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Masters, Raritan Depot, 2890
Woodbridge Ave., (MS-500), Edison, NJ
08837-3679; telephone: (732) 906—-6183;
e-mail: masters.tara@epa.gov.

Region III: (Delaware, Maryland,
Pennsylvania, Virginia, West Virginia,
District of Columbia), Fatima El-
Abdaoui, 1650 Arch St., (3WC32),
Philadelphia, PA 19103-2029;
telephone: (215) 814—2129; e-mail: el-
abdaoui.fatima@epa.gov.

Region IV: (Alabama, Florida, Georgia,
Kentucky, Mississippi, North Carolina,
South Carolina, Tennessee), Troy Pierce,
61 Forsyth St., SW., Atlanta, GA 30303-
8960; telephone: (404) 562-9016; e-mail:
pierce.troy@epa.gov.

Region V: (Illinois, Indiana, Michigan,
Minnesota, Ohio, Wisconsin), Heather
McDonald, 77 W Jackson Blvd., (DT-8J),
Chicago, IL 60604—3507; telephone:
(312) 886—3572; e-mail:
mcdonald.heather@epa.gov.

Region VI: (Arkansas, Louisiana, New
Mexico, Oklahoma, Texas), Jerry
Collins, 1445 Ross Ave., Suite 1200,
(6PD-P), Dallas, TX 75202—2733;
telephone: (214) 665—-7562; e-mail:
collins.jerry@epa.gov.

Region VII: (Iowa, Kansas, Missouri,
Nebraska), Brad Horchem, 901 N 5th St.,
(WWPDPEST), Kansas City, KS 66101;
telephone: (913) 551-7137; e-mail:
horchem.brad@epa.gov.

Region VIII: (Colorado, Montana,
North Dakota, South Dakota, Utah,
Wyoming), Peg Perreault, 999 18th St,
Suite 300, (8P-P3T), Denver, CO 80202—
2466; telephone: (303) 312-6286; e-mail:
perreault.peg@epa.gov.

Region IX: (Arizona, California,
Hawaii, Nevada, American Samoa,
Guam), Paul Feder, 75 Hawthorne St.,
(CMD-1), San Francisco, CA 94105;
telephone: (415) 947—4160; e-mail:
feder.paul@epa.gov.

Region X: (Alaska, Idaho, Oregon,
Washington), Sandy Halstead, 24106
North Bunn Road, Prosser, WA 99350;
telephone: (509) 786—9225; e-mail:
halstead.sandra@epa.gov.

List of Subjects

Environmental protection, Pesticides,
Risk reduction.

Dated: March 13, 2003.
Janet L. Andersen,

Director, Biopesticides and Pollution
Prevention Division, Office of Pesticide
Programs.

[FR Doc. 03-6586 Filed 3—18—03; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 6560-50-S

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[FRL-7469-9]

Notice of Request for Initial Proposals
(IP) for Projects To Be Funded From
the Water Quality Cooperative
Agreement Allocation (CFDA 66.463—
Water Quality Cooperative
Agreements)

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: EPA Region 6 is soliciting
Initial Proposals (IP) from State water
pollution control agencies, interstate
agencies, other public or nonprofit
agencies, institutions, organizations,
and other entities as defined by the
Clean Water Act (CWA) interested in
applying for Federal assistance for
Water Quality Cooperative Agreements
under the CWA section 104(b)(3) in the
States of Arkansas, Louisiana, New
Mexico, Oklahoma and Texas. Region 6
EPA will award an estimated $1 million
to eligible applicants through assistance
agreements ranging in size, on average,
from $40,000 up to $200,000 (Federal)
for innovative projects/demonstrations/
studies that can be used as models
relating to the prevention, reduction,
and elimination of water pollution.
From the IPs received, EPA estimates up
to10 to 12 projects may be selected to
submit full applications. The Agency
reserves the right to reject all IPs and
not make awards. A request for
proposals for tribal governments will be
issued under a separate notice.

DATES: EPA will consider all proposals
received on or before 12 p.m. midnight
central standard time May 5, 2003. IPs
received after the due date will not be
considered for funding.

ADDRESSES: IPs should be mailed to:
Terry Mendiola (6WQ-AT), U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency,
Region 6, Water Quality Protection
Division, 1445 Ross Avenue, Dallas,
Texas 75202—2733. Overnight delivery
may be sent to the same address.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Terry Mendiola by telephone at 214—
665—7144 or by e-mail at
mendiola.teresita@epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Purpose of This Request for Initial
Proposals

EPA Region 6’s Water Quality
Protection Division is requesting
proposals from State water pollution
control agencies, interstate agencies,
other public or nonprofit agencies,
institutions, organizations, and other

entities as defined by the CWA for
unique and innovative projects that
address the National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination System (NPDES)
program with special emphasis on
concentrated animal feeding operations
(CAFO) permitting, sanitary sewer
overflow (SSO) impact studies,
watershed integration through NPDES,
homeland security, and promotion of
“good data” efforts to support NPDES
decisions, as well as, water quality
projects relating to water quality
standards, assessment methods, and
reporting, ecoregion and subregion
delineation, and improved approaches
to total maximum daily load (TMDL)
modeling.

An organization whose IP is selected
for Federal assistance must complete an
EPA Application for Assistance,
including the Federal SF-424 form
(Application for Federal Assistance, see
40 CFR 30.12 & 31.10). Organizations
who have an existing agreement under
this program are eligible to compete for
new awards.

EPA Region 6 Has Identified the
Following High Priority Areas for
Consideration

WQCAs awarded under section
104(b)(3) may only be used to conduct
and promote the coordination and
acceleration of activities such as
research, investigations, experiments,
training, education, demonstrations,
surveys, and studies relating to the
causes, effects, extent, prevention,
reduction, and elimination of water
pollution. These activities, while not
defined in the statute, advance the state
of knowledge, gather information, or
transfer information. For instance,
“demonstrations” are generally projects
that demonstrate new or experimental
technologies, methods, or approaches
and the results of the project will be
disseminated so that others can benefit
from the knowledge gained. A project
that is accomplished though the
performance of routine, traditional, or
established practices, or a project that is
simply intended to carry out a task
rather than transfer information or
advance the state of knowledge,
however worthwhile the project may be,
is not a demonstration. Research
projects may include the application of
the practices when they contribute to
learning about an environmental
concept or problem.

EPA Region 6 has identified several
subject areas for priority consideration.
EPA will award WQCAs for research,
investigations, experiments, training,
demonstrations, surveys and studies
related to the causes, effects, extent,
prevention, reduction, and elimination
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of water pollution in the following
subject areas:

CAFO Permitting Support

Demonstration of treatment/reuse/
disposal technologies and controls that
are designed to reduce CAFO-based
nutrients in watersheds, with a
demonstration of amount of loading
reductions from those technologies, e.g.,
handling phosphorus-rich poultry litter
in northwest Arkansas/northeast
Oklahoma; efficacy of wetlands to
polish runoff or overflow from ponds
and/or land application processes.

The following specific criteria will be
used to evaluate this priority area:

¢ Demonstrate treatment/reuse/
disposal technologies and controls
through testing and/or modeling.

* Report on the efficiencies.

Demonstration of nutrient indicator
tracing in CAFO dominated, nutrient
impaired watersheds, e.g., ribo-typing
study to determine source of bacteria
and pathogens, or nitrogen-ion study to
determine source of nitrogen in waters,
or hormone or antibiotic study to
determine sources of excreted waste
material.

The following specific criteria will be
used to evaluate this priority area:

» Demonstrate nutrient indicator
tracing in CAFO dominated, nutrient
impaired watersheds, with
identification and differentiation of
sources of animal/CAFO wastes from
human wastes.

Sanitary Sewer Overflow Studies

Impact studies and/or innovative
implementation processes to control
SSOs. Innovative pilot projects
associated with collection systems and
treatment facilities at the headworks for
POTWs, to demonstrate the impact to
water quality in receiving waters from
control technologies on SSOs, e.g.,
control technologies to reduce pollutant
loads from SSOs with emphasis on
innovation.

The following specific criteria will be
used to evaluate this priority area:

e Overall cost analysis of
technologies or controls to implement
on a full or larger scale, estimated O&M
costs, and a technical evaluation of
treatment, based on mass and volume.
Biochemical oxygen demand, total
suspended solids, and pathogen
evaluations are essential, along with
other pertinent pollutant identification
and evaluation.

Watershed Integration of Water
Programs Under the CWA Through
NPDES

Development of innovative permit
tool(s) supporting watershed-based

permitting activities for specific
parameters. Establish a technique for
identifying all dischargers and their
respective contribution levels for
parameter(s) of concern within an
impaired watershed. Should determine
the overall impact of point and non-
point dischargers on receiving waters.
Pollutant data for water quality
parameters, such as nutrients, dissolved
oxygen, fecal coliform, etc., could be
used in the development of a model
(such as self-implementing general
permits) for permitting activities. The
model may incorporate unique
permitting approaches including
effluent trading scenarios (in accordance
with the Water Quality Trading Policy,
January 13, 2003), which may be
implemented in the general permit for
specific water quality parameters.

The following specific criteria will be
used to evaluate this priority area:

* Include consideration of all
waterbodies in a watershed.

¢ Include consideration of all point
sources.

 Consider net contribution of non-
point sources in aggregate effects.

» Provide aggregate water quality
modeling which determines aggregate
affects in the watershed.

Homeland Security for NPDES

Studies of ability of conventional or
innovative wastewater treatment plant
processes to effectively treat, remove, or
render harmless biological, chemical, or
radiological agents, which could be
introduced into the collection or
treatment system.

Development of models for hardening
of collection systems, lift stations, and
wastewater treatment plant processes to
prevent introduction of harmful
biological, chemical, or radiological
agents.

The following specific criteria will be
used to evaluate this priority area:

 Actual performance data of
processes vs. technical predictions of
performance.

» Enhanced security procedure
models and development of model
emergency operating plans.

Promotion of “Good Data” Efforts of
EPA and State Agencies To Support
NPDES Decisions

Survey of laboratories to identify
inconsistencies, errors, and adherence
to appropriate QA/QC for whole effluent
toxicity (WET) testing and test organism
culturing.

The following specific criteria will be
used to evaluate this priority area:

» Surveying a sampling of the major
laboratories in Region 6, which perform
whole effluent toxicity (WET) testing for
NPDES permittees.

* A minimum of six laboratories shall
be surveyed/audited.

* Investigation shall be performed in
accordance with ‘““Manual for the
Evaluation of Laboratories Performing
Aquatic Toxicity Testing EPA/600/4—
90/031”, all sampling and testing
conditions normally required in NPDES
permits issued in EPA Region 6, and
requirements contained in 40 CFR part
136 for purposes of ensuring
compliance with State narrative criteria
for the protection of aquatic life.

Indicators of Ecological Condition

Estimation of the extent of waters
supporting their designated beneficial
uses, and determination of causes of
impairment, based on a core set of
indicators of ecological condition and
environmental stressors. Biological
measures should form the primary basis
for assessing attainment of the aquatic
life use with chemical, physical, and
watershed measurements used to assess
and rank the relative importance of
stressors.

The following specific criteria will be
used to evaluate this priority area:

* Mechanisms to evaluate the
interrelationships between biological
assemblages, ambient water chemistry,
fish tissue contaminants, physical
habitat, and/or watershed
characteristics.

» Offer the potential to improve a
State’s approaches to make decisions
about whether or not water quality
standards are being attained.

* Apply a probabilistic approach to
site selection to support estimates of
conditions across an entire study area.

* Result in the ability to compare
environmental indicator data across
State and regional boundaries for
ambient and reference conditions.

o Offer the potential to improve a
State’s approach to estimate the extent
of waterbody impairment statewide.

Nutrient Criteria

Development of effects based nutrient
criteria and assessment methods, based
on the relationship(s) between evidence
of impairment of biological integrity,
and/or other response indicators, and
instream nutrient concentrations
observed at reference waterbodies.

The following specific criteria will be
used to evaluate this priority area:

» Demonstrate approaches or provide
tools that may be applied in other areas.

* Apply the latest scientific
approaches or innovative techniques to
establish and validate the relationship(s)
between elevated nutrient
concentrations and indicator response.

* Result in recommendations for
numeric water quality criteria standards
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or criteria that can be applied to a class
of waters (rather than individual
waters).

 Include mechanisms for technology
transfer.

Improved Approaches to TMDL
Modeling

Development of best management
practice (BMP) performance equations
and/or statistical tools to assist in
evaluation of waterbody recovery, based
on a study of the physical, chemical,
and biological processes governing the
stochastic properties of pollutants in the
environment. The project may lead to
TMDL development, implementation,
and/or water quality trading on a
watershed basis.

The following specific criteria will be
used to evaluate this priority area:

* Description of methods to be used
to quantify the uncertainty in load
estimates and load allocations, and/or
the effectiveness of individual BMPs.

» Development of tools that may be
transferred to meet the needs of others
faced with developing TMDLs or
monitoring waterbody recovery.

Ecoregion and Subregion Delineation

Ecoregion and subregion delineation
providing an improved basis for
waterbody classification, supporting
definition of water quality management
goals and expectations, development of
water quality standards, and water
quality monitoring and assessment.

The following specific criteria will be
used to evaluate this priority area:

* Conducted in Louisiana, New
Mexico, or Oklahoma.

» High degree of coordination among
natural resource and environmental
management agency scientists.

* Result in completion of ecoregion
and subregion boundaries and
descriptions for an entire state.

* Conducted using methods
comparable to those employed in other
states by the EPA Office of Research and
Development, National Health and
Environmental Effects Research
Laboratory, to achieve level IV
subregionalization.

* Result in a nationally consistent set
of subregion management units.

Statutory Authority, Applicable
Regulations, and Funding Level

Funding is authorized under the
provisions of the CWA sec. 104(b)(3), 33
U.S.C. 1254(b)(3).

The regulations governing the award
and administration of Water Quality
Cooperative Agreements are in 40 CFR
part 30 (for institutions of higher
learning, hospitals, and other nonprofit
organizations) and 40 CFR part 31 (for

States, local governments, and interstate
agencies).

Applicants requested to submit a full
application will be required to comply
with Intergovernmental Review
requirements (40 CFR part 29) and the
Quality Assurance requirements (40
CFR part 30.54 and 31.45) if projects
involve environmentally related
measurements or data generation.

Total funding available for award by
Region 6 is dependent on EPA’s
appropriation for Fiscal Year 2003;
however, it is estimated that $1 million,
including the tribal allocation, will be
available for funding approved projects.
The average size of an award is
anticipated to be approximately
$100,000. A minimum match of five
percent will be required for all approved
projects and should be included in the
total funding requested for each
proposal submitted.

Construction projects, except for the
construction required to carry out a
demonstration project, and acquisition
of land are not eligible for funding
under this program. New or on-going
programs to implement routine
environmental controls are not eligible
for funding under this program.

Proposal Format and Contents

IPs should be no more than three
pages with a minimum font size of 10
pitch in Wordperfect/Word or
equivalent. Failure to follow the format
or to include all requested information
could result in the IP not being
considered for funding. Full application
packages should not be submitted at this
time. It is recommended that
confidential information not be
included in this IP. The following
format should be used for all IPs:

Name of Project:

Priority Area Addressed: (i.e., CAFO
Permitting Support, SSO Studies,
Homeland Security for NPDES, etc.)

Point of Contact: (Individual and
agency/organization name, address,
phone number, fax number, e-mail
address.)

Is this a Continuation of a Previously
Funded Project: (If so, please provide
the status of the current grant or
cooperative agreement.)

Proposed Federal Amount:

Proposed Non-Federal Match
(Minimum of 5%):

The match is based on the total
project cost not the Federal amount. To
determine a proposed minimum match
of 5%, use the following example:
Federal amount = $25,000.

Total Project Cost = T.

The Federal amount is 95% of T,
therefore:

$25,000 =T x 0.95;
$25,000/0.95 =T;
$26,316 = T (round the decimal).
If the total project cost is $26,316,
then:

$26,316 x 0.05 = $1,316 non-Federal
match.

Proposed Total Award Amount:

Description of General Budget
Proposed to Support Project:

Project Description: (Should not
exceed two pages of single-spaced text.)

Expected Accomplishments or
Product, with Dates, and Interim
Milestones: This section should also
include a discussion of a
communication plan for distributing the
project results to interested parties.

Describe How the Project Meets the
Evaluation Criteria Specified Below:

EPA IP Evaluation Criteria

EPA Region 6 will award WQCA on
a competitive basis and evaluate IPs
based on the specific criteria listed in
each priority area and the following
general criteria:

* Adequacy of proposal, including
the relationship of the proposed project
to the priorities identified in this notice,
innovation of project proposal and level
of multi-organizational support, if
needed. (10 points)

» Compliance with proposal format/
guidance, including how well the
proposal follows the solicitation notice,
clearly defined milestones/schedule and
clearly identified deliverables. (5 points)

* Cost effectiveness/likelihood of
success of the proposal, including
adequacy of resources committed to
project/realistic budget, realistic
implementation schedule and clearly
defined measures of success that are
reasonably attainable. (5 points)

» Applicant’s past performance, if
applicable. (3 points)

The IPs will be evaluated by regional
staff in a two phased approach. Initially,
each IP will be evaluated against the
specific criteria listed under the priority
area for which it was submitted. In
order for the IP to be considered in the
second evaluation phase, it must
address, at a minimum, ALL the specific
criteria listed under the priority area. In
the second phase, each IP will be
evaluated against the general criteria
listed above for a possible total score of
20. Points will be taken away for poor
past performance if knowledge of
applicant’s past performance is
available to EPA.

IP Selection

Final selection of IPs will be made by
the Director of Water Quality Protection
Division, EPA Region 6. Selected
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organizations will be notified in writing
and requested to submit full
applications. Applications, including
workplans, are subject to EPA review
and approval.

It is expected that unsuccessful
applicants will be notified in writing.

Eligible Applicants

Eligible applicants for assistance
agreements under section 104(b)(3) of
the CWA are State water pollution
control agencies, interstate agencies,
other public or nonprofit agencies,
institutions, organizations, and other
entities as defined by the CWA. IPs
received for projects outside of Region
6 will not be considered.

Application Procedure

Please mail three copies of the IP(s).

Dispute Resolution Process

Procedures located in 40 CFR part
30.63 and 30.70 apply.

Type of Assistance

It is expected that all the awards
under this program will be cooperative
agreements. States and interstate
agencies meeting the requirements in 40
CFR part 35.504 may include the funds
for WQCA in a Performance Partnership
Grant (PPG) in accordance with the
regulations governing PPGs in 40 CFR
part 35, subparts A and B. For States
and interstate agencies that choose to do
so, the regulations provide that the
workplan commitments that would have
been included in the WQCA must be
included in the PPG workplan.

A description of the Agency’s
substantial involvement in cooperative
agreements will be included in the final
agreement.

Schedule of Activities

This is the estimated schedule of
activities for submission, review of
proposals and notification of selections:

May 5, 2003—Proposals due to EPA.

July 2, 2003—Initial approvals
identified and sponsors of projects
selected for funding will be requested to
submit a formal application package.

A list of selected projects will be
posted on the Region 6 Water Quality
Protection Division, Assistance
Programs Branch Web site http://
www.epa.gov/earth1r6/6wq/at/
sttribal.htm. This Web site may also
contain additional information about
this request. Deadline extensions, if any,
will be posted on this Web site and not
in the Federal Register.

Dated: March 10, 2003.
Miguel I. Flores,
Director, Water Quality Protection Division,
Region 6.
[FR Doc. 03—-6576 Filed 3—18-03; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50—P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[FRL 7469-2]
Bioavailability Workshop on In Vitro
and In Vivo Testing Methods for Metals

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA)
ACTION: Notice of public meetings.

SUMMARY: This notice announces a
public meeting to gather comments from
expert scientists and others on in vivo
and in vitro-testing protocols for metals
which may be applicable at cleanup
activities. The 2003 U.S. EPA
Bioavailability Workshop will be a 2-
day meeting (4 half-day panel sessions)
to provide the EPA with expert
technical opinions specific to
applications of bioavailability
measurements for human health risk
assessment. The EPA expects to use
information presented during this
workshop in its efforts to establish the
most scientifically-sound approach to
utilizing bioavailability measurements
at contaminated sites. National experts
will participate through presentations
and panel discussions. Candid scientific
discussion will be encouraged among
invited scientists and the workshop
audience. A contractor will collect
summary notes and comments during
the presentations. No formal publication
is anticipated although individual
authors and presenters may submit
manuscripts to journals after presenting
the data to EPA. This meeting is being
sponsored by EPA’s Office of Solid
Waste and Emergency Response, the
Science Policy Council of EPA’s Office
of Research and Development, EPA
Region 7 and EPA Region 8. There is no
charge for attending the conference.

DATES: The workshop will be held on
April 15 and 16, 2003. The workshop
hours will be from 8:30 am to 4 pm on
April 15 and from 8 am to 3 pm on
Wednesday, April 16.

ADDRESSES: The workshop will be held
at the Safety Harbor Resort, 105 N.
Bayshore Drive, Tampa, Florida, 34695.
To attend the workshop as an observer,
contact Syracuse Research Corp. (SRC)
by electronic mail, or by telephone. The
electronic registration web site is at
http://conference.syrres.com/bcreg.htm.
Other information can be obtained by

calling SRC at 207-883-2605.
Individuals need to make their own
reservations.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
general information, contact the RCRA/
CERCLA Call Center at 800—424—-9346 or
TDD 800-553-7672 (hearing impaired).
In the Washington, DC metropolitan
area, call 703—412-9810 or TDD 703—
412-3323. For more detailed technical
information on this conference call
Richard Troast (703—-603—8805) Office of
Emergency and Remedial Response,
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW.,
Washington, DC 20460-0002, Mail Code
5204G. Information concerning the
meeting (including agenda, speaker list,
and registration) is available online at
http://conference.syrres.com/.

David Lopez,

Director, Region 3/8 Support Center, OERR
[FR Doc. 03-6580 Filed 3—18-03; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-M

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[FRL-7469-6]

Science Advisory Board; Drinking
Water Committee; Notification of
Public Advisory Committee Meeting

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA), Science Advisory Board
(SAB), Drinking Water Committee
(DWCQ), a Federal Advisory Committee,
is announcing a public meeting.

DATES: The meeting will begin on
Friday, April 11, 2003, at 9 a.m. (Eastern
Time) and adjourn no later than 5:30
p.m. that day.

ADDRESSES: The meeting will be held in
Washington, DC. Location of the
meeting will be announced on the SAB
Web site, http://www.epa/sab. For
further information concerning the
meeting, please contact Dr. James Rowe
(see contact information below).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Any
member of the public wishing further
information concerning this meeting
must contact Dr. James Rowe,
Designated Federal Officer, USEPA
Science Advisory Board (1400A), Suite
6450, 1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW.,
Washington, DC 20460; telephone/voice
mail at (202) 564—6488; fax at (202) 501—
0582; or via e-mail at
rowe.james@epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
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