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Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest this filing should file a motion
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 888
First Street, NE., Washington, DC 20426,
in accordance with Rules 211 and 214
of the Commission’s Rules of Practice
and Procedure (18 CFR 385.211 and
385.214). All such motions or protests
must be filed on or before August 2,
2001. Protests will be considered by the
Commission in determining the
appropriate action to be taken, but will
not serve to make protestants parties to
the proceeding. Any person wishing to
become a party must file a motion to
intervene. Answers to the complaint
shall also be due on or before August 2,
2001. Copies of this filing are on file
with the Commission and are available
for public inspection. This filing may
also be viewed on the web at http://
www.ferc.gov using the “RIMS” link,
select “Docket#” and follow the
instructions (call 202—-208-2222 for
assistance). 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.

David P. Boergers,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 01-18146 Filed 7-19-01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. ER01-1685-001, et al.]

Portland General Electric Company, et
al.; Electric Rate and Corporate
Regulation Filings

July 16, 2001.

Take notice that the following filings
have been made with the Commission:

1. Portland General Electric Company
[Docket No. ER01-1685-001]

Take notice that on July 11, 2001,
Portland General Electric Company
(PGE) filed substitute tariff sheets in its
Open Access Transmission Tariff in
compliance with the Commission’s June
1, 2001 order in the above-referenced
docket. Portland General Electric Co., 95
FERC 61,341 (2001). PGE requests that
the Commission make the revised tariff
sheets effective as of April 2, 2001.

Comment date: August 1, 2001, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

2. Public Service Company of
Oklahoma

[Docket No. ER01-1790-001]

Take notice that on July 11, 2001,
Public Service Company of Oklahoma
(PSO) tendered for filing in compliance
with the Commission’s letter order of
June 12, 2001, a Supplement to the
Interconnection Agreement with
Calpine Oneta Power, L.P. AEP requests
an effective date of June 12, 2001.
Copies of PSO’s filing has been served
upon the Calpine and the Oklahoma
Corporation Commission.

Comment date: August 1, 2001, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

3. Gray County Wind Energy, LLC

[Docket No. ER01-1972—-001]

Take notice that on July 11, 2001,
Gray County Wind Energy, LLC (Gray
County) tendered for filing designations
for two long term power purchase
agreements and revised tariff sheets to
Gray County’s FERC Electric Tariff,
Original Volume No.1 in compliance
with the Letter Order issued on July 3,
2001 in this Docket No. ER01-1972—
000. The tariff revision incorporates a
prohibition on power purchases from
any affiliated public utility with a
franchised service territory absent a rate
filing under Section 205 of the Federal
Power Act.

Comment date: August 1, 2001, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

4. Allegheny Energy Service
Corporation, on behalf of Allegheny
Energy Supply Company, LLC,
Monongahela Power Company, The
Potomac Edison Company and West
Penn Power Company, (Allegheny
Power)

[Docket No. ER00-2309-002]

Take notice that on July 10, 2001,
Allegheny Energy Service Corporation
on behalf of Allegheny Energy Supply
Company, LLC (AE Supply), The
Potomac Edison Company and West
Penn Power Company (Allegheny
Power) filed First Revised Sheet No. 7
to AE Supply’s First Revised Rate
Schedule FERC No. 3 in accordance
with the Commission’s Order of July 2,
2001 at Docket No. ER00-2309-001, 96
FERC 61,002 (2001).

Copies of the filing have been
provided to the customer, the Public
Utilities Commission of Ohio, the
Pennsylvania Public Utility
Commission, the Maryland Public
Service Commission, the Virginia State
Corporation Commission and the West
Virginia Public Service Commission.

Comment date: July 31, 2001, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

5. Pro-Energy Development LLC

[Docket No. ER01-2463-000]

Take notice that on June 29, 2001, Pro
Energy Development LLC petitioned the
Commission for acceptance of Pro
Energy Development LLC Rate Schedule
FERC No. 1; the granting of certain
blanket approvals; including the
authority to sell electricity at market
based rates and the waiver of certain
Commission regulations.

Pro Energy Development LLC intends
to engage in wholesale electric power
and energy purchases and sales as a
marketer. Pro Energy Development LLC
is not in the business of generating or
transmitting electric power.

Comment date: July 30, 2001, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

6. American Transmission Company
LLC

[Docket No. ER01-2560-000]

Take notice that on July 11, 2001,
American Transmission Company LLC
(ATCLLC) tendered for filing a Firm and
Non-Firm Point-to-Point Service
Agreement between ATCLLC and
Calpine Energy Services, L.P. ATCLLC
requests an effective date of June 29,
2001.

Comment date: August 1, 2001, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

7. Northeast Empire Limited
Partnership #2

[Docket No. ER01-2561—-000]

Take notice that Northeast Empire
Limited Partnership #2 (NELP#2), on
July 11, 2001, tendered for filing an
application for approval of market-based
rate schedules to sell capacity, energy
and ancillary services to WPS Energy
Services, Inc. pursuant to Section 205 of
the Federal Power Act.

NELP#2 requests that the Commission
accept these Rate Schedules for filing by
August 10, 2001.

Comment date: August 1, 2001, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

8. Competitive Energy Services, LLC

[Docket No. ER01-2562-000]

Take notice that on July 11, 2001,
Competitive Energy Services, LLC (CES)
petitioned the Commission for
acceptance of CES Rate Schedule FERC
No. 1; the granting of certain blanket
approvals, including the authority to
sell electricity at market-based rates;
and the waiver of certain Commission
regulations.
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CES intends to engage in wholesale
electric power and energy purchases
and sales as a marketer. CES is not in
the business of generating or
transmitting electric power.

Comment date: August 1, 2001, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

9. Jackson County Power, LLC

[Docket No. ER01-2563—-000]

Take notice that on July 11, 2001,
Jackson County Power, LLC (Jackson
County), an electric power developer
organized under the laws of Delaware,
petitioned the Commission for
acceptance of its market-based rate
tariff, waiver of certain requirements
under Subparts B and C of Part 35 of the
Commission’s regulations, and
preapproval of transactions under Part
34 of the regulations. Jackson County is
developing an 1,072 MW (summer
rated) gas fired generating facility in
Jackson County, Ohio, six miles south of

Jackson, Ohio.
Comment date: August 1, 2001, in

accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

10. Arizona Public Service Company

[Docket No. ER01-2564—000]

Take notice that on July 11, 2001, the
Arizona Public Service Company
tendered for filing proposed revisions to
Arizona Public Service Company’s fuel
adjustment clause contained in certain
wholesale power agreements on file
with the Commission.

A copy of this filing has been served

on all parties on the service list.
Comment date: August 1, 2001, in

accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

11. American Electric Power Service
Corporation

[Docket No. ER01-2565—-000]

Take notice that on July 11, 2001,
Kentucky Power Company tendered for
filing a letter agreement with Foothills
Generating, L.L.C. AEP requests an
effective date of June 20, 2001. Copies
of Kentucky Power Company’s filing has
been served upon the Kentucky Public

Service Commission.
Comment date: August 1, 2001, in

accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

12. Public Service Company of New
Mexico

[Docket No. ER01-2566—000]

Take notice that on July 11, 2001,
Public Service Company of New Mexico
(PNM) submitted for filing an executed
copy of a Wholesale Requirements
Power Sale and Services Agreement
(Agreement) dated June 29, 2001 (the

requested effective date for the
Agreement), between PNM and Texas-
New Mexico Power Company (TNMP).
The Agreement, which runs from July 1,
2001 through December 31, 2006, and
which is being filed as a Service
Agreement under PNM’s FERC Electric
Tariff, First Revised Volume No. 3.
Beginning January 1, 2003, and through
the remainder of the Agreement, PNM
will be TNMP’s sole provider of
resources to serve its New Mexico retail
load requirements. PNM’s filing is
available for public inspection at its

offices in Albuquerque, New Mexico.
Copies of this filing have been served

upon TNMP and the New Mexico Public

Regulation Commission.
omment date: August 1, 2001, in

accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

13. PPL Large Scale Distributed
Generation II, LLC.

[Docket No. EL01-102—000]

Take notice that on July 12, 2001, PPL
Large Scale Distributed Generation II,
LLC (Applicant) tendered for filing with
the Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission (Commission) a petition for
declaratory order disclaiming
jurisdiction.

The Applicant intends to develop
certain electric generating facilities to be
located in Illinois, Arizona and
Pennsylvania. Applicant is seeking a
disclaimer of jurisdiction in connection
with a lease financing involving those
facilities.

Comment date: August 13, 2001, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

14. Midwest Energy, Inc.

[Docket No. ER01-2461-000]

Take notice that on June 28, 2001,
Midwest Energy, Inc. (Midwest)
tendered for filing with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission
(Commission) an executed Transaction
Service Agreement between Midwest

and City of Colby, Kansas.
Midwest states that the agreement was

served on the Kansas Corporation
Commission.

Comment date: July 26, 2001, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

15. San Diego Gas & Electric Company,
Complainant, v. Sellers of Energy and
Ancillary Services Into Markets
Operated By the California
Independent System Operator
Corporation and the California Power
Exchange, Respondents

[Docket No. EL00-95-040]
Investigation of Practices of the
California Independent System

Operator and the California Power
Exchange

[Docket No. EL00-98-038]

Investigation of Wholesale Rates of
Public Utility Sellers of Energy and
Ancillary Services In the Western
Systems Coordinating Council

[Docket No. EL01-68-003]

Take notice that on July 10, 2001, the
California Independent System Operator
Corporation (ISO) tendered for filing
changes to the ISO Tariff to comply with
the Commission’s June 19, 2001, order
in the above-captioned proceeding, San
Diego Gas & Electric Co. v. Sellers of
Energy and Ancillary Services Into
Markets Operated by the California
Independent System Operator and the
California Power Exchange, et al., 95
FERC 61,418 (2001). The ISO also
tendered for filing changes to the ISO
Tariff to comply with the Commission’s
May 25, 2001, order in the above-
captioned proceeding, San Diego Gas &
Electric Co. v. Sellers of Energy and
Ancillary Services Into Markets
Operated by the California Independent
System Operator and the California
Power Exchange, et al., 95 FERC
61,275 (2001) and to reflect the
rejection of Amendment No. 31 to the
ISO Tariff in the Commission’s
November 1, 2000, order in the above-
captioned proceeding, San Diego Gas &
Electric Co. v. Sellers of Energy and
Ancillary Services Into Markets
Operated by the California Independent
System Operator and the California
Power Exchange, et al., 93 FERC
161,121 (2000). The ISO states that this
filing has been served upon all parties
in this proceeding.

Comment date: August 9, 2001, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

Standard Paragraph

E. Any person desiring to be heard or
to protest such filing should file a
motion to intervene or protest with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
888 First Street, NE., Washington, DC
20426, in accordance with Rules 211
and 214 of the Commission’s Rules of
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 385.211
and 385.214). All such motions or
protests should be filed on or before the
comment date. Protests will be
considered by the Commission in
determining the appropriate action to be
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taken, but will not serve to make
protestants parties to the proceeding.
Any person wishing to become a party
must file a motion to intervene. Copies
of this filing are on file with the
Commission and are available for public
inspection. This filing may also be
viewed on the web at http://
www.ferc.gov using the “RIMS” link,
select “Dockett” and follow the
instructions (call 202—-208-2222 for
assistance). 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.

David P. Boergers,
Secretary.

[FR Doc. 01-18145 Filed 7-19-01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[FRL-7013-1]

Proposed Consent Decree, Clean Air
Act Citizen Suit

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.

ACTION: Notice of proposed consent
decree; request for public comment.

SUMMARY: In accordance with section
113(g) of the Clean Air Act, as amended
(“Act”), 42 U.S.C. 7413(g), notice is
hereby given of a proposed Partial
Consent Decree, which was lodged with
the United States District Court for the
District of Columbia by the United
States Environmental Protection Agency
(“EPA”) on June 29, 2001, to address a
lawsuit filed by the Natural Resources
Defense Council, Environmental
Defense Fund, Conservation Law
Foundation, Clean Air Council, Natural
Resources Council of Maine, and Sierra
Club (collectively referred to as
“NRDC”). This lawsuit, which was filed
pursuant to section 304(a) of the Act, 42
U.S.C. 7604(a), claims EPA failed to
meet a mandatory deadline under
section 110(c) of the Act, 42 U.S.C.
7410(c), to promulgate federal
implementation plans (“FIPs”)
establishing attainment demonstrations
for certain ozone nonattainment areas
classified as serious or severe and
located in the eastern part of the United
States and to impose sanctions in those
areas. NRDC v. EPA, No. 1:99CV02976
(D.D.C.).

DATES: Written comments on the
proposed consent decree must be
received by August 20, 2001.

ADDRESSES: Written comments should
be sent to Jan M. Tierney, Air and
Radiation Law Office (2344 A), Office of
General Counsel, U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency, 1200 Pennsylvania
Ave., NW., Washington, DC 20460.
Copies of the proposed Partial Consent
Decree are available from Phyllis J.
Cochran, (202) 564-5566. A copy of the
proposed Partial Consent Decree was
lodged with the Clerk of the United
States District Court for the District of
Columbia on June 29, 2001.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In its
complaint, NRDC alleges that EPA has
a mandatory duty to promulgate FIPs
and impose sanctions on 13
nonattainment areas located in 14 States
and the District of Columbia. On June
12, 2000, EPA and NRDC filed with the
court a Partial Consent Decree that
addressed 9 of the 13 areas (“June 2000
Decree”’). See also 64 FR 71453 (Dec. 21,
1999) (notice under 113(g) of Partial
Consent Decree). At that time, three of
the areas that were the subject of
NRDC’s complaint were not subject to
the 1-hour ozone standard pursuant to
a determination by EPA under 40 CFR
50.9(b) that the areas had attained the 1-
hour standard and that the 1-hour
standard no longer applied. See 64 FR
30911 (June 9, 1999). These three areas
are the Boston-Lawrence-Worcester
nonattainment area, located in
Massachusetts and New Hampshire; the
Portsmouth-Dover-Rochester
nonattainment area, located in New
Hampshire; and the Providence
nonattainment area, Rhode Island.
However, at the time the June 2000
Decree was entered by the court, EPA
had proposed to reinstate the
applicability of the 1-hour standard,
including designations, in those areas.
64 FR 57424 (Oct. 25, 1999) (preamble
language) and 64 FR 60477 (Nov. 5,
1999) (regulatory text). Paragraph 5a of
the June 2000 Decree provided that the
parties agreed to stay the case with
respect to those three areas and
provided that the stay would expire if
any of certain events occurred,
including a final action by EPA
reinstating the 1-hour standard and the
associated 1-hour designations in those
areas. On July 20, 2000, EPA took final
action reinstating the 1-hour standard
and the associated designations in all
areas for which EPA had previously
determined that standard did not apply.
Subsequently, the parties negotiated the
proposed Partial Consent Decree to
address NRDC'’s claims for these three
areas.

The three areas addressed in the
proposed Partial Consent Decree are all
currently designated nonattainment but,

based on monitoring data from 1998—
2000, have air quality meeting the 1-
hour standard. The proposed Partial
Consent Decree provides that EPA will
promulgate a full attainment
demonstration FIP for each area if a
violation of the 1-hour ozone standard
occurs in the future in that area. See
paragraphs 2 and 3. For the Boston and
Portsmouth areas, EPA’s obligation to
propose a FIP would ripen in September
of the year following the year in which
the violation occurs and EPA’s
obligation to finalize a FIP would ripen
9 months later—the following June.
Because EPA currently does not have an
attainment demonstration submission
for the Providence area, the proposed
Partial Consent Decree provides an
additional six months for EPA to
propose a FIP. Thus, EPA’s obligation to
propose a FIP for Providence would
ripen in March of the second year
following the violation and EPA’s
obligation to finalize a FIP would ripen
9 months later—in December of that
same year.

Paragraph 4 of the proposed Partial
Consent Decree sets forth the three
circumstances under which EPA’s
obligation to propose or promulgate a
FIP will be extinguished: (1) The date
that EPA fully approves an attainment
demonstration SIP for an area; (2) the
date EPA redesignates an area from
nonattainment to attainment; or (3) once
EPA has approved a SIP or promulgated
a FIP under the NOx SIP Call for each
upwind state for an area, the latest
source compliance date in an approved
SIP or promulgated FIP.

For a period of thirty (30) days
following the date of publication of this
notice, the Agency will receive written
comments relating to the proposed
Partial Consent Decree from persons
who were not named as parties or
interveners to the litigation in question.
EPA or the Department of Justice may
withdraw or withhold consent to the
proposed Partial Consent Decree if the
comments disclose facts or
considerations that indicate that such
consent is inappropriate, improper,
inadequate, or inconsistent with the
requirements of the Act. Unless EPA or
the Department of Justice determine,
following the comment period, that
consent is inappropriate, the final
Partial Consent Decree will be entered
with the court and will establish
deadlines for promulgation of FIPs
consistent with the conditions of the
Partial Consent Decree.
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