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Introduction

a. Project Description

Cont,,’-T.,)-E--for the Affeczed Area;
Relationship of Proposed Acti()n to Land Use Plas, l’,!ic!es and

a, Land Use Plans

b. Clear Air Control

c. Federal Water Pollution
Control Act

Conforms No PI,,.; Conflicts
With For A;’,. Vith

I





._ Impact of the Proposed Actio n +h Envi.ronment

a. sessment of the positive and negative effects of the pro._.._d
nter,.., t ona env ronment.action s i affects both r= ti( Fal .nd/or the i

The potetilly slgniict er eT hi ac.ion i that it:

, ,.,
(1) /’,vii, r,ot cause ss]ons into the aL..s:e. c

or hazardous substances or significant amounLs of other pollutants. It
will/will not significntly ,’euce the amount, of pollution in the atmosphere?

(2) /will not cause the creation of excessive noise, when

considering the proximity and likely effects of the noise on humans or

wi I dl i

(3) [l/will not introduce toxic or hazardous substances or

significant amounts.of chemicels, (;rganic substances osolid wastes into

bodies mf water, on land oi’ c;i,erwise cffect water or soil quality?

(4) /v:iil not s i.qnificantly alter the rat of sedimenC deposit

or temperature of a body of ,.,.ter?

(5) Wlbl/,..:il! not re.#uire the use of non-renewable energy’

sources, e.g., fossil fuels, etc., in apparently excessive or dispro-

po tionate

(6) /will not result in a significant destructic.a of vegeta-

tion, wild or marine life?

7) i1#v.l not affect, 5eneficially or adversely, other forms of

life or the ecosyste.;;s of hich they are a part?

eerora on of food(8) wil not res!it in contamination or d

or food st..’rces’.

.(9) will not affects:population densitL and congestion?

CT’) I:[}I/,:,ill not cause a major change in landscape, extensive

clearing., p.,ving or excavation?

(ll) PP/will not effect, beneficially or adversely, neighborhood
charactem (aesthetic qualities) and zoning?

(12) I:/will not alter area hydrologic properties?

2





the fol l._wing"

ITEM

Traffic

Community Facilities

Schools

Waste Treatment Facilities

Land Management

Solid Waste Disposal

Are Appe.ran(

Other

The proposed action will have . [tentiall.v smnificant effect

(See Attachment

Fawrable Adverse No Eff.c,.

_A erntives ,,’.o &he Pro2osed Action

Ther is n feasible alternative.

Only feasible alternative is to take no action. The
of this alternative are discussed in Attachment

Various allernatives’nd their effects are discussed i
Atta,,h.n,n t

5. An Probable Adverse Environmental Effects Which Cannot Be #.voided
Shoul- I- "55si Be :plei:ene

No adverse effects on the environment are anticipated.

Probable averse effects are discussed in Attachment

6. Relationship Uet;.;ecq Local Short-Term Uses of h_ Environment and the
Maintenance..an E;hance,ent c,f Lo_ng-Ter;n Productivity

No’, change fin short-term use.





No Change in the maintenarce and/or enh:ncement of long-term
pduct, ’i ty.

Adverse effects on the er’.,irorv-en, will (,(-:cr only durinq the
construction period and hese wili/wii no creae permaen r
.long-lasting adverse effects.

The proposed action will enhance the short-term use of rsources by:

Abating existing or potential pollution.

Enhancing the area appearance.

Reducing utility requirements

Improvements in operational efficiency.

Improvem,ents in habitability of existing
facili ties.

Other:

Long-term productivity will be enhancud by:

Abatin exis&in? or potential pollution.

-] Reducing utility requirements.

Improvement in eperatienal efficiency.

[] Other:

(Dust)

Irreversible and Irretrievable Commitments of Resources Which Would Be
Involved ir the Pr.:"nsec Action Should i Be !mole,erted

[] No significant irreversible or irretrievable commitment of
resources.

No destruction of identified archeo!ogical sites or sites having
possible historic or architectura] interests.

No effect on known endangered species of wildlife.





Potentially sianificant irreversible or irretrievable com-
mitments or resources a.re discussed in Attachment

Other:

8. Considerations That Offset the Adverse Environmental Effects

a. This course of action as compared to adverse environmental
effects of alternatives (Section 4) are discussed in tachment

b. Cost benefit analysis of proposed action is Attachment

9. Sunary,

It is concluded that the ,ronosed action will have no sig-
nificant adverse effects on the environment.

There has not been, nor is there currently "any known con.tro-
versy concerning the proposed action.

Based on this assessment it is ccnciuded that an ,nz tal
ImpacL State:,ent. mus,t be prepared prior to impiementation oF the
proposed action.




