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application or a development
application (specify which type of
application). A notice of intent must be
served on the applicant(s) named in this
public notice.

r. Proposed Scope of Studies Under
Permit: A preliminary permit, if issued,
does not authorize construction. The
term of the proposed preliminary permit
would be 36 months. The work
proposed under the preliminary permit
would include economic analysis,
preparation of preliminary engineering
plans, and a study of environmental
impacts. Based on the results of these
studies, the Applicant would decide
whether to proceed with the preparation
of a development application to
construct and operate the project.

s. Comments, Protests, or Motions To
Intervene: Anyone may submit
comments, a protest, or a motion to
intervene in accordance with the
requirements of Rules of Practice and
Procedure, 18 CFR 385.210, 385.211,
385.214. In determining the appropriate
action to take, the Commission will
consider all protests or other comments
filed, but only those who file a motion
to intervene in accordance with the
Commission’s Rules may become a
party to the proceeding. Any comments,
protests, or motions to intervene must
be received on or before the specified
comment date for the particular
application.

t. Filing and Service of Responsive
Documents: Any filings must bear in all
capital letters the title “COMMENTS”,
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE
COMPETING APPLICATION”,
“COMPETING APPLICATION”,
“PROTEST”, or “MOTION TO
INTERVENE”, as applicable, and the
Project Number of the particular
application to which the filing refers.
Any of the above-named documents
must be filed by providing the original
and the number of copies provided by
the Commission’s regulations to: The
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 888 First Street, NE.,
Washington, DC 20426. An additional
copy must be sent to Director, Division
of Hydropower Administration and
Compliance, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, at the above-mentioned
address. A copy of any notice of intent,
competing application or motion to
intervene must also be served upon each
representative of the Applicant
specified in the particular application.

Comments, protests and interventions
may be filed electronically via the
Internet in lieu of paper; see 18 CFR
385.2001(a)(1)(iii) and the instructions
on the Commission’s web site under the
“e-Filing” link. The Commission
strongly encourages electronic filings

u. Agency Comments: Federal, State,
and local agencies are invited to file
comments on the described application.
A copy of the application may be
obtained by agencies directly from the
Applicant. If an agency does not file
comments within the time specified for
filing comments, it will be presumed to
have no comments. One copy of an
agency’s comments must also be sent to
the Applicant’s representatives.

Magalie R. Salas,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. E4—40 Filed 1-9-04; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket Nos. RT02-2-000, RT04-2—-000,
ER04-116-000, and ER04-157-000]

State-Federal Regional RTO Panels,
ISO New England Inc., Bangor Hydro-
Electric Company, New England
Transmission Owners; Notice of State-
Federal Regional Panel Discussion

January 2, 2004.

At the request of the New England
Conference of Public Utility
Commissioners (NECPUC), on January
8, 2004, from approximately 1 p.m. to 3
p-m. members of the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission will hold a
discussion with NECPUC
Commissioners and staff to discuss
issues that are related to ISO New
England Inc. RTO formation currently
pending before the Commission.

This conference is established
pursuant to the Order Announcing the
Establishment of State-Federal Regional
Panels to Address RTO Issues,
Modifying the Application of Rule 2201
in the Captioned Dockets, and Clarifying
Order No. 607, 97 FERC {61,182 (2001),
reh’g denied, 98 FERC 61,309 (2002),
amended by 99 FERC {61,092 (2002).

Attendance at this meeting is limited
to the Commission, NECPUC
commissioners, and their respective
staffs. To accommodate Federal
sunshine rules, the meeting will not be
attended by more than two FERC
Commissioners at the same time. The
discussion will take place at the offices
of the Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 888 First Street, NE.,
Washington, DC. A transcript of the
discussion will be placed in the above-
captioned dockets.

Transcripts of the conference will be
immediately available from Ace
Reporting Company (202—-347-3700 or
1-800-336-6646) for a fee. They will be

available for the public on the
Commission’s eLibrary system seven
calendar days after FERC receives the
transcript.

Linda Mitry,

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. E4-13 Filed 1-9-04; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. RM98-1-000]

Records Governing Off-the Record
Communications; Public Notice

January 2, 2004.

This constitutes notice, in accordance
with 18 CFR 385.2201(b), of the receipt
of exempt and prohibited off-the-record
communications.

Order No. 607 (64 FR 51222,
September 22, 1999) requires
Commission decisional employees, who
make or receive an exempt or prohibited
off-the-record communication relevant
to the merit’s of a contested on-the-
record proceeding, to deliver a copy of
the communication, if written, or a
summary of the substance of any oral
communication, to the Secretary.

Prohibited communications will be
included in a public, non-decisional file
associated with, but not a part of, the
decisional record of the proceeding.
Unless the Commission determines that
the prohibited communication and any
responses thereto should become a part
of the decisional record, the prohibited
off-the-record communication will not
be considered by the Commission in
reaching its decision. Parties to a
proceeding may seek the opportunity to
respond to any facts or contentions
made in a prohibited off-the-record
communication, and may request that
the Commission place the prohibited
communication and responses thereto
in the decisional record. The
Commission will grant such a request
only when it determines that fairness so
requires. Any person identified below as
having made a prohibited off-the-record
communication shall serve the
document on all parties listed on the
official service list for the applicable
proceeding in accordance with Rule
2010, 18 CFR 385.2010.

Exempt off-the-record
communications will be included in the
decisional record of the proceeding,
unless the communication was with a
cooperating agency as described by 40
CFR 1501.6, made under 18 CFR
385.2201(e)(1)(v).



Federal Register/Vol. 69, No. 7/Monday, January 12, 2004/ Notices

1721

The following is a list of prohibited
and exempt communications recently
received in the Office of the Secretary.
The communications listed are grouped
by docket numbers. These filings are
available for review at the Commission

in the Public Reference Room or may be
viewed on the Commission’s Web site at
http://www.ferc.gov using the eLibrary
(FERRIS) link. Enter the docket number
excluding the last three digits in the
docket number field to access the

document. For assistance, please contact
FERC, Online Support at
FERCOnlineSupport@ferc.gov or toll
free at (866)208—-3676, or for TTY,
contact (202)502—-8659.

PROHIBITED

Docket No. Date filed Presenter or requester
1. CPOA—12-000 ....oooiiriiiiriiiiiie et 12-19-03 | Gary H. Harding, Alice L. Epstein.
2. CP04-12-000 ... 12-19-03 | Cheryl Moore.
3. CP04-12-000 ............ . 12-19-03 | L. Karl Roller.
4. ProjeCt NO. 2342000 ......cuuteiiueieeiirieaaiiee et e eaiee e sbe e e ssre e e sbneesssneaessbreeesnneeaane 12-29-03 | Karen Janda.

EXEMPT

Docket No. Date filed Presenter or requester
1. Project NO. 2630—000 .......c.coiiiiiieniiieiie ittt ettt 12-17-03 | Nicholas Jayjack.
2. Project Nos. 1930-000, 2290-000 ... 12-19-03 | Philip Scordelis.
3. Project No. 1971-000 .........c.cccveeneeee. . 12-19-03 | Bev Stultz.
4. Project NO. 11659—000 .......coooiuiiriiirieiiiieeaiieeaeieeesite e e s e s sereesssneeestreeesneeesanes 12-29-03 | Robert Easton (to: Eric Cutler).
5. Project NO. 11659000 .........coctierieeiiiieiiiiiieniieeniee ettt 12—-29-03 | Robert Easton (to: Richard Levitt).

Linda Mitry,

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. E4—19 Filed 1-9-04; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
Western Area Power Administration

Sacramento Area Voltage Support
Project (DOE/EIS-0323)

AGENCY: Western Area Power
Administration, DOE.

ACTION: Record of Decision.

SUMMARY: Based upon the analysis and
information contained in the
Sacramento Area Voltage Support (SVS)
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS),
the Western Area Power Administration
(Western) has decided that, should the
SVS project proceed, it should follow
the configuration of the preferred
alternative described in the SVS Final
EIS. This alternative is identified as
Proposed Action Option B and would
consist of (1) reconductoring a double-
circuit, 230-kilovolt (kV) transmission
line from Elverta Substation to Tracy
Substation, (2) constructing a new
double-circuit, 230-kV transmission line
from O’Banion Substation to Elverta
Substation, and (3) realigning the
transmission line near Pleasant Grove
Cemetery between O’Banion and Elverta
substations and Option B of the
Cottonwood-Roseville single-circuit,
230-kV transmission line. In making this
decision, Western evaluated (1)
alternatives to the proposed project, and
(2) alternatives that cover the reasonable

range of options to complete
enhancements to the 230-kV power
transmission system between O’Banion
and Tracy substations. These
transmission enhancements and
additions are necessary to maintain
transmission security and reliability. Of
the alternatives evaluated, Proposed
Action Option B provides the highest
degree of security and reliability for
voltage support while having relatively
few environmental impacts.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ms.
Loreen McMahon, Environmental
Project Manager, Sierra Nevada
Customer Service Region, Western Area
Power Administration, 114 Parkshore
Drive, Folsom, CA 95630-4710,
telephone (916) 353—4460, e-mail
mcmahon@wapa.gov. For information
about the Department of Energy (DOE)
National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) process, contact Ms. Carol M.
Borgstrom, Director, NEPA Policy and
Compliance, EH-42, U.S. Department of
Energy, 1000 Independence Avenue,
SW., Washington, DC 20585, telephone
(202) 586—4600 or (800) 472—2756.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Population growth and development in
the Sacramento, California, area has
steadily increased electricity demand.
The need for generation
interconnections and operational
flexibility in using existing electrical
transmission facilities has increased.
These factors combine to reduce
security and reliability of the
interconnected transmission system,
which includes Western’s Federal
transmission system. While Western is
not responsible for the load growth,

transmission lines in the Sacramento
area have reached their maximum
transfer limits in serving existing needs.
New transmission and transmission
upgrades are needed to mitigate
transmission line overload, reduce the
frequency of automatic generation and
load curtailment during the summer
peak load periods, and help maintain
reliability of the interconnected system
operation.

Power system studies conducted by
the Sacramento Area Transmission
Planning Group and the River City
Transmission Group concluded that
transmission additions in the
Sacramento area are needed to alleviate
voltage sag and ensure power system
reliability. The EIS analyzed
environmental impacts of alternatives
identified to improve electric system
reliability and provide voltage support
for the Sacramento area.

Alternatives

Western identified five broad
alternative categories (new power
generation, demand-side management
(DSM), distributed generation, new
transmission, and transmission
upgrades) in its Notice of Intent (65 FR
48496) to prepare this EIS. Between
September 12 through September 21,
2000, Western conducted a series of four
scoping meetings in Lodi, Marysville,
and Folsom, California. Public scoping
comments were collected from August 8
through October 2, 2000. Western held
two public workshops (March and
September 2001) to address public
comments on the broad selection of
alternatives under consideration.
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