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on October 2, 2000. Any application
received after the due date will not be
evaluated.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT.:
Erwin E. Fragua, Contract Specialist,
DOE/AL, at (505) 845—6442 or by e-mail
at efragua@doeal.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
solicitation will be available on the
internet on or about August 23, 2000 at
the following web site: http://
www.doeal.gov/cpd/default.htm.
Applications must be prepared and
submitted in accordance with the
instructions and forms contained in the
solicitation. For profit and not-for-profit
organizations, state and local
governments, Indian tribes, and
institutions of higher learning are
eligible for awards under this
solicitation. Collaboration between
industry, industry organizations, and
universities are encouraged.

Issued in Albuquerque, New Mexico
August 18, 2000.
Martha L. Youngblood,

Contracting Officer, Complex Support
Branch, Contracts and Procurement Division.

[FR Doc. 00-21755 Filed 8—24—00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6450-01—P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Office of Science; Office of Science
Financial Assistance Program Notice
00-19: Outstanding Junior Investigator
Program

AGENCY: Department of Energy (DOE).
ACTION: Notice inviting grant
applications.

SUMMARY: The Division of High Energy
Physics of the Office of Science (SC),
U.S. Department of Energy, hereby
announces its interest in receiving grant
applications for support under its
Outstanding Junior Investigator (OJI)
Program. Applications should be from
tenure-track faculty investigators who
are currently involved in experimental
or theoretical high energy physics or
accelerator physics research, and should
be submitted through a U.S. academic
institution. The purpose of this program
is to support the development of
individual research programs of
outstanding scientists early in their
careers. Awards made under this
program will help to maintain the
vitality of university research and assure
continued excellence in the teaching of
physics.

DATES: To permit timely consideration
for award in fiscal year 2001, formal
applications submitted in response to
this notice should be received before
November 1, 2000.

ADDRESSES: Completed formal
applications referencing Program Notice
00-19 should be forwarded to: U.S.
Department of Energy, Office of Science,
Grants and Contracts Division, SC—64,
19901 Germantown Road, Germantown,
Maryland 20874-1290, ATTN: Program
Notice 00-19. The above address must
also be used when submitting
applications by U.S. Postal Service
Express Mail, any other commercial
mail delivery service, or when hand
carried by the applicant. An original
and seven copies of the application
must be submitted. Due to the
anticipated number of reviewers, it
would be helpful for each applicant to
submit an additional four copies of the
application.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Jeffrey Mandula, Division of High
Energy Physics, SC-221 (GTN), U.S.
Department of Energy, 19901
Germantown Road, Germantown,
Maryland 20874-1290. Telephone: (301)
903-4829. E-Mail:
jeffrey.mandula@science.doe.gov

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Outstanding Junior Investigator program
was started in 1978 by the Department
of Energy’s Office of Energy Research. A
principal goal of this program is to
identify exceptionally talented new high
energy physicists early in their careers
and assist and facilitate the
development of their research programs.
Eligibility for awards under this notice
is therefore restricted to non-tenured
investigators who are conducting
experimental or theoretical high energy
physics or accelerator physics research.
Since its debut, the program has
initiated support for between five and
ten new Outstanding Junior
Investigators each year. The program
has been very successful and
contributes importantly to the vigor of
the U.S. High Energy Physics program.
Applicants should request support
under this notice for normal research
project costs as required to conduct
their proposed research activities. The
full range of activities currently
supported by the Division of High
Energy Physics is eligible for support
under this program.

The DOE expects to make five to ten
grant awards in fiscal year 2001 to meet
the objectives of this program. It is
anticipated that approximately $400,000
will be available in fiscal year 2001,
subject to availability of appropriated
funds. In the past, awards have averaged
$50,000 per year, with the number of
awards determined by the number of
excellent applications and the total
funds available for this program.
Multiple year funding of grant awards is

expected, including renewal beyond the
initial project period, as long as the
recipient’s tenure status is unchanged.
Funding will be provided on an annual
basis subject to availability of funds.

Applications will be subjected to
scientific merit review (peer review) and
will be evaluated against the following
criteria, which are listed in descending
order of importance as set forth in 10
CFR Part 605.10(d):

1. Scientific and/or technical merit of
the project;

2. Appropriateness of the proposed
method or approach;

3. Competency of applicant’s
personnel and adequacy of proposed
resources; and

4. Reasonableness and
appropriateness of the proposed budget.

General information about
development and submission of
applications, eligibility, limitations,
evaluations and selection processes, and
other policies and procedures are
contained in the Application Guide for
the Office of Science Financial
Assistance Program and 10 CFR Part
605. Electronic access to the application
guide and required forms is available on
the World Wide Web at: http://
www.er.doe.gov/production/grants/
grants.html

The Catalog of Federal Domestic
Assistance Number for this program is

81.049, and the solicitation control number is
ERFAP 10 CFR Part 605.

Issued in Washington, DC on August 11,
2000.

John Rodney Clark,

Associate Director of Science for Resource
Management, Office of Science.

[FR Doc. 00-21756 Filed 8—24-00; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6450-01—P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
Bonneville Power Administration

Tanner Electric Transmission Line
Project

AGENCY: Bonneville Power
Administration (BPA), Department of
Energy (DOE).

AcTION: Finding of No Significant
Impact (FONSI) and Floodplain
Statement of Findings.

SUMMARY: Bonneville Power
Administration (BPA) proposes to
construct 7 kilometers (4.5 miles) of
new 115-kilovolt (kV) transmission line
in King County, Washington, which
would supply a new substation to be
built by its customer, Tanner Electric
Cooperative (Tanner). BPA has prepared
an Environmental Assessment (EA)
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(DOE/EA—1328) evaluating the proposed
project. Based on the analysis in the EA,
BPA has determined that the proposed
action is not a major federal action
significantly affecting the quality of the
human environment, within the
meaning of the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969. Therefore,
the preparation of an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) is not required,
and BPA is issuing this FONSI.
ADDRESSES: For copies of this FONSI or
the EA (which contains the FONSI),
please call BPA’s toll-free document
request line: 800-622—-4520. It is also
available on the internet at
www.efw.bpa.gov.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION, CONTACT:
Gene Lynard, KECN—4, Bonneville
Power Administration, P.O. Box 3621,
Portland, Oregon 97208-3621, phone
number 503-230-3790, fax number
503—230-5699, e-mail
gplynard@bpa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: BPA
proposes to construct 7 kilometers (4.5
miles) of new 115-kV transmission line
in unincorporated King County and in
the City of North Bend, Washington. As
a connected action, Tanner would
construct a 115/12.5-kV substation in
the City of North Bend, Washington,
which would receive power from BPA’s
proposed transmission line. BPA is
responding to the need to supply
reliable electricity to meet current and
future loads of its full requirements
customer, Tanner.

Local government planning agencies,
as well as individual citizens, are
strongly interested in the project.
Concerns have primarily focused on the
visual impacts that would be related to
clearing of trees and other vegetation.
Specific areas of concern include
locations along SE 356th Avenue,
adjacent to the Snoqualmie Ridge
Business Park, within the I-90 right-of-
way (a National Scenic Byway), and
along North Bend Way. These concerns
led to consideration of a number of
different route segments during
development of alternatives and to
modification of line locations
throughout the planning phase.

Two major alternative plans were
identified and are addressed in the EA
(Chapter 2). Briefly, they are as follows:

* Proposed Action: BPA would
construct a new 7-kilometer (4.5-mile),
115-kV single-circuit electric power
transmission line in unincorporated
King County and in the City of North
Bend, Washington, to be energized in
the fall of 2001. As a connected action,
Tanner would construct a 115-kV/12.5-
kV substation in North Bend,
Washington, which would be supplied

by the new line. The new line would tap
Puget Sound Energy’s (Puget’s)
Snoqualmie-Lake Tradition No. 1
transmission line and would be
supported on a combination of single
wood pole structures and H-frame wood
pole structures that could accommodate
a Puget distribution line, if necessary.

* No Action Alternative: BPA would
not construct the new transmission line.
It is likely, however, that another entity,
probably Puget, would do so, because
the need to supply growing electrical
loads in the area would still exist. If
another entity were to build the line, the
impacts of the No Action Alternative
might be similar to the proposal in
nature and intensity. However, if no
facilities were constructed, impacts
would be limited to the socioeconomic
effects of not supplying electricity
demands, including deteriorating
service to electricity customers.

In addition, eight route variations and
a proposal to place a portion of the line
underground were considered and
eliminated for a variety of reasons,
including costs and/or environmental
impacts that were higher than the
proposed action. Table 2 in the EA
summarizes the impacts of the proposed
action.

BPA has determined, based on the
context and intensity of these impacts,
that with mitigation, they are not
significant, using the definition of this
concept in Section 1508.27 of the
Council on Environmental Quality
Regulations for implementing the
National Environmental Policy Act.
This determination is based on the
following discussion of each point listed
in Section 1508.27:

1. The project would benefit electrical
customers in the area by meeting the
short-term needs of Tanner and the
long-term needs of both Tanner and
Puget. The project would also benefit
the environment by providing one set of
facilities (one transmission line, one
substation, and one distribution line)
that meet the customer service needs of
three utilities in the area, an example of
one-utility planning. In doing so, the
views from some residences and roads
will change noticeably, but the effects
would be mitigated below the level of
significance.

2. Implementation of the proposed
action would not affect the health and
safety of the people of the North Bend/
Snoqualmie area. As documented in
Sections 3.11, 4.5.2, and 4.5.3 of the EA,
the transmission line and substation
would be constructed in accordance
with the National Electrical Safety Code
and state and local safety requirements.
Section 3.11 demonstrates that the
project would not significantly increase

exposure or health risk from electric or
magnetic fields.

3. The proposed transmission line and
substation would cross or be in
environmentally sensitive areas,
including wetlands and a National
Scenic Byway. Specifically:

a. The new transmission line would
parallel I-90, designated a National
Scenic Byway, for 1 kilometer (0.6 mile)
(EA, Section 3.8.2). The line would
create low to moderate impacts to those
travelling on I-90, depending on viewer
sensitivities. The line would not become
the dominant view to either eastbound
or westbound motorists: the dominant
views in both directions are of
mountains and foothills. The following
factors also would limit visual impacts
to I-90 motorists:

« the line’s relatively small size (115-
kV);
* the line’s limited length within the
highway right-of-way (1 kilometer [0.6
mile]);

* the use of natural materials (wood
poles) in a single-pole design;

« the relative speed of viewers (60-70
miles per hour);

* the curvilinear shape of the freeway
in this area;

* the vegetative buffer between the
line and the highway; and

« the planting of trees and other
vegetation to screen the right-of-way
from public view.

Therefore, the impacts to the National
Scenic Byway would not be significant.
b. The new transmission line would

cross a number of small wetlands and
one large one (EA, Section 3.6.2). Until
project design is finalized, the exact
locations of transmission structures and
access roads are unknown. However,
most wetlands crossed are narrow and
will be spanned where practical.
Impacts would be related primarily to
removal of tall trees from wetlands and
associated buffers. Any vegetation that
would need to be removed would be left
in the sensitive area as wildlife habitat.
Should any access roads be constructed
in wetlands, BPA would acquire the
necessary permits through the U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers. Best
management practices would be used to
prevent erosion and runoff and to avoid
adversely affecting the wetlands and
their resources.

The proposed alignment bisects the
large palustrine scrub-shrub and
forested wetland associated with
Kimball Creek for about 0.8 kilometer
(0.5 mile). However, the line would be
located on existing fill within the North
Bend Way right-of-way, which already
bisects the wetland, and no structures
would be placed in the wetland. Impact
would be limited to removal of a few
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tall trees from the wetland to maintain
line safety and reliability. Because
existing access is in place, no new roads
would be constructed in the wetland.
Therefore, impacts to this wetland
would result in no net loss of wetlands
and would not be significant.

The actions proposed would not affect
other unique characteristics of the
geographic area, such as wild and scenic
rivers, prime farmland, or park lands, as
there are none present in the immediate
project vicinity. Although there is a
cultural resource within the project
area, the Seattle Lake Shore and Eastern
Railway (owned and operated by the
Snoqualmie Valley Railroad), the
proposed action would not compromise
its present use for tourism nor adversely
affect the railroad as a potential
National Register-eligible cultural
resource.

4. There are no extraordinary
circumstances related to the proposal
that may affect the significance of the
environmental effects of the proposal.
Although interest in the proposed
project has been high from its inception,
BPA has addressed all of the comments
received during the 30-day review
period of the Preliminary EA, and has
made revisions to the document where
necessary. Included in the comments
received were comments from King
County and the cities of North Bend and
Snoqualmie; however, no comments
were received from the State of
Washington. During the 30-day
comment period on the Preliminary EA,
BPA held an open house in the City of
North Bend. The BPA project team and
representatives of Tanner Electric and
Puget Power attended to address any
concerns, provide information, and to
take input that would be addressed in
the Final EA. Nine people attended the
open house.

5. The impacts of the proposed action
are not significant due to the degree of
highly uncertain, unique, or unknown
risks. BPA has been constructing
transmission lines since the 1930s. The
project design is not unique, so it would
not create unique risks. The impacts of
the new line and corridor can be
predicted with a high degree of
certainty. While recommending
continued research into the health
effects of magnetic fields, prominent
scientific authorities, including the
National Academy of Sciences and the
National Institute of Environmental
Health Sciences, have concluded that:
“The data at different biological
complexities taken in total do not
provide convincing evidence that
electric and magnetic fields [EMF]
experienced in residential environments
are carcinogenic” and that while EMF

exposure ‘‘cannot be recognized as
entirely safe,” the evidence for risk to
cancer and other diseases was “weak”
and the probability that EMF exposure
is a health hazard is ““small” and “* * *
insufficient to warrant aggressive
regulatory concerns.” In any event, the
project either would not increase
electromagnetic fields for some
segments, or would not increase
exposures because no residences or
other occupied buildings would be close
enough to experience the increased
levels (EA, Section 3.11.2).

6. The actions proposed are not
related to other actions with
individually insignificant but
cumulatively significant impacts, nor
would they establish a precedent for
future actions with significant effects or
represent a decision in principle about
a future consideration. The only future
action that depends on this one is
Puget’s potential underbuild of a
distribution line on the new poles
proposed for this project. However, the
EA included an assessment of the effects
of that potential underbuild, including
the visual effects and changes to
electromagnetic fields. Therefore, BPA’s
determination of no significant impact
includes the impacts of the potential
future underbuild.

7. There are no sites listed on or
eligible for the National Register of
Historic Places at or near any facility
location. Although the Snoqualmie
Valley Railroad right-of-way may be
eligible for listing due to its age, the
proposed transmission line would not
adversely affect the facility as a
potential National Register-eligible
cultural resource. The State Historic
Preservation Officer concurs with this
determination (EA, Section 3.10.2).

8. No federally listed threatened or
endangered plants fall within any of the
four townships within which the project
is located (EA, Section 3.5.1) and no fish
or wildlife species listed under the
Endangered Species Act, or their critical
habitats, are found within 3 kilometers
(2 miles) of the project area, so none
would be affected (EA, Section 3.7.1).

9. The actions proposed would not
threaten to violate federal, state, or local
law or requirements imposed for the
protection of the environment. The
following permit may be required and
will be obtained, as needed: Clean
Water Act Section 404 permit (U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers). Final
determinations regarding the need for
permits will be made after project
participants complete final design.

Floodplain Statement of Findings:
This is a Floodplain Statement of
Findings prepared in accordance with
10 CFR Part 1022. A Notice of

Floodplain and Wetlands Involvement
was published in the Federal Register
on February 24, 2000, and impacts to
floodplains and wetlands were assessed
in the EA (Section 3.6). The proposed
route crosses the 100-year floodplain
adjacent to Kimball Creek, where it
would be located on existing fill.
Though no structures are proposed to be
placed within the 100-year floodplain, if
any were, they would be designed to
withstand flooding, not impede
expected flows, and prevent
accumulation of flood debris. The
project would not increase the chance of
flooding or flood-related damage.
Though several route variations were
considered, lower-impact, reasonable-
cost alternatives that would avoid the
floodplain were not found.

Although the substation itself would
be outside the 100-year floodplain,
construction for footings would remove
relatively porous soil below the 100-
year flood elevation and replace it with
less porous concrete footings and gravel.
Because of the fill that would be placed
below the flood elevation, Tanner is
required to compensate for the resulting
loss of water storage capacity on a one-
for-one basis. To satisfy this
requirement, Tanner will remove soil
over an area approximately 46 meters
(150 feet) by 44 meters (145 feet) by 26
centimeters (13 inches) deep, yielding a
volume of soil totaling 667 cubic meters
(873 cubic yards). The amount of
material removed by the excavation
would make up for the storage capacity
lost by substation construction. The
excavated soil will be placed outside of
the floodplain to avoid additional
impacts. Increases in run-off and
streamflows due to project clearing and
access road construction are expected to
be minor. Overall, the proposed project
would not adversely affect human life,
property, or natural floodplain values.

The actions proposed would conform
to applicable state and local floodplain
protection standards. Although the
proposed transmission line would cross
the 100-year floodplain of Kimball
Creek, the transmission line would be
within the North Bend Way right-of-
way, above the base flood elevation of
the 100-year floodplain.

The steps to be taken to avoid or
minimize potential harm to or within
the affected floodplains include:

« In sensitive areas, disturbed land
would be restored as closely as possible
to pre-project contours and replanted
with native and local species.

» Transmission poles will be placed
to avoid impacts to wetlands and
floodplains. Wetlands would be
spanned where practical.
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» Best management practices would
be employed to control erosion and run-
off and to avoid adversely affecting
floodplains.

* Manual methods would be
employed to remove trees or vegetation
determined to be a hazard to
transmission line safety and reliability.

At the substation site, Tanner
would remove soil from below the base
flood elevation associated with Gardiner
Creek. Tanner would deposit the
excavated soil in uplands.

BPA will endeavor to allow 15 days
of public review after publication of this
statement of findings before
implementing the selected alternative.

Determination: Based on the
information in the EA, as summarized
here, BPA determines that the actions
proposed, as described and analyzed,
are not major federal actions
significantly affecting the quality of the
human environment within the meaning
of NEPA, 42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.
Therefore, an environmental impact
statement will not be prepared, and BPA
is issuing this FONSL

Issued in Portland, Oregon, on August 15,
2000.

Alexandra B. Smith,

Vice President, Environment, Fish and
wildlife.

[FR Doc. 00-21754 Filed 8—24-00; 8:45 am|]
BILLING CODE 6450-01—P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. EL00-62-008, et al.]

ISO New England Inc., et al.; Electric
Rate and Corporate Regulation Filings

August 21, 2000.
Take notice that the following filings
have been made with the Commission:

1. ISO New England Inc.

[Docket No. EL00-62—008]

Take notice that on August 16, 2000,
the New England Power Pool (NEPOOL)
Participants Committee tendered for
filing additional information relating to
its July 28, 2000, filing in the above
captioned docket. This supplemental
information updates the voting results
set forth in NEPOOL'’s July 28, 2000
filing.

The NEPOOL Participants Committee
states that copies of these materials were
sent to all persons identified on the
service lists in the above captioned
docket, the NEPOOL Participants and
the six New England state governors and
regulatory commissions.

Comment date: September 20, 2000,
in accordance with Standard Paragraph
E at the end of this notice.

2. MC Energy Partners, L.P.
[Docket No. EG00-244-000]

Take notice that on August 16, 2000,
MC Energy Partners, L.P., a Texas
limited partnership, with its principal
office located at 101 Ash Street, San
Diego, California 92101, tendered for
filing with the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission (Commission)
an Application for determination of
exempt wholesale generator status
pursuant to Part 365 of the
Commission’s Regulations and Section
32 of the Public Utility Holding
Company Act of 1935, as amended.
Applicant is a Texas limited partnership
that will be engaged directly and
exclusively in operating an
approximately 500 MW natural gas-
fueled, electric generating facility (the
Facility) located in Montgomery County,
Texas, approximately three miles south
of the City of Dobbin, Texas (about 40
miles north of Houston) and selling
energy at wholesale from the Facility.

Comment date: September 11, 2000,
in accordance with Standard Paragraph
E at the end of this notice. The
Commission will limit its consideration
of comments to those that concern the
adequacy or accuracy of the application.

3. Cedar Power Partners, L.P.
[Docket No. EG00-245-000]

Take notice that on August 16, 2000,
Cedar Power Partners, L.P., a Texas
limited partnership, with its principal
office located at 101 Ash Street, San
Diego, California 92101, tendered for
filing with the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission (Commission)
an Application for determination of
exempt wholesale generator status
pursuant to Part 365 of the
Commission’s Regulations and Section
32 of the Public Utility Holding
Company Act of 1935, as amended.
Applicant is a Texas limited partnership
that will be engaged directly and
exclusively in operating an
approximately 500 MW natural gas-
fueled electric generating facility (the
Facility) located in Liberty County, eight
miles west of the City of Dayton, Texas
(about 36 miles northeast of Houston),
and selling energy at wholesale from the
Facility.

Comment date: September 11, 2000,
in accordance with Standard Paragraph
E at the end of this notice. The
Commission will limit its consideration
of comments to those that concern the
adequacy or accuracy of the application.

4. Sierra Pacific Power Company
[Docket No. ER00—-3420-000]

Take notice that on August 16, 2000,
Sierra Pacific Power Company (Sierra)
tendered for filing Amendatory
Agreement No. 2 to Amendatory
Agreement No. 1 between Bonneville
Power Administration and Sierra Pacific
Power Company for transfer service to
Wells Rural Electric Company.

Sierra states that the Amendatory
Agreement No. 2 establishes the points
of delivery together with their
maximum demands, changes the point
of replacement under the Agreement
No. 1 from Midpoint to Hilltop,
provides for total transfer capacity in an
amount not to exceed 110 MW for both
this Amendatory Agreement No. 2 and
an Agreement between Bonneville
Power Administration and Sierra for
transfer service to Harney Electric
Cooperative, Inc., and provides for a
forecast of monthly peak load which
forms the basis for calculation of the
minimum transfer payment. Sierra
requests the Commission permit the
Amendatory Agreement No. 2 to be
made effective July 5, 2000.

Copies of this filing were served upon
the Public Utilities Commission of
Nevada, the Public Utilities Commission
of California, and the Nevada Bureau of
Consumer Protection and Bonneville
Power Administration.

Comment date: September 6, 2000, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

5. AEP Power Marketing, Inc.; AEP
Service Corporation; CSW Power
Marketing, Inc; CSW Energy Services,
Inc; Central and South West Services,
Inc.

[Docket Nos. ER96-2495-015, ER97—4143—
003, ER97-1238-010, ER98—-2075-009, and
ER98-542—-005]

Take notice that on August 16, 2000,
AEP Power Marketing, Inc.; AEP Service
Corporation, on behalf of the AEP
operating companies; CSW Power
Marketing, Inc.; CSW Energy Services,
Inc.; and Central and South West
Services, Inc., on behalf of the CSW
operating companies, jointly tendered
for filing with the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission an updated
market power analysis. This filing
fulfills a commitment made in Docket
No. ER96-2495-012 to file an updated
market power analysis 60 days after
consummation of the merger of
American Electric Power Corporation
and Central and South West
Corporation. The filing also serves as
the triennial updated market power
analysis in Docket Nos. ER97-4143,



		Superintendent of Documents
	2024-06-08T09:56:53-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




