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In determining the appropriate action to
take, the Commission will consider all
protests or other comments filed, but
only those who file a motion to
intervene in accordance with the
Commission’s Rules may become a
party to the proceeding. Any comments,
protests, or motions to intervene must
be received on or before the specified
comment date for the particular
application.

C1. Filing and Service of Responsive
Documents—Any filings must bear in
all capital letters the title
‘‘COMMENTS’’,
‘‘RECOMMENDATIONS FOR TERMS
AND CONDITIONS’’, ‘‘PROTEST’’, OR
‘‘MOTION TO INTERVENE’’, as
applicable, and the Project Number of
the particular application to which the
filing refers. Any of the above-named
documents must be filed by providing
the original and the number of copies
provided by the Commission’s
regulations to: The Secretary, Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 888
First Street, NE., Washington, DC 20426.
A copy of any motion to intervene must
also be served upon each representative
of the Applicant specified in the
particular application.

D2. Agency Comments—Federal,
state, and local agencies are invited to
file comments on the described
application. A copy of the application
may be obtained by agencies directly
from the Applicant. If an agency does
not file comments within the time
specified for filing comments, it will be
presumed to have no comments. One
copy of an agency’s comments must also
be sent to the Applicant’s
representatives.
David P. Boergers,
Acting Secretary.
[FR Doc. 98–6488 Filed 3–12–98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717–01–M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

Notice of Proceeding Pursuant to
Reserved Authority To Determine
Whether Modifications to License Are
Appropriate

March 9, 1998.
Take notice that the following

hydroelectric application has been filed
with the Commission and is available
for public inspection:

a. Type of Action: Proceeding
pursuant to reserved authority to
determine whether modifications to
license are appropriate.

b. Project No.: 4718–010.

c. License Issued: December 8, 1982.
d. Licensee: Southern New Hampshire

Hydroelectric Development
Corporation.

e. Name of Project: Cocheco Falls.
f. Location: Cocheco River, Dover,

New Hampshire.
g. Authorization: Article 11 of the

project.
h. Licensee Contact: Mr. John

Webster, Southern New Hampshire
Hydroelectric Development
Corporation, P.O. Box 178, South
Berwick, ME 03908.

i. FERC Contact: Robert Grieve, (202)
219–2655.

j. Comment Date: April 11, 1998.
k. Description of Proceeding: The

Commission has initiated a proceeding
to determine if reserved authority under
article 11 of the project license should
be used to require modifications to the
project. On September 25, 1995, the
New Hampshire Department of Justice
filed New Hampshire Fish and Game
Department’s (FGD) petition to revise
the license for the Cocheco Falls Project
with respect to upstream and
downstream fish passage. In the
petition, the FGD requested that a
proceeding be initiated to require the
licensee to modify the upstream and
downstream fish passage facilities and
trash boom and to extend the schedule
of operation of the passage facilities. On
August 30, 1996, Commission staff
forwarded its preliminary analysis to
the licensee, the New Hampshire
Department of Justice and the FGD.
Comments were received from each
entity and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service.

Commission staff concluded in the
preliminary analysis that modifications
to the fish passage facilities and their
operating schedules are warranted,
along with a plan to correct trash boom
problems.

Copies of the New Hampshire
Department of Justice petition and
Commission staff’s preliminary analysis
may be obtained from the Commission’s
public file in this proceeding.

l. This notice also consists of the
following standard paragraphs: B, C1,
and D2.

B. Comments, Protests, or Motions to
Intervene—Anyone may submit
comments, a protest, or a motion to
intervene in accordance with the
requirements of Rules of Practice and
Procedure, 18 CFR 385.210, .211, .214.
In determining the appropriate action to
take, the Commission will consider all
protests or other comments filed, but
only those who file a motion to
intervene in accordance with the
Commission’s Rules may become a
party to the proceeding. Any comments,

protests, or motions to intervene must
be received on or before the specified
comment date for the particular
application.

C1. Filing and Service of Responsive
Documents—Any filings must bear in
all capital letters the title
‘‘COMMENTS’’,
‘‘RECOMMENDATIONS FOR TERMS
AND CONDITIONS’’, and ‘‘PROTEST’’,
or ‘‘MOTION TO INTERVENE’’, as
applicable, and the Project Number of
the particular application to which the
filing refers. Any of the above-named
documents must be filed by providing
the original and the number of copies
provided by the Commission’s
regulations to: The Secretary, Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 888
First Street, NE., Washington, DC 20426.
A copy of any motion to intervene must
also be served upon each representative
of the Applicant specified in the
particular application.

D2. Agency Comments—Federal,
state, and local agencies are invited to
file comments on the described
application. A copy of the application
may be obtained by agencies directly
from the Applicant. If an agency does
not file comments within the time
specified for filing comments, it will be
presumed to have no comments. One
copy of an agency’s comments must also
be sent to the Applicant’s
representatives.
David P. Boergers,
Acting Secretary.
[FR Doc. 98–6490 Filed 3–12–98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717–01–M

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[FRL–5977–2]

Proposed Settlement Agreement,
Clean Air Citizen Suit

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.
ACTION: Notice of proposed settlement;
request for public comment.

SUMMARY: In accordance with section
113(g) of the Clean Air Act, as amended
(‘‘Act’’ or ‘‘CAA’’), 42 U.S.C. 7413(g),
notice is hereby given of a proposed
partial consent decree, which was
lodged with the United States District
Court for the District of Columbia by the
United States District Court of Columbia
by the United States Environmental
Protection Agency (‘‘EPA’’) on February
27, 1998, to address a lawsuit filed by
the Sierra Club. This lawsuit, which was
filed pursuant to section 304(a) of the
Act, 42 U.S.C. 7604(a), addresses EPA’s



12465Federal Register / Vol. 63, No. 49 / Friday, March 13, 1998 / Notices

alleged failure to meet a mandatory
deadline under section 202(i)(2)(B) of
the Act, 42 U.S.C. 7521(i)(2)(B), which
concerns a study and report to Congress
regarding whether EPA should require
further reductions in emissions from
light-duty vehicles and light-duty
trucks. The proposed partial consent
decree provides, in part, that ‘‘[n]o later
than July 15, 1998, the Administrator
shall sign a letter transmitting a report
to Congress containing the results of the
study described by CAA section
202(i)(1) and (2), 42 U.S.C. 7521(i)(1)
and (2). Within five business days
thereafter, EPA shall deliver to Congress
such letter and report.’’

For a period of thirty (30) days
following the date of publication of this
notice, the Agency will receive written
comments relating to the proposed
consent decree from persons who were
not named as parties or intervenors to
the litigation in question. EPA or the
Department of Justice may withdraw or
withhold consent to the proposed
partial consent decree if the comments
disclose facts or considerations that
indicate that such consent is
inappropriate, improper, inadequate, or
inconsistent with the requirements of
the Act. Unless EPA or the Department
of Justice determine, following the
comment period, that consent is
inappropriate, the final partial consent
decree will establish a deadline for
specific actions under section
202(i)(2)(B) of the Act.

A copy of the proposed partial
consent decree was lodged with the
Clerk of the United States District Court
for the District of Columbia for February
27, 1998. Copies are also available from
Phyllis J. Cochran, Air and Radiation
Division (2344), Office of General
Counsel, U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, 401 M Street, SW., Washington,
DC 20460, (202) 260–7606. Written
comments should be sent to Michael J.
Horowitz at the address above and must
be submitted on or before April 13,
1998.

Dated: March 6, 1998.

Scott C. Fulton,
Acting General Counsel.
[FR Doc. 98–6537 Filed 3–12–98; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 6560–50–M

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[FRL–5977–3]

Proposed Settlement Agreement,
Clean Air Act Citizen Suit; Consent
Decree Setting Deadlines for Issuance
of Regulations or Control Techniques
Guidelines Under CAA Section 183(e)

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.
ACTION: Notice of proposed settlement;
request for public comment.

SUMMARY: In accordance with section
113(g) of the Clean Air Act, as amended
(the ‘‘Act’’), 42 U.S.C. 7413(g), the
United States Environmental Protection
Agency (the ‘‘EPA’’) hereby gives notice
of a proposed consent decree, which
EPA lodged with the United States
District Court for the District of
Columbia on February 20, 1998, to
address a lawsuit filed by the Sierra
Club. The Sierra Club filed this lawsuit
pursuant to section 304(a) of the Act, 42
U.S.C. 7604(a), to address EPA’s alleged
failure to meet a mandatory deadline
under section 183(e) of the Act, 42
U.S.C. 7511b(e), which concerns
issuance of rules or control techniques
guidelines to reduce emissions of
volatile organic compounds from
consumer or commercial products. The
proposed consent decree provides, in
part, the EPA shall issue either rules or
control techniques guidelines for certain
categories of consumer or commercial
products as follows: (1) August 15,
1998, for consumer products; (2) August
15, 1998, for autobody refinishing
coatings; (3) August 15, 1998, for
architectural coatings; (4) December 1,
1998, for wood refinishing coatings; (5)
December 1, 1998, for aerospace
coatings; and (6) December 1, 1998, for
shipbuilding and ship repair coatings.

For a period of thirty (30) days
following the date of publication of this
notice, EPA will accept written
comments relating to the proposed
consent decree from persons who were
not named as parties or intervenors to
the litigation in question. EPA or the
Department of Justice may withdraw or
withhold consent to the proposed
consent decree if the comments disclose
facts or considerations that indicate that
such consent is inappropriate,
improper, inadequate, or inconsistent
with the requirements of the Act. Unless
EPA or the Department of Justice
determines, following the comment
period, that consent is inappropriate,
the final consent decree will establish
deadlines for specific actions under
section 183(e) of the Act.

EPA lodged a copy of the proposed
consent decree with the Clerk of the
United States District Court for the
District of Columbia on February 20,
1998. Copies are also available from
Phyllis J. Cochran, Air and Radiation
Law Office (2344), Office of General
Counsel, U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, 401 M Street, SW., Washington,
DC 20460, (202) 260–7606. Written
comments should be sent to Geoffrey L.
Wilcox at the address above and must
be submitted on or before April 13,
1998.

Dated: March 6, 1998.
Scott C. Fulton,
Acting General Counsel.
[FR Doc. 98–6538 Filed 3–12–98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560–50–M

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[ER–FRL–5489–7]

Environmental Impact Statements;
Notice of Availability

Responsible Agency: Office of Federal
Activities, General Information (202)
564–7167 OR (202) 564–7153.
Weekly receipt of Environmental Impact

Statements
Filed March 02, 1998 through March 06,

1998
Pursuant to 40 CFR 1506.9.
EIS No. 980063, DRAFT EIS, FHW, WA,

A–104/Edmonds Crossing Project,
Connecting Ferries, Bus and Rail,
Funding, NPDESs Permit, COE
Section 10 and 404 Permit, City of
Edmonds, Snohomish County, WA,
Due: April 27, 1998, Contact: Gene
Fong (360) 753–2120.

EIS No. 980064, FINAL EIS, AFS, UT,
Spruce Ecosystem Recovery Project,
Implementation, Dixie National
Forest, Cedar City Ranger District,
Iron County, UT, Due: April 13, 1998,
Contact: Ronald S. Wilson (435) 865–
3200.

EIS No. 980065, DRAFT EIS, FHW, MO,
MO–50/West-Central Corridor
Location Study, Transportation
Improvements, Sedallia to St. Martins,
Pettis, Cooper, Morgan and Moniteau
and Cole Counties, MO, Due: April
27, 1998, Contact: Don Newman (573)
636–7104.

EIS No. 980066, DRAFT EIS, COE, WV,
Bluestone Lake Dam Safety Assurance
Project, Modifications to withstand
the Probable Maximum Flood, (PMF)
Huntington District, Summer County,
WV, Due: April 27, 1998, Contact: A.
Benjamin Borda (304) 529–5712.

EIS No. 980067, DRAFT EIS, AFS, VT,
Sugarbush Ski Resort Project,
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