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In accordance with section lO[a)[Z) of 
the Federal Advisory Act [Pub. L 92- 
483). announcement is made of the 
following Committee Meeting: 

Neme of b e  Committea. Army Science 
Boaffi (-I- 

Dater of the Meeting: 16.11 May 1991. 
Tlme: 0800-la. 
Place: Pentagun Washington. DC 
Agenda: f i e  &my Science B o d  (Am) 

1991 Summer Study on Army Simulation 
Strategy will meet for dircureionr focused m 
technicd and prolprmmatic mbjectn w 
rqarda simulation and modeling. This 
meeting v;UI be open to the public Any 
interested penon may attend appear before. 
or file statement# with the committee at the 
time and In the manner permitted by the 
committea f i e  ASE AdaAnirhntive Officer. 
Sally Warner. may be contacted for fisther 
tnfonnation at (202) B954?781/0782. 
!hllyA. W u o a .  
Adatinistmtive Officer, A m y  Science Bwrd 

Doc Ql-lOSla Ned M: (ku a d  
oaumeca~ n q m  

Intent To Prepan an En-ntal 
Impact Statement Md Conduct Public 
Scoplng Meetings tor the Proposed 
Lrpanmh of the Strategk Pet- 
Reserve 
AOEIICr: U.S. Department of energy 
(DOE). 
A m .  Notice of intent (NOI) to 
prepare an environmental impact 
statement (ICE). 

#nmARv: DOE anno~inces its intent to 
prepare an EIS pnnuant to the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 
1989, as amended, to evaluate the 
emironmental impact8 of the proposed 
expansion of the Strategic Petroleum 
Reserve (SPR) 6um 750 million barrels 
to one billion barrels. The SPR is 
designed to provide the United Stetea 
with rdlident petroleum reserver to 
reduce the impacta of any future oil 
supply intemption and to carry out the 
obligationr of the United Stater under 
the International & e m  Program. The 
proposed action Ir to develop a total of 
250 million b a m b  of crude oil storage 
capacity at two aeparate salt domes on 
the Texar and Louiriana coart A 150- 
million-barrel storage facility is 
proposed for one of four candidate salt 
domer in mutheart Louiriana and a 100- 
million-barrel rtorage facility ir . 

proposed for om of four candidate salt 
domes in Texar 

The proposed Louisiana storege 
facility would be pipehe-mrmected lo 

DOE'. S t  James marine t e m i d  on the 
Mesirsippi River in S t  James Parish and 
to the Clovelly salt dame pipeline 
terminal of the Louisiana Offahore Oil 
Port (LOOP) in Lafourche Pariah. 

The propored Texar storage facility 
would be pipelincconnected to either 
the proposed Seaway pipeline terminal 
in Brezaria County or to common carrier 
pipeline andfor marine terminal8 of East 
Hourton, the Hcltllton Ship Channel or 
Texas City in iiarria and Gelveston 
Counties. 

For each of the two A t  dome 
groupings. the EIS will asllesr each 
candidate ar an alternntive to the other 
three candidate rites of the p u p .  The 
assessment of each alternative rite will 
include consideration of ancillary offsite 
facilities and alternative pipeline routes 
to crude oil transportation and 
distribution centen. 

Preparation of the EIS will be in 
accordance with NEPA the Council on 
Environmental Quality [CEQ) NEPA 
regulations (40 CFR parte 1500-150g). 
and the DOE NEPA guidelines (52 FR 
47662, December 15,1967). 
INVFIATKHl tO COY- AND OA- TO 
ensure that the significant issues related 
to thia proposal are adequately 
addressed. D O E  inviter public comment 
on the proposed scope and content of 
the EIS from all intereoted parties. 
Written cormrent, or sug~estionr to 
assist DOE in indentifying rigniflcant 
environmental irsuer andthe 
appropriate acope of the EIS will be 
considered in prep* the 
implementation plan and draft ELS. and 
should be poetmarked by June 17,1981. 
Written comments postmarked after that 
date will be considered to the degree 
practicable.. 

Otal comments and rugeestians ale 
invited by D O E  at public rcophq 
meeting8 to which agender. 
oganizationa and the general public are 
invited The location date. and timu for 
the =oping meetin,  are provided in the 
section of thir Notice entitled SCOPING 
MEETINGS Written and oral comment, 
will be given equal weight and will be 
considered in determining the scope of 
the Draft EIS The Draft EIS availability 
w i l l b e l a n o u n c e d i n t h e F M  
Re$& a loq  with dater for public 
hearings rolictting comments on it 
Commenta on the Draft ES wil l  k 
co~idered  in preparing the Final EIS 
-Written comments or 
suggestions on the ompe of the EIS, 
reguertr to speak at the =oping 
meetings, questionr concerning the - 
pmject, or requwtr to be put on the 
mailing list for the Draft EIS rbould be 
directed to: Mr. Hal D e l a p h s  Shtegic 
Pehlenm Reaem -1. U.S. . 

Deparhnent of hegy 1000 
Independence Avenue SW.. 
Warhington, DC 211585, Telephone: (p2) 

se&473a 
' Envelopes should be labeled '%ping 

for SPR EEL' 
FURTHU m f K m  For further 
information on the DOE h'EPA process. 
please contact: Mr. Cam1 M. Borgstrom, 
.Director, Office of NEPA Oversight [EK. 
p), U S  Department of Energy, 1000 
lndependence Avenue SW, 
\Varhingtoa DC 20585, Telephone: (202) 
w&moo. 
W-MY 1-TK)K 

Background and Need for the Ro@ 
, 

ActiorP 

The SPR k designed to provide the 
United Statea with nrfficient petroleum 
resen.er to reduce the impact, of any 
future! oil supply interruption and to 
carry out the obligationr of the United 
Stater under the International Energy 
Program. The SPR currently consists of 
six underground oil storage facilities: 
four in Louisiana and two in Texar; a 
marine t e d d  03 the Missirsippi Rivet 
at St. James, Weiana; and an 
administrative facility in New Ode- 
One facility, Week bland war a 
wnventimal room-and-pillar ralt mine 
in a salt dome before D O E  converted It 
to rue for oil rtorage. At tbe other five 
rtorage facilities (Bayou Choctaw, Big 
Hill, Bryan Mound, Sulphur and 
West Hackberry), m d e  oil Lo rtored in 
cavern constructed by wlution mining 
of ralt domer. The nix SPR facilities had 
a total crude inventory of approximately 
680 million barreb ar of March 1991. AU 
major rurface ccmntnrction at .the six 
SPR facilities ir completed, and cavern 
development is in prognsr to achieve a 
rtwage capadty of 750 million barnla. 
Current plam provide for tbe 
decommisdoning of Sulphur Mine* with 
replacement capacity to be developed 
by the on-goiq enlargement of the 
caverns at Bayou Choctaw and B@ Hill. 

Creation of the SPR war mandated by 
Congress in title L part B of the Energy 
Policy and Conmation Act of 1975. In 
thir Act, Conperr authorized the United 
Stater Government to provide for the 
rtorage of-up to one billion barrels of 
d e  oil and petroleum product.. The 
policiea for implementing the SPR 
program were eqrersed in the SPR Plan 
that war a p p v e d  by Congress and 
became effective on April 8.1977. In 
accordance with thir plan 5a) million 
-1s of oil were to have been in 
rtorage by December 1982. 

SitMpeciAc EISa were prepared 
between 1976 and 1981 which rupported 
the selection of the v e n t  crude oil 
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rtorage facilitieb and pipelines. The point of departure for the more recent to l a a y  drawdown at design 
development of tbe initial 248 million repoh rater. Therefore, the moat derirable 
barrel8 of atorage capacity resulted in The SPR expansion snd distribution expansion codgwation for the one 
the relection of five ralt dome sites: planr are bared on forecarts of US. billion barrel pro am would be (11 a 
Wert Hackberry, Bayou Cboctaw, petroleum demand and apply fn the lSOmillion-dtorage site in the 
Weekm Island, and Sulphur Miner in year 2000. Rojectiom for the next ten Caphe Complex connected to the 
buiriana, and Bryan M m d  in Texar. yean tnclude: (I] U.S. oil mmumption lROP Clovelly terminal for distribution; 

Three rite-specific EISr were will increare slowly; (2) domertic oil and (2) a lOOmiUon-bamel rtorage site 
published in 1978 to assesr the impacts production will decline rignificantly; (3) fn the Seaway Complex connected to 
of increasing the crude oil rtorage petroleum imporb, particularly crude the Seaway Pipeline Terminal or - capacity to 538 million barrels. Each ElS oil will increare greatly to meet the Houston Pipeline terminals serving the 
addrerred a comp!ex of dter which Mation'r net petroleum supply Midcontinent and Midwest 
wera grouped according to the major requirements. The crude oil pipeline A prototype 1Wmillion-barrel SPR 
interstate common carrier pipeline to infrastmctrm from the Gulf Coart to the facility In the Capline Complex in 
which they would connect ar follows: Midwert and Midcontinent ir projected Louisiana would include fifteen 10. 
(1) The Capline Group, located in to increase capacity as Mand demande million-banel caverns on a Sclrram site. 
eastern Louisiana; (2) the Texoma for Gulf Coart imporb increase. DOE - The cavern8 would be created in rock - Group, located in western Louisiana and expectr that all facreamr in pipeline - ralt from 2P00 to 5,000 feet below 
eastern Texas; and (3) the Seaway capacity to meet inland crude oil ground by rolution-mining, or leaching, 
Croup, located in Texar. The relected demands will originate in the Houston with h s h  or ralt water using from one 
alternative war the expansion of three and keepart areas of Texar which are to three w e h  per cavern. Leaching 150 
existing sites: West Hackbeny, Bryan cwently remed by the SPR's Seaway million bamels of rtorage space would 
Mound. and Bayou Choctaw. System. Within the Gulf Coast the create between 1.0 and 1.2 billion 

For the expaneion of the SPR from 538 Capline and Seaway area8 stand out ar barrels of concentrated brine that would 
m i o n  barrel8 to 750 million barrels, an the largest centen of projected demand require dirposal either by pipeline and 
EIS was published in 1981 which and distribution potential. diffuser into the Gulf of Mexico or by an 
focused on maxhhhg early oil fill, as in the 1989 Report to Congress, DOE m a y  of offsite underground injection 
directed by Congress. Pirat diecussed the possibility of a 1W wells. 
consideration, therefore, was given to don-ba r re l  rite on the East Coast To provide the water, a mw water 
expanding the existing SPR sites; utilizing an inpound concrete storage intake structure would be constructed 
additional candidates were to be among technology as an alternative to a second offsite in a rource d a c e  water body. 
those considered In the 1978 site-specific Gulf Coart location. S i c e  then, several The principal operating systems would 
EISa Thie reeulted in the expansion of rtudier have been performed to further be the rew water leaching/drawdown 
the West Hackbeny and Bryan Mound assess the East Coast storage concept tystem, a brine setting and disposal 
rites in Louisiana and the development Although the development of such a qetem, a crude oil injectionldistribution 
of the Big Hill site in Texas. facility was found to be technically system, a fixed fire protection rystem, 

In addition, an Environmental feasible, the b e t  Coart site and a central control system. Major 
hressment m] and Finding of No development would be roughly double surface buildings and shcturer would 
Significant Impact (FONSI) published in the cost of a Gulf Coast site, and, indude en electrical substation, a 
January 1990 evaluated the impacts of environmentally, the project would control center. an administration 
decommissioning the Sulphur Mines likely encounter significant problems. building, recurity operations buildings, 
storage facility and increasing the Therefore, DOE concluded that inground communicationr, covered laydown, fire 
storage capacity of the Big Hill facility. concrete tank rtorage ia not a house, and a storage and maintenance 

During 1990, Congresr enacted two reasonable alternative at thlr time and warehoure. The water and hrine 
bills requiring DOE to undertake East Coad dtiq war deleted h m  the rystems would be rized for leaching 
planning activities asrodated with the SPR'r candidate site list in the lasl cavern at a rate of one million barrels 
expansion of the SPR to one billion Report. per day and the crude oil system would 
barrels: The Energy Policy and Bared on an andpie  of refinery be derigned for drawdown at 900,000 
Consenration Act Amendmente and the demand and the related SPR distribution banele per day. 
hparbnent of Interior and Related lxhrtnicture, the 19~1 report concludes The facility would be connected by 
Agencies' Appropriations Act for Fiscal that a 250-million-barrel expansion of crude oil pipeline8 to the distribution 
Year 1m. The Appropriations Act the SPR would logically be concentrated terminals at LOOPr Clovelly ralt dome 
requested that DOE report to the fn the Seaway and Capline wmplexes. in LaZorvche Parieh and DOE's St. jamee 
Committees on Appropriations Developing a larger proportion of Terminal in St. James Paxish. 
warding recommended rtorege sites, atorage at the Capline site would be A prototype 100-million-barrel SPR 

- Zhe pmpoeed meihoL of storage, a more desirable for two reasom Fire!, b d l f t y  in tbe Seaway Complex in Texas - conceptual plan for  ora age and - . . the Caphe Complex t projected to - would comist of ten 10-million-barrel 
., distribution facilitier, and ptdimhary ham a larger dbtribution potential than - cavernr on a m h c r e  rite witb the . . 

ccmst~~t lon  wst ertimates. In Mar& the Seaway Complex and b also rimilar rystem and rtruchves as 
1881, DOE publided Repori to the . expected to be the dominant import dercribed above for the Capline rite. 
C o m s s  nn Candidate Sites for d e r  to the Midwert due to ite mare Water and brine qstems would be shed 
sxPa.18ion of the Strotegfc Petroleum direct route and lower M r .  Secondly, for leaching cavern at a rate of 
Reserve to One Billion M s ,  which because the Capline Complex was never approximately one million barrels per 
fulfilled thie request DOE'S 1888 Report developed to the level of rtorage day; the crude oil syrtem would be 
to the Congrero entitled Reporl to capacity envirioned In the original SPR derigned for drawdown at 800,000 

. Cangrass o n E x ~ i o n o f t h e  StmCegic Plan, the SPU'r atorage in the Capline b l r  per day. The fadlity will be - 
R?tmleum Reserve to One Billion area t only #1 percent of ibe current pipelinesoaaected to either the , 

B m l s  provides background and a Rererve and is insufficient i o  rwtaln a Iiouatan/Texas City lrtribution centers 
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on the Seaway Pipellne terminur at the 
Jones Creek Tank Farm in Brazoria 
County. 

In accordance with NEPA, DOE har 
completed a Supplement Analysis (SA] 
of the 1978 SPR Rogrammatic EIS and 
its 1979 Supplement. The Programmatic 
EIS conaidered the impactr of the 
overall program ar  well as w v d  
alternative rtorage facilities (e.8, 
existing wlution--mined cavitier in salt 
dome formations, existing conventional 
miner, development of new rolution- 
mined cavitier in ralt dome formations. 
existing and new rurface tankage, and 
surplur tanker rhips) and recommended 
the development of new nolution-mined 
cavitier in ealt formations along the Gull 
Coast. After the SPR Plan war revised 
by Amendment 2 In June 19f8 to - 
increase the SPR to one billion banela. 
DOE published a Supplement to the 
Fbgrammetic EIS in 1979 that 
addressed thir expanoion at the 
programmatic level. Based on the 
detailed review of the Programmatic EE 
and its Supplement h the SA, DOE 
determined that no supplement to the 
Programmatic EIS ia required to support 
the propored expansion A Strategic 
Petroleum Reserve Plan Amendment 
will be rubmitted at the completion of 
the h W A  process which will provide 
final recommendations reg- the 
storage siter to be developed. 
Row Action 

The propored action ir to develop 250 
million barrelo of m d e  oil rtorage 
capacity at two salt domen on the Texas 
and Louisiana coast A 1 W l l i o n -  
barrel rtorage facility b proposed for 
one of four candidate aalt domes in 
routheast Louisiana and a 100.millioa- 
barrel rtorage facility ir propoled for 
one of four candidate salt domes in 
Texan. 

Eight Gulf Coaet salt domen have been 
identified aa candidate rites in the 
March lssl Reporf to Congreso on 
Candidate Sites for Expansion of the 
Stm fegic Petroleum Reserve b One 
Billion Barrels: Chacahoula, Cote 
Blanche, Napoleonville. and Weeks 
Island in Loufelana are candidates for a 
150-million-barrel storage facility in the 
Capliie Complex: and Boling, B@ Hill, 
Hawlrinsville. and Stratton Ridge in 
Texas are candidates for a l ~ m i l l i o n -  
barrel rtorage facility In the Seaway 
Complex. Together. these eight 
candidate riter represent the 
alternatives to be assessed under NEPA; 
however, the scoping process may 
identify additional alternatives for . 
assersment in the EIS 

The proposed Lodslana 8t0rFrge 
hciiity wodd be pipebine-connected to 
DOE8 St James marhe tmningl on the 

Mississippi River in S t  Jamer Parish and 
to the Clovelly ralt dome pipeline 
terminal of the Louisiana Offshon Oil 
Port [LOOPI in Lafourche Parish. 

The proposed Texar rtorage facility 
would be pipeIlne-comected to either 
the pmposed Seamy pipeline terminal 
in Brazoria County or to common carrier 
pipeline andlot marlw tenninalr of East 
Houston, the Howton Ship Channel ar 
Texer City in Ha& and Galveston 
Countier. 
1Utemativer 

The Department'r prefemd 
alternative b to develop a 150dlion- 
b a d  rtaegia facility in the Capline 
Complex and a l~million-bane1 
rtorage facility in the Seamy Complex. 
Alternativer to be evaluated include (I] 
no action; (2) the selection of a different 
distribution ry r tw  and/or location of 
storage facilities for each of the Capline 
and Seaway Cornplexer. For each of the 
two ralt dome pup inga  the EIS will 
asseer each candidate salt dome ar an 
alternative to the other three candidate8 
In the -up. The a m s m e n t  of eacb 
alternative site will include 
consideration of ancillary offsite 
facilitier and alternative pipeline routes 
to m d e  oil tranrportation and 
distribution centera. 

Identiacotioa of Erndmmm1.1 h m m  
The following issuer associated with 

the proposed expansion of the SPR will 
be considered by DOE during ita 
evaluation of candidate storage 
locationa. Thir list b neither intended to 
be all inclusive, nor b it a 
predetermination of potential impact& 
Additions to or deletions from tblr list 
may occur ar  a result of the rcoping 
process. 

(1) Ak Quality Impactx The effectr d 
oonetmction md operation of SPR facilitier 
at the candidate dtm on air qualily rrlthtn 
the mundinr  &on. 

(2) Water R & U ~ I  d Water Quqtity 
Im~acb: Tb. owlltstin d oou~titnhve 
e f f h  an r rak  quality of pohtlal dL luh 
or other typen of rpliL, warto dlrpod 
[ineluding brine dbporal). md watrv uaage 
durlng rite development and opemtlonr. 

(3) Involvement of Senritlve Environment8 
and Ecological Lmpactx Ihe potmld 
environmental impact6 of c o l u ~ c t i m  a d  
operation of SPR fadlitiru on local ecology 
and wetland* ar well u the potentid 
dirturbana, or destruction of threatened or 
endangmdflom Mdfarma. - 

(4) Land Uw lmpack Pdmtial e&cb of 
docattag land maonnm In tbc m a  to 
rtormp capacity dcvclopmmt rather thaa 
o h r  WI (sg, agrhlhrral arrnmerdPL 
rscrsrrtlonal) and potential aesthetic or v b d  

on tbe gbologg &I the vkldty of the ribK 
ineluding l k b M w o r  caran "~xJQ-, 

rubsidenw, hcreawd potentla1 For flw 
and MU h p a c ~  

(el ~ o u c o n o m i c  Impact.: ~otrntid 
- ' 

impactr d [I) eamomic dirlocationr on oo- 
located indwMer and their mployeer and 
the local tax he, and (2) fILCnaaed 
development oa wmmunitlsr located near 
the d a t e  rites, including increased 
traffic effsctr on labor ptternr, d 
tnrr~red  demand fw rervtca roch u p o b ,  
fire, mnd madlcll raP.lQa (n hpacb on C u l U  Reaaurcc.: 
Potential effect6 on hirtoricaL uchaeologicaL 
eclenlihc or culhvally important riter. 

1esuer will be dimmed in rdc i en t  
detail to clarify and distinguish among 
alternative& - 
Mitigation Measurrw 

The projected environmental impacts 
from the expanrion of the SPR at the 
candidate sit- will depend on the level 
of SPR opera tiom and the mitigation 
mearurer that are recommended for 
each potential impact Mitigation 
measurer will be discusred in the E1S 
and will relate epecifically to the 
potential fmpactr identified. 

NEPA and ths 8copang Proceu 
DOE will comply with the h P A  

procerr as outlined in the Council on 
Environmental Qualitfr Regulation8 for 
Implementing the Procedural Provisions 
of the National Environmen!el Policy 
Act (40 CFR partb 1-1508) and DOES 
Guideliner for Compliance with the 
National Environmental Policy Act (52 
FR 47682 December IS. 1987). 

Scoping. an integral part of the NEPA 
proce~ ,  ~LiCitr  public input to the FIE 
procerr to emure that (1) Issues are 
identified early and properly rtudied; (2) 
the Draft EIS ir thorough and balanced: 
and (31 delayr occaeloned by an 
inadequate Draft EIS are avoided. Tbe 
rcoping process will involve all 
interested agender Federal, State, and 
local], organizetiom. and membem of 
the public 

Issuer to be addreseed in the Draft 
FJS, in addition to thoee already hted 
will be determined Emm commenb 
rubmitted by mall, or presented orally or 
in vvriting at the public rcoping 
meettngr. AU comrnentr will be given 
equal weight by DOE The preliminary 
identification of rearonable alternativer 
and environmental b u m  b not meant 
to be exhaustive or tinaL Alternativer 
other than b e e  outlined above may - 

wamrnt exadnatiou, and new issuer 
may be identified for avalaatioa The 
rerulb of scoping will be incorporated 
into a document culled an 
Implementation Plan (IP) which provides 
guidance for the preparation of an EIS. 
The iP will be available for public 
distribution st the coqdudon of smping. 
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Scop&g Meetiws Univemity, Thibodawc. Louisiana . Stm&!~ic Petroleum Reseme, &pansion 
Public scophtg meetings, held at the 70310 Contact Peter Kaatrud, (604) ofthe Reserve, Final Gnviromental 

locatiom on the date and at the time -2 . Impact Statement. U.S. Department of 
indlceted below. will be inFormal. A Dupre Library. 302 East $!. Mary Blvd., Energy. Januery 1979. DOE/EI!M&M. 
presiding officer designated by DOE will U. Strategic Petrdeum Reserve Final 
establish procedures governing the Lalayette, Louieiana 70504. Contact: Rnvimnmental Impact Statement. 
conduct of the meetings. The meetings k d y  J-fimel or Btirbara F l m  (318) Federal Energy Administration. 
will not be conducted as evidentiary 2Sl-8030. December 1976.2 vole. PEA/S76/487 
bearinga and thorn who h e  to make In addition. copier of the public end FEA/!b761168 (NllS Nor. . 
rtatementr may not be cmseexamtned reaping meeting tmmcripta be PB26170Q aad PB 281800). 
by other epeakem. To request time to made available for purchase. Those Signed in Warhington, DC, thin 28th dry d 

at the public scopiq meetbgs, interested parties who do not wish to ~~d lm, fm the Udted Stater Department 
penom rhould submit a written request submit comments or mggeetionc at this d hergy. 
to Hal Deleplane using the address time, but who would like to receive a L -, 
listed in the ~ D R E S S E U  uro FUUTMLR COPY of the Implementation Plan andlor A.rIBtant hhry. avjrOnmenl. Sofety,,,,d ummmnon section of this notice. The the Draft EIS, should notify Hal Health. 
meeting6 are scheduled as follows: Delaplane at the address given in the Doc. 81-10510 wed 6-M; 8:(5 
Date: Tuesday, June 4,1991 ADDRESS- AND FURTMER wFOIUUTIO(I - - -(Y 
Time: 7 m  p.m. wction of thi~ Notice. 
Place: Center for Arb and Sciences, 100 Rapted w e D t a t i a  

College Drive, Lake Jackeon, Texas 
The following documents related to Energy Wormdon Adrnlnl8tmtlon 

Date: Tbmday, June 8, 1991 
Time: 7 m  pm. the proposed action are availab!e h m  F m  EIA-23, 23p 6 1 ~ ,  

Mr. Hal Delaplane, Office of Strategic g~ RW- w e p w  Place: Goaw Hall, Madewood Drive. htroleum R~~~~~ (FE-121), Nichollr State University, Thibodaux. D~~~~~~ ofEnergy, Energy Informa'tion 
Louisiana independence Avenue SW, Administration, Depkrbent of Energy. 
To m u r e  that everyone who wishes Washington, DC 20585, telephone (202) h m o ~  Notice of Proposed Extension of 

to speak ha8.a chance to do so, five 8884730: the forms EIA-23. "Annual Survey of minutes will be allotted to each speaker 
who rigm up before meeting begins. "stratedcpetroleum Reserve Phase m Domestic Oil and Gas Reserves," EM- 

Expansion; Record of Decision". 23P, "Oil and Gas Well Operator Uet Depending on the number of persons F d d  R w t e r ,  47 8730, 5, Update Re~o*" and W d A  "Annual requesting to be heard, DOE may allow Report of the Origin of Natural Gas 
longer times for representatives of Liquids Production," and solicitation of 
maniu t ionr  ~ersonr wishing to speak &E' ~ ~ ~ X , " ~ ~ ~ t h F ~ ' f , " ~ c  m-ents. 
on behalf of an organization should 
Identify that organization when they Petroleum Reserve to One Billion WYARY: The Energy Information 
sign up to speak. Persons who have not Bm.rs. uU. Depa*ent Administration (EM) as part of its 
submitted a written request to speak in March 19g1. continufng effort to reduce paperwork 
advance may register to speak at the S"pplementAoal~sisforthe and respondent burden (required by the 
scoping meetings. They will be called &gmaiic Envim*entalImpact Paperwork Reducation Act of 1980, 
upon to present their comments as time of the Stmtegic Public Law No. 86611, C4 U.S.C. 35M et 
permits. Reserve. Depa*ent ~eq,), conducts a presurvey consultation 

A complete transcript of the publlc Office of Strategic Petroleum Reserve, pm to provide the general 
rcopiq meetings will be retained by March 1991. and other Federal agencies with the 
DOE and made available for inspection The following documents are opportunity to comment on proposed 
during business hours, Monday through available in microfiche form h the endlor continuing reporting forms. This 
Mday, at the Department of Energy National Technical Infomation Service program helps to ensure that requested 
Preedom of Information Reading Room, (NnS). US. Department of Ommerce. data can be provided in the desired 
Porrestal Building, 1000 Independence 5285 Port Royal Road, Springfield. VA format, reporting burden is minimized, 
Avenue, SW., Washington, DC 20585, 22161. To obtain copies, contact the reporting forms are cleary understood, 
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