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DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

Office of Fossil Energy 

Ultra-Deepwater Advisory Committee; 
Correction 

AGENCY: Department of Energy. 
ACTION: Notice of Open Meeting 
Correction. 

The Department of Energy published 
a notice of open meeting announcing a 
meeting of the Ultra-Deepwater 
Advisory Committee, 73 FR 8863. In FR 
Doc. E8–2891, published on Friday, 
February 15, 2008, page 8863, under 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION, first 
column, forty-sixth line, remove 
‘‘onshore unconventional’’ and add in 
its place ‘‘ultra-deepwater’’. 

Issued in Washington, DC on March 3, 
2008. 
Rachel Samuel, 
Deputy Committee Management Officer. 
[FR Doc. E8–4536 Filed 3–6–08; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6450–01–P 

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

Amendment to the Record of Decision 
for the Department of Energy’s Waste 
Management Program: Treatment and 
Storage of Transuranic Waste 

AGENCY: Department of Energy. 
ACTION: Amendment to Record of 
Decision. 

SUMMARY: The Department of Energy 
(DOE), pursuant to DOE National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 
Regulations (10 CFR 1021.315), is 
amending the Record of Decision for the 
Waste Management Program: Treatment 
and Storage of Transuranic Waste 
issued on January 20, 1998 (63 FR 
3629), and amended previously 
including on December 29, 2000 (65 FR 
82985), and June 30, 2004 (69 FR 
39446). 

Under this amendment to its Record 
of Decision (ROD), DOE intends to send 
both contact-handled (CH) and remote- 
handled (RH) transuranic (TRU) waste 
from certain generator sites as needed to 
the Idaho National Laboratory (INL) to 
be treated and characterized prior to the 
shipment to the Waste Isolation Pilot 
Plant (WIPP) for disposal. These sites 
are: the Argonne National Laboratory 
(ANL) (Argonne, IL); Bettis Atomic 
Power Laboratory (BAPL) (West Mifflin, 
PA); General Electric Vallecitos Nuclear 
Center (GE) (Sunol, CA); the Hanford 
Site, (Hanford) (Richland, WA); Knolls 
Atomic Power Laboratory (Nuclear Fuel 
Services) (KAPL–NFS) (Erwin, TN); 
Knolls Atomic Power Laboratory 

(KAPL) (Schenectady, NY); Lawrence 
Berkeley National Laboratory (LBL) 
(Berkeley, CA); Lawrence Livermore 
National Laboratory (LLNL) (Livermore, 
CA); the Nevada Test Site (NTS); 
Separations Process Research Unit 
(SPRU) (Schenectady, NY); Paducah 
Gaseous Diffusion Plant (PGDP) 
(Paducah, KY); and Sandia National 
Laboratories (SNL) (Albuquerque, NM). 

DOE expects that most of the waste 
from these generator sites will be sent to 
INL for treatment and characterization. 
However, DOE may, when feasible, 
characterize some waste at these 
generator sites under the provisions of 
the modified WIPP Hazardous Waste 
Facility Permit that allow 
characterization based solely on process 
knowledge and ship that waste directly 
to WIPP or, in the case of SNL, send 
TRU waste to Los Alamos National 
Laboratory to be characterized, in 
accordance with the original (1998) 
ROD. In addition, TRU waste from 
Babcock and Wilcox (BW) (Lynchburg, 
VA), and NRD L,L,C, (NRD) (Grand 
Island, NY), will also be moved to INL 
to be treated and characterized prior to 
shipment to WIPP for disposal, only if 
that waste meets waste acceptance 
criteria for treatment at INL and is 
determined to be defense waste as 
required by the WIPP Land Withdrawal 
Act for waste to be eligible for disposal 
at WIPP. 

TRU waste would be accepted for 
treatment and characterization at INL 
only in accordance with the provisions 
of the settlement agreement in Public 
Service Company of Colorado v. Batt 
entered into between DOE and the State 
of Idaho in 1995 (the Idaho Settlement 
Agreement) and the Site Treatment 
Plan. The Idaho Settlement Agreement 
allows TRU waste from other DOE sites 
to be treated at INL if it is treated within 
6 months of receipt and shipped out of 
Idaho within 6 months of treatment. 
DOE would also continue to remove 
TRU waste currently stored at INL in 
accordance with the terms of the Idaho 
Settlement Agreement. 

In accordance with DOE NEPA 
regulations (10 CFR 1021.314), DOE 
prepared a supplement analysis (SA), 
Supplement Analysis for the Treatment 
of Transuranic Waste at the Idaho 
National Laboratory (DOE/EIS–0200– 
SA–03), to determine whether the 
proposed treatment and characterization 
of waste at INL prior to disposal at WIPP 
is a substantial change to the proposed 
action analyzed in DOE’s Waste 
Management Programmatic 
Environmental Impact Statement (DOE/ 
EIS–0200) (WM–PEIS) or whether there 
are significant new circumstances or 
information relevant to environmental 

concerns such that a supplement to the 
WM–PEIS or a new EIS is needed. Based 
on the SA, DOE has determined that a 
supplement to the WM–PEIS or a new 
EIS is not needed. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Copies of the documents referenced 
herein are available from the: Center for 
Environmental Management 
Information, P.O. Box 23769, 
Washington, DC 20026–3769, 
Telephone: 1–800–736–3282 (in 
Washington, DC: 202–863–5084). 

For further information on the 
treatment, characterization of TRU 
waste and disposal of TRU waste at 
WIPP, contact: Casey Gadbury (CBFO), 
U.S. Department of Energy, Carlsbad 
Field Office, P.O. Box 3093, Carlsbad, 
NM 88221. Telephone: 575–234–7372. 

For further information on the DOE 
program for the management of TRU 
waste or this amendment to the ROD, 
contact: Ms. Christine Gelles (EM–12), 
Office of Environmental Management, 
U.S. Department of Energy, 19001 
Germantown Road, Germantown, MD 
20874. Telephone: 301–903–1669. 

For information on DOE’s NEPA 
process, contact: Ms. Carol Borgstrom, 
Director, Office of NEPA Policy and 
Compliance (GC–20), U.S. Department 
of Energy, 1000 Independence Avenue, 
SW., Washington, DC 20585. Telephone: 
202–586–4600, or leave a message at 
1–800–472–2756. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

I. Background 

TRU waste is waste that contains 
alpha particle-emitting radionuclides 
with atomic numbers greater than that 
of uranium (92) and half-lives greater 
than 20 years in concentrations greater 
than 100 nanocuries per gram. TRU 
waste is classified according to the 
radiation dose at a package surface. CH– 
TRU waste has a radiation dose rate at 
a package surface of 200 millirem per 
hour or less; this waste can safely be 
handled directly by personnel. RH–TRU 
waste has a radiation dose rate at a 
package surface greater than 200 
millirem per hour and must be handled 
remotely (e.g., with machinery designed 
to shield workers from radiation). Mixed 
TRU waste contains both radioactive 
and hazardous components. 

Prior NEPA Review 

In the WM–PEIS TRU Waste ROD (63 
FR 3629, January 20, 1998), DOE 
selected the Decentralized Alternative, 
stating that ‘‘each of the Department’s 
sites that currently has or will generate 
TRU waste will prepare and store its 
waste on site’’ prior to shipment to 
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1 The only exception to this decision was the 
Sandia National Laboratories in New Mexico, 
which would have shipped its TRU waste to Los 
Alamos for storage and processing before disposal 
at WIPP. 

2 The number of outbound RH–TRU shipments to 
WIPP would be larger than the number of inbound 
RH–TRU shipments to INL because waste is 
assumed to move to WIPP in RH 72–B casks, which 
hold a smaller volume of waste than the 10–160B 
transportation containers that would be used 
primarily for transportation to INL. The WIPP RH 
waste handling process is designed to handle waste 
packaged in an RH 72–B without using the hot cell. 
Limitations on the amount of waste that can be 
handled in the hot cell in the WIPP hazardous 
waste facility RH waste permit will limit the use of 
the 10–160B for shipments to WIPP, since waste 
shipped in the 10–160B must be repackaged into a 
facility canister in the hot cell prior to disposal. 

3 The SEIS–II was used as a basis for comparison 
of transportation impacts because the WM–PEIS did 
not examine the impacts of shipping waste to WIPP 
for disposal. The SEIS–II was also used as a basis 
for comparison of WIPP site accident impacts 
because the WM–PEIS did not examine those 
impacts. 

WIPP.1 The WM–PEIS TRU Waste ROD 
also noted that ‘‘in the future, the 
Department may decide to ship 
transuranic wastes from sites where it 
may be impractical to prepare them for 
disposal to sites where DOE has or will 
have the necessary capability.’’ The 
WM–PEIS TRU Waste ROD stated that 
the sites that could receive TRU waste 
shipments from other sites were the 
Idaho National Engineering and 
Environmental Laboratory (now referred 
to as the Idaho National Laboratory or 
INL), the Oak Ridge Reservation, the 
Savannah River Site, and the Hanford 
Site, and that such decisions would be 
subject to appropriate review under 
NEPA. In DOE/EIS–0290, Advanced 
Mixed Waste Treatment Project Final 
Environmental Impact Statement 
(1999), DOE examined the impacts of 
treating up to 120,000 cubic meters of 
TRU from INL and other DOE sites at 
the Advanced Mixed Waste Treatment 
Facility (AMWTF). 

II. Change in the Proposed Action 
DOE has identified up to 8,764 cubic 

meters of CH–TRU waste and up to 255 
cubic meters of RH–TRU waste, that 
could be moved from various TRU 
waste generator sites to INL for 
treatment and characterization prior to 
shipment to WIPP. At INL, the CH–TRU 
waste would be treated at the AMWTF 
to reduce the volume of the waste and 
characterized for shipment to WIPP. The 
RH–TRU waste would be treated during 
repackaging to remove prohibited items 
and characterized for shipment to WIPP 
at the Idaho Nuclear Technology and 
Engineering Center (INTEC), which is 
located on the INL site. Four sites 
(Hanford Site, INL, Oak Ridge 
Reservation, and the Savannah River 
Site) were identified in the 1998 ROD to 
potentially receive waste from other 
sites. INL has the capabilities to process 
this TRU waste. 

Approximately 2,067 shipments of 
CH–TRU waste and 188 shipments of 
RH–TRU waste could move to INL for 
treatment and characterization. 
Shipment of TRU wastes to INL for 
treatment and characterization would 
increase the efficiency of TRU waste 
treatment and characterization 
operations. 

Once treated and characterized, the 
off-site TRU wastes would be shipped 
from INL to WIPP for disposal. 
Approximately 795 shipments would be 
required to transport the treated CH– 
TRU waste to WIPP and approximately 

621 2 shipments would be required to 
transport the treated RH–TRU waste to 
WIPP. 

III. Supplement Analysis 
To determine whether the proposed 

action would warrant a supplement to 
the WM–PEIS, DOE prepared the SA 
referred to above. The SA compared the 
impacts of the proposed action to 
impacts of alternatives involving 
shipment of waste to INL for treatment 
that were examined in the WM–PEIS or 
in the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant 
Disposal Phase Supplemental 
Environmental Impact Statement (DOE/ 
EIS–0026–S–2) (SEIS–II).3 

The SA examined the impacts of 
transporting TRU waste to INL for 
treatment and characterization and the 
impacts of transporting waste from INL 
to WIPP for disposal. It also examined 
potential transportation accident 
impacts for waste proposed to be moved 
in the TRUPACT–III container, which is 
currently undergoing certification by the 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
because some waste would be moved 
from Hanford to INL in the TRUPACT– 
III once it is certified. The transportation 
impacts of the proposed shipments of 
waste to INL and subsequent shipments 
of treated waste to WIPP, including 
accident impacts, were smaller than the 
impacts predicted in the SEIS–II for 
similar movements of waste to and from 
INL except for the latent cancer fatalities 
among workers. 

Site impacts from packaging and 
loading waste at the generator sites, 
unloading waste at INL, and treating 
waste at INL, including the impacts of 
waste treatment accidents, were smaller 
than the impacts predicted in the WM– 
PEIS (Alternative 3) for similar 
activities. 

WIPP site impacts, including the 
impact of potential accidents involving 
the standard large waste box (that would 
be transported in the TRUPACT–III once 

approved), would be equal to or smaller 
than the impacts predicted in the SEIS– 
II (Alternative 2B) for similar activities 
at WIPP. 

The SA also considered the potential 
impacts of intentional destructive acts 
(i.e., acts of sabotage or terrorism) and 
estimated the impacts would be no 
greater than the impacts of an accident 
analyzed in the SA. 

All of the impacts of the proposed 
action are within the boundaries of the 
impacts previously predicted in the 
Regionalized Alternative 3 of the WM– 
PEIS and the Action Alternative 2B of 
the SEIS–II, except for the worker 
transportation impacts. The increase in 
worker transportation impacts is small 
and is not expected to increase worker 
mortality if the proposed action were 
implemented. Based on the impact 
analysis in the SA, DOE has determined 
that the proposed action would not 
present a substantial change relevant to 
environmental concerns nor are there 
significant new circumstances or 
information relevant to environmental 
concerns and bearing on the proposed 
action or its impacts. Therefore, DOE 
has determined that a supplement to the 
WM–PEIS or a new EIS is not required 
under 40 CFR 1502.9(c) or 10 CFR 
1021.314 for this proposal. Both the 
WM–PEIS and the WIPP SEIS–II 
analyzed the impacts associated with 
shipment, treatment, and 
characterization of CH–TRU and RH– 
TRU wastes at INL. The WIPP SEIS–II 
examined the impacts of shipping these 
wastes from INL to the WIPP for 
disposal. In addition, the impacts of 
treatment of CH–TRU at the AMTWF 
and RH–waste at the INTEC were 
evaluated using the same approach as 
used for the AMTWF EIS. 

IV. Decision 
DOE has decided to ship up to 8,764 

cubic meters of CH–TRU waste and up 
to 255 cubic meters of RH–TRU waste 
as needed from ANL, BAPL, BW, GE, 
Hanford, KAPL–NFS, KAPL, LBL, 
LLNL, NRD, PGDP, NTS, SPRU and 
SNL, to INL for treatment and 
characterization prior to shipment to 
WIPP for disposal. After treatment and 
characterization at INL, all of the waste 
will be shipped to WIPP for disposal. 
The BW and NRD waste will be shipped 
to INL only if that waste is determined 
to meet waste acceptance criteria for 
treatment at INL and be defense waste 
eligible for disposal at WIPP, as required 
by the WIPP Land Withdrawal Act. 

DOE may, where feasible, characterize 
some of this waste at the generator sites 
under the provisions of the WIPP permit 
allowing characterization based on 
process knowledge and ship that waste 
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directly to WIPP or, in the case of SNL, 
ship the waste to Los Alamos National 
Laboratory for characterization, in 
accordance with the 1998 TRU Record 
of Decision. 

Waste will be accepted for treatment 
and characterization at INL only if this 
can be done in accordance with the 
provisions of the Idaho Settlement 
Agreement and the Site Treatment Plan. 
The Idaho Settlement Agreement allows 
TRU waste from other DOE sites to be 
treated at INL if it is treated within 6 
months of receipt and shipped out of 
Idaho within 6 months of treatment. 
DOE will also continue to remove TRU 
waste currently stored at INL in 
accordance with the terms of the Idaho 
Settlement Agreement. 

V. Basis for the Decision 
Using the existing INL CH– and RH– 

TRU waste program and facilities at INL 
will avoid the time and expense of 
establishing capability at sites that do 
not currently have an existing program 
or facilities. Also, the Advanced Mixed 
Waste Treatment Facility at INL will 
reduce the volume of some CH–TRU 
waste (e.g., waste which consists 
primarily of waste containers 
overpacked in larger containers that 
hold a relatively small volume of waste 
when compared with the container 
volume), thus reducing the volume of 
this waste that would be disposed of at 
WIPP. 

Issued in Washington, DC this 27th day of 
February 2008. 
Inés R. Triay, 
(Acting) Assistant Secretary for 
Environmental Management. 
[FR Doc. E8–4541 Filed 3–6–08; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6450–01–P 

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission 

[Docket No. AD08–4–000] 

Capacity Markets in Regions With 
Organized Electric Markets; Notice of 
Technical Conference 

February 29, 2008. 
Take notice that on May 7, 2008, 

Commission staff will convene a 
technical conference to discuss the 
operation of forward capacity markets in 
New England and the PJM region, 
including the proposals for modifying 
the design of those markets raised by 
American Forest and Paper Association 
and Portland Cement Association, et al. 
in the Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 
issued in Docket No. RM07–19–000, et 
al. Wholesale Competition in Regions 

with Organized Electric Markets, 122 
FERC ¶ 61,167 (2007). The technical 
conference will be held from 9 a.m. to 
4 p.m. (EDT), in the Commission 
Meeting Room at the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, 888 First 
Street, NE., Washington, DC 20426. All 
interested persons are invited to attend. 
Further notices with detailed 
information will be issued in advance of 
the conference. 

A free webcast of this event is 
available through www.ferc.gov. Anyone 
with Internet access who desires to view 
this event can do so by navigating to 
ferc.gov’s Calendar of Events and 
locating this event in the Calendar. The 
event will contain a link to its webcast. 
The Capitol Connection provides 
technical support for the free webcasts. 
It also offers access to this event via 
television in the Washington, DC, area 
and via phone-bridge for a fee. If you 
have any questions, visit 
www.CapitolConnection.org or contact 
Danelle Perkowski or David Reininger at 
703–993–3100. 

Commission conferences are 
accessible under section 508 of the 
Rehabilitation Act of 1973. For 
accessibility accommodations, please 
send an e-mail to accessibility@ferc.gov 
or call toll free 1–866–208–3372 (voice) 
or 202–208–1659 (TTY), or send a FAX 
to 202–208–2106 with the required 
accommodations. 

For more information about this 
conference, please contact: 
David Mead, Office of Energy Market 

Regulation, Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission, 888 First Street, NE., 
Washington, DC 20426, (202) 502– 
8028, David.Mead@ferc.gov. 

Tina Ham, Office of the General 
Counsel—Energy Markets, Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 888 
First Street, NE., Washington, DC 
20426, (202) 502–6224, 
Tina.Ham@ferc.gov. 

Kimberly D. Bose, 
Secretary. 
[FR Doc. E8–4498 Filed 3–6–08; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717–01–P 

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission 

Combined Notice of Filings # 1 

February 29, 2008. 
Take notice that the Commission 

received the following exempt 
wholesale generator filings: 

Docket Numbers: EG08–44–000 
Applicants: Starwood Power-Midway, 

LLC. 

Description: Starwood Power- 
Midway, LLC Notice of Self- 
Certification of Exempt Wholesale 
Generator Status. 

Filed Date: 02/27/2008. 
Accession Number: 20080227–5035. 
Comment Date: 5 p.m. Eastern Time 

on Wednesday, March 19, 2008. 
Take notice that the Commission 

received the following electric rate 
filings: 

Docket Numbers: ER00–2268–025; 
ER07–428–004; ER99–4122–026; ER99– 
4124–022; EL07–82–001. 

Applicants: Pinnacle West Capital 
Corporation; Pinnacle West Marketing & 
Trading Co, LLC; APS Energy Services 
Co Inc.; Arizona Public Service 
Company. 

Description: Electric Compliance 
Refund Report of the Pinnacle West 
Companies. 

Filed Date: 02/28/2008. 
Accession Number: 20080228–5074. 
Comment Date: 5 p.m. Eastern Time 

on Thursday, March 20, 2008. 
Docket Numbers: ER02–1437–006. 
Applicants: Triton Power Michigan 

LLC. 
Description: Notice of Non-Material 

Change in Status of Triton Power 
Michigan LLC. 

Filed Date: 02/28/2008. 
Accession Number: 20080228–5037. 
Comment Date: 5 p.m. Eastern Time 

on Thursday, March 20, 2008. 
Docket Numbers: ER07–1199–002. 
Applicants: Airtricity Munnsville 

Wind Farm, LLC. 
Description: Airtricity Munnsville 

Wind Farm, LLC submits Substitute 
Original Sheet 4 and 5 to reflect their 
deletion under ER07–1199. 

Filed Date: 02/25/2008. 
Accession Number: 20080228–0164. 
Comment Date: 5 p.m. Eastern Time 

on Monday, March 17, 2008. 
Docket Numbers: ER08–413–001; 

EC08–33–001. 
Applicants: Startrans IO, LLC. 
Description: Startrans IO, LLC submits 

their response to FERC’s 2/22/08 
deficiency letter. 

Filed Date: 02/27/2008. 
Accession Number: 20080228–0297. 
Comment Date: 5 p.m. Eastern Time 

on Monday, March 10, 2008. 
Docket Numbers: ER08–441–001. 
Applicants: Velocity American Energy 

Master I, L.P. 
Description: Velocity American 

Energy Master I, LP submits an 
Amendment to the application for Order 
Accepting Market Based Rate Tariff etc. 

Filed Date: 02/27/2008. 
Accession Number: 20080229–0071. 
Comment Date: 5 p.m. Eastern Time 

on Wednesday, March 19, 2008. 
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