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consultation process with the
environmental review process, allowing
the applicant to file an Applicant-
Prepared Environmental Assessment
(APEA) in lieu of Exhibit E of the
license application. This differs from
the traditional process, in which the
applicant consults with agencies, Indian
tribes, and NGOs during preparation of
the application for the license and
before filing it, but the Commission staff
performs the environmental review after
the application is filed. The alternative
procedure is intended to simplify and
expedite the licensing process by
combining the prefiling consultation
and environmental review processes
into a single process, to facilitate greater
participation, and to improve
communication and cooperation among
the participants. The alternative
procedure can be tailored to the
particular project under consideration.

APEA Process and the Williamette Falls
Project Schedule

PGE has begun working
collaboratively with the various
interested entities to identify issues that
will need to be addressed and studies
that will need to be conducted in
relicensing the project. An initial
information package will be
disseminated to all interested parties in
December 1998. Site visits of the project
will be conducted in March 1999.
Identification of issues and issuance of
Scoping Document 1 will occur in
December 1999. A Public Scoping
Meeting will be held January 2000.
Notice of the scoping meeting will be
published at least 30 days prior to the
meeting.

Studies will be conducted beginning
April 1999, and continue through 2001.
Opportunities for requesting additional
studies will be noticed at least 30 days
prior to any study request deadline. A
draft license application with
preliminary APEA would be distributed
for comment in December 2001. The
final license application and APEA
must be filed with the Commission on
or before December 31, 2002, two years
before the expiration date on the
existing license. A more detailed
schedule and project description was
distributed by PGE on September 1,
1998, to all parties expressing interest in
the proceeding. Copies of the schedule
and project description may be obtained
from Portland General Electric, Hydro
Licensing and Water Rights Office, 121
S.W. Salmon Street, Portland, OR
97204.

Comments
Interested parties have 30 days from

the date of this notice to file with the

Commission, any comments on PGE’s
proposal to use the alternative
procedures to file an application for the
Williamette Falls Hydroelectric Project.

Filing Requirements
Any comments must be filed by

providing an original and 8 copies as
required by the Commission’s
regulations to: Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, Office of the
Secretary, Dockets—Room 1A, 888 First
Street, NE, Washington, DC 20426.

All comment filings must bear the
heading ‘‘Comments on the Alternative
Procedure,’’ and include the project
name and number (Williamette Falls
Hydroelectric Project No. 2233). For
further information, please contact John
Blair at (202) 219–2845.
Linwood A. Watson, Jr.,
Acting Secretary.
[FR Doc. 98–27768 Filed 10–15–98; 8:45 am]
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Federal Energy Regulatory
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[Docket No. CP99–8–000]

Raton Gas Transmission Company;
Notice of Application

October 9, 1998.
Take notice that on October 7, 1998,

Raton Gas Transmission Company
(Raton), 835 Stacy Road, Fairfax, Texas
75069, filed an application pursuant to
Section 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act for
authorization to change the shippers
receiving its transportation services and
implement modifying the transportation
services, all as more fully set forth in the
application which is on file with the
Commission and open to public
inspection.

Raton states that currently it provides
transportation service under Section
7(c) of the Natural Gas Act for two
shippers, Raton Natural Gas Company
(Raton Natural), a local distribution
company, and Natural Gas Processing
Company (NGP), a successor to
Associated Natural Gas, Inc., Pan Energy
Field Services and Duke Energy Field
Services, which in turn served the
municipal systems of City of Las Vegas,
New Mexico, Town of Springer, New
Mexico and Village of Maxwell, New
Mexico. It is indicated that NGP intends
to file an application with the New
Mexico Public Utility Commission to
become an open-access transporter and
thereby become a Hinshaw pipeline
under Section 1(c) of the Natural Gas
Act. Raton indicates that, as a result of
this action by NGP, the shippers over

Raton’s system may be the LDC’s
serving Las Vegas, Springer, Maxwell, or
NGP, acting on behalf of those LDC’s,
and Raton Natural Gas Company, or any
agent or successor.

Raton indicates that currently it is
eligible to receive no-notice service from
its upstream supplier, Colorado
Interstate Gas Company (CIG). Raton
also states that it requested CIG to offer
its no-notice service directly to the four
LDC’s, but, under CIG’s tariff, off-system
customers are not eligible to receive no-
notice service from CIG. It is stated that
only Raton, as a small connected
customer, is eligible to contract for CIG
no-notice service.

Therefore, Raton states that, to
achieve the Commission’s policy
objective that some form of no-notice
service should be made available to all
small LDC’s, it entered into a package of
service agreements with CIG to meet the
total needs of the four LDC’s: (1) TF–1,
a sculptured firm transportation service
providing flowing volumes of gas at
winter level, shoulder month level, and
summer demand level, (2) NNT–1
service which allows the customer to
withdraw gas from storage during the
winter period at widely varying
volumes without incurring penalties,
and (3) a supplemental TF–1 service
allowing customers to secure volumes of
gas during the spring-summer-fall
period for transportation to storage in
CIG’s storage fields at a discounted
transportation rate. It is also stated that
its service agreements within CIG
extend to April 30, 2000, and the
volumes required to provide NOT
service for the period from October 1,
1998, through April 30, 1999, have
already been purchased and placed into
storage.

Raton indicates that it considered
filing for a Part 284 blanket certificate to
implement the required changes in
service but, in its view, the
administrative burden and expense
precluded it from seeking such a blanket
certificate.

Raton now proposes to allocate its
tariff charges, including a pass-through
of the CIG charges to, the four LDC’s. It
is also indicated that, prior to April 30,
2000, if any or all of the LDC’s elect to
terminate some or all of the CIG package
of no-notice services, they may
authorize Raton to release that share of
the reserved NNT service. It is also
indicated that, by electing to terminate
their share of the NNT service, the LDC,
or its designated agent, agrees to accept
the corresponding share of TF capacity
from Raton. Also, it is stated that, for
periods after April 30, 2000, the LDC’s
must notify Raton of the quantities and
types of transportation services that they
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will require, identifying their shipping
agents, if necessary.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
application should on or before October
30, 1998, file with the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, 888 First
Street, N.E., Washington, D.C. 20426, a
motion to intervene or a protest in
accordance with the requirements of the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure (18 CFR 385.214 or 385.211)
and the Regulations under the Natural
Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All protests
filed with the Commission will be
considered by it in determining the
appropriate action to be taken but will
not serve to make the Protestants parties
to the proceeding. Any person wishing
to become a party to a proceeding or to
participate as a party in any hearing
therein must file a motion to intervene
in accordance with the Commission’s
Rules.

Take further notice that, pursuant to
the authority contained in and subject to
the jurisdiction conferred upon the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
by Sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas
Act and the Commission’s Rules of
Practice and Procedure, a hearing will
be held without further notice before the
Commission or its designee on this
application if no motion to intervene is
filed within the time required herein, if
the Commission on its own review of
the matter finds that the issuance of
certificate authorization and permission
and approval for the proposed
abandonment are required by the public
convenience and necessity. If a motion
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or
if the Commission on its own motion
believes that a formal hearing is
required, further notice of such hearing
will be duly given.

Under the procedure herein provided
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be
unnecessary for Raton to appear or be
represented at the hearing.
Linwood A. Watson, Jr.,
Acting Secretary.
[FR Doc. 98–27765 Filed 10–15–98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717–01–M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. CP99–4–000]

Williams Gas Pipelines Central, Inc.;
Notice of Request Under Blanket
Authorization

October 9, 1998.
Take notice that on October 2, 1998,

Williams Gas Pipelines Central, Inc.

(Williams), P.O. Box 3288, Tulsa,
Oklahoma 74101, filed in Docket No.
CP99–4–000 a request pursuant to
Sections 157.205, 157.212, and 157.216
of the Commission’s Regulations under
the Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.205,
157.212, 157.216) for authorization to
replace the meter setting and
appurtenant facilities serving Kansas
Gas Service Company, a division of
ONEOK, Inc. (Kansas Gas) at the Ritchie
Asphalt town border, located in
Sedgwick County, Kansas, under
Williams’ blanket certificate issued in
Docket No. CP82–479–000, pursuant to
Section 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act, all
as more fully set forth in the request that
is on file with the Commission and open
to public inspection.

Williams proposes to abandon by
reclaim a single run meter setting and
appurtenant facilities at the Ritchie
Asphalt town border and replace them
with a dual 4-inch meter setting and
appurtenant facilities at the same
location in the Southeast Quarter of
Section 29, Township 26 South, Range
2 East, Sedgwick County, Kansas.
Williams states that the setting was
originally installed as an additional
town border delivery to Kansas Gas in
1983.

Williams declares that the existing
meter setting is operating at the high
end of its capacity causing it to fail
frequently and causing increased system
loss. Williams asserts that replacing the
meter setting will enable them to
provide efficient, reliable service in this
area, which is also forecast for
continued growth. Williams states that
the project cost is estimated to be
approximately $65,000, which will be
paid by Williams.

Williams states that this change is not
prohibited by an existing tariff and that
it has sufficient capacity to accomplish
the deliveries specified without
detriment or disadvantage to its other
customers.

Any person or the Commission’s staff
may, within 45 days after issuance of
the instant notice by the Commission,
file pursuant to Rule 214 of the
Commission’s Procedural Rules (18 CFR
385.214) a motion to intervene or notice
of intervention and pursuant to Section
157.205 of the Regulations under the
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.205) a
protest to the request. If no protest is
filed within the time allowed therefor,
the proposed activity shall be deemed to
be authorized effective the day after the
time allowed for filing a protest. If a
protest is filed and not withdrawn
within 30 days after the time allowed
for filing a protest, the instant request
shall be treated as an application for

authorization pursuant to Section 7 of
the Natural Gas Act.
Linwood A. Watson, Jr.,
Acting Secretary.
[FR Doc. 98–27764 Filed 10–15–98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717–01–M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. EG99–1–000, et al.]

Bear Swamp Generating Trust No. 1, et
al.; Electric Rate and Corporate
Regulation Filings

October 5, 1998.
Take notice that the following filings

have been made with the Commission:

1. Bear Swamp Generating Trust No. 1

[Docket No. EG99–1–000]

Take notice that on October 1, 1998,
Bear Swamp Generating Trust No. 1
(Applicant), filed with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission an
application for determination of exempt
wholesale generator status pursuant to
Part 365 of the Commission’s
Regulations.

The Applicant is a business trust
created pursuant to Chapter 38 of Title
12 of the Delaware Code, 12 Del. Code
§ 3801 et seq., which has been formed
to purchase an undivided interest in the
Bear Swamp Facility, an approximately
597 megawatt (MW) fully automated
pumped storage electric power
generating facility on the Deerfield River
in the towns of Rowe and Florida,
Massachusetts.

Comment date: October 19, 1998, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

2. Bear Swamp Generating Trust No. 2

[Docket No. EG99–2–000]

Take notice that on October 1, 1998,
Bear Swamp Generating Trust No. 2
(Applicant), filed with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission an
application for determination of exempt
wholesale generator status pursuant to
Part 365 of the Commission’s
Regulations.

The Applicant is a business trust
created pursuant to Chapter 38 of Title
12 of the Delaware Code, 12 Del. Code
§ 3801 et seq., which has been formed
to purchase an undivided interest in the
Bear Swamp Facility, an approximately
597 megawatt (MW) fully automated
pumped storage electric power
generating facility on the Deerfield River
in the towns of Rowe and Florida,
Massachusetts.
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