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Allowable Activities 
An eligible applicant receiving a grant 

or subgrant under this program may use 
the grant or subgrant funds only for— 

(a) Post-award planning and design of 
the educational program, which may 
include— 

(1) Refinement of the desired 
educational results and of the methods 
for measuring progress toward achieving 
those results; and 

(2) Professional development of 
teachers and other staff who will work 
in the charter school; and 

(b) Initial implementation of the 
charter school, which may include— 

(1) Informing the community about 
the school; 

(2) Acquiring necessary equipment 
and educational materials and supplies; 

(3) Acquiring or developing 
curriculum materials; and 

(4) Other initial operating costs that 
cannot be met from State or local 
sources. 

Use of Funds for Dissemination 
Activities 

An SEA may reserve not more than 10 
percent of the grant funds to support 
dissemination activities. A charter 
school may use those funds to assist 
other schools in adapting the charter 
school’s program (or certain aspects of 
the charter school’s program), or to 
disseminate information about the 
charter school, through such activities 
as— 

(a) Assisting other individuals with 
the planning and start-up of one or more 
new public schools, including charter 
schools, that are independent of the 
assisting charter school and the assisting 
charter school’s developers, and that 
agree to be held to at least as high a level 
of accountability as the assisting charter 
school;

(b) Developing partnerships with 
other public schools, including charter 
schools, designed to improve student 
performance in each of the schools 
participating in the partnership; 

(c) Developing curriculum materials, 
assessments, and other materials that 
promote increased student achievement 
and are based on successful practices 
within the assisting charter school; and 

(d) Conducting evaluations and 
developing materials that document the 
successful practices of the assisting 
charter school and that are designed to 
improve student achievement.
FOR APPLICATIONS AND FURTHER 
INFORMATION CONTACT: Rik Lanzendorfer, 
U.S. Department of Education, 400 
Maryland Avenue, SW., Room 3C148, 
Washington, DC 20202–6140. 
Telephone (202) 205–9786. Internet 
address: rik.lanzendorfer@ed.gov. 

Individuals who use a 
telecommunications device for the deaf 
(TDD) may call the Federal Information 
Relay Service (FIRS) at 1–800–877–
8339. 

Individuals with disabilities may 
obtain this document in an alternative 
format (e.g., Braille, large print, 
audiotape, or computer diskette) on 
request to the contact person listed. 

Individuals with disabilities may also 
obtain a copy of the application package 
in an alternative format on request to 
the contact person listed above. 
However, the Department is not able to 
reproduce in an alternative format the 
standard forms included in the 
application package. 

Electronic Access to This Document 
You may view this document, as well 

as all other Department of Education 
documents published in the Federal 
Register, in text or Adobe Portable 
Document Format (PDF) on the Internet 
at the following site: www.ed.gov/
legislation/FedRegister. 

To use PDF, you must have Adobe 
Acrobat Reader, which is available free 
at the previous site. If you have 
questions about using PDF, call the U.S. 
Government Printing Office (GPO) toll 
free at 1–888–293–6498; or in the 
Washington, DC area at (202) 512–1530.

Note: The official version of a document is 
the document published in the Federal 
Register. Free Internet access to the official 
edition of the Federal Register and the Code 
of Federal Regulations is available on GPO 
Access at: http://www.access.gpo.gov/nara/
index.html.

Program Authority: 20 U.S.C. 7221–
7221j.

Dated: April 30, 2002. 
Susan B. Neuman, 
Assistant Secretary for Elementary and 
Secondary Education.
[FR Doc. 02–11045 Filed 5–2–02; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4000–01–P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[ER–FRL–6628–9] 

Environmental Impact Statements and 
Regulations; Availability of EPA 
Comments 

Availability of EPA comments 
prepared pursuant to the Environmental 
Review Process (ERP), under Section 
309 of the Clean Air Act and Section 
102(2)(c) of the National Environmental 
Policy Act as amended. Requests for 
copies of EPA comments can be directed 
to the Office of Federal Activities at 
(202) 564–7167. An explanation of the 

ratings assigned to draft environmental 
impact statements (EISs) was published 
in FR dated April 12, 2002 (67 FR 
17992). 

Draft EISs 
ERP No. D–BIA–K65237–CA Rating 

EC2, Agua Caliente Indian Reservation 
Project, Proposed Section 14 Specific 
Plan and Master Development Plan, 
Agua Caliente Band of Cahulla Indians, 
City of Palm Springs, Riverside County, 
CA. 

Summary: EPA expressed 
environmental concerns about impacts 
to air and water quality, and the use of 
1995 market studies to project growth 
and assess project impacts. 

ERP No. D–COE–J28021–CO Rating 
EC2, Rueter-Hess Reservoir Project, 
Construction and Operation, Proposed 
Water Supply Reservoir and Off-Stream 
Dam, US COE Section 404 Permit, 
Endangered Species Act (Section 7) and 
Right-of-Way Use Permit, Located on 
Newlin Gulch along Cherry Creek, 
Town of Parker, Douglas County, CO. 

Summary: EPA expressed 
environmental concerns that the 
document failed to compare the impacts 
of the alternatives on the existing 
environment, primarily the impacts of 
the stream depletions. EPA was also 
concerned that the project meets only a 
small portion of the expected demand 
for water in the project area, does not 
document the likely water quality of the 
proposed reservoir, and does not 
contain a sufficiently detailed 
mitigation plan. 

ERP No. D–FRC–L05223–WA Rating 
EO2, Martin Creek Hydroelectric Project 
(FERC Project No. 10942), Construction, 
Operation and Maintenance of a 10.2-
Megawatt (MW) Hydroelectric Run-of-
River Facility, License Approval, 
Cascade Mountains, Martin and Kelley 
Creeks, Mt. Baker-Sqoqualmie National 
Forest, King County, WA. 

Summary: EPA expressed 
environmental objections to the 
proposed project based on the lack of a 
demonstrated public interest need for 
the project, the potential to undermine 
protections prescribed in the Northwest 
Forest Plan and the adverse impacts to 
water quality in a state-designated 
‘‘extraordinary’’ water body. EPA 
recommended that analyses needed to 
define project impacts and identify 
mitigation measures be conducted and 
incorporated in the EIS. EPA 
recommended selection of the No 
Action alternative. 

ERP No. D–NOA–E91010–00 Rating 
EC2, Amendment 13 to the Fishery 
Management Plan for Summer 
Flounder, Scup, and Black Sea Bass, 
Implementation, in the Western Atlantic 
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Ocean, from Cape Hatteras, NC, 
northward to the U.S.-Canadian Border.

Summary: Although EPA defers to 
NOAA/NMFS, we generally support 
most of the presented approaches in 
Amendment 13 to allocate commercial 
harvests of black sea bass and protection 
against gear effects of structured EFH 
used by summer flounder and black sea 
bass. An example of an option we do 
not support is the ‘‘wet storage’’ of 
posts/traps during a fishing closure 
since it is counter productive to the 
purpose of the closure. 

ERP No. D–TVA–E39057–00 Rating 
EO2, Nolichucky Reservoir Flood 
Remediation Project, To Identify and 
Evaluate Ways to Address Flooding 
Effects of Nolichucky Dam and the 
Accumulated Sediment in Nolichucky 
Reservoir on Land and Property Not 
Owned by the Federal Government, 
NPDES Permit and US Army COE 404 
Permit, several counties in TN and NC. 

Summary: EPA is concerned that the 
lowering or removal of the dam would 
result in loss of high quality reservoir 
fringe wetlands, erosion of exposed 
reservoir banks, increased 
sedimentation downstream, and 
significant lowering of the water table. 
EPA recommended that reservoir 
dredging be considered in the FEIS, and 
that issues regarding sediment quality, 
resuspension and downstream effects be 
examined. Additional information on 
upstream sediment sources and their 
potential control should also be 
disclosed. 

Final EISs 
ERP No. F–AFS–J65009–00 

Programmatic EIS—Kootena, Idaho 
Panhandle, and Lolo National Forests, 
Forest Plan Amendments for Access 
Management within the Selkirk and 
Cabinet-Yaak Grizzly Bear Recovery 
Zones, ID, WA and MT. 

Summary: EPA expressed lack of 
objections. EPA supports continuing 
interagency evaluation of site-specific 
and seasonal grizzly bear habitat needs 
for each Bear Management Unit and 
continued coordination between 
wildlife and water quality fisheries 
technical staffs in developing specific 
road management proposals. 

ERP No. F–CGD–A59014–00 
Programmatic EIS—Integrated 
Deepwater System Project, For Surface, 
Air, Logistics Communication and 
Sensor Systems, To Replace Its Aging 
Nation-Wide System, Nation-Wide. 

Summary: EPA requested that the 
Coast Guard commit in the Record of 
Decision (ROD) to analyzing cumulative 
and indirect impacts from future 
homeporting/homebasing decisions on a 
broad scale. 

ERP No. F–COE–K39069–CA Pine Flat 
Dam Fish and Wildlife Habitat 
Restoration Investigation, Restoration 
and Protection of the Ecosystem for Fish 
and Wildlife Resources, King River 
Basin, Fresno County, CA. 

Summary: EPA expressed support for 
the project, as it will improve fishery 
and wildlife habitat, reestablish the 
historic floodplain and native plant 
communities, and improve water 
quality in Byrd Slough and the King 
River. 

ERP No. F–COE–L90029–WA Lower 
Snake River Juvenile Salmon Migration 
Feasibility Study, Implementation, To 
Increase the Survival of Juvenile 
Anadromous Fish, Snake River, Walla 
Walla, WA.

Summary: EPA had no objection to 
the action as proposed. 

ERP No. F–FRC–K05057–CA Big Creek 
No. 4 Hydroelectric Project, Issuing New 
License, (FERC Project No. 2017), San 
Joaquin River Basin, Sierra National 
Forest, Fresno, Madera and Tulare 
Counties, CA. 

Summary: EPA continues to have 
environmental concerns about this 
project, including impacts to fishery 
habitat, the segmented approach for 
evaluating the Big Creek System, and an 
insufficient range of alternatives. 

ERP No. F–USA–A10074–00 
Programmatic EIS—Army 
Transformation, Army Vision to 
Address the Changing Circumstances of 
the 21st Century, Transformation in 
three Phases: Initial Phase, Interim 
Capacibility Phase, and an Objective 
Force Phase. 

Summary: EPA had no objections to 
the proposed action. 

ERP No. F–USN–E65055–FL Renewal 
of Authorization to Use Pinecastle 
Range, Continue Use of the Range for a 
20-Year Period, Special Use Permit 
Issuance, Ocala National Forest, Marion 
and Lake Counties, FL. 

Summary: Extension of lease 
agreement does not appear to result in 
unacceptable environmental impacts to 
the range and its environs. 

ERP No. F–USN–K11034–CA Point 
Mugu Sea Range Naval Air Warfare 
Center Weapons Division 
(NAWCWPWS), Proposal To 
Accommodate TMD Testing and 
Training, Additional Training Exercises, 
Ventura, Los Angeles, Santa Barbara, 
San Diego and San Luis Obispo 
Counties, CA. 

Summary: No formal comment letter 
was sent to the preparing agency. 

ERP No. FS–COE–E39058–TN 
Chickamauga Dam Navigation Project, 
New and Updated Information 
concerning Cumulative Effects and 
Compliance with Section 106 of the 

Historic Preservation Act, NPDES, US 
Army COE Section 404 and US Coast 
Guard Permits Issuance, Tennessee 
River, Hamilton County, TN. 

Summary: No significant issues were 
identified which would require 
substantive changes to the upgrade 
proposal.

Dated: April 30, 2002. 
B. Katherine Biggs, 
Associate Director, NEPA Compliance 
Division, Office of Federal Activities.
[FR Doc. 02–11043 Filed 5–2–02; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560–50–U

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[ER–FRL–6628–8] 

Environmental Impact Statements; 
Notice of Availability 

Responsible Agency: Office of Federal 
Activities, General Information (202) 
564–7167 or www.epa.gov/oeca/ofa. 
Weekly receipt of Environmental Impact 

Statements 
Filed April 22, 2002 Through April 26, 

2002 
Pursuant to 40 CFR 1506.9.
EIS No. 020158, Draft Supplement, FRC, 

WA, Rocky Creek Hydroelectric 
Project, (FERC No. 10311–002) 
Construction and Operation 8.3-
megawatt (mw) Project, Application 
for License, Rocky Creek, Skagit 
County, WA, Comment Period Ends: 
June 17, 2002, Contact: Dianne 
Rodman (202) 219–2830. This 
document is available on the Internet 
at: http://rimsweb1.ferc.gov/rims. 
q?rp2getImagePages∼ 1845215∼  
44∼ 912∼ 1∼ 50 

EIS No. 020159, Final EIS, AFS, OR, 
Five Rivers Watershed Landscape 
Management Project, To Restore 
Terrestrial and Aquatic Habitat, 
Special-Use-Permit, Siuslaw National 
Forest, Waldport Ranger District, 
Lincoln and Lane Counties, OR, Wait 
Period Ends: June 3, 2002, Contact: 
Doris Tai (541) 563–3211. This 
document is available on the Internet 
at: [http://www.fs.fed.us/r6/siuslaw 
/5rivers/contents.htm]. 

EIS No. 020160, Draft EIS, TVA, AL, MS, 
AL, TN, Pickwick Reservoir Land 
Management Plan (Plan), Proposes to 
use The Plan To Guide Land-Use 
Approvals, Private Water Use Facility 
Permitting and Resource Management 
Decision, Colbert and Lauderdale 
Counties, AL and Tishomingo County, 
MS and Hardin County, TN, Comment 
Period Ends: June 17, 2002, Contact: 
Hardin M. Draper (865) 632–6889. 

EIS No. 020161, Draft EIS, FRC, TN, NC, 
VA, Patriot Project, Construction and 
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