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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Chehalis River basin is located in west 
central Washington, south of Olympia. 
The focus of the flood damage reduction 
study encompasses the cities of 
Centralia and Chehalis and the 
urbanizing areas immediately adjacent 
to the cities. 

The cities of Centralia and Chehalis 
have been subject to repeated flooding 
for many years. This flooding has 
caused extensive damage to private and 
public property and periodic closure of 
critical transportation routes resulting in 
significant economic losses. Flood 
closures of the transportation routes 
have also significantly disrupted 
emergency response actions by local 
governments. Stream habitat functions 
of the Chehalis River and its tributaries 
have been affected from long-term 
development throughout the Chehalis 
Basin. This has resulted in the 
diminishment of the remaining habitat 
resources to adequately support 
sustainable fish and wildlife resources. 
The losses of wetlands, riparian areas, 
and backwater channels have also 
contributed to increased flooding in the 
area. The purpose of the Centralia-
Chehalis Flood Damage Reduction study 
are to reduce flood hazards in the 
project area, the cities of Centralia and 
Chehalis, and the urbanizing area 
immediately adjacent and to incorporate 
appropriate fish and wildlife habitat 
improvements. Flood hazards are 
defined as significant damage to existing 
structures, high risk to life, and 
extended closures of transportation 
corridors. 

Authority for this study is contained 
in Section 401(a) of the 1986 Flood 
Control Act (Pub. L. 99–662). This 
section provided authorization for the 
construction of ‘‘works of 
improvement’’ substantially in 
accordance with the Report of the Chief 
of Engineers, dated June 20, 1984. 

Request for copies of the Centralia 
Flood Reduction Project DEIS or other 
information regarding this 
environmental analysis should be 
addressed to Mr. Hart (see ADDRESSES). 
Copies of the DEIS are also available for 
public inspection and review at the 
following locations: 

(1) U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 
Federal Center South, 4735 Marginal 
Way, Seattle, WA 98124–2385. 

(2) Chehalis Timberland Library, 76 
N.E. Part Street, P.O. Box 419, Chehalis, 
WA 98532–0419; (360) 748–3301. 

(3) Timberland Regional Library, 110 
S. Silver, Centralia, WA 98531–4296; 
(360) 736–0183. 

(4) Timberland Regional Library, 125 
South Main Street, Montesano, WA 
98563; (360) 249–4211. 

(5) Internet at: http://
www.nws.usace.army.mil/ers/
doc_table.cfm.

A public hearing on the Centralia 
Flood Reduction Project DEIS will be 
held August 21, 2002 at the Lewis 
County Court House, Lewis County, WA 
starting at 6 p.m. USACE personnel will 
be present to answer questions. The 
hearings will provide an opportunity for 
information exchange and discussion 
between USACE and the public, as well 
as opportunities for the public to 
present oral or written comments.

Ralph H. Graves, 
Colonel, Corps of Engineers, District Engineer.
[FR Doc. 02–19705 Filed 8–2–02; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3710–ER–M

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Department of the Army; Corps of 
Engineers 

Cancellation of Notice of Intent To 
Prepare a Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement for the Mississippi River 
Diversion Near Benny’s Bay, 
Mississippi River Delta, LA

AGENCY: Department of the Army, U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers, DoD.
ACTION: Notice of cancellation.

SUMMARY: The U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers, New Orleans District, is 
canceling a notice of intent to prepare 
a Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) published in the Federal Register 
(66 FR 65681), December 20, 2001.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Questions concerning this notice should 
be addressed to Mr. Michael Salyer: U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers, PM–RS, P.O. 
Box 60267, New Orleans, LA 70160–
0267, phone (504) 862–2037, fax 
number (504) 862–2572 or by E-mail at 
michael.r.salyer@
mvn02.usace.army.mil.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: As a result 
of additional information, a decision 
was reached that significant impacts are 
no longer anticipated at the outset of 
planning for the Mississippi River 
Diversion near Benny’s Bay, Mississippi 
River Delta, LA. An environmental 
analysis will be accomplished through 
an Environmental Assessment (EA) and 
not an EIS. Upon completion of the EA, 
full disclosure to the public will be 
accomplished as mandated through 
Engineers Regulation 200–2. Should the 
EA indicate 1 significant impacts as a 
result of the diversion project, another 
notice of intent would be published at 
that time to specify the intent to prepare 
an EIS; formal procedures for the public 

scoping process would ensue at that 
time.

Dated: July 19, 2002. 
Peter J. Rowan, 
Colonel, U.S. Army, District Engineer.
[FR Doc. 02–19706 Filed 8–2–02; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3710–84–P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Department of the Navy 

Record of Decision for Proposed 
Future Operations and Facility 
Modernization at the Naval Air Warfare 
Center Weapons Division Point Mugu 
Sea Range, Point Mugu, CA

AGENCY: Department of the Navy, DOD.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Department of the Navy 
announces its decision to modernize 
facilities and support current levels of 
weapons test and evaluation activities, 
increased levels of fleet training 
activities, and Theater Missile Defense 
testing and training at the Naval Air 
Warfare Center Weapons Division Point 
Mugu Sea Range, Point Mugu, CA.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pursuant 
to Section 102(2)(c) of the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 
1969, 42 U.S.C. Sections 4321 et seq.; 
Council on Environmental Quality 
regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500–1508), 
Department of the Navy regulations (32 
CFR 775); and Executive Order 12114 
(Environmental Effects Abroad of Major 
Federal Actions), the Department of the 
Navy (Navy) announces its decision to 
modernize facilities and support current 
levels of weapons test and evaluation 
activities, increased levels of fleet 
training activities, and Theater Missile 
Defense (TMD) testing and training on 
the Sea Range, as described in the 
Preferred Alternative. This decision will 
enable the Navy to conduct state-of-the-
art weapons systems testing and 
evaluation and maintain the level of 
operational readiness of our military 
services on a safe, operationally 
realistic, and thoroughly instrumented 
Sea Range. 

Background and Issues: The 36,000 
square mile Sea Range lies both inside 
and outside U.S. territorial waters and 
includes San Nicolas Island and assets 
at Naval Base Ventura County (NBVC), 
Point Mugu, CA. It is scheduled and 
managed by Naval Air Warfare Center 
Weapons Division (NAWCWPNS) Point 
Mugu. The Navy has continuously 
operated the Sea Range for more than 50 
years. It provides a safe, highly 
instrumented volume of air and sea 
space in which to conduct controlled 
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test and evaluation of sea, land, and air 
weapons systems. The test and 
evaluation process is critical to the 
assessment, improvement, and safe 
operation of current and future weapons 
systems. The Sea Range also provides 
realistic training opportunities. 
Maintaining military units in their 
highest state of operational readiness 
has become even more demanding as 
military strategy increasingly involves 
the use of new or enhanced 
technologies. 

Alternatives: A screening process, 
based upon criteria set out in the 
Environmental Impact Statement/
Overseas Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS/OEIS), was conducted to 
identify a reasonable range of 
alternatives that would satisfy the 
Navy’s purpose and need. Three 
alternatives were analyzed in detail in 
the EIS/OEIS: the Preferred Alternative, 
the Minimum Components Alternative, 
and the No Action Alternative. 

The Preferred Alternative was 
comprised of the following elements: (1) 
Continued testing activities at the Sea 
Range at current levels, including air-to-
air, air-to-surface, surface-to-air, surface-
to-surface, and subsurface-to-surface 
tests; 2) TMD testing and training 
elements (boost phase, upper tier, lower 
tier, and nearshore intercept); (3) up to 
three Fleet training events annually; (4) 
up to four special warfare training 
events annually; (5) continuation of 
other training activities at current levels; 
and (6) facility modernizations at NVBC 
Point Mugu and San Nicolas Island to 
enhance the capability of the Sea Range 
to support existing and future 
operations. Facility modernization 
would include new launch pads at 
NVBC Point Mugu and construction and 
operation of missile launchers, a range 
support building, and five multiple-
purpose instrumentation sites at San 
Nicholas Island. 

The Minimum Components 
Alternative was comprised by the 
following elements: (1) Testing activities 
at current levels; (2) up to eight 
nearshore intercept TMD events 
annually; (3) up to four Fleet training 
exercises annually; (4) other training 
activities at current levels, and (5) 
facility modernization that includes the 
construction of five multiple-purpose 
instrumentation sites on San Nicolas 
Island. 

Under the No Action Alternative, the 
Navy would continue test and training 
operations at current annual levels. No 
TMD activities would be conducted and 
there would be no facility 
modernizations. The No Action 
Alternative is the environmentally 

preferred alternative because it involves 
no change to the physical environment. 

Environmental Impacts: Potential 
environmental impacts occurring both 
inside and outside U.S. territory were 
analyzed in this combined EIS/OEIS for 
each of the three alternatives. No 
significant impacts on any resource, 
either inside or outside U.S. territory, 
were identified. The results of 
consultations conducted with federal 
regulatory agencies are briefly described 
below.

The Navy initiated informal 
consultation with the National Marine 
Fisheries Service (NMFS) under Section 
7 of the Endangered Species Act (16 
U.S.C. Section 1531) for all activities on 
the Sea Range addressed in the EIS/
OEIS. The consultation concluded in 
January 2002, with the NMFS 
determination that all current activities, 
and those future activities to be 
accommodated as part of the Preferred 
Alternative, would not adversely affect 
federally listed species under their 
jurisdiction. 

The Navy also coordinated with 
NMFS on the Marine Mammal 
Protection Act (16 U.S.C. Section 1431 
et seq.). For all activities at sea, the 
Navy determined that ‘‘takes’’ of marine 
mammals are unlikely. To accommodate 
missile launch events potentially 
affecting pinnipeds (seals and sea lions) 
hauled out on land at San Nicolas 
Island, the Navy applied for and 
received an Incidental Harassment 
Authorization (IHA). The term of the 
IHA is one year. 

In January 1999, the Navy initiated 
formal consultation under Section 7 of 
the Endangered Species Act with the 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) 
for all activities associated with the 
preferred alternative that may adversely 
affect federally listed species under 
USFWS jurisdiction onboard NVBC 
Point Mugu. The USFWS issued a No 
Jeopardy Final Programmatic Biological 
Opinion in June 2001 that addresses all 
activities associated with the Preferred 
Alternative. 

In December 2000, the Navy initiated 
formal consultation with the USFWS 
under Section 7 of the Endangered 
Species Act for all activities associated 
with the Preferred Alternative that may 
adversely affect federally listed species 
under USFWS jurisdiction on San 
Nicolas Island. The USFWS issued a No 
Jeopardy Final Programmatic Biological 
Opinion in October 2001 that addresses 
all activities associated with the 
Preferred Alternative. 

Mitigation: Environmental 
management procedures and mitigation 
measures incorporated into the EIS/
OEIS process, including those in the 

Biological Opinions issued by the 
USFWS and the IHA issued by NMFS, 
are summarized below. 

Marine Mammal Mitigation/
Monitoring Measures Associated with 
the Sea Range Section 7 Consultation: 
NMFS and the Navy agreed to five 
standard operating procedures to protect 
marine mammals during operations on 
the Sea Range: (1) There will be no 
intentional interaction between marine 
mammals and Navy ships and aircraft; 
(2) when vessels are on the Sea Range, 
safety lookouts are to be posted 24 hours 
a day to look for any and all objects in 
the water, including marine mammals, 
with all sightings reported to the ship’s 
bridge for tracking; (3) when whales 
have been sighted in an area, ships will 
undertake increased vigilance and 
reasonable and practicable actions, 
including changing speed and/or 
direction (as dictated by environmental 
and safety or weather conditions), to 
avoid collisions and activities that 
might result in close interaction 
between the vessels and marine 
mammals; (4) in the event of a collision 
between a Navy vessel and a marine 
mammal, the Navy will notify NMFS as 
soon as practicable (normally within 48 
hours of the incident) and provide a 
follow-up written report or a schedule 
for submission of a report within 30 
days; and (5) for intercepts close to San 
Nicolas Island, the Navy will increase 
marine mammal survey efforts beyond 
those for normal open ocean operations. 

Marine Mammal Mitigation and 
Monitoring Measures Under the IHA: 
The Navy expects that planned launches 
will cause disturbance reactions by 
some of the pinnipeds hauled out on 
San Nicolas Island beaches, but there 
would be no pinniped mortality and no 
significant long-term effect on pinniped 
stocks. Where practicable, and when 
doing so will not compromise 
operational safety requirements or 
mission goals, the Navy will implement 
the following marine mammal 
monitoring and mitigation procedures: 
(1) Personnel will be prohibited from 
entering pinniped haul-out sites below 
a missile’s predicted flight path prior to 
launch; (2) launch activities during 
harbor seal pupping seasons will be 
avoided; (3) launch activities during the 
pupping seasons of other pinnipeds will 
be limited; (4) target missiles will not be 
launched at low elevations on launch 
azimuths that pass close to beach haul-
out site(s); (5) multiple target launches 
in quick succession over haul-out sites 
will be avoided, especially when young 
pups are present; (6) night-time launch 
activities will be limited; (7) during 
aircraft and helicopter operations, a 
minimum altitude of 1,000 feet will be 
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maintained from pinniped haul-out 
sites; and (8) NMFS will be contacted 
within 48 hours if injurious or lethal 
takes are discovered during marine 
mammal monitoring. 

Mitigation/Monitoring Procedures 
Under the NBVC Point Mugu Biological 
Opinion: USFWS and the Navy agreed 
to annual reporting and implementation 
of mitigation and conservation 
measures. The Navy has already 
implemented a jet assisted takeoff 
(JATO) bottle retrieval program for the 
salt marsh in front of Building 55. In 
addition, the Navy will: (1) Conduct 
standardized and consistent population 
monitoring of salt marsh bird’s-beak, 
western snowy plover, California least 
tern, and light-footed clapper rail; (2) 
areas shall be restored as salt marsh, 
sandy beach, or other habitat for listed 
species where physical parameters are 
appropriate and no other use is 
anticipated; (3) aircraft overflights will 
be modified and monitored by air 
operations personnel in order to avoid 
and minimize potential adverse effects 
to listed species; (4) Base personnel and 
contractors shall be educated on the 
identification and importance of 
conserving listed species, and their 
personal responsibilities in that regard; 
(5) All mitigation measures shall be 
evaluated to determine their 
effectiveness in avoiding and 
minimizing take of listed species, and 
where these mitigation measures are not 
effective, corrective measures shall be 
implemented.

Mitigation/Monitoring Procedures 
Under the San Nicolas Island Biological 
Opinion: The Navy has closed the south 
side of the island to all activities year-
round from the barge landing at Daytona 
Beach to Bachelor Beach to protect three 
species of marine mammals, western 
snowy plovers, Brandt’s cormorants, 
western gulls, and California brown 
pelicans, and to provide undisturbed 
habitat for a variety of other wildlife 
species. Other mitigation and 
conservation measures to be 
implemented by the Navy, in addition 
to annual reporting, include: (1) Closure 
of western snowy plover nesting areas 
during the breeding season using signs 
and barricades; (2) regular and 
consistent monitoring of the distribution 
and status of listed species, particularly 
those with habitat in or near operational 
areas, in order to assess the potential 
effects of Navy activities; (3) mandatory 
attendance by permanent and visiting 
island personnel at an ‘‘environmental 
briefing’’ on personal responsibilities 
regarding protected species under 
federal legislation and Navy regulations; 
(4) restoration of island night lizard 
habitat using revegetation; (5) alteration 

of the substrate immediately adjacent to 
the Building 807 launch area (during the 
nonbreeding season) to reduce its 
attractiveness as a nest site by snowy 
plovers (this area is not designated 
critical habitat for the species); (6) 
thorough cleaning and inspection of 
construction equipment, vehicles, and 
supplies prior to their shipment to San 
Nicolas Island to reduce the potential 
for introduction of non-native species; 
(7) whenever feasible, staging areas for 
temporary storage of equipment and 
materials will be sited in areas with low 
island night lizard densities; and (8) 
when practicable, proposed facility 
construction projects sites and 
associated access roads will be placed to 
avoid habitat that may harbor island 
night lizards. 

Cultural Resources: Prior to use of the 
drop zone located in the near-shore 
areas of Becher’s Bay at Santa Rosa 
Island, the Navy will conduct a 
thorough survey of the entire impact 
area, in addition to a buffer zone, for the 
presence of shipwrecks. If resources are 
found to be present, the Navy will 
comply with Section 106 of the National 
Historic Preservation Act. 

As concluded in the EIS/OEIS and 
this Record of Decision, all practicable 
means to avoid or minimize 
environmental harm that would result 
from implementing this alternative will 
be adopted by the Navy. 

Response to Comments Received 
Regarding the Final EIS: Comments on 
the EIS/OEIS were received from 
USFWS. No other comments were 
received from any other federal agency, 
state or local agencies, or from non-
governmental organizations or 
individual members of the public. 

The USFWS commented that the 
Final EIS/OEIS did not recognize that 
programmatic Biological Opinions had 
been completed for both NBVC Point 
Mugu and San Nicolas Island and that 
the Navy may have erroneously 
concluded in the EIS/OEIS that these 
Biological Opinions would protect all 
‘‘sensitive species’’ present at the 
installations, not just those that are 
federally listed as endangered or 
threatened or proposed for listing. The 
Navy indicates that in Chapter 4.8, the 
Final EIS/OEIS contains a thorough 
discussion of both completed Biological 
Opinions. In addition, the Navy 
acknowledges that the Biological 
Opinions pertain only to the protection 
of federally listed endangered or 
threatened species or those proposed for 
listing. 

Conclusions: After carefully 
considering the purpose and need of the 
proposed action, the analysis contained 
in the EIS/OEIS, the IHA issued by 

NMFS, the Biological Opinions issued 
by USFWS, and the comments received 
on the EIS/OEIS from federal, state, and 
local agencies, non-governmental 
organizations, and individual members 
of the public, I have determined that the 
Preferred Alternative will best meet the 
needs of the Navy. I have also 
determined that the Preferred 
Alternative will cause no significant 
harm to the resources of the global 
commons. Therefore, implementation of 
the Preferred Alternative will enable 
NAWCWPNS Point Mugu to continue to 
conduct state-of-the-art weapons 
systems testing and evaluation and 
maintain the operational readiness of 
our military services on a safe, 
operationally realistic, and thoroughly 
instrumented Sea Range.

Dated: July 24, 2002. 
Donald R. Schregardus, 
Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Navy 
(Environment).
[FR Doc. 02–19629 Filed 8–2–02; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3810–FF–P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission 

Notice of Application Accepted for 
Filing and Soliciting Comments, 
Protests, and Motions To Intervene 

July 30, 2002. 
Take notice that the following 

hydroelectric application has been filed 
with the Commission and is available 
for public inspection: 

a. Type of Application: Preliminary 
Permit. 

b. Project No.: 12234–000. 
c. Date filed: June 17, 2002. 
d. Applicant: Lower Anacoco Hydro, 

LLC. 
e. Name and Location of Project: The 

Lower Anacoco Dam Project would be 
located on the Bayou Anacoco in 
Vernon Parish, Louisiana. The proposed 
project would be located on an existing 
dam owned by the Louisiana 
Department of Wildlife and Fisheries 
and would not occupy any federal lands 
or facilities. 

f. Filed Pursuant to: Federal Power 
Act, 16 USC 791(a)—825(r). 

g. Applicant contact: Mr. Brent L. 
Smith, Northwest Power Services, Inc., 
P.O. Box 535, Rigby, ID 83442, (208) 
745–8630, Fax (208) 745–7909. 

h. FERC Contact: Tom Papsidero, 
(202) 219–2715. 

i. Deadline for filing comments, 
protests, and motions to intervene: 60 
days from the issuance date of this 
notice. 
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