 2 to connect the repository 
site at Yucca Mountain to an existing 
rail line in the State of Nevada for the 
shipment of spent nuclear fuel and 
high-level radioactive waste in the event 
the Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
authorizes construction of the 
repository, and receipt and possession 
of these materials at Yucca Mountain. 

2 Rail line InoaDS the railroad track and 
underlying earthworks. 

To that end, in the same Record of 
Decision, the Department also decided 
to select the Caliente rail corridor 3 to 
study possible alignments for this 
proposed rail line. The Caliente rail 
corridor originates at an existing siding 
to the Union Pacific railroad near 
Caliente, Nevada, and extends in a 
westerly direction to the northwest 
corner of the Nevada Test and Training 
Range, before turning south-southeast to 
the repository at Yucca Mountain. The 
Caliente corridor ranges between 512 
kilometers (318 miles) and 553 
kilometers (344 miles) in length, 
depending on the alternative alignments 
considered. 

On April 8, 2004, DOE issued a Notice 
of Intent to prepare an EIS under NEPA 
for the alignment, construction, and 
operation of a rail line for shipments of 
spent nuclear fuel, high-level 
radioactive waste, and other materials 4 

from a site near Caliente, Nevada to a 
geologic repository at Yucca Mountain, 
Nevada. During subsequent public 
scoping, DOE received comments that 
offered preferences for various rail 
corridors analyzed in detail in the 
Yucca Mountain Final EIS, and 
identified other rail corridors for 
consideration. In particular, 
commenters recommended that DOE 
consider "the Mina route," which 
would include use of an existing rail 
line from Hazen, Nevada, to the Thorne 
siding at Hawthorne, Nevada, and the 
construction of new rail line that would 
follow an abandoned rail line nearly to 
Yucca Mountain. 

In the Yucca Mountain Final EIS, 
DOE considered, but eliminated from 
detailed study, the Mina route and 
several other potential rail routes (see 
Section 2.3.3.1). These other potential 
rail routes were identified in a series of 
three transportation studies­
"Preliminary Rail Access Study" 
(January, 1990), the "Nevada Potential 
Repository Preliminary Transportation 
Strategy, Study 1" (February, 1995), and 
the "Nevada Potential Repository 
Preliminary Transportation Strategy, 
Study 2" (February, 1996). Based on the 
latter (1996) study and public scoping, 
five potential rail corridors were 
considered in detail in the Yucca 
Mountain Final EIS. 

In the 1996 study, the Mina route was 
not recommended for further study, 
because a rail line within the Mina route 
could only connect to an existing rail 
line by crossing the Walker River Paiute 

3 A corridor is a strip of land 400 meters (0.25 
mile) wide through which DOE would identify an 
alignnlont for the construction of a rail line. 

-1 Othor materials ar~~ those related to the 
construction and operation of tho n:!pository. 
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Tribe Reservation, and the Tribe had 
informed DOE that it would refuse to 
allow nuclear waste to be transported 
across its reservation (letter dated 
December 6,1991). For this reason, the 
Department considered the Mina route 
to pose an unavoidable land use conflict 
and thus to be unavailable for further 
consideration (see Section 2.3.3.1 in the 
Yucca Mountain Final EIS). 

Following review of the scoping 
comments for the Rail Alignment EIS, 
DOE held discussions with the Walker 
River Paiute Tribe regarding the 
availability of the Mina route. 
Subsequently, in May 2006, the Walker 
River Paiute Tribe informed DOE that 
the Tribal Council had withdrawn its 
objection to the completion of an EIS 
studying the transportation of nuclear 
waste across its reservation. The Tribe 
stated that its Tribal Council had not 
decided to allow such shipments, but 
indicated that inclusion of the Mina 
route in an EIS would allow the Tribe 
to make a more informed, final decision 
about the matter. 

In view of the Tribal Council's 
decision, DOE initiated a study to 
determine the feasibility of the Mina 
route, and to identify a specific corridor 
(the Mina corridor) and associated 
preliminary alternative alignments. 
Based on DOE's preliminary analysis, in 
comparison with other rail corridors, 
the Mina corridor appears to offer 
potential advantages to the extent it 
would cross fewer mountain ranges, 
utilize existing rail bed, and also be a 
shorter distance. These potential 
advantages would simplify design and 
construction of the rail line, and 
therefore would be less costly to 
construct. The Mina corridor also would 
appear to have fewer land use conflicts, 
and would involve less land 
disturbance, which tends to result in 
lower adverse environmental impacts 
overall. 

For these reasons, DOE has concluded 
that the Mina corridor warrants further 
detailed study. Accordingly, DOE is 
announcing its intent to expand the 
scope of the Rail Alignment EIS to 
prepare a Supplemental EIS that will 
supplement the rail corridor analyses of 
the Yucca Mountain Final EIS. In the 
Yucca Mountain Final EIS, DOE 
evaluated the construction and 
operation of a rail line within five 
corridors-Caliente, Caliente-Chalk 
Mountain, Carlin, Jean and Valley 
Modified. In the Supplemental Yucca 
Mountain Rail Corridor and Rail 
Alignment EIS, DOE will review the 
environmental information and analyses 
for these corridors, and update, as 

appropriate 5; DOE also plans to 
consider the Mina corridor at a level of 
detail commensurate with that of the 
Yucca Mountain Final EIS. In addition, 
the Supplemental Yucca Mountain Rail 
Corridor and Rail Alignment EIS will 
consider, in detail, alignments for the 
construction and operation of a rail line 
within the Caliente and Mina corridors. 

The Mina corridor originates at an 
existing rail line near Wabuska, Nevada, 
where it proceeds southeasterly through 
Hawthorne to Blair Junction, and then 
on to Uda Junction. At that point, it 
becomes coincident with the Caliente 
corridor trending southeasterly through 
Oasis Valley before turning north­
northeast to Yucca Mountain. The Mina 
corridor is about 450 kilometers (280 
miles) in length; however, construction 
of new rail line would range between 
about 386 kilometers (240 miles) and 
409 kilometers (254 miles) because the 
corridor includes the existing 
Department of Defense rail line from 
Wabuska to the Hawthorne Army Depot 
in Hawthorne. 

Previous Public Scoping Comments 
The Department received more than 

4,100 comments during the public 
scoping period for the Rail Alignment 
EIS that ended June I, 2004. In general, 
many of these comments offered 
preferences for various rail corridors or 
requested DOE to evaluate rail corridors 
other than Caliente, and suggested new 
alternative alignments or criteria (e.g., 
avoid wilderness study areas) that could 
be used to modify the preliminary 
alignments proposed by DOE or to 
create new alternative alignments. 
These comments helped inform DOE's 
decision to expand the scope of the Rail 
Alignment EIS as discussed under 
Background above, and to identify the 
range of reasonable alternative 
alignments as discussed under Caliente 
Alternative Alignments below. 

Commenters also requested that DOE 
allow other commodities to be shipped 
on the rail line by private entities 
(referred to herein as shared use). As 
described under Proposed Action 
below, the Supplemental Yucca 
Mountain Rail Corridor and Rail 
Alignment EIS will evaluate shipments 
of commercial commodities, in addition 
to shipments of DOE materials. 

DOE also received comments 
regarding analytical methods for various 

"In a letter to the U.S. Air Force (dated December 
1.2004), DOE eliminated from detailed study 
alignments that would intersect the Nevada ;rest 
and Training Rango because of COl1C(::lrns regarding 
military n~adiness testing and training activities. 
This lettor was in response to a May 28, 2004 letter 
from the U.S. Air Force. For the sall18 reasons cited 
in th(~se letters, DOE does not intBnd to consider 
further the CaliEmte-Chalk Mountain rail corridor. 

environmental resources such as 
cultural resources and water use, 
treatment of cumulative impacts and 
Native American concerns, the nature of 
the evaluation of potential accidents 
and sabotage, and the identification of 
mitigation measures. These comments 
and associated issues will be addressed 
in the Supplemental Yucca Mountain 
Rail Corridor and Rail Alignment EIS. 

Proposed Action 

Under the Supplemental Yucca 
Mountain Rail Corridor and Rail 
Alignment EIS, the Proposed Action is 
to determine a rail alignment 6 (within 
a rail corridor) in which to construct 
and operate a rail line for shipments of 
spent nuclear fuel, high-level 
radioactive waste, and other materials 
from an existing railroad in Nevada to 
a geologic repository at Yucca 
Mountain, Nye County, Nevada. DOE 
now plans to review the environmental 
information and analyses for four rail 
corridors, and update, as appropriate 
(Caliente, Carlin, Jean and Valley 
Modified], include and analyze the 
Mina corridor, and evaluate in detail 
two alternatives that would implement 
the Proposed Action-the Mina 
Alternative and the Caliente Alternative. 
Under each implementing alternative, 
DOE will evaluate the potential 
environmental impacts from the 
construction and operation of a rail line 
along various alternative alignments 7 

and common segments. 8 As part of rail 
line operations, DOE also will evaluate, 
as an option to the Mina and Caliente 
implementing alternatives, the shipment 
of commercial commodities by private 
entities (shared use). 

Preliminary Alternatives 

As required by the Council on 
Environmental Quality and 
Departmental regulations that 
implement NEPA, the Supplemental 
Yucca Mountain Rail Corridor and Rail 
Alignment EIS will analyze and present 
the environmental impacts associated 
with the range of reasonable alternatives 
to meet DOE's purpose and need for a 
rail line, and a no-action alternative. 
The preliminary alternative alignments 
for the Caliente and Mina rail 
alignments comprise # series of common 
segments and alternatives (maps may be 
obtained as described above in 

r. A strip of land less tban 400 meters (0.25 mile) 
wide through which the location of a rail line 
would be identified. 

7 A geographic region of tlH-) rail alignment for 
which Inultiple routes for the rail line have been 
identified. 

8 A geographic region of the rail alignment for 
which a single route for the rail line has b(~en 

identified. 
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ADDRESSES). The Department is 
interested in identifying and 
subsequently evaluating any additional 
reasonable alternative alignments 
within the Caliente or Mina corridors 
that would reduce or avoid known or 
potential adverse environmental 
impacts, features having aesthetic 
values, and land-use conflicts, or 
alternatives that should be eliminated 
from detailed consideration. This could 
include identifying alternative 
alignments that could avoid 
environmentally sensitive areas or other 
land use conflicts. 

Caliente Alternative Alignments 

DOE's Notice ofIntent (April 8, 2004) 
identified preliminary alternative 
alignments and common segments to be 
evaluated in the Rail Alignment EIS. 
The Notice of Intent also indicated that 
DOE would consider other potential 
alternatives if they would minimize, 
avoid or otherwise mitigate adverse 
environmental impacts. 

Following scoping, DOE evaluated all 
public comments, as well as information 
from other sources, that could affect the 
preliminary alternative alignments and 
common segments identified in the 
Notice of Intent. Based on this 
information, DOE identified additional 
alternative alignments, and modified the 
preliminary alignments and common 
segments identified in the Notice of 
Intent to create a suite of potential 
alternatives. This suite was then 
evaluated using environmental features 
and engineering and design factors to 
determine, preliminarily, the range of 
reasonable alternative alignments. As an 
example, commenters identified 
alternative alignments that would avoid 
Garden Valley by identifying routes 
through Coal Valley that cross the 
Golden Gate Range. However, DOE 
found these alignments are not 
reasonable alternatives because they 
would either exceed engineering and 
design factors or would be far more 
costly to construct than other 
alignments that pass through Garden 
Valley. 

On this basis, DOE has identified, 
preliminarily, alternative alignments at 
the interface with the Union Pacific 
Railroad near Caliente, in Garden 
Valley, near the Reveille Range and the 
Town of Goldfield, north of Scottys 
Junction (referred to as Bonnie Claire), 
and in Oasis Valley. These alternative 
alignments, which are described below, 
will be considered in detail in the 
Supplemental Yucca Mountain Rail 
Corridor and Rail Alignment EIS. 

Interface With Union Pacific Railroad 

DOE has identified two alternative 
alignments, Caliente and Eccles, either 
of which alternative alignment would 
connect the proposed rail line to the 
existing Union Pacific Railroad in or 
near the City of Caliente. The Caliente 
alternative alignment would begin in 
Caliente, enter Meadow Valley Wash at 
Indian Cove, and extend generally north 
through Meadow Valley Wash and along 
U.S. 93. This alternative alignment 
would then cross U.S. 93 about 5 
kilometers (3 miles) southwest of 
Panaca and connect to Common 
Segment 1 about 1 kilometer (0.6 mile) 
northwest of U.S. 93 and 18 kilometers 
(11 miles) south of Pioche. The Caliente 
alternative alignment would be 
approximately 18 kilometers (11 miles) 
long. 

The Eccles alternative alignment 
would begin along Clover Creek about 8 
kilometers (5 miles) east of Caliente and 
trend generally north to enter Meadow 
Valley Wash from the southeast. This 
alternative alignment would then cross 
U.S. 93 about 5 kilometers (3 miles) 
southwest of Panaca and connect to 
Common Segment 1 about 1 kilometer 
(0.6 mile) northwest of U.S. 93 and 18 
kilometers (11 miles) south of Pioche. 
The Eccles alternative alignment would 
be about 18 kilometers (11 miles) long. 

Garden Valley 

DOE is considering four alternative 
alignments in the Garden Valley area, 
referred to as Garden Valley 1, 2, 3, and 
8. Garden Valley 1 would run due west 
through the Golden Gate Range for 
about 7 kilometers (4 miles), trend in a 
southwesterly direction through Garden 
Valley, cross the Lincoln and Nye 
County line, and connect to Common 
Segment 2 about 5 kilometers (3 miles) 
north of the Worthington Mountains 
Wilderness Area, and 3 kilometers (2 
miles) east of the Humboldt Toiyabe 
National Forest. The Garden Valley 1 
alternative alignment would be 
approximately 35 kilometers (22 miles) 
long. 

Garden Valley 2 would run to the 
south of Garden Valley 1 and Garden 
Valley 3, crossing the Lincoln and Nye 
County line. Garden Valley 2 would 
continue southwesterly through the 
Golden Gate Range at Water Gap, turn 
westward through Garden Valley, and 
continue southwesterly to connect to 
Common Segment 2 about 5 kilometers 
(3 miles) north of the Worthington 
Mountains Wilderness Area and 3 
kilometers (2 miles) east of the 
Humboldt Toiyabe National Forest. The 
Garden Valley 2 alternative alignment 

would be about 37 kilometers (23 miles) 
long. 

Garden Valley 3 would run due west 
through the Golden Gate Range and then 
in a northwesterly direction until 
turning southwest to run along the 
southeast base of the Quinn Canyon 
Range. Continuing in a southwesterly 
direction, it would run through Garden 
Valley, cross the Lincoln and Nye 
County line, and connect to Common 
Segment 2 about 5 kilometers (3 miles) 
north of the Worthington Mountains 
Wilderness Area and 3 kilometers (2 
miles) east of the Humboldt Toiyabe 
National Forest. The Garden Valley 3 
alternative alignment would be 
approximately 36 kilometers (22 miles) 
long. 

Garden Valley 8 would run to the 
south of Garden Valley 1 and Garden 
Valley 3, crossing the Lincoln and Nye 
County line. It would continue 
southwesterly through the Golden Gate 
Range at Water Gap, would turn 
westward through Garden Valley, and 
run in a southwesterly direction before 
turning sharply westward. Garden 
Valley 8 would proceed westward and 
connect to Common Segment 2 about 5 
kilometers (3 miles) north of the 
Worthington Mountains Wilderness 
Area and 3 kilometers (2 miles) east of 
the Humboldt Toiyabe National Forest. 
The Garden Valley 8 alternative 
alignment would be about 38 kilometers 
(23 miles) long, 8 kilometers (5 miles) of 
which parallels Garden Valley Road. 

South Reveille 

South Reveille 2 and South Reveille 3 
alternative alignments would begin 5 
kilometers (3 miles) south of the South 
Reveille Wilderness Study Area. South 
Reveille 2 would trend to the northwest 
along the border of the South Reveille 
Wilderness Study Area. South Reveille 
3 would trend northwest a few 
kilometers to the west and roughly 
parallel to South Reveille 2. South 
Reveille 2 or South Reveille 3 would 
connect to Common Segment 3 in 
Reveille Valley about 14 kilometers (9 
miles) west of State Route 375. South 
Reveille 2 would be approximately 19 
kilometers (12 miles) long and South 
Reveille 3 would be approximately 20 
kilometers (12 miles) long. 

Goldfield 

DOE is considering three alternative 
alignments in the Goldfield area, 
referred to as Goldfield 1, 3, and 4. 
Goldfield 1 would extend south into the 
Goldfield Hills area, passing east of 
Black Butte. It would turn east near 
Espina Hill and head south to the east 
of Blackcap Mountain. It would wind 
around a series of hills and valleys to 
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maintain an acceptable grade. Goldfield 
1 would run for approximately 11 
kilometers (7 miles) along an abandoned 
rail line before joining Common 
Segment 4 about 1 kilometer (0.6 mile) 
northeast of Ralston. In total, the 
Goldfield 1 alternative alignment would 
be 47 kilometers (29 miles) long. 

Goldfield 3 would extend south and 
farther to the east than the other 
Goldfield alternative alignments. Like 
Goldfield 1, Goldfield 3 would wind 
around a series of hills and valleys to 
maintain an acceptable grade. Also like 
Goldfield 1, Goldfield 3 would run for 
approximately 11 kilometers (7 miles) 
along an abandoned rail line before 
joining common Segment 4 about 1 
kilometer (0.6 mile) northeast of 
Ralston. In total, the Goldfield 3 
alternative alignment would be about 50 
kilometers (31 miles) long. 

The western Goldfield alternative 
alignment, Goldfield 4, would depart 
from Common Segment 3 to the north of 
Black Butte and trend southwest. It 
would then cross U.S. 95 and turn south 
toward Goldfield. After passing through 
the southwestern edge of Goldfield and 
crossing U.S. 95 again, Goldfield 4 
would turn south to connect with 
Common Segment 4. Goldfield 4 would 
be about 53 kilometers (33 miles) long. 

Bonnie Claire 

DOE is considering two alternative 
alignments, Bonnie Claire 2 and 3. 
Bonnie Claire 2 would depart Common 
Segment 4 about 8 kilometers (5 miles) 
north of Stonewall Pass and would 
trend east toward the Nevada Test and 
Training Range for about 5 kilometers (3 
miles) before turning south for an 
additional 17 kilometers (11 miles). 
Bonnie Claire 2 generally would follow 
the Nevada Test and Training Range 
boundary and would join Common 
Segment 5 in Sarcobatus Flats to the 
north of Scottys Junction near the 
intersection of State Route 267 and U.S. 
95. Bonnie Claire 2 would be 
approximately 20 kilometers long. 

Bonnie Claire 3 would depart 
Common Segment 4 about 8 kilometers 
(5 miles) north of Stonewall Pass. 
Bonnie Claire 3 would trend generally 
south, paralleling U.S. 95 to the east. 
After approximately 10 kilometers (6 
miles), Bonnie Claire 3 would turn 
southeast and continue for an additional 
10 kilometers (6 miles) through 
Sarcobatus Flats. It would then join 
Common Segment 5 approximately 4 
kilometers (2 miles) north of Scottys 
Junction near the intersection of State 
Route 267 and U.S. 95. Bonnie Claire 3 
would be approximately 20 kilometers 
(12 miles) long. 

Oasis Valley 

DOE is considering two alternative 
alignments, referred to as Oasis Valley 
1 and Oasis Valley 3. Oasis Valley 1 
would depart Common Segment 5 about 
3 kilometers (2 miles) north of Oasis 
Mountain and would run southeast and 
connect to Common Segment 6. Oasis 
Valley 1 would be approximately 10 
kilometers (6 miles) long. 

Oasis Valley 3 would also depart 
Common Segment 5 about 3 kilometers 
(2 miles) north of Oasis Mountain and 
would run generally east and then south 
before crossing Oasis Valley farther to 
the east than Oasis Valley 1, and then 
connecting to Common Segment 6. 
Oasis Valley 3 would be 14 kilometers 
(9 miles) long. 

Mina Alternative Alignments 

Following receipt of the letter 
regarding the Walker River Paiute Tribal 
Council decision (May, 2006), the 
Department initiated a study to consider 
the feasibility of the Mina route, and to 
identify a specific corridor (Mina 
corridor) and associated preliminary 
alternative alignments. The process 
used to identify the preliminary 
alternative alignments within the Mina 
corridor is consistent with that 
described under Caliente Alternative 
Alignments. Alternative alignments 
were identified near the Town of 
Schurz, around the Montezuma Range, 
north of Scottys Junction (referred to as 
Bonnie Claire), and in Oasis Valley. 
These are described below. 

Town of Schurz 

DOE has identified three alternative 
alignments that would bypass the Town 
of Schurz, Nevada. Schurz Bypass 1 
would depart from the existing rail line 
about 30 kilometers (18 miles) 
northwest of the Town of Schurz 
passing along the eastern side of the 
valley (Sunshine Flat). From there, the 
alignment passes east of Weber 
Reservoir and crosses U.S. 95 about 8 
kilometers (5 miles) north of the 
intersection of U.S. 95 and Alternate 
U.S. 95. Schurz Bypass 1 then trends 
southeast remaining on the far side of 
the valley to where it rejoins the 
existing rail line about 13 kilometers (8 
miles) south of Schurz. Schurz Bypass 
1 would be 51 kilometers (32 miles) 
long. 

Schurz Bypass 2 also would depart 
the existing line at the same point of 
departure as Schurz Bypass 1 and 
would pass along the eastern side of 
Sunshine Flat. From there, the 
alignment passes east of Weber 
Reservoir and crosses U.S. 95 about 7 
kilometers (4 miles) north of the 

intersection of U.S. 95 and Alternate 
U.S. 95. From there, the alignment 
trends to the southeast but staying to the 
east of Schurz and west of Schurz 
Bypass 1 until it rejoins the existing rail 
line about 13 kilometers (8 miles) south 
of Schurz. Schurz Bypass 2 would be 50 
kilometers (31 miles) long. 

Schurz Bypass 3 would depart the 
existing rail line about 9 kilometers (6 
miles) northwest of the Town of Schurz 
where it would cross the Walker River. 
The alignment then crosses U.S. 95 
about 8 kilometers (5 miles) north of the 
intersection of U.S. 95 and Alternate 
U.S. 95 at which point it continues 
southeasterly to a point where it rejoins 
the existing rail line about 13 kilometers 
(8 miles) south of Schurz, on the east 
side of the valley. 

Montezuma Range 

DOE identified two alternative 
alignments that depart near Blair 
Junction at the intersection of U.S. 95 
and U.S. 6 to avoid the Montezuma 
Range; they rejoin at a point just east of 
Lida Junction. The first alignment, 
Montezuma Range 1, would depart Blair 
Junction paralleling State Route 265 to 
the Town of Silver Peak where it would 
proceed north to follow the western side 
of Clayton Ridge. The alignment would 
then turn south approximately 16 
kilometers (10 miles) before Railroad 
Pass at which point it would turn east 
between the southern end of the 
Goldfield Hills and the Cuprite Hills. 
The alignment would then cross U.S. 95 
about 7 kilometers (5 miles) north of 
Lida Junction and, paralleling U.S. 95, 
then head south to a point just east of 
Lida Junction. Montezuma Range 1 
would be about 134 kilometers (83 
miles) long. 

Montezuma Range 2, after departing 
from the intersection of U.S. 95 and U.S. 
6, would follow the abandoned 
Tonopah and Goldfield rail roadbed east 
to the north of Lone Mountain, at which 
point the alignment would head south 
following the abandoned roadbed. The 
alignment would traverse Montezuma 
Valley soutb to Klondike and would 
then parallel U.S. 95 as it approaches 
the Town of Goldfield. Montezuma 
Range 2 would stay west of Goldfield 
and then trend southeasterly to a point 
just east of Lida Junction where it would 
reconnect with Montezuma Range 1. 
Montezuma Range 2 would be about 135 
kilometers (84 miles) long. 

Bonnie Claire and Oasis Valley 

The Bonnie Claire and Oasis Valley 
alternative alignments are as described 
above under Caliente Alternative 
Alignments. 
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No Action Alternative 
The Council on Environmental 

Quality and Departmental regulations 
that implement NEPA require 
consideration of the alternative of no 
action. Under the No Action 
Alternative, DOE would not select a rail 
alignment within the Caliente or Mina 
rail corridors for the construction and 
operation of a rail line. As such, the No 
Action Alternative provides a basis for 
comparison to the Proposed Action. 

In the event that DOE were not to 
select a rail alignment in the Caliente or 
Mina corridors, the future course that it 
would pursue is uncertain. DOE 
recognizes that other possibilities could 
be pursued, including identifying and 
evaluating alignments in other corridors 
considered in the Yucca Mountain Final 
EIS. 

Potential Environmental Issues and 
Resources To be Examined 

The Council on Environmental 
Quality regulations direct Federal 
agencies preparing an EIS to focus on 
significant environmental issues (40 
CFR 1502.1) and discuss impacts in 
proportion to their significance (40 CFR 
1502.2). Accordingly, the Supplemental 
Yucca Mountain Rail Corridor and Rail 
Alignment EIS will analyze issues and 
impacts with the amount of detail 
commensurate with their importance. 

To facilitate the scoping process, DOE 
has identified a preliminary list of 
issues and environmental resources that 
it may consider in the Supplemental 
Yucca Mountain Rail Corridor and Rail 
Alignment EIS. The list is not intended 
to be all-inclusive or to predetermine 
the scope or alternatives of the 
Supplemental Yucca Mountain Rail 
Corridor and Rail Alignment EIS, but 
should be used as a starting point from 
which the public can help DOE define 
the scope of the EIS. 

• Potential impacts to the concept of 
multiple use as it applies to public land 
use planning and management specified 
by the Federal Land Policy and 
Management Act of 1976. 

• Potential impacts to land use and 
ownership. 

• Potential impacts to plants, animals 
and their habitats, including impacts to 
wetlands, and threatened and 
endangered and other sensitive species. 

• Potential impacts to cultural 
resources. 

• Potential impacts to American 
Indian resources. 

• Potential impacts to paleontological 
resources. 

• Potential impacts to the public from 
noise and vibration. 

• Potential impacts to the general
 
public and workers from radiological
 

exposures during incident-free 
operations of the railroad. 

• Potential impacts to the general 
public and workers from radiological 
exposures from potential accidents 
during operations of the railroad. 

• Potential impacts to water resources 
and floodplains. 

• Potential impacts to aesthetic 
values. 

• Potential disproportionately high 
and adverse impacts to low-income and 
minority populations (environmental 
justice). 

• Irretrievable and irreversible 
commitment of resources. 

• Compliance with applicable 
Federal, state and local requirements. 

The Department specifically invites 
comments on the following relative to 
the Mina corridor and its alternative 
alignments: 

1. Should additional alternative 
alignments be considered that might 
minimize, avoid or mitigate adverse 
environmental impacts (for example, 
looking beyond the 0.25 mile wide Mina 
corridor, avoiding environmentally 
sensitive areas)? 

2. Should any of the preliminary 
alternatives be eliminated from detailed 
consideration? 

3. Should additional environmental 
resources be considered? 

4.What mitigation measures should be 
considered? 

In addition, the Department is 
interested in identifying any significant 
changes to, or new information relevant 
to, the rail corridors analyzed in the 
Yucca Mountain Final EIS. 

Schedule 

The DOE intends to issue the Draft 
Supplemental Yucca Mountain Rail 
Corridor and Rail Alignment EIS in 
2007 at which time its availability will 
be announced in the Federal Register 
and local media. A public comment 
period will start upon publication of the 
Environmental Protection Agency's 
Notice of Availability in the Federal 
Register. The Department will consider 
and respond to comments received on 
the Draft in preparing the Final 
Supplemental Yucca Mountain Rail 
Corridor and Rail Alignment EIS. 

Other Agency Involvement 

Currently, the U.S. Bureau of Land 
Management, U.S. Air Force and the 
U.S. Surface Transportation Board are 
cooperating agencies in the preparation 
of the Supplemental Yucca Mountain 
Rail Corridor and Rail Alignment EIS. 
The Department also expects to invite 
the following to be cooperating 
agencies: Walker River Paiute Tribe, 
U.S. Bureau of Indian Affairs, and the 

U.S. Army. The Tribe and these 
agencies have management and 
regulatory authority over lands 
traversed by alternative rail alignments 
within the Mina and Caliente rail 
corridors, or special expertise germane 
to the construction and operation of a 
rail line. DOE will consult with the U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers, U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service, U.S. Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, Native 
American Tribal organizations, the State 
of Nevada, and Nye, Lincoln, 
Esmeralda, Mineral, Churchill and Lyon 
Counties regarding the environmental 
and regulatory issues germane to the 
Proposed Action. DOE invites 
comments on its identification of 
cooperating and consulting agencies and 
organizations. 

Public Scoping Meetings 

DOE will hold public scoping 
meetings on the Supplemental Yucca 
Mountain Rail Corridor and Rail 
Alignment EIS. The meetings will be 
held at the following locations and 
times: 

• Amargosa Valley, Nevada. 
Longstreet Hotel Casino, Nevada State 
Highway 373, November 1,2006 from 
4-7 p.m. 9 

• Caliente, Nevada. Caliente Youth 
Center, U.S. 93 North, November 8, 
2006 from 6-8 p.m. 

• Goldfield, Nevada. Goldfield School 
Gymnasium, Hall and Euclid, November 
13, 2006 from 4-7 p.m. 

• Hawthorne, Nevada. Hawthorne 
Convention Center, 932 E. Street, 
November 14,2006 from 4-7 p.m. 

• Fallon, Nevada. Fallon Convention 
Center, 100 Campus Way, November 15, 
2006 from 4-7 p.m. 

The public scoping meetings will be 
an open meeting format without a 
formal presentation by DOE. Members 
of the public are invited to attend the 
meetings at their convenience any time 
during meeting hours and submit their 
comments in writing at the meeting, or 
in person to a court reporter who will 
be available throughout the meeting. 
This open meeting format increases the 
opportunity for public comment and 
provides for one-on-one discussions 
with DOE representatives involved with 

B DOE will hold a joint public scoping meeting on 
tho Supplemental Yucca Mountain EIS (DOEIEIS­
0250F-Sl) and Supplemental Yucca Mountain Rail 
Corridor and Rail Alignment EIS (DOE/EIS-0250F­
S2 and DOE/EIS-0369) in Amargosa Valloy. 
Longstreet Hotel Casino, Nevada Stah~ Highway 
373. Novmnber 1 from 4-7 pm. Additional public 
scoping meetings on the Supplemental Yucca 
Mountain EIS will be held in Washington. DC. 
l/Enfant Plaza Hotol. 480 L'Enfant Plaza. SW. 
October 30 from 4-7 pm; and Las Vegas. Cashman 
Cmlter, 850 North Las Vegas Blvd., Novenlher 2 
from 4-7 pm. 
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the Supplemental Yucca Mountain Rail 
Corridor and Rail Alignment EIS, and 
transportation planning in general. 

The public scoping meetings will be 
held during the public scoping 
comment period. The comment period 
begins with publication of this 
Amended Notice of Intent in the 
Federal Register and closes November 
27,2006. Comments received after this 
date will be considered to the extent 
practicable. Written comments may be 
provided in writing, facsimile, or by the 
Internet to Mr. Lee Bishop, EIS 
Document Manager (see ADDRESSES 
above). 

Public Reading Rooms 

Documents referenced in this 
Amended Notice of Intent and related 
information are available at the 
following locations: Beatty Yucca 
Mountain Information Center, 100 North 
E. Avenue, Beatty, NV 89003, (775) 553­
2130; Esmeralda County Yucca 
Mountain Oversight Office, 274 E. Crook 
Avenue, Goldfield, NV 89013, (775) 
485-3419; Las Vegas Yucca Mountain 
Information Center, 4101-B Meadows 
Lane, Las Vegas, NY 89107, (702) 295­
1312; Lincoln County Nuclear Waste 
Project Office, 100 Depot Avenue, 
Caliente, NV 89008, (775) 726-3511; 
Nye County Department of Natural 
Resources and Federal Facilities, 1210 
E. Basin Road, Suite #6, Pahrump, NV 
89060 (775) 727-7727; Pahrump Yucca 
Mountain Information Center, 2341 
Postal Drive, Pahrump, NV 89048, (775) 
571-5817; University of Nevada, Reno, 
The University of Nevada Libraries, 
Business and Government Information 
Center, MIS 322, 1664 N. Virginia 
Street, Reno, NV 89557, (775) 784-6500, 
Ext. 309; and the U.S. Department of 
Energy Headquarters Office Public 
Reading Room, 1000 Independence 
Avenue SW., Room lE-190 (ME-74) 
FORS, Washington, DC 20585, 202­
586-3142. 

Issued in Washington, DC, October 10, 
2006. 
David R. Hill, 
General Counsel. 
[FR Doc. 06-8675 Filed 10-10-()6; 4:15 pm] 
BILLING CODE 64SQ-01-P 

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

Supplement to the Final Environmental 
Impact Statement for a Geologic 
Repository for the Disposal of Spent 
Nuclear Fuel and High-Level 
Radioactive Waste at Yucca Mountain, 
Nye County, NV 

AGENCY: U.S. Department of Energy. 

ACTION: Notice of intent. 

SUMMARY: The U.S. Department of 
Energy (DOE or the Department) is 
announcing its intent to prepare a 
Supplement to the "Final 
Environmental Impact Statement for a 
Geologic Repository for the Disposal of 
Spent Nuclear Fuel and High-Level 
Radioactive Waste at Yucca Mountain, 
Nye County, Nevada" (DOE/EIS-0250F, 
February 2002) (Yucca Mountain Final 
EIS). The Proposed Action addressed in 
the Yucca Mountain Final EIS is to 
construct, operate and monitor, and 
eventually close a geologic repository at 
Yucca Mountain in southern Nevada for 
the disposal of spent nuclear fuel and 
high-level radioactive waste. 

The Yucca Mountain Final £IS 
considered the potential environmental 
impacts of a repository design for 
surface and subsurface facilities, a range 
of canister packaging scenarios and 
repository thermal operating modes, and 
plans for the construction, operation 
and monitoring, and eventual closure of 
the repository. The Yucca Mountain 
Final EIS also considered the 
environmental impacts of the 
transportation of spent nuclear fuel and 
high-level radioactive waste from 
commercial and DOE sites to the 
repository by two principal modes­
mostly truck and mostly rail. In the 
Yucca Mountain Final EIS DOE 
recognized that these repository design 
concepts and operational plans would 
continue to develop during the design 
and engineering process. 

Since publication of the Yucca 
Mountain Final EIS, DOE has continued 
to develop the repository design and 
associated plans. As now planned, the 
proposed surface and subsurface 
facilities would allow DOE to operate 
the repository following a primarily 
canistered approach in which most 
commercial spent nuclear fuel would be 
packaged at the commercial sites in 
multipurpose transport, aging and 
disposal canisters (TADs), and all DOE 
materials would be packaged in 
disposable canisters at the DOE sites. 
Waste packages would be arrayed in the 
repository underground to achieve what 
is referred to as a higher-thermal 
operating mode, and most spent nuclear 
fuel and high-level radioactive waste 
would arrive at the repository by rail. 

To evaluate the potential 
environmental impacts of the current 
repository design and operational plans, 
DOE has decided to prepare a 
Supplement to the Yucca Mountain 
Final EIS 1, consistent with the National 

1 Coincident with this Notico of Intent, DOE is 
publishing an Amended Notice of Intent to preparE} 

Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and 
the Nuclear Waste Policy Act, as 
amended (Pub. L. 97-425) (NWPA). 
This Supplemental Yucca Mountain EIS 
(DOE/EIS-0250-S1) is being prepared to 
assist the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission (NRC) in satisfying its 
NEPA responsibilities pursuant to the 
NWPA (Section 114(f)(4))2. 
DATES: The Department invites 
comments on the scope of the 
Supplemental Yucca Mountain EIS to 
ensure that all relevant environmental 
issues are addressed. Public scoping 
meetings are discussed below in the 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION section. 
DOE will consider all comments 
received during the 45-day public 
scoping period, which starts with 
publication of this Notice of Intent and 
ends November 27, 2006. Comments 
received after this date will be 
considered to the extent practicable. 
ADDRESSES: Requests for additional 
information on the Supplemental Yucca 
Mountain EIS or on the repository 
program in general, should be directed 
to: Dr. Jane Summerson, EIS Document 
Manager, Regulatory Authority Office, 
Office of Civilian Radioactive Waste 
Management, U.S. Department of 
Energy, 1551 Hillshire Drive, MiS 010, 
Las Vegas, NV 89134, Telephone 1-800­
967-3477. Written comments on the 
scope of the Supplemental Yucca 
Mountain EIS may be submitted to Dr. 
Jane Summerson at this address, or by 
facsimile to 1-800-967-0739, or via the 
Internet at http://www.ocrwm.doe.gov 
under the caption What's New. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For 
general information regarding the DOE 
NEPA process contact: Ms. Carol M. 
Borgstrom, Director, Office of NEPA 
Policy and Compliance, U.S. 
Department of Energy, 1000 
Independence Ave., SW., Washington, 
DC 20585, Telephone 202-586-4600, or 
leave a message at 1-800-472-2756. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

a Supplemental Yucca Mountain Rail Corridor and 
Rail Alignment EIS (DOE/EIS-0250F-S2 and DOEI 
EIS-(369). That EIS will review the rail corridor 
analyses of the Yucca Mountain Final EIS. and 
update. as appropriate. and will analyze the 
proposed Mina corridor: it also will include 
detailed analyses of alternative alignn"'nts for the 
construction and operation of a rail line within the 
Mina corridor, as well as the Calientc') corridor. 

2 Section 114(f](4) of the NWPA provides that any 
environmental impact statement "prepared in 
connection with a repository * * * shall, to the 
extent practicahle. be adopted by the Commission 
[NRC] in connection with the issuanm hy the 
Commission of a construction authorization and 
license for such repository. To the exttmt such 
statement is adopted hy the Commission. such 
adoption shall he deemed to also satisfy the 
responsibilities of the Commission under the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 * * 
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Background 

Section 111(a)(4) of the NWPA states that 
the Federal government has the: 
"responsibility to provide for the permanent 
disposal of high-level radioactive waste and 
such spent nuclear f1181 as may be disposed 
of in order to protect the public health and 
safety and the environment." 

The NWPA directs the Secretary of 
Energy, if the Secretary decides to 
recommend approval of the Yucca 
Mountain site for development of a 
repository, to submit a final 
environmental impact statement with 
any recommendation to the President. 
The Department prepared the Yucca 
Mountain Final EIS to fulfill that 
requirement. 

On February 14,2002, the Secretary, 
in accordance with the NWPA, 
transmitted his recommendation 
(including the Yucca Mountain Final 
EIS) to the President for approval of the 
Yucca Mountain site for development of 
a geologic repository. The President 
considered the site qualified for 
application to the NRC for a 
construction authorization and 
recommended the site to the U.S. 
Congress. Subsequently, on July 23, 
2002, the President signed into law 
(Pub. L. 107-200) a joint resolution of 
the U.S. House of Representatives and 
the U.S. Senate designating the Yucca 
Mountain site for development as a 
geologic repository for the disposal of 
spent nuclear fuel and high-level 
radioactive waste. The Department is 
now preparing a license application for 
submittal to the NRC seeking 
authorization to construct the 
repository, as required by the NWPA 
(Section 114(b)). 

In the Yucca Mountain Final EIS, 
DOE considered the potential 
environmental impacts of a repository 
design for surface and subsurface 
facilities, a range of canister packaging 
scenarios and repository thermal 
operating modes, and plans for the 
construction, operation and monitoring, 
and eventual closure of the repository. 
The Yucca Mountain Final EIS also 
described and evaluated the 
transportation of spent nuclear fuel and 
high-level radioactive waste from 
commercial and DOE sites to the 
repository by two principal modes­
mostly truck and mostly rail. DOE 
recognized at that time that these 
repository design concepts and 
operational plans would continue to 
develop during the design and 
engineering process. 

More specifically, the Yucca 
Mountain Final EIS included 
evaluations of separate canistered and 
uncanistered packaging scenarios for 

commercial spent nuclear fuel, and a 
repository design comprised of three 
primary surface operations areas (North 
Portal Operations Area, South Portal 
Development Area, Ventilation Shaft 
Operations Area) in which spent 
nuclear fuel and high-level radioactive 
waste would be handled in two 
principal facilities (Carrier Preparation 
Building, Waste Handling Building). 
The Yucca Mountain Final EIS also 
evaluated a range of underground 
thermal operating modes (referred to as 
lower- and higher-temperature modes) 
in which heat from the waste packages 
would raise the temperature of the 
adjacent rock to a range of temperatures 
from below the boiling point of water to 
above the boiling point. Two scenarios, 
mostly truck and mostly rail, were 
analyzed for the transportation of spent 
nuclear fuel and high-level radioactive 
waste from the commercial and DOE 
sites to the repository. 

Since publication of the Yucca 
Mountain Final EIS, DOE has continued 
to develop the repository design and 
associated plans. As now planned (and 
described in greater detail in the 
Proposed Action below), the proposed 
surface and subsurface facilities would 
allow DOE to operate the repository 
following a primarily canistered 
approach in which most commercial 
spent nuclear fuel would be packaged at 
the commercial sites in TADs, and all 
DOE materials would be packaged in 
disposable canisters at the DOE sites. 
These TADs and disposable canisters 
then would be transported mostly by 
rail 3 to the repository where they would 
be placed on aging (or staging) 4 pads 
prior to disposal, or inserted into waste 
packages and disposed of in the 
repository underground. 

At the repository site, spent nuclear 
fuel and high-level radioactive waste 
would now be handled in up to six 
principal facilities located within three 
primary surface operations areas. A 
fourth operations area would be 
developed to support excavation of the 
underground repository. A higher­
thermal (temperature) operating mode 
would be employed. 

Based on the current planning, the 
Department does not believe that any of 

'j On April 8. 2004 (ri9 FR 18557). thl' Dl'partment 
issued a Record of Decision selecting, both 
nationally and in the State of Nevada, the mostly 
rail scenario analyzed in the Yucca Mountain Final 
EIS. This decision willnltirnately rl'quire the 
construction of a raUlinc to connect the repository 
site at Yucca Mountain to an (,;xisting raillin8 in 
the State of Nevada. 

4 The tt~rmjnology refers to retaining commercial 
spent nuclear fuel on the surface at the repository 
to meet waste package thermal limits (aging). or to 
provide a surge capacity to maintain flexibility in 
waste handling operations (staging), 

the developments to the repository 
design or operational plans would have 
a significant impact on the 
environmental effects considered in the 
Yucca Mountain Final EIS. 
Nevertheless, to assist NRC in satisfying 
its NEPA responsibilities pursuant to 
the NWPA (Section 114(f)(4)), DOE has 
decided to prepare this Supplemental 
EIS. 

Proposed Action 

Under the Proposed Action, DOE 
would construct, operate and monitor, 
and eventually close a geologic 
repository at Yucca Mountain for the 
disposal of up to 70,000 metric tons of 
heavy metal (MTHM) of commercial and 
DOE-owned spent nuclear fuel and 
high-level radioactive waste.S DOE 
would dispose of these materials in the 
repository using the inherent, natural 
geologic features of the mountain and 
engineered barriers to ensure long-term 
isolation of the spent nuclear fuel and 
high-level radioactive waste from the 
human environment. These materials 
would be emplaced underground at 
least 200 meters (660 feet) below the 
surface and at least 160 meters (530 feet) 
above the water table. The NRC, through 
its licensing process, would regulate 
repository construction, operation and 
monitoring, and closure. 

Under the Proposed Action, most 
spent nuclear fuel and high-level 
radioactive waste would be shipped 
from 72 commercial and 4 DOE sites 6 to 
the repository in NRC-certified 
transportation casks placed on trains 
dedicated only to these shipments. 
Some shipments, however, would arrive 
at the repository by truck. 

Under the Proposed Action, all DOE 
spent nuclear fuel and high-level 
radioactive waste would be placed in 
disposable canisters at the DOE sites, 
and as much as 90 percent of the 
commercial spent nuclear fuel would be 
placed in TADs at the commercial sites 
prior to shipment. Upon arrival at ilie 
repository, both types of canisters (DOE 
disposable and TADs) would be placed 
into corrosion-resistant overpacks 

'The 70.000 MTHM includes G3.000 MTHM of 
commercial spent uuclear fuel, about 2,333 MTHM 
of DOE fuel (includes about G5 MTHM of naval 
fuell. and about 4.GG7 MTHM of DOE high-level 
radioactive waste. 

r'In 2002, fifty-four additional sites, primarily 
domestic research reactors, were expected to ship 
spent nuclear fuel to two DOE sites prior to disposal 
at the repository (see Records of Decision June 1., 
1995 at GO FR 28G80. and March 8. 199G at Gl FR 
9441). Also, tlw Yucca Mountaiu Final ElS analyzed 
fuel shipments from 5 DOE sitos. including Fort St. 
Vrain, to the repository. Presently, it is anticipated 
that fuel fro III Fort St. Vrain will bB shipped to 
Idaho National Laboratory prior to b(cling shippl'~d to 
the repository. 
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(waste packages) prior to emplacement 
in the repository underground. 

The remaining commercial spent 
nuclear fuel (about 10 percent) would be 
transported to the repository in dual­
purpose canisters (canisters suitable for 
storage and transportation), or would be 
uncanistered. At the repository, 
uncanistered spent nuclear fuel would 
be placed directly into TADsand then 
waste packages for disposal. 
Commercial spent nuclear fuel arriving 
in dual-purpose canisters would first be 
removed from the canisters, placed into 
TADs and then into waste packages for 
disposal. 

Handling of spent nuclear fuel and 
high-level radioactive waste would take 
place in the geologic repository 
operations area, which includes the 
North Portal area, the South Portal 
development area, a North Construction 
Portal development area, and the 
surface shaft areas. The surface portion 
of the geologic repository operations 
area also would include the facilities 
necessary to receive, package, and 
support emplacement of spent nuclear 
fuel and high-level radioactive waste in 
the repository. Waste transfer operations 
would be conducted inside reinforced 
concrete and metal frame buildings 
designed and constructed to withstand 
earthquakes and other phenomena. 
Workers and the public would be 
protected from radiation by shielded 
transfer equipment and walls, exhaust 
filtering systems, and the use of 
remotely controlled equipment to 
remove the waste forms from the 
transportation casks for insertion into 
waste packages. 

The primary surface waste handling 
facilities include a wet handling facility, 
a receipt facility, and three separate 
canister receipt and closure facilities. 
DOE also is considering an initial 
handling facility. These facilities would 
allow the various types of materials 
received at the repository to be prepared 
for disposal. 

The wet handling facility would 
receive commercial spent nuclear fuel 
as bare fuel assemblies (uncanistered) or 
in dual-purpose canisters, either in 
truck or rail transportation casks. 
Commercial spent nuclear fuel would be 
transferred underwater from the 
transportation casks or dual-purpose 
canisters into TADs. The wet handling 
facility would include provisions for 
opening transportation casks and dual­
purpose canisters, and for drying and 
closing the loaded TADs. Loaded TADs 
either would be placed into overpacks 
for placement on aging/staging pads, or 
would be transferred to the canister 
receipt and closure facilities for loading 
into waste packages for disposal. 

The receipt facility would receive 
TADs and dual-purpose canisters in rail 
transportation casks. The TADs and 
dual-purpose canisters would be 
transferred (dry) from the transportation 
casks either to overpacks for placement 
on the aging/staging pads, or to shielded 
transfer casks for transfer to the canister 
receipt and closure facilities. Shielded 
transfer casks also would transfer dual­
purpose canisters to the wet handling 
facility, as necessary. 

The canister receipt and closure 
facilities would receive DOE disposable 
canisters and TADs in rail 
transportation casks, shielded transfer 
casks and aging/staging overpacks. 
These facilities also could receive truck 
casks. There, TADs and DOE disposable 
canisters would be placed into waste 
packages for disposal. 

If constructed, the initial handling 
facility would receive DOE high-level 
radioactive waste canisters and naval 
spent nuclear fuel canisters in truck and 
rail transportation casks. These canisters 
would be removed from the 
transportation casks and transferred to 
waste packages for disposal. 

Waste packages containing TADs, 
naval nuclear spent fuel, or DOE 
disposable canisters would be placed on 
pallets and loaded onto shielded waste 
package transporters. The shielded 
waste package transporters would 
transfer the waste packages to the 
underground for emplacement in 
dedicated tunnels (drifts). In these 
drifts, waste packages would be aligned 
end-to-end. Emplacement drifts would 
be excavated in a series of panels, 
phased to match the anticipated 
throughput rate of the surface waste 
handling facilities. 

The repository also would have other 
underground excavations. These would 
include, for example, main drifts to 
provide access to the surface and the 
emplacement drifts, and exhaust mains 
to exhaust ventilation air from the 
emplacement drifts. 

Under the Proposed Action, thermal 
output of the waste packages would heat 
the adjacent rock in excess of the boiling 
temperature of water (i.e., higher­
thermal operating mode). In this higher­
thermal mode, the repository 
emplacement drifts would remain open 
and ventilated for a nominal period of 
50 years after emplacement of the spent 
nuclear fuel and high-level radioactive 
waste; ventilation would remove much 
of the heat and humidity from the 
emplacement drifts during this period. 
The higher thermal operating mode 
would be achieved by a combination of 
closely spaced waste packages, a 
nominal ventilation period of 50 years, 
and managing waste package thermal 

output by mixing lower heat output 
waste packages with higher heat output 
packages in the drifts (for example). 

After the repository is closed and 
sealed, the rock around the 
emplacement drifts would dry, 
minimizing the amount of water that 
might contact the waste packages for 
hundreds of years. However, a 
substantial portion of the rock between 
the drifts would remain at temperatures 
below boiling, and this would promote 
drainage of water through the central 
portions of the rock, rather than into the 
emplacement drifts. 

The surface and subsurface facilities 
and associated infrastructure? such as 
the on-site road and water distribution 
networks and emergency response 
facilities, would be constructed in 
phases to accommodate the expected 
receipt rates of spent nuclear fuel and 
high-level radioactive waste. 
Emplacement (disposal) operations, 
which would last up to 50 years, would 
be followed by a preclosure monitoring 
period of 50 years. Towards the end of 
the preclosure monitoring period, 
titanium drip shields would be installed 
over the waste packages. The drip 
shields would divert moisture that 
might drip from the drift walls, as well 
as condensed water vapor around the 
waste packages, to the drift floor thereby 
increasing the life expectancy of the 
waste packages. Drip shields also would 
protect the waste packages from rock 
falls. 

Under the Proposed Action, emplaced 
waste packages could be retrieved at any 
time prior to 100 years after the start of 
emplacement. Following waste 
emplacement, surface facilities would 
be decommissioned and after the 
monitoring period the repository would 
be closed. Closure would involve 
sealing the shafts, ramps, exploratory 
boreholes and other repository 
openings. The main drifts would be 
filled with crushed rock and surface 
caps would be installed to discourage 
human intrusion. A network of 
monuments and markers would be 
erected around the site surface to warn 

7 DOE published a "Draft Environmental 
Assessment for the Proposed Infrastructure 
IInprovements for the Yucca Mountain Project, 
Nevada" on July 6. 2006 (71 FR 38391). DOE 
proposes to repair. replace, or improve certain 
infrastructure at the site to enhance safety and to 
safely continue operations, scientific testing, and 
maintenance until such time as NRC decides 
whether to authorize COIlstnlCtion of a repository. 
To the extent that activities proposed by DOE in its 
environmental assessment, such as construction of 
11 llOW access road or new power lines, may not be 
undertaken in the timeframe considered in the 
environmental assessment, they will be considen'ld 
in this Supplemental Yucca Mountain EIS (DOE/ 
EIS-0250F-Sl). 
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future generations of the presence and 
nature of the buried radioactive waste. 

No Action Alternative 

Under the No Action Alternative, 
DOE would terminate activities at Yucca 
Mountain and undertake site 
reclamation to mitigate any significant 
adverse environmental impacts. 
Commercial nuclear power utilities and 
DOE would continue to manage spent 
nuclear fuel and high-level radioactive 
waste at sites throughout the United 
States. The No Action Alternative was 
analyzed in the Yucca Mountain Final 
EIS as a basis for comparison witb the 
Proposed Action. 

Since completion of the Yucca 
Mountain Final EIS, DOE has not 
identified any relevant changes in 
circumstances or information bearing on 
environmental concerns regarding the 
No Action Alternative. For this reason, 
DOE anticipates that the Supplemental 
Yucca Mountain EIS will incorporate by 
reference the information describing 
and analyzing the No Action Alternative 
presented in the Yucca Mountain Final 
EIS (pursuant to Council on 
Environmental Quality (CEQ) 
regulations at 40 Code of Federal 
Regulations (CFR) 1502.21). 

Potential Environmental Issues and 
Resources To Be Examined 

The CEQ regulations direct Federal 
agencies preparing an EIS to focus on 
significant environmental issues (40 
CFR 1502.1) and discuss impacts in 
proportion to their significance (40 CFR 
1502.2). Accordingly, the Supplemental 
Yucca Mountain EIS will analyze issues 
and impacts with the amount of detail 
commensurate with their importance. 
Under these guidelines, aspects of the 
Proposed Action with clearly small 
environmental impacts usually would 
require less depth and breadth of 
analysis. To the degree that the 
Proposed Action would affect public 
health or safety, however, the potential 
impacts generally are a matter of public 
interest, regardless of their significance. 
Therefore, DOE plans to pay particular 
attention to worker and public health 
and safety associated with the handling 
and disposal, and transportation of 
spent nuclear fuel and high-level 
radioactive waste, even where such 
impacts would not be significant. 

To facilitate the scoping process, DOE 
has identified a preliminary list of 
issues and environmental resources that 
it may consider in the Supplemental 
Yucca Mountain EIS. The list is not 
intended to be all-inclusive, but should 
be used as a starting point for public 
input on the scope of the Supplemental 
Yucca Mountain EIS. 

• Radiological releases. The potential 
impacts (i.e., latent cancer fatalities) to 
the public and workers from potential 
radiological releases during routine 
loading of canisters and transportation 
casks at the commercial sites, and from 
handling and disposal operations at the 
repository. 

• Worker safety and health. Potential 
health and safety impacts (i.e., injuries 
and fatalities) to workers during 
handling and disposal operations at the 
commercial and DOE sites and the 
repository. 

• Transportation. The potential 
radiological and non-radiological 
impacts (i.e., traffic injuries and 
fatalities) to the public and workers 
associated with the shipment of 
materials to the repository under the 
mostly rail scenario. 

• Accidents. The potential 
radiological impacts to workers and the 
public from reasonably foreseeable 
accidents during loading of canisters at 
the sites, transportation and repository 
operations, including any accidents 
with low probability but high potential 
consequences. 

• Sabotage. The potential radiological 
impacts to workers and the public from 
sabotage of transportation and 
repository operations. 

• Waste isolation. Potential 
radiological and non-radiological 
impacts (e.g., chemically toxic 
materials) associated with the long-term 
performance of the repository. 

• Socioeconomic conditions. 
Potential local regional socioeconomic 
impacts to the surrounding 
communities from construction, 
operation and closure of the repository. 

• Water and air resources. Potential 
impacts to air resources, and water 
quality and use. 

• Cultural resources. Potential 
impacts to archaeological and historic 
resources and American Indian issues of 
concern. 

• Biological resources. Potential 
impacts to plants, animals and their 
habitats, including impacts to 
endangered and threatened species. 

• Cumulative impacts from the 
Proposed Action and other past, present 
and reasonably foreseeable future 
actions. 

• Environmental justice. Potential for 
disproportionately high and adverse 
impacts on minority or low-income 
populations. 

Schedule 

The DOE intends to issue the Draft 
Supplemental Yucca Mountain EIS in 
2007, at which time its availability will 
be announced in the Federal Register 
and in media in Nevada. A public 

comment period will start upon 
publication of the Environmental 
Protection Agency's Notice of 
Availability in the Federal Register. 
DOE will hold public hearings during 
the comment period. The Department 
will consider and respond to comments 
received on the Draft Supplemental 
Yucca Mountain EIS in preparing the 
Final Supplemental Yucca Mountain 
EIS. 

Other Agency Involvement 

The Department intends to consult 
with Federal agencies, such as the U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers, U.S. Bureau 
of Land Management, U.S. Air Force, 
and the U.S. Department ofthe Navy, 
and with state agencies, such as the 
Nevada Department of Transportation 
and the Nevada Division of 
Environmental Protection, during 
preparation of the Supplemental Yucca 
Mountain EIS. 

Public Scoping Meetings 

DOE will hold public scoping 
meetings on the Supplemental Yucca 
Mountain EIS. The meetings will be 
held at the following locations and 
times: 

• Washington, District of Columbia, 
L'Enfant Plaza Hotel, 480 L'Enfant 
Plaza, SW., October 30 from 4-7 p.m. 

• Amargosa Valley, Nevada. 
Longstreet Hotel Casino, Nevada State 
Highway 373, November 1 from 4-7 
p.m. 8 

• Las Vegas, Nevada. Cashman 
Center, 850 North Las Vegas Blvd., 
November 2 from 4-7 p.m. 

The public scoping meetings will be 
an open meeting format without a 
formal presentation by DOE. Members 
of the public are invited to attend the 
meetings at their convenience any time 
during meeting hours and submit their 
comments in writing at the meeting, or 
in person to a court reporter who will 
be available throughout the meeting. 
Tbis open meeting format increases tlle 
opportunity for public comment and 
provides for one-on-one discussions 
with DOE representatives involved with 

B DOE will hold a joint public scoping meeting on 
the Supplemental Yucca Mountain Rail Corridor 
and Rail Alignment £IS (DOE/£IS-0250F-S2 and 
DOE/£IS-03(9) and on the Supplemental Yucca 
Mountain £IS (DOE/ElS-0250F-Sl) in Amargosa 
Valley, Longstreet Hotel Casino, Nevada State 
Highway 373, November 1 from 4-7 pm. Additional 
public scoping meetings on tbe Supplemental 
Yucca Mountain Rail Corridor and Rail Alignment 
£IS will be held in Caliente, Caliente Youth Center, 
U.S. 93 North, November 8 hom (i-8 pm; Coldfield, 
Goldfield School Gymnasium. Hall and Euclid, 
Novenlber 13 from 4-7 pm; Hawthorne, Hawthorne 
Convention Center, 932 E. Street, November 14 
from 4-7 pm; and Fallon, Fallon Convention 
Center, 100 Campus Way, November 15, from 4-7 
pm. 
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the Supplemental Yucca Mountain EIS 
and the repository program. 

The public scoping meetings will be 
held during the public scoping 
comment period. The comment period 
begins with publication ofthis Notice of 
Intent in the Federal Register and closes 
November 27,2006. Comments received 
after this date will be considered to the 
extent practicable. Written comments 
may be provided in writing, by 
facsimile, or via the Internet to Dr. Jane 
Summerson, EIS Document Manager 
(see ADDRESSES above). 

Public Reading Rooms 

Documents referenced in this Notice 
of Intent and related information are 
available at the following locations: 
Beatty Yucca Mountain Information 
Center, 100 North E. Avenue, Beatty, NV 
89003, (775) 553-2130; Esmeralda 
County Yucca Mountain Oversight 
Office, 274 E. Crook Avenue, Goldfield, 
NV 89013, (775) 485-3419; Las Vegas 
Yucca Mountain Information Center, 
4101-B Meadows Lane, Las Vegas, NV 
89107, (702) 295-1312; Lincoln County 
Nuclear Waste Project Office, 100 Depot 
Avenue, Caliente, NV 89008, (775) 726­
3511; Nye County Department of 
Natural Resources and Federal 
Facilities, 1210 E. Basin Road, Suite #6, 
Pahrump, NV 89060 (775) 727-7727; 
Pahrump Yucca Mountain Information 
Center, 2341 Postal Drive, Pahrump, NV 
89048, (775) 571-5817; University of 
Nevada, Reno, The University of Nevada 
Libraries, Business and Government 
Information Center, MIS 322,1664 N. 
Virginia Street, Reno, NV 89557, (775) 
784-6500, Ext. 309; and the U.S. 
Department of Energy Headquarters 
Office Public Reading Room, 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW., Room lE­
190 (ME-74) FORS, Washington, DC, 
20585,202-586-3142. 

Issued in Washington, DC, October 10, 
2006. 
David R. Hill, 

General Counsel. 
[FR Doc. 06-8676 Filed 10-10-06; 4:15 pm] 

BILLING CODE 64SQ-01-P 

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission 

[Docket No. RP0D-445-016l 

Alliance Pipeline L.P.; Notice of 
Negotiated Rates 

October 5. 2006. 
Take notice that on October 2, 2006, 

Alliance Pipeline L.P. (Alliance) 
tendered for filing to become part of its 

FERC Gas Tariff, Original Volume No.1, 
Eleventh Revised Sheet No. 11, to 
become effective November 1, 2006. 

Any person desiring to intervene or to 
protest this filing must file in 
accordance with Rules 211 and 214 of 
the Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 385.211 and 
385.214). Protests will be considered by 
the Commission in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken, but will 
not serve to make protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party must file a notice of 
intervention or motion to intervene, as 
appropriate. Such notices, motions, or 
protests must be filed in accordance 
with the provisions of Section 154.210 
of the Commission's regulations (18 CFR 
154.210). Anyone filing an intervention 
or protest must serve a copy of that 
document on the Applicant. Anyone 
filing an intervention or protest on or 
before the intervention or protest date 
need not serve motions to intervene or 
protests on persons other than the 
Applicant. 

The Commission encourages 
electronic submission of protests and 
interventions in lieu of paper using the 
"eFiling" link at http://wwwferc.gov. 
Persons unable to file electronically 
should s~bmit an original and 14 copies 
of the protest or intervention to the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 
888 First Street, NE., Washington, DC 
20426. 

This filing is accessible on-line at 
http://wwwferc.gov.using the 
"eLibrary" link and is available for 
review in the Commission's Public 
Reference Room in Washington, DC. 
There is an "eSubscription" link on the 
Web site that enables subscribers to 
receive e-mail notification when a 
document is added to a subscribed 
docket(s). For assistance with any FERC 
Online service, please e-mail 
FERCOnlineSupport@ferc.gov, or call 
(866) 208-3676 (toll free). For TTY, call 
(202) 502-8659. 

Magalie R. Salas, 

Secretary. 
[FR Doc. EG-IG976 Filed 10-12-(JG: 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6717-o1-P 

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission 

[Docket No. RP96-20o-154] 

CenterPoint Energy Gas Transmission 
Company; Notice Of Negotiated Rate 
Filing 

October 5, 2006. 
Take notice that on October 3, 2006, 

CenterPoint Energy Gas Transmission 
Company (CEGT) tendered for filing and 
approval a negotiated rate agreement 
between CEGT and Norphlet Chemical 
Incorporated. CEGT has entered into an 
agreement to provide firm 
transportation service to this shipper 
under Rate Schedule FT and requests 
the Commission accept and approve the 
transaction under which transportation 
service will commence upon the later of 
December 1,2006, or the "in-service" 
date following completion of necessary 
delivery facilities. 

Any person desiring to intervene or to 
protest this filing must file in 
accordance with Rules 211 and 214 of 
the Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 385.211 and 
385.214). Protests will be considered by 
the Commission in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken, but will 
not serve to make protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party must file a notice of 
intervention or motion to intervene, as 
appropriate. Such notices, motions, or 
protests must be filed in accordance 
with the provisions of Section 154.210 
of the Commission's regulations (18 CFR 
154.210). Anyone filing an intervention 
or protest must serve a copy of that 
document on the Applicant. Anyone 
filing an intervention or protest on or 
before the intervention or protest date 
need not serve motions to intervene or 
protests on persons other than the 
Applicant. 

The Commission encourages 
electronic submission of protests and 
interventions in lieu of paper using the 
"eFiling" link at http://wwwferc.gov. 
Persons unable to file electronically 
should submit an original and 14 copies 
of the protest or intervention to the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 
888 First Street, NE., Washington, DC 
20426. 

This filing is accessible on-line at 
http://wwwferc.gov.using the 
"eLibrary" link and is available for 
review in the Commission's Public 
Reference Room in Washington, DC. 
There is an "eSubscription" link on the 
Web site that enables subscribers to 
receive e-mail notification when a 
document is added to a subscribed 




