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Section 612—State Eligibility
Topic Addressed: Evaluation

o Letter dated September 21, 2005 to
Texas Corrrnissioner of Education
Shirley Mesaley, rﬂaelmng steps that the
Deparfment has n to addrass
educational challenges for displacsd
students resulting, from Hurricane
Eatrina and advising the Texas
Education Agency on how to ensurs
timaly complation of evaluations of
children suspected of having a disability
in districts entolli aa] nificant
number of displace amts.

O Letter dated August G, 2005 to
Virgin Islands Educaticnal Consultant
Eleancr Hirsh, providing an explanation
ns?u'dmg naw requirements ralating to

referral activities and timeliness

of mfama]a fior initial evaluation to
determine aljglbl]ltf for special
aducation and related servicas; (2] use
of evaluations conducted under Part C
of IDEA to determins aligibility under
Part B of [DEA: and (3) placerent

tions for hioaol-aged children
Eth dJS!Eblm: i

Taopic Addressed: Maintenance of State
Financial Support
© Letter dated Septembear 21. 2005 to
Louisiana Superintendent of Education
Cacil 1. Pic mﬁuﬂjngthe staps the
Department is taking to assist the State
school districts in educating
displacad students as a result o
Hurricane Katrina and informing the
State the Department will waive the
State-level maintenance of effort
uiremnent as permitted under section
&12[a)i18)(C) of IDEA.

Section 613—Local Educaiional Agency
Eligibility
Taopic Addressed: Chartar Schools

< Letter dated September 13, 2008 to
Hawraii Department of Education
Special Education Director Dr. Paul Ban,
mgélidm g the requirements of Part B of

that are applicable to Pub]]c

chartar schools under Hawali's unitary
achool system.

Section 615—Procedural Safeguards
Topic Addressed: Student Discipline
O Letter dated July 28, 2005 to
Charlotte-Mecklenburg. North Camolina
Commissicner Bill lames, regarding

requirements applicable to disciplining
students with disabilities.

Electranic Access to This Docament

Youmay view this document, as well
as all cther Deparament of Education
docurnents published inthe Federal
Register, in text or Adobe Portabla
Docurnent Format (POF) on the Internet

at the following site: kg f.-"; Wi ed gov!
news/ fedregistar/index.

Tiouss POF yourmust have Adche
Acrobat Reader, which is available free
at this gite. If you have questions about
using POF. call the LLS. Government
Printing Offce (GPO). toll free, at 1-
888—223-6498; or in the Washington,
DC, area at [202) 512-1530,

Note: The official version of this document
in the donument published in the Federal
Ragister. Free Internset acoess to the offcial
adition of the Federal Register and the Code
of Fadaral Regulations is available on GPC
Aoooss at: hitpieww gpoaccess, govdnora)
indexfeml
{Catalog of Fadaral Domostic Assistanca
Mumber 84027, Asgistance 1o States for
Education of Children with Diseabdlitkas]

John H. Hager,

Asgigtant Secrstary for 5 pecial Education apd
Rehahiitative Services.
[FR Do, Eaena e Filed 11-2
BLLMC CODE 30 0-01-P

2508 84S am)

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

National Nuclear Security
Administration

Notice of Intent to Prepare a Site-Wide
Envircnmental Impact Staternent for
the Y-12 Naticnal Security Complex

AGENCY: Mational Muclear Security
Adrainistration, Department of Ensrgy.
ACTION: Notice of Intent (WO,

SUMMARY: Pursuant to the National
Environmantal Policy Act (MEPA) of
1968, as amendad (42 1.5.C. 4221 af
.). the Council on Environmental

Cuality’s (CECH and the LS,
Department of Energy’s [DOE)
mgul;atl-:nns irmplementing MEPA (40
CFR Parts 15001508 and 10 CFR Pan
1021, ectively], the Maticnal
HNuclear Security Administration
[HNEA], an agency withinthe DOE.
announces itz intent to prepare a Site-
Wide Environmental Impact Staterment
[SWELS) fior the Y-12 Mational Security
Comiplex (¥-12) located at the juncticn
of Bear Creek Road and Scarbare Road
in Anderson County, Tennessae, near
the city of Oak Ridge, Tennesses, MMSA
has determined that ane or meors of the
proposals to be evaluated would be a
major faderal action that could
significantly affect the quality of the
human environrment: therafore, in
accordance with the DOE regulations
implemanting MEPA, preparation of a
new SWEILS iz Hgmpnme

The naw & will avaluate new
proposals as wall as update the analyses
Emsr&mted in the D['JELDEI[ SWELS (DOES

15—0a05) issued in Movember 2001 (66

FR s&a63, Movember @, 2001]. In ita
2002 Record of Decision (ROD) (67 FR
11258, March 13, 2002), DOE
announced its decision to continue
operations at ¥—12 and to construct and
erate two new facilities: (1) The
ghly Enriched Uranium Materials
Facility (HEUMF) and (2) the Special
Matarials Complex (SMC). The HEUIMF
is currently under construction. The
SMC was subsequently cancelled due to
changing mission requirements and
replaced by a smaller facility that
ertaing to pur fication only
FS‘HP Jement Analysis for Purification
Facility, Site-Wide Environmen fal
Impact Statement for the T-12 National
Security Com plex, DOE/EIS—0309/5 A~
1. August 2002, and the installation of
two new pleces of equipment to allow
reuse of parts rather than construction
of a facility to manufacture new parts.
The Mo Action A ltemative for the new
SWELS i= the continued implementation
of the 2002 ROD, as modified by actions
analyzed in subsaquant MEPA 1eviews.
Three action alternatives are Sﬂmad
for consideration in the new 15 in
addition to the Mo Action Alternative.
Each alternative includes the No Action
Alternative as a baseline. The thres
altematives differ in that one includes a
new fully modemized manufacturing
facility optimized for safety, security
and efficiency: another consists of
upgrading the existing facilitias to attain
the highest level of satety, security and
afficiency possible without construction
of new facilities; and the third consists
of oparating the current facilities until
they are no longer viable followed by
deactivation of those facilities and
ceszation of the associated operations.
DATEE: MMSA invites comments on the
of the SWELS. The public scoping
Eecn.u:u:l starts with the publication o th]s
{0l in the Federal Register and will
contimue through fanuary . 20046,
NMSA will consider all comments
receivad or rkad through this
data in defining the acope of the SWEIS,
Sooping cormments received after this
data will ba considered to the extent
practicabla. MMSA will hold public

szopin ma-ati s at 475 Oak Ridge
T‘um i d?a Tennessae, in the
epa.mnemt-:u Energy [nformation

Centar on December 15, 2008, from 11
a.m. to 2 pm. an-:lBPm to 9 pm. The
ublic scopd Tg,]ma-a-tmga will provide

e public with an epportunity to
resent comments, uestions, and
iscuss issues with MEEA officials

regarding the SWELS. The MMSA has
imvited the Tennesses Department of
Environment and Consarvation to
articipate as a cooparating agency in
g:ua pm%mtm thﬁ WE@]SEE;?]ILS
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Notice of Intent, the MMNSA requests all
other federal. state, local and tribal
agenicies to express their interast in
being desi%:ln:atad as a u:u:--:-l:uant'slt'u:ug'l'.||
agency in the preparation of the SWEILS
ADDRESSES: For information concerning
the SWEIS. please contact Mz, Pam
Gorman, Y-12 SWELS Document
Manager. at (B65) 576—2203 ar e4mail at
gormanpidyso.doe gov. Writtan
cormments on the scope of the SWELS or
requests to ba placed on the docwment
distribution list can be sent to the Y-12
SWEILS Document Manager. 00 Oak
Ridge Turnpike, Suite A-&00, Oak
Ridga. TH a7a30; by facsimile to (865)
482—8052; or by e-mail to com nents3y-
1Zgwais.com.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATICN COMTACT: For
general information on the DOE MEPA
En:-:eas. please contact: Ma. Carol b,

. Diirector, Office of MEPA
Policy and Compliance, EH-4z2, 115,
Department of Energy, 1000
Ini Ean.demm Avanue, SW,
Was 'ngh:m. [3C 20585, (202) 5A6—4600,
or leave a massage at 1-B00-472—2756.
Additional information regarding DOE
NEP'A activities and accass to many
NEPA documents, including the 2001
SWEIS, are available onthe Internet
through the NEPA Web site at hittp/s
wiwiw.eh.doe gowinepa,
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Fa und. ¥-12 is located on the
Oak Ridge Reservation [ORE).
approximately 25 miles west of

neaville, Tennesses. For p s af
the SWEIS, the Y-12 Site ia dafined as
approximately 5400 acres of the 33,.748-
acre ORR, boundad by the DOE
Boundary and Pine Ridge to the north,
Scarboro Road to the east, Bethel Valley
Road to the south, west to Mount :
Vemon Foad, and then extending wast
along Bear Creek Road to Gum Branch
Road and a corridor along Bear Creek
Fioad to the intersection of Route 95, Y-
12 has an annual budggt of
approximately 3865 million and
amploys approximately 6,000 people.

M54 is responsible for providing the
naticn with nuclear weapons
components and ensuring those
T ents remain safie and reliable.
-1z is the NNSAs primary site for
enfiched uranium processing and

e, and cne of the primary

manufacturing facilities for maintaining
the LLS, nuclear weapons stockpile. ¥—
12's nuelear nonproli feration programs
play a critical role in securing our
natlon and the world and in carmbating
the spread of weapons of mass
destruction.

Non-dafense activities at ¥-12
includa environmenial monitoring and
remediation activities; deactivation and

decontamination activities; management
of waste materials; research activities
operated by the Oak Ridge Mational
Laboratory, support of other DOE

EJ rams and federal agencies through

& W ork-for-Others Program: the
transfer of spacialized technologies to
the 1.5, indusirial base; and, the suPE-]:.r
of spacialized materials to DOE's forsign
and domestic customers,

Alternatives for the SWEIS. Thres
action altematives and a Mo Action
Altarnative have been identified for
analysis in the SWEIS, The list is
tentative and intended to facilitate
Etl\-buc corrrnent on the scope of this

[ELS. The Mo Action Alternative is
defined by the 2002 ROD baseline, as
amended by subsequent NEPA reviews.
Altarmativae 1 inclodes the Mo Adion
Alternative and proposes to modernize
the ¥—12 Mational Security Complex
arcund a modem Uranium Processing
Facility (UPF). Alternative 2 includes
the Mo Action Altemative and proposes
enctending the lifs of existing facilities
with only the most cost effective
modemization possible without

]a;::lng thi current structures.
Alternative 3 consists of reducing site

erations as facilities reach the paint
whare they can no longer be safely
operatad without significant repairs or
modemization.

No Action Alternative. The Mo Action
Alternative includes the continued
implementation of the 2002 ROD as
meedified by subsequent actions which
have undergome sEparata NEPA rewviaw,
The following decisions announcad in
the 2002 ROD, modifications to thase
decisions, and actions undertaken since
the zo0z ROD are included in the Ma
Action Altemative,

1. Highly Enriched Uranium Materials
Facility (HEURF). The new HEUMF
[now under construction) will store all
hig,h}f anrched uranium that is not
baing used in manufacturing activities.
The HEUMF—to be completed in 2007
and start full-scale operations in Z008—
will reduce the current storags foot print,
improve sacurity and lower operating
costs as describad in DOE/ElS—0304,

2, Spacial Materials Camplex (SMC).
This project was cancelled because it
was no longer required by the reduced
m:anuim:tu.nnﬁ nesads ofthe smaller
weapons stockpile. The project was

laced by a new purification facility
and installation of two pieces of
aquipment within an existing facility;
thesa actions allow reuse of axistin
B;ruts. {Final Supplement Analysis

rification Facility, Site-Wide
Envirenmental Impact Statement for the
¥-12 National Security Complex, DOES
Elf—naoa3A—1, August 2002). The
Supplement Analysiz assessed whether

the potential environmental impacts of
the stand-alone purfication facility. a
cormponent of the SMC analyzed in the
¥—12 SWEILS. would require the
E_h:?aparatll:-n of a Supplemental SWEIS.

& determination was made that
procesding with the purification facility
would either reduce or not affect the
environmental impacts of the SMGC
identified in the Y-12 SWEIS, and
thierefore no additional MEPA analyais
was required.

1. Infrastructure Reduction Initiative
[IRI). The IR1is a series of individual

rojects to remnov e excess buildings and
infrastructura, with a goal of reducing
the active footprint at 7-12 by 50
Eem::ant during the next decada. As of

eptembar 27, 2005, total operational

ace at ¥—12 has bean reduced by

1,119,210 square feet and 244 buildings
hava been demolished or removed. Over
the past five years, sach demaolition
project was reviewed pursuant to FMEPA
pricr to initiation and found to be
covered by the Catagnrical Exclusion
established by 10 CFR 1021 Appendix
B1.23 [Demofition and Subsaquent
Disposal of Buildings. Equipment. and
Support Structures).

4. Manufacturing Support and Public
Interface facilities. Thesa privately
devalopsad facilities are technical,
administrative, and light laboratory
buildings that will be built on lan
transferrad to a private entity. The
managing and opserating contractor of
the Y-12 Plant may lease thase
facilities. They were included in an
Environmental Assessment [EA) and a
subsequent Finding of Mo Significant
Impact (FOMED (Alternate Financed
Facility Modemization EA and FONSIL
DOEEA—1510, January 2005).

5. Transportation of Highly Entiched
Uranium (HEL) from foreign locations
to ¥-12. Subsaquent to issuance of the
2002 Record of Decision (ROD) (67 FR
11258, March 13, 2002), the ¥-12 site
was given the additional mission of
sacuring and storing small quantities of
HELY transported from foreign Locations
o prevent proliferation of nuclear
weapons and to minimize or aliminate
the usa of HED in civilian reactors.
Environmental Assessments were
prepared and FONSTs issued for thase
actions [Emvimnmental Assessment for
the Transportation of Highly Enniched
Uranium from the Russian Federation to
the Y-12 Security Complex, DOE/EA-
1471, lanuary 2004; and Environmen ial
Awess.me-nal:‘}ar the Transporiation af
Unirradiated Uranium in Research
Heactor Fuel from A?Emﬁ.na, Belgium,
Japan and the Republic of Korea to the
¥=12 National Securily Complex, DOES
EA-1528, June Z00S),
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The Mo Action A ltemative also
includes the following other actions for
which MEPA documentation is pending
and expectad to be completed prior to
issuance of any ROD based on this
SWEILS: (1) refurbishments or upgradeas
to ¥—12 utility systems. such as those
for potable water (Environmenial
Assesament for the Y-12 Potable Water
System L’}Egade, [EOE/EA-1548: Final
EA and a FOMSEL expected to be
complated in January 2005); and (2]
disposition of excess mercury in storage
at ¥-12 [an Environmental Assessment
iz currently being prepared and should
be completed in early 2008).

Alternative 1. New Unanium
Processing Facility (UFF). Under this
altemative, NHSA would take all
actions in the Mo Action Alternative,
undertake a sarias of utilities
modemization projects not assessed in
previous MEPA documents. construct
and operate a modem UPF sized to
supEu:-rt the smaller nuclear weapon
stockpile of the future, and take other
actions as described below to create a
modem weapon enterprise.

The UPF would b the keystone of the
modemization afforts in this alternative.
The UPF would consolidate all enriched
uranium (ELY) operations into an
mtﬁmted m;anufs.ctu.nnﬁ eration
sized to satisfy all identifie
P rarmmatic needs and would be sited
adjacent to the HEUMF to allow the two
facilities to function as one integrated
operation. Extensive engine sacurity
and =safety features would combine with
technical innovations such as agile
machining to allow significant
improvernents in working conditions for

rocuction workers and security guards.
erations to be consolidated in the
UPF are currently located in six
facilities. A fter startup of UPF

erations, some of thesa facilities
woutld ke used to consclidate non-ED

erations, and others would be

emolished.

Transition of ELJ production

eratioma to the UPF and transition of

& opsarations into HEUME (Mo
Agction Altemative) would create a new
high-security area equal to 10 percent of
the current high sacurity protected area.
The current high security protected area
would revert to normal access.

Some other aspects of the site would
be meodemized, inchuding uEErades ta
site electrical, compressad air, steam.
and sacurity systems. Monnuclaar
operations & lant support functions
would ke consolidated into four new
facilities adjacent to the new high-
sacurity area, and most of the
Manhattan Project and Cold War
structures on the site (excepting those
with historical designations) could be

demaolished. The costs of nonnuclaar
modemization and building removal
would be significantly reduced because
the construction and demaolition
projects would not require the
epEnsive sacurity measures required
fior work within the high sacurity
rotectad area. Separate MEPA reviews
wionld ke conducted for each demaolition
jest

e naw facilities, aspecially the UIPF.
wollld increase the safety of workers
and the public by mplac'mg many of the
administrative controls in aging
facilities with contemporary engineerad
safety features, Orperating and security
costs of the new facilitias would be
significantly less than those of the
curment facilities, Demolition of non-
historic facilities would eliminate the
=afety and envirommental risks of
maintaining old deactivated structures,

Alternative 2. Upgrades to Existing
Enriched Uranium and Other Processing
Facilities. Under this altemative, NNSA
would continue the Mo Action
Alternative, undertake a series of
utilities modernization projects not
assessad in the previous MEPA
documents, and upgrade the existing
anmched uranium and nonmclear
processing facilities to contemporary
anvironmental, safaty. and securty
standards to the axtent Eu:-ssil:-]a- within
the limitations of the existing structures
and without prolonged interruptions of
manufacturing operations.

Undear this alternativa, thera would ba
no UPF, the high-sacurity area would
expand 1o include the HEUMEF, and no
parts of the current high-security area
would revert to normal access. Existing
preduction facilities would be
modemized to the extent possible
within the limitaticns of the existing
structures and without prolonged
interrupticns of manufacturing
operations; however, it would not be
possible to attain the level of safety.
sacurity and efficiency possible in
Alternative 1.

The current facilities ware
constructed during the Manhattan
Project or in the early days of the Cald
War when construction and safety
standards were very different than
today. Their medemization would

uire extensive changes to critical
building sytems including electrical and
fire protection ?'stams. Ventilation
aystarmns would have to be re-enginesred
and replaced with modern systema.
Some structures would raqu'ma
axtensive re-enforcement to allow the
saismic response required by current
codeas,

It woald mot be possible in all cases
to modernize the existing structures to
meet current operational, safety and

sacurity expectations. The age and
configuration of some existing critical
facilities praclude streamlinad
operations and also preclude some new
safety and security features, Such
facilities offer only limited
opportunities to reduce operating and
sacurity costs or to enhancs the safety
of operations. While some
improvements would be madea to the
encisting facilties to address natural

henomena hazards such as sarthquakes
and tomadcas, the age of those facilities
and their configuration may pracluds
cost-effective improvernents in these
critical areas to bring thern up to current
DOE standards.

Some other nonnuclear aspects of the
site would be modemized. including
upgrades 1o electrical. compressed air.
steam., and security systems. Scme
nonnuclear operations and plant
support functions would be
consolidated into existing structuras.
Monnuclear operations would be
modemized theough consclidation of
operations into existing facilitias with
no new construction. Monnuclear
modemizations and demolition of
unnesadad banhattan Project and Cold
War facilities would be conducted
within the expandead high security

rotectad area at significantly hl;}m
costs than Alternative 1.

Alternative 3. Reduced Operations.
NHSA would invest no additional funds
beyond normal maintenance in the Y-
12 Mational Security Complex. Facilities

osing an unacoaptable risk to workers
or the public would be minimally
upgraded if an inexpensive upgrade
would allow opsarations to continue
safely. or deactivated if the costs to
operate safely exceadad the costs of
normal maintenance. Although MRHSA
would maintain full operational
readiness in Y12 facilities and
operations where that could be done
zafely with normal maintenance
excpanditures, operaticns would cease
when expensive maintenance neads
rendered facilities unviable. Az MMNSA
retired unviable facilities, the operations
in these facilities would cease and Y—12
would lose the ability to perform the
missions located in these facilities.

HHSA would make the expenditures
necessary to maintain safety and
sacurity for nuclear materials or other
hazardous materials. Additicmally, Y-12
would make the expenditures needed to
continue dismantlemant activities
consistent with Prasidential direction to
recduce the nuclear weapons stockpile,
aven if thoss operations required
significant maintanance expendituras.
Demolition of excess facilities beyand
that described inthe Mo Acticn
Altermative would be subject to a
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saparate MEPA review if funds became
available. This altemative diffars from
the Mo Action A ltemative in that the Mo
Agction Altemative assumes sufficient
expenditures to sustain operational
capahbility. whils the Reduced
Operatichs Alternative assumes
deactivation of facilities when their
continued safe operation requires more
than normal maintenance except whers
noted] above,

Pubiic Scoping Process. The scoping
process is an rgg;rumtv for the public
to assist tha M in detemmining the
izmues for impact analysis. A public

ngma-a-tmg will be held as notad

er DATES. The purpose of the

Emgme-a-tmg isto provide the public
with an opportunity to present oral and
writtan comments, ask questions, and
discuss concems regarding the new
SWEILS with MM5A officials. Comments
and recommmendations can also ba
cormrrunicated to MMEA as noted earlier
in this notice under ADDRESSES. The
SWEILS public mestings will use a
format to facilitate dialogue between
NHSA and the public. MMNSA welcomes
specific comments or suggestions on the
contant of the document.

The potential scops of the SWEIS
discussed in the previous portions of
this NOI is tentative and is intended to
facilitate public comment on the scope
of tha SWEILS. Tha SWEILS will describa
the potential environmental impacts of
the alternatives by using available data
where possible and obtaining additional
data whers necessary. Copies of written
cormanents and mamﬁs of oral
cormments provided to MMSA during the
st:u:u ing panu:d willbe available at the

. Department of Energy Public
RBB.dl Room at 230 Warehouse Road,
Oak Rjngga. TH a7aa0, and on the
internet at hitp:/fweww -1 28weis.com.
The 2001 SWEIS iz available on the
intemet at hitp:/vewie.eh. doe.govinepa/
eigfais0 308 o hitml,

SWEIS Prepanation Frocess. The
SWEILS ]J:na paration process bagins with
the publication of this NOLin the
Federal Register. Afterthe close of the
public scl:-Pu %pann:d NNS.*. will begin
Pmpanng he draft SWELS. MMNSA

cts to issue the draft SWELS for

P'-'- lic review by next swrmmer. Public
cormments on the draft SWELS will be
received during a comment period of at
least 45 days following the L5,
Environmental Protection Agency

ublication of the Motice of Availability
in the Faderal Register. Motices placed
in local newspapers will specify datas
and locations for at least one public
hearing on the draft SWELS, and will
astablizh a schedule for submitting
cormments on the draft. including a final
date for submission of comments,

Izsuanca of the final SWEIS is
achaduled for late 2006,

Classified Material. NM3A will review
classified material while preparing this
SWEILS. Within the limits of
classification, MMNSA will provide the
public as much information as possible
to assist its understanding and ability to
cormmnent. Any classified material
nesadad to ec{p'l:ain tha purpose and need
for the action, orthe analyses in this
EWEILS, will be segregatad into a
classified appendix or squlmant
which will not be available for public
review. However, all unclassified
information or resuli= of calculations
using classified data will be reported in
the unclassi fied ssction of the SWEIS, to
the extent possible in accordance with
Federal classification requirements.

Ipsued in Washington, DC, this 18th day of
HMovember, 2005,

Linton F. BErooks,

Admin istrator, Nation al Nuolear Sscurity
Admin istration.

|[FR D, 0528300 Filed 11-25-08; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE &450-01-P

DEFARTMENT OF ENERGY
Western Area Powsr Administration
[Rate OrFder Mo, WAPA-125]

Loveland Area Projects

AGEMCY: Wastern Area Power
Administration, DOE

ACTION: Motice of order concarning
power rates,

SUMMARY: The Deputy Sacretary of
Energy confirmed and approved Rate
Ordar Mo, WAPA-125 and Rata
Schedule L-Fe&, placing firm electric
sarvice rates foom the Loveland Area
Projects (LAF) of the Western Area
Powear Administration (Westarn) into
affect on an interim basis. The
rovisional rates will be in effect until
& Faderal Energy Regulatory
Commission (Commission) confirms,
roves, and places them into effect on
nal bazizs or until they are replaced
by other rates. The provisional Tates will
provide sufficient revenue to pay all
annual costs, including interest
expansas, and re owear investmant
and irrigation aid. within the allowable
periods.
DATES: Rate Schedule L-F6 will be
laced into effect on an interim basis on
e first day of the first full billing
pefod beginning on or after Januwary 1.
2006, and will b= in effect until the
Commission confirms, approves, and
places the provisional rates into effect
on a final basiz ending December 31,

2010, or until the rate schedule is
suparsadad.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
Joal K. Eladow, Regional Manager.
Rocky Mountain Customer Service
Region, Westarn Area Power

inistration. 5555 East Crossroads
Boulevard, Loveland, Colorado, s053s—
A28, [970) 461-7201, or Mr. Danisl T.
Payton, Rates Manager. Rocky Mountain
Customer Service Ragion, Westarn Area
Power Administration, 5555 East
Crossroads Boulevard, Loveland,
Colorado, 80536-6986, telephone (970
461-7 442, e-mail dpayton@wapa gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY IN FOFIH.I!.'I'IDH The
Deputy Sacretary of Ene proved
axisting Rate Schaduls L 5 u:u:r LAP
firm & lectric sarvice on an interim basis
on Decembar 24, 2003 [Rate Ordar Mo,
WAPA-105. 69 FE &44. January &.
2004]. The Cormmmission confirmead and
approved the rate schedule on a final
basis on December 21, 2004, in FERC
Docket Ho, EFD4—5161-000 (108 FERC
62,228). The existing rate schedule is
affective from February 1. 2004, through
Decembsar 31, 2008,

Existing firmn electric sarvice Rate
Schedule L-F5 is being superseded by
Rate Schedule L-F6. Under Rata

Schedule L-F5. the energy chargs is
11.95 mills per kilowatthour (mills/
kWh) and the capacity charge is $2.14
per kilowattmeonth (E¥Wmaonth). The
comiposite rate is 22,90 milla’kWh. The
provisional rates for LAP firm electric
sarvice undear Rate Schedule L-Fé are
being implementad in twao stops, The
first step of the provisional rates for LAP
firmn e lectric sarvice consists of an
7 charge of 13.06 mills/EWh and a
capacity charge of £3.43 per kWmonth.
procucing an overall composite rate of
2.5 12 mills/EWh on January 1, 2006
This represents a 9.3 parcent increase
when compared with the existing LAP
firn & lectric service rate under Rate
Schedule L-F5. The second step of the
provisional rates for LAP firm electric
sarvice consists of an energy charge of
13.68 mills’kWh and a capacity charge
of $3.59 per KWmonth, producing an
ovarall composite rate of 27.36 mills’
kWh on January 1. 2007. This represents
an additicnal 5.2 percent increase.
By Dalegation r Mo, 0o—037.00,
affective December &, 2001, the
Secratary of Energy delegated: (1) The
:autb-:-rﬁ?.r to d 91‘% EEBT and
transmission rates t-:- astorn's
Administrator, (2) the authority to
confirm, approve, and place such rates
jnt-:n affect on an interim basis to the
9& ty Secretary of Energy . and (2] the
authority to confirm, approve, and place
into effect on a final basis. to remand or
to dizapprove such rates to the
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Dated: December 23, 2005.
John Engbring,
Acting Manager, California/Nevada
Operations Office, U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service.
Philip T. Feir,
Lieutenant Colonel, Commanding, San

Francisco District, U.S. Army Corps of
Engineesrs.

[FR Doc. 06—102 Filed 1-5—06; B:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 3710-19-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

National Nuclear Security
Administration

Extension of Scoping Period for the
Notice of Intent To Prepare a Site-Wide
Environmental Impact Statement

AGENCY: National Nuclear Security
Administration, DOE.

SUMMARY: The National Nuclear
Security Administration (NNSA], an
agency within the U.S. Departrment of
Energy (DOE), is extending the scoping
period for the Site-Wide Environmental
Impact Staternent (SWEIS) for the Y-12
National Security Complex (Y-12],
located at the junction of Bear Creek
Road and Scarboro Read in Anderson
County, Tennessee, near the City of Oak
Ridge, Tennessee.

DATES: The scoping period for the
SWEIS is exteudec{%ill?om January 9, 2006
to January 31, 2006. Comments received
after that date will be considered to the
extent practicable.

ADDRESSES: For information concerning
the SWEIS, please contact Ms. Parn
Gorman, Y-12 SWEIS Docurment
Manager at (865) 576—-9903 or e-mail at:
gormanpl@yso.doe.gov. Written
camments on the scope of SWEIS can be
sent to: Y-12 SWEIS Document
Manager, 500 Oak Ridge Turnpike, Suite
A-500, Oak Ridge, Tennessee 37830; by
facsimile to: (865) 482—-6052 or by e-
mail to: comments@y-12sweis.com.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
information about the DOE NEPA
process, please contact: Ms. Carol
Borgstrom, Director, Office of NEPA
Policy and Compliance (EH—42), 1.S.
Department of Energy, 1000
Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, DC 20585, (202] 586—4600,
or leave a message at 1-800—472-2756.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
Novermber 28, 2005 (70 FR 71270),
NNSA issued an Notice of Intent (NOI)
to prepare an SWEIS for the Y-12
National Security Complex. As
originally announced in the NOI, DOE
has conducted public scoping meetings
on the SWEIS in Oak Ridge, Tennessee

on December 15, 2005. The original
public scoping period was to continue
until January 9, 2006, However, in
response to public comments, DOE is
extending the public scoping period
until January 31, 2006.

Issued in Washington, DG on January 3,
2006,
Alice C. Williams,
NNSA NEFPA Compliance Officer.
[FR Doc. E6—32 Filed 1-5-06; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 450-01-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[EPA-HQ-OPP-2005-0257; FRL-7756-6]

Lockheed Martin; Transfer of Data

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

SUMMARY: This notice announces that
pesticide related information submitted
to EPA’s Office of Pesticide Programs
(OPP) pursuant to the Federal
Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide
Act (FIFRA) and the Federal Food, Drug,
and Cosmetic Act (FFDCA), including
information that may have been claimed
as Confidential Business Information
(CBI) by the submitter, will be tranferred
to Lockheed Martin in accordance with
40 CFR 2.307(h}(3) and 2.308(i)(2).
Lockheed Martin has been awarded
multiple contracts to perform work for
OFP, and access to this information will
enable Lockheed Martin to fulfill the
obligations of the contract.

DATES: Lockheed Martin will be given
access to this information on or before
January 13, 2006.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Felicia Croom, Information Technology
and Resources Management Division
(7502C), Office of Pesticide Programs,
Environmental Protection Agency, 1200
Pennsylvania Ave., NW., Washington,
DC 20460-0001; telephone number:
(703) 305—-0786; e-mail address:
croom.felicia@epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
1. General Information
A. Does this Action Apply to Me?

This action applies to the public in
general. As such, the Agency has not
atternpted to describe all the specific
entities that may be affected by this
action. If you have any questions
regarding the applicability of this action
to a particular entity, consult the person
listed under FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT.

B. How Can I Get Copies of this
Document and Other Related
Information?

1. Docket. EPA has established an
official public docket for this action
under docket identification (ID) number
EPA-HQ-OPP-2005-0257. The official
public docket consists of the documents
specifically referenced in this action,
any public cornments received, and
other information related to this action.
Although a part of the official docket,
the public docket does not include
Confidential Business Information (CBI)
or other information whose disclosure is
restricted by statute. The official public
docket is the collection of materials that
is available for public viewing at the
Public Information and Records
Integrity Branch (PIRIB), Rm. 119,
Crystal Mall #2, 1801 S. Bell St.,
Arlington, VA. This docket facility is
open from 8:30 a.m. to 4 p.m., Monday
through Friday, excluding legal
holidays. The docket telephone number
is (703) 305-5805.

2. Electronic access. You may access
this Federal Register document
electronically through the EPA Internet
under the “Federal Register” listings at
http:/fwww.epa.gov/fedrgstr/.

EDOCKET, EPA’s electronic public
docket and comment systern was
replaced on November 25, 2005 by an
enhanced federal-wide electronic docket
management and comment system
located at hitp://www.regulations.gov/.
Follow the on-line instructions.

An electronic version of the public
docket is available throngh EPA’s
electronic public docket and comment
system, EPA Dockets. You may use EPA
Dackets at http//www.epa.gov/edocket/
to submit or view public comments,
access the index listing of the contents
of the official public docket, and to
access those documents in the public
docket that are available electronically.
Although not all docket materials may
be available electronically, you may still
access any of the publicly available
docket materials through the docket
facility identified in Unit I.B.1. Once in
the system, select “search,” then key in
the appropriate docket ID nurmber.

I1. Contractor Requirements

Under contract number 68—W-04—
005, the contractor will perform the
following:

1. Establish individual chemical
identity records including systernatic
chemical name, CAS registry nurnber,
and other chemical name synonyms;

2. Establish inert ingredient mixture
composition records; -

3. Respond to internal OPP requests
for elucidation of chemical identities in
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