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Schools Assistance Program for Bscal ~ c ~ m :Notice of amendmento to the the proposed smendmentr and the 
year (FY)lQ89. Department of Energy's NEPA concept that eliminating the regulatory 

guidelines. burden of unwarranted environmental 
SUM MAR^: On February 2,1988, the studies would reduce the cost of energy
Department of Education published in wMHARRThe D e m t  ofber(ly supplier. This comment noted that if the 
the Federal Register a notice inviting @OE)herewith amend8 section D of ib Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
applications under the bfagnet Schools guidelinesby adding to it8 list of W C )ha8 already prepared an EIS or 
Assistance Row~mfor PY1989.The a t e ~ r i c a lexdueions the a ~ ~ a lor the DOE should be able to rely on 
purpose of this notice ir to extend tbe disappmval of an impmlex~ofl  the FERCs eonclusionr and avoid 
closingdate for transmittal of authorization for natural gar under unneceseary duplication of agency
applications fmm Marcb 17,1989 to section 3 of theNatural Gas Act. in work. DOE agrees with this comment, 
April 3 . ~ 6 ~ ,to provide applicants cases not involvingnew construction. A and i,the past has reued on FERC-
additional time to submit applications. categorial exclusion a class of DOE prepared documents to facilitate its 
Applicante that have already submitted action which n o m a l ~does not r e q u e  W A  compliance. DOE has, after an 
applications will be able to supplement the preparation of either an independent review, adopted a number 
or revise their applications np to April 3. e n v ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ e n t a limpact statement ml or of m C  EAs and wed them to support
1989. Three copiee of any supplementary environme~ltalasseesment m).The finindings of no sigmficant impact, and, in 
information or of the revised application DOE also hereby amen& its NEPA one instance, was a cooperating agency 
must be received by the Application guidelines to change the claesificationin for, F ~ CEIS. 
Control Center by April 3.1989. The section of approval or dieapproval of M)E also has elected to addrees the 
Intergovernmental Review date is also an i m ~ r t / e x ~ o f iauthorization late comment,which urged that W G  
extended from May 18,1989to June !5, involving minor new conskucKonfrom projects not involving facility
1989. the type of actions normally requiring conemction or the siflIcant expansion 

Applicants should note that prepsratia of an EIS to the type of of such facilities should not require
8 280.10[~)of the regulations requires a nomally requiring preparaKon either an EA or an EIS. DOE believes 
local educational agency that is of an EA but not necessarily an EIS. that experience in  the most reliable 
implementing a non-voluntary D A ~Effective March 27,1989. basis for determiningwhether a class of 
desegregation plan to have approval for FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: action normally requiree further 
any m~dificationof it8 desemgation Carol Borgetrom,Director, Officeof documentation, and the extent of 
plan, from the court, agency, or official WAProject Assistance, -25, U.S. analysis and documentation required.
that originally approved the plan. A Department of Energy, 1000 As noted in the proposed modification 
previously approved deaegregation plan Independence Avenue. SW.. Rm 3% of the NEPA guidelines, none of the 
that does not include the magnet schools 080,Washington, DC 20~8s.(ax)586. import/export casee processed since the 
for which a local educational agency ie 4800.-...... inception of the DOE in 1977 thmogh 
c ,-L:..n ?er i r+rrr - - ..-.a-..- -....., -w-.l.-..,w -.I.GI &is pio@.ilii dvuram Lennison. A-LngAselstant M a y  31,1988, not involving new 
must be modified to include the magnet General Counsel for Environment, construction, were found to have a . 
schools component and the modified CC-11, U.S. Department of Energy, eignificant effect on the human 
plan with the magnet schools loOO Independence Avenue, SW., Rm environment Further, most of the nine 
component must be approved by the 6A-113, Washington, DC 20585, (202) new construction cases processed 
court, agency, or official that originally 58g8947. involved relatively minor new ' 

approved the plah All modifications to ~ U ) P P L E M ~ ~ V)N~ORMATK)K on construction, such as construction of a 
approved desegregation plans must be December 15,1987,the Department of relatively short pipeline or expandiry an 
approved by the appropriate court. Energy (DOE) published in the Federal existing pipeline by adding new 
W n c y ~or officialby May 1,1989.Roof Register (52 FR 47662) its National connecting looping or compression. or 
of such approval mwt be submitted to environmental poucy ~ c t(NEPA) converting an interstate oil pipeline to 
the Department by May 5,1989. Guidelinee, On August 8, (53FR an interstate natural gas pipeline using 
FOR APPLICATIONSOR INFORMATION 29634),DOE published a notice of an existing right-of-way. These cases -
CotmAct: Steven L Brockhouee. U.S. proposed changes to section D of its required preparation of an EA but not an 
Department of Education, aMaryland NEPA Guidelinesby adding to the list of EIS. Conversely, the two casee 
Avenue. SW., Room 2087. FOB #6, categorical exclusione in section D, the processed over the past ten yeam that 
Washington, M:2MM64r10. Telephone approval or disapproval of an import/ did result in preparation of an EIS 
(202) 732-4358. export authorization for natural gas involved major new construction, i.e, in 

under -tion 3 of the Natural Gas Act, one case. construction of 38 d e n  of 
A-m U.SC ~ I Jcases not j 1 ~ ~ 0 1 ~I I ~comtructjon. pipeline looping and a new gae-fired

Dated: March 23,1989. In addition, the DOE propored to change combined cyde power~lant.and in the 
tProQ. C...ra, the classification in rection D of other case, 257milee of pipeline looping 
Secretary ofEducabbm appmvd or &sappmvel of aq hpm/ in five States plun related facilities. 
[FR Doe -7287 F'iled %m,&aam] export authorization involving minor DOE believes that this hietory of 
ouamw- new conrtruciiolrfnnn rbs type of perfomance ir ruffident basis to raise 

actions normally ~~preparation the nbutkable presumption necensary to 
of anE1S to the type of actlorn normally establish ca@orical exclusion under 

DEPARTMENTO f  EMRQY reqddng preparation of anEA but not which approval or dieapproval of an 
necessarilyanEIS. import/export authorization for natural 

Compliance WRh tha Natloml Publication of thb notice commenced gas (includingLNG] under section 3 of 
€nvkonmentalPdlCy Act (NEPA); a 30-day comment period during which the NGA would normally not require 
Imendmmbto ths Guhlines public comment war invited. One timely preparation of either an EIS or an EA 

comment and one late comment were where new construction is not involved. 
~awcr.Department of Energy. received, The timely umment supported DOE also believes that the same 




