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(i.e., the schools identified for school
improvement, corrective action, or
restructuring from which students
would transfer) would change in a
manner that resulted in the elimination,
reduction, or prevention of minority
group isolation in those sending
schools.
Under either approach, an applicant
would be required to show how it
would effectively inform parents whose
children attend schools identified for
school improvement, corrective action,
or restructuring about the new choices
made available to them in the magnet
schools to be funded under the project.
We will announce the final priority in
a notice in the Federal Register. We will
determine the final priority after
considering responses to this notice and
other information available to the
Department. This notice does not
preclude us from proposing or funding
additional priorities, subject to meeting
applicable rulemaking requirements.
Note: This notice does not solicit
applications. In any year in which we choose
to use this proposed priority, we invite
applications through a notice in the Federal
Register. When inviting applications we
designate the priority as absolute,
competitive preference, or invitational. The
effect of each type of priority follows:
Absolute priority: Under an absolute
priority we consider only applications that
meet the priority (34 CFR 75.105(c)(3)).
Competitive preference priority: Under a
competitive preference priority we give
competitive preference to an application by
either (1) awarding additional points,
depending on how well or the extent to
which the application meets the competitive
priority (34 CFR 75.105(c)(2)(i)); or (2)
selecting an application that meets the
competitive priority over an application of
comparable merit that does not meet the
priority (34 CFR 75.105(c)(2)(ii)).
Invitational priority: Under an invitational
priority we are particularly interested in
applications that meet the invitational
priority. However, we do not give an
application that meets the invitational
priority a competitive or absolute preference
over other applications (34 CFR 75.105(c)(1)).

Priority

wwhite on PROD1PC61 with NOTICES

Expanding Capacity to Provide Choice
This proposed priority supports
applications that would—
(1) Help parents whose children
attend low-performing schools (that is,
schools that have been identified for
school improvement, corrective action,
or restructuring under Title I of the
Elementary and Secondary Education
Act of 1965, as amended) by—
(a) Selecting schools identified for
school improvement, corrective action,
or restructuring under Title I as magnet
schools to be funded under this project
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and improving the quality of teaching
and instruction in these schools; or
(b) Maximizing the opportunity for
students in low-performing schools to
attend higher-performing magnet
schools funded under the project and
thereby reduce minority group isolation
in the low-performing sending schools;
and
(2) Effectively inform parents whose
children attend low-performing schools
about choices that are available to them
in the magnet schools to be funded
under the project.
Note: For the purpose of selecting
applications under this priority, school
improvement has the meaning given in 34
CFR 200.32(a)(1), corrective action has the
meaning given in 34 CFR 200.33(a), and
restructuring has the meaning given in 34
CFR 200.34(a).

Executive Order 12866
This notice of proposed priority has
been reviewed in accordance with
Executive Order 12866. Under the terms
of the order, we have assessed the
potential costs and benefits of this
regulatory action.
The potential costs associated with
the notice of proposed priority are those
resulting from statutory requirements
and those we have determined as
necessary for administering this
program effectively and efficiently.
In assessing the potential costs and
benefits—both quantitative and
qualitative—of this notice of proposed
priority, we have determined that the
benefits of the proposed priority justify
the costs.
We have also determined that this
regulatory action does not unduly
interfere with State, local, and tribal
governments in the exercise of their
governmental functions.
Summary of potential costs and
benefits: The potential cost associated
with this proposed priority is minimal
while the benefits are significant.
The benefit of the proposed priority is
that it will help applicants prepare highquality proposals that expand their
capacity to provide public school choice
to parents whose children attend
schools that have not made adequate
yearly progress.
Intergovernmental Review
This program is subject to Executive
Order 12372 and the regulations in 34
CFR part 79. One of the objectives of the
Executive order is to foster an
intergovernmental partnership and a
strengthened federalism. The Executive
order relies on processes developed by
State and local governments for
coordination and review of proposed
Federal financial assistance.
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This document provides early
notification of our specific plans and
actions for this program.
Applicable Program Regulations: 34
CFR part 280.
Electronic Access to This Document
You may review 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: http://
www.ed.gov/news/fedregister.
To use PDF you must have Adobe
Acrobat Reader, which is available free
at this 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.
You may also view this document in
text at the following site: http://
www.ed.gov/programs/magnet/
applicant.html.
Note: The official version of this 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.gpoaccess.gov/nara/
index/html.
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Number 84.165A Magnet Schools Assistance
Program)
Program Authority: 20 U.S.C. 7231–7231j.
Dated: April 7, 2006.
Christopher J. Doherty,
Acting Assistant Deputy Secretary for
Innovation and Improvement.
[FR Doc. E6–5438 Filed 4–11–06; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4000–01–P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
[OE Docket No. EA–297–A]

Application To Export Electric Energy;
SESCO Enterprises Canada
Office of Electricity Delivery
and Energy Reliability, DOE.
ACTION: Notice of Application.
AGENCY:

SUMMARY: SESCO Enterprises Canada
(SESCO Canada) has applied to renew
its authority to transmit electric energy
from the United States to Canada
pursuant to section 202(e) of the Federal
Power Act.
DATES: Comments, protests or requests
to intervene must be submitted on or
before May 12, 2006.
ADDRESSES: Comments, protests or
requests to intervene should be
addressed as follows: Office of
Electricity Delivery and Energy
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Reliability, Mail Code: OE–20, U.S.
Department of Energy, 1000
Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, DC 20585–0350 (Fax 202–
586–5860).
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Ellen Russell (Program Office) 202–586–
9624 or Michael Skinker (Program
Attorney) 202–586–2793.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Exports of
electricity from the United States to a
foreign country are regulated and
require authorization under section
202(e) of the Federal Power Act (FPA)
(16 U.S.C. 824a(e)).
On November 10, 2004, the
Department of Energy (DOE) issued
Order No. EA–297 authorizing SESCO
Enterprises Canada (SESCO Canada) to
transmit electric energy from the United
States to Canada as a power marketer.
That Order will expire on July 6, 2006.
On March 6, 2006, SESCO Canada
filed an application with DOE for
renewal of the export authority
contained in Order No. EA–297 for an
additional five-year term. SESCO
Canada does not own or control any
transmission or distribution assets, nor
does it have a franchised service area.
The electric energy which SESCO
Canada proposes to export to Canada
would be purchased from electric
utilities and Federal power marketing
agencies within the U.S.
SESCO Canada will arrange for the
delivery of exports to Canada over the
international transmission facilities
currently owned by Basin Electric
Power Cooperative, Bonneville Power
Administration, Eastern Maine Electric
Cooperative, International Transmission
Co., Joint Owners of the Highgate
Project, Long Sault, Inc., Maine Electric
Power Company, Maine Public Service
Company, Minnesota Power, Inc.,
Minnkota Power Cooperative, Inc., New
York Power Authority, Niagara Mohawk
Power Corp., Northern States Power
Company, and Vermont Electric
Transmission Co.
The construction, operation,
maintenance, and connection of each of
the international transmission facilities
to be utilized by SESCO Canada has
previously been authorized by a
Presidential permit issued pursuant to
Executive Order 10485, as amended.
Procedural Matters: Any person
desiring to become a party to this
proceeding or to be heard by filing
comments or protests to this application
should file a petition to intervene,
comment or protest at the address
provided above in accordance with
§§ 385.211 or 385.214 of the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission’s Rules
of Practice and Procedures (18 CFR
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385.211, 385.214). Fifteen copies of each
petition and protest should be filed with
DOE on or before the date listed above.
Comments on the SESCO Canada
application to export electric energy to
Canada should be clearly marked with
Docket EA–297–A. Additional copies
are to be filed directly with Carol
Smoots, Esq., Perkins Coie LLP, 607
Fourteenth Street, NW., Washington, DC
20005 and Michael Schubiger, Chief
Executive Officer, SESCO Enterprises,
LLC, 120 Wood Avenue South, Suite
511, Iselin, NJ 08830.
A final decision will be made on this
application after the environmental
impacts have been evaluated pursuant
to the National Environmental Policy
Act of 1969, and a determination is
made by the DOE that the proposed
action will not adversely impact on the
reliability of the U.S. electric power
supply system.
Copies of this application will be
made available, upon request, for public
inspection and copying at the address
provided above or by accessing the
program’s home page at http://
www.fe.doe.gov/programs/
electricityregulation/ and then ‘‘Pending
Proceedings’’ from the options menus.
Issued in Washington, DC, on April 6,
2006.
Anthony J. Como,
Director, Permitting and Siting, Office of
Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability.
[FR Doc. E6–5380 Filed 4–11–06; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6450–01–P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
[OE Docket No. EA–262-B]

Application To Export Electric Energy;
TransCanada Power Marketing Ltd.
Office of Electricity Delivery
and Energy Reliability, DOE.
ACTION: Notice of Application.
AGENCY:

SUMMARY: TransCanada Power
Marketing Ltd. (TCPM) has applied to
renew its authority to transmit electric
energy from the United States to Canada
pursuant to section 202(e) of the Federal
Power Act.
DATES: Comments, protests or requests
to intervene must be submitted on or
before May 12, 2006.
ADDRESSES: Comments, protests or
requests to intervene should be
addressed as follows: Office of
Electricity Delivery and Energy
Reliability, Mail Code: OE–20, U.S.
Department of Energy, 1000
Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, DC 20585–0350 (Fax 202–
586–5860).
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Xavier Puslowski (Program Office) 202–
586–4708 or Michael Skinker (Program
Attorney) 202–586–2793.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Exports of
electricity from the United States to a
foreign country are regulated and
require authorization under section
202(e) of the Federal Power Act (FPA)
(16 U.S.C. 824a(e)).
On June 4, 2002, the Department of
Energy (DOE) issued Order No. EA–262
authorizing TCPM to transmit electric
energy from the United States to Canada
as a power marketer. On June 4, 2004,
in Order No. EA–262–A, DOE renewed
the TCPM authorization to export
electric energy to Canada for a two-year
term that expires on June 4, 2006.
On February 17, 2006, TCPM filed an
application with DOE for renewal of the
export authority contained in Order No.
EA–262–A for an additional five-year
term. TCPM proposes to export electric
energy to Canada and to arrange for the
delivery of those exports over the
international transmission facilities
presently owned by Basin Electric
Power Cooperative, Bonneville Power
Administration, Citizens Utilities
Company, Eastern Maine Electric
Cooperative, International Transmission
Company, Joint Owners of Highgate
Project, Long Sault, Inc., Maine Electric
Power Company, Maine Public Service
Company, Minnesota Power, Inc.,
Minnkota Power Cooperative, Inc., New
York Power Authority, Niagara Mohawk
Power Corp., Northern States Power
Company, and Vermont Electric
Transmission Company.
Procedural Matters: Any person
desiring to become a party to these
proceedings or to be heard by filing
comments or protests to this application
should file a petition to intervene,
comment, or protest at the address
provided above in accordance with
§§ 385.211 or 385.214 of the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission’s Rules
of Practice and Procedures (18 CFR
385.211, 385.214). Fifteen copies of each
petition and protest should be filed with
DOE on or before the date listed above.
Comments on the TCPM application
to export electric energy to Canada
should be clearly marked with Docket
EA–262–B. Additional copies are to be
filed directly with Angela Avery,
Associate General Counsel,
TransCanada Power Marketing Ltd., 450
First Street, SW., Calgary, Alberta
T2P5H1, Canada.
A final decision will be made on this
application after the environmental
impacts have been evaluated pursuant
to the National Environmental Policy
Act of 1969, and a determination is
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