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continuously or a commitment to make
recurring purchases. Normally, formal
principles will not be applied to
unpredictable seasonal purchases, day-
to-day economy energy purchases, and
other short-term transactions.

2. New or upgraded transmission
system construction with a 1995 total
cost estimate in excess of $5 million for
an individual project. This 1995 cost
level will be adjusted each year using
the construction cost index. Normally,
formal principles of IRP will not be
applied to transmission facilities needed
for reliability. Transmission facilities
needed for reliability will be based on
mitigating problems related to power
system operations or replacing unsafe,
aged, worn out, or inefficient
equipment.

Where practicable, principles of IRP
will also be applied informally to other
Western transmission projects and/or
resource acquisitions.
PROPOSED PRINCIPLES OF INTEGRATED
RESOURCE PLANNING:

I. Resource Acquisition Principles:
Western’s resource acquisition activities
will be determined by project-specific
power marketing plans, hydropower
production capability, and the
application of the following proposed
principles of IRP:

1. Western will consider a full range
of resource options, both supply-side
and demand-side, as well as renewable
resource options.

2. On a project-by-project basis,
Western, through a public process
involving interested stakeholders, will
develop criteria to be used in evaluating
power resource alternatives.

3. Evaluation criteria will address
cost, environmental impact,
dependability, dispatchability, risk,
diversity, and the ability to verify
demand-side alternatives. Evaluation
criteria will be reviewed as the need for
resources changes or when long-term
commitments to purchase power expire.

4. Evaluation criteria will be
consistent with Western’s power
marketing policy, which states that
Federal power is to be marketed in such
a manner as to encourage the most
widespread use thereof at the lowest
possible rates to consumers consistent
with sound business principles. The
policy, found in Delegation Order No.
0204–108, is derived from statutes
authorizing the sale of power from both
Department of the Army and
Department of the Interior hydroelectric
projects. These statutes include section
5 of the Flood Control Act of 1944, 16
U.S.C. 825 and section 9(c) of the
Reclamation Project Act of 1939 .

5. Resource acquisition planning will
be consistent with power marketing

plans and associated contractual
obligations.

6. Resource acquisition decisions will
be documented and made available to
Western’s power customers and the
public.

II. Transmission Planning Principles:
Western’s transmission planning is
conducted to assess the capability of the
Federal transmission system to provide
adequate and reliable electric service to
its customers and the interconnected
power grid. The principles of IRP that
will apply to Western’s transmission
planning are as follows:

1. Western will conduct early and
wide public involvement to confirm the
purpose and need of a proposed
transmission project. Western proposes
that a public meeting be held early in
the planning process once the need for
system modifications has been
identified and prior to start of the
National Environmental Policy Act of
1969 (NEPA) process. To the extent
appropriate, Western’s use of principles
of IRP for transmission planning will
include existing forums and customer
partnerships with regard to public
involvement.

2. At the public meeting, Western will
describe the need to be met and seek
comments on alternative ways to
address the need, including demand-
side management, new construction, or
upgrade of existing facilities.

3. Western will include opportunity
for participation in the early and wide
public involvement process by
interested parties, including power
customers, residents of the area,
environmental groups, various resource
suppliers, including renewable
generation entities, and other
transmission utilities in the area, as well
as other participants in the proposed
transmission project if it is a joint
participation project.

4. Alternatives that are reasonable
will be initially evaluated for cost,
general environmental impacts, and
system reliability concerns in
coordination with interested parties.
Data from this initial evaluation will be
included in the subsequent NEPA
analysis.

5. The results of this preliminary
evaluation will be made available to
Western’s power customers and the
public.
ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION: Methods,
procedures, and criteria for
implementing these principles of IRP
and any related environmental effects
will be project-specific. Western will
conduct appropriate public processes
under NEPA and its implementing
regulations for these project-specific
actions.

DETERMINATION UNDER EXECUTIVE ORDER
12866: DOE has determined this is not a
significant regulatory action because it
does not meet the criteria of Executive
Order 12866, 58 FR 51735. Western has
an exemption from centralized
regulatory review under Executive
Order 12866; accordingly, no clearance
of this notice by the Office of
Management and Budget is required.

Issued at Golden, Colorado, May 17, 1995.

J.M. Shafer,
Administrator.
[FR Doc. 95–14208 Filed 6–8–95; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 6450–01–P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[FRL–5219–3]

Ambient Air Monitoring Reference and
Equivalent Methods; Receipt of
Applications for Reference and
Equivalent Method Determinations

Notice is hereby given that the
Environmental Protection Agency has
received three applications for reference
or equivalent method determinations
under 40 CFR part 53. On April 3, 1995,
an application was received from
Environnement S.A., 111 bd,
Robespierre, 78300 Poissy, France, to
determine if their Model O341M UV
Absorption Ozone Analyzer should be
designated by the Administrator of the
EPA as an equivalent method. On April
4, 1995, an application was received
from Horiba Instruments Incorporated,
17671 Armstrong Avenue, Irvine,
California, to determine if their Model
APMA–360 Ambient Carbon Monoxide
Monitor should be designated as a
reference method. And on April 24,
1995, an application was received from
Environnement S.A., 111 bd,
Robespierre, 78300 Poissy, France, to
determine if their Model CO11M Gas
Filter Correlation Carbon Monoxide
Analyzer should be designated as a
reference method. If, after appropriate
technical study, the Administrator
determines that these methods should
be so designated, notice thereof will be
given in a subsequent issue of the
Federal Register. For additional
information regarding receipt of any of
these applications, please contact Frank
F. McElroy (MD–77), Methods Research
and Development Division, U.S. EPA,
Research Triangle Park, NC, 27711
(919–541–2622).
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Dated: May 24, 1995
Joseph K. Alexander,
Acting Assistant Administrator for Research
and Development.
[FR Doc. 95–14234 Filed 6–8–95; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560–50–M

[FRL–5218–9]

Process Source Opt-in Program
Technical Background Document

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Notice of draft report for public
comment.

SUMMARY: The Acid Rain Division (ARD)
of the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) is preparing this technical
background document to gather relevant
information, in preparation of an
upcoming rulemaking, on various
process source industries that emit
sulfur dioxide (SO2). This rulemaking
will implement section 410(d) of the
1990 Clean Air Act Amendments and
will expand participation into the Opt-
in Program for process sources that are
able to meet program requirements.

EPA seeks public participation in
developing this rulemaking to build a
solid technical foundation on which to
establish program requirements. In
addition, the number and variety of
industries that could potentially
participate in this program make public
input essential in crafting a regulation
that can specifically address the many
aspects of participation (e.g. allowance
allocation, monitoring, etc.) and, at the
same time, be flexible in
accommodating differing approaches
taken in different industries.
DATES: The draft Process Source Opt-in
Program: Technical Background
Document will be available for review
and comment. EPA requests comments
on or before July 24, 1995.
ADDRESSES: Availability: To obtain a
copy of the draft Process Source Opt-in
Program: Technical Background
Document contact the Office of Air and
Radiation Docket and Information
Center at 202–260–7548 or 202–260–
7549 or by fax at 202–260–4400. Refer
to Docket A–95–23.

Comments: Written statements should
be submitted (in duplicate if possible)
to: Adam Klinger, Acid Rain Division
(6204J), U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, 401 M Street, SW, Washington,
D.C. 20460.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Adam Klinger, Acid Rain Division
(6204J), U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, 401 M Street, SW, Washington,
D.C. 20460. Telephone: (202) 233–9122.

Dated: May 31, 1995.
Brian J. McLean,
Director, Acid Rain Division.
[FR Doc. 95–14232 Filed 6–8–95; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560–50–M

[FRL–5218–8]

Acid Rain Program: Notice of Final
Permits

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

SUMMARY: The U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) is approving a
5-year sulfur dioxide compliance plan,
according to the Acid Rain Program
regulations (40 CFR part 72), for the
following 2 utility plants: Baldwin and
Havana in Illinois.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Cecilia Mijares, (312) 886–0968, EPA
Region 5, Air and Radiation Division, 77
West Jackson Blvd., Chicago, IL, 60604.

Dated: May 31, 1995.
Brian J. McLean,
Director, Acid Rain Division, Office of
Atmospheric Programs, Office of Air and
Radiation.
[FR Doc. 95–14230 Filed 6–8–95; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P

[ER–FRL–4723–8]

Environmental Impact Statements and
Regulations; Availability of EPA
Comments

Availability of EPA comments
prepared May 1, 1995 through May 5,
1995 pursuant to the Environmental
Review Process (ERP), under Section
309 of the Clean Air Act and Section
102(2)(c) of the National Environmental
Policy Act as amended. Requests for
copies of EPA comments can be directed
to the Office of Federal Activities at
(202) 260–5076.

An explanation of the ratings assigned
to draft environmental impact
statements (EISs) was published in FR
dated April 14, 1995 (72 FR 19047).

Draft EISs

ERP No. D–BLM–J65229–MT

Rating EC2, Sweet Grass Hills
Resource Management Plan
Amendment, Implementation, West
HiLine Resource Management Plan,
Toole and Liberty Counties, MT.

Summary: EPA expressed
environmental concerns regarding
potential impacts to water resources
wildlife resources, air quality and
cultural resources which should be

avoided in order to fully protect the
environment. EPA requested that
additional information regarding these
issues be included in the final
document.

ERP No. D–DOE–L05210–00
Rating EO2, Resource Contingency

Program, Construction and Operation,
Three Proposed Plant Sites, Chelalis
Hermiston and Satsop Power Projects,
Lewis and Grays Harbor Counties, WA
and Washington and Umattilla
Counties, OR.

Summary: EPA expressed
environmental objections based on
potential water quality and wetland
impacts. EPA requested additional
information concerning the alternatives
for potential cumulative impacts and
proposed mitigation and monitoring.

ERP No. D1–DOE–A00163–00
Rating EC2, Programmatic EIS–

Tritium Supply and Recycling Facilities
Siting, Construction and Operation,
Implementation, Idaho National
Engineering Laboratory, ID; Nevada Test
Site, NV; Oak Ridge Reservation, TN;
Pantex Plant, TX or Savannah River
Site, SC.

Summary: EPA endorsed the
accelerator technology as the most
environmentally preferred technology
and noted that each site has a unique set
of environmental challenges to mitigate.
EPA requested additional information in
the final EIS concerning groundwater,
aquifer impacts, and emergency
preparedness.

Final EISs

ERP No. F–DOD–K11057–CA
California Acoustic Thermometry of

Ocean Climate (ATOC) Program and
Marine Mammal Research Program
(MMRP), Funding, Marine Mammal
Research Permit and COE Nationwide
Permits Issuance, Monterey County, CA.

Summary: Review of the Final EIS
was not deemed necessary. No comment
letter was sent to the preparing Agency.

ERP No. F–DOE–A00166–00
NAT, Programmatic Spent Nuclear

Fuel Management and Idaho National
Engineering Laboratory Environmental
Restoration and Waste Management
Programs, Implementation.

Summary: EPA environmental
concerns on the draft environmental
impact statement have been adequately
addressed.

ERP No. F–NPS–K61130–HI
Haleakala National Park General

Management Plan and Conceptual
Framework, Implementation, Island of
Maui, Maui County, HI.
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