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elements. Other authorized operations
on the range could involve the use of
maritime unmanned aerial vehicles
(UAVs), and unmanned riverine
observation craft (UROCs). The UAVs
would operate at treetop height above
the river, and UROCs would be limited
to areas located in front of the
controlling watercraft. In addition, 36
helicopter insertion and extraction
events would be conducted annually.
Each event will consist of 10 helicopters
conducting arrival, SOF insertion/
deployment, SOF extraction, and
departure movements. All flight plans
would be filed and Notice to Airmen
(NOTAM) issued for any planned
helicopter operations.

Basic Training Alternative C, which
has been identified as the preferred
alternative by NAVSPECWARCOM,
would allow Naval SOF to conduct all
of the activities identified for Basic
Training Alternative B and provide for
conducting 24 additional helicopter
insertion and extraction events, for a
total of 60 annual events with ten
helicopters each, participating in joint
combined operations with Army SOF
units.

Ensuring the safety of proposed range
users and the public at large is of
paramount importance to the Navy.
NAVSPECWARCOM will develop a
“SRTA-Fire Range Safety Procedures
Plan” for controlling water-to-land and
land-to-land SRTA-fire range
operations. The plan will require that
the full flight profile of all ordnance
used on the range will be safely
contained within the range perimeter
and established safety zone. The safety
plan will specify procedures for
notifying the public of planned range
operations that may affect access to the
East Pearl River or adjacent lands, list
range safety personnel and their roles
and responsibilities, and identify the
procedures to be followed in the event
of injuries to personnel or the public.

To insure public safety during
operations conducted on or adjacent to
the East Pearl River, the Navy may
request the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers (consistent with the
conditions of 33 CFR 334, Danger Zone
and Restricted Area Regulations), to
establish an area to be temporarily
restricted from public passage on the
East Pearl River and Mikes River during
SRTA-fire or other sensitive training.
Actual firing time will usually be
limited to increments of about 10 to 15
minutes infrequently throughout the
training cycle. Public passage will be
allowed to resume when it is safe to do
s0.
In addition to the basic training
alternatives, the Final EIS evaluates the

consequences of implementing the No
Action Alternative. Under this
alternative, privately owned property in
Hancock County, MS would not be
purchased nor would the Naval SOF
training range be established. Naval SOF
training operations conducted in the
area would remain at current levels and
Naval SOF boat detachments would
continue to conduct only blank-fire
exercises. Live-fire exercises would
continue to be scheduled at the Army
training range at Fort Knox, KY. The No
Action Alternative is the
environmentally preferred alternative
because it involves no change to the
physical environment. However, it
would not meet the Navy’s purpose and
need for the proposed action.

Environmental Impacts: The Final EIS
assesses the direct, indirect, and
cumulative environmental effects of
implementing the three basic training
alternatives and the no action
alternative on earth resources, air
quality, noise, water resources, solid
and hazardous materials, biological
resources, land use and aesthetics,
socioeconomics and environmental
justice, public health and safety,
transportation, recreation, and cultural
resources. No significant environmental
impacts were identified for any resource
area for any alternative; however, to
reduce even further the potential
environmental impacts of the proposed
action, the Navy will: (1) Implement a
spill contingency plan to reduce or
eliminate the potential for
contamination of soils from accidental
spills and releases from vehicles,
watercraft, and aircraft; (2) implement
fugitive dust controls on roadways; (3)
prohibit the release of bilge water from
watercraft during training exercises; (4)
limit activities that generate hazardous
waste, such as hull maintenance,
weapons maintenance, and outboard
motor maintenance and overhaul, to the
boat storage and maintenance yard and
the SBT-22 training facility; and (5)
conduct all refueling of Naval SOF
watercraft, HMMWVs, and helicopters
at approved facilities outside the
proposed range.

Since the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers has indicated that the
majority of the proposed range area is
subject to their jurisdiction under
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act,
some construction/maintenance
activities, such as the potential road
maintenance and culvert repair/
replacement, could require a
Department of the Army permit. The
need for a permit would depend on the
specific location of the proposed
activities and projected impacts. For
those actions that will result in impacts

to any Section 404 jurisdictional areas,
permitting activities will be initiated.

In addition, the Navy intends to allow
hunting to occur within the proposed
range. The hunting program will be
consistent with state and local hunting
programs, but will be developed such
that it will not interfere with the
military training mission of the area and
will adequately provide for the safety of
participants in the program.

Response to Comments Received
Regarding the FEIS: The Final EIS was
distributed to government agencies and
the public on August 6, 2004, for a 30-
day public review period. During this
period only two comment letters were
received, one from U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency and the other from
the Louisiana Department of
Environmental Quality. No new
substantive issues were raised in the
comments received. All of the issues
raised in the comment letters were
thoroughly discussed in the Final EIS.

Conclusions: After carefully
considering the purpose and need for
the proposed action, the analyses
contained in the Final EIS, and the
comments received on the Draft and
Final EIS from Federal, state, and local
agencies, non-governmental
organizations, and individual members
of the public, I have determined that
purchase of the proposed acreage at SSC
(Alternative Range Location 3) and
establishment of a Naval SOF riverine
and jungle training range to conduct
training, as described in Basic Training
Alternative C will best meet the needs
of Naval SOF to train under realistic
combat conditions, thereby increasing
their readiness to support national
defense objectives and ultimately
reducing combat casualties.

Dated: October 6, 2004.

Wayne Arny,

Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Navy
(Installations and Facilities).

[FR Doc. 04—23334 Filed 10-18—04; 8:45 am]
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Submission for OMB Review;
Comment Request

AGENCY: Department of Education.

SUMMARY: The Leader, Information
Management Case Services Team,
Regulatory Information Management
Services, Office of the Chief Information
Officer invites comments on the
submission for OMB review as required
by the Paperwork Reduction Act of
1995.
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DATES: Interested persons are invited to
submit comments on or before
November 18, 2004.

ADDRESSES: Written comments should
be addressed to the Office of
Information and Regulatory Affairs,
Attention: Carolyn Lovett, Desk Officer,
Department of Education, Office of
Management and Budget, 725 17th
Street, NW., Room 10235, New
Executive Office Building, Washington,
DC 20503 or faxed to (202) 395-6974.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Section
3506 of the Paperwork Reduction Act of
1995 (44 U.S.C. Chapter 35) requires
that the Office of Management and
Budget (OMB) provide interested
Federal agencies and the public an early
opportunity to comment on information
collection requests. OMB may amend or
waive the requirement for public
consultation to the extent that public
participation in the approval process
would defeat the purpose of the
information collection, violate State or
Federal law, or substantially interfere
with any agency’s ability to perform its
statutory obligations. The Leader,
Information Management Case Services
Team, Regulatory Information
Management Services, Office of the
Chief Information Officer, publishes that
notice containing proposed information
collection requests prior to submission
of these requests to OMB. Each
proposed information collection,
grouped by office, contains the
following: (1) Type of review requested,
e.g. new, revision, extension, existing or
reinstatement; (2) Title; (3) Summary of
the collection; (4) Description of the
need for, and proposed use of, the
information; (5) Respondents and
frequency of collection; and (6)
Reporting and/or Recordkeeping
burden. OMB invites public comment.

Angela C. Arrington,

Leader, Information Management Case
Services Team, Regulatory Information
Management Services, Office of the Chief
Information Officer.

Federal Student Aid

Type of Review: Revision.

Title: Student Aid Internet Gateway
(SAIG) Enrollment Document.

Frequency: On Occasion.

Affected Public: Not-for-profit
institutions; Businesses or other for-
profit; State, local, or tribal gov’t, SEAs
or LEAs.

Reporting and Recordkeeping Hour
Burden:

Responses—9,332.

Burden Hours—6,221.

Abstract: Enrollment in SAIG allows
eligible entities to exchange Title IV
information electronically with the

Department of Education. Users are able
to receive, transmit, view and update
student financial aid data via SAIG.
Eligible respondents include
postsecondary schools that participate
in Federal student financial aid
programs, financial aid servicers, State
and guaranty agencies, lenders, and
need analysis servicers.

Requests for copies of the submission
for OMB review; comment request may
be accessed from http://
edicsweb.ed.gov, by selecting the
“Browse Pending Collections” link and
by clicking on link number 2553. When
you access the information collection,
click on “Download Attachments” to
view. Written requests for information
should be addressed to U.S. Department
of Education, 400 Maryland Avenue,
SW., Potomac Center, 9th Floor,
Washington, DC 20202—-4700. Requests
may also be electronically mailed to the
Internet address OCIO_RIMG@ed.gov or
faxed to (202) 245-6621. Please specify
the complete title of the information
collection when making your request.

Comments regardinggburden and/or
the collection activity requirements
should be directed to Joseph Schubart at
his e-mail address Joe.Schubart@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.

[FR Doc. E4-2707 Filed 10-18-04; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4000-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

Notice of Proposed Information
Collection Requests

AGENCY: Department of Education.
ACTION: Notice of proposed information
collection requests.

SUMMARY: The Leader, Information
Management Case Services Team,
Regulatory Information Management
Services, Office of the Chief Information
Officer, invites comments on the
proposed information collection
requests as required by the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995.

DATES: An emergency review has been
requested in accordance with the Act
(44 U.S.C. Chapter 3507(j)), since public
harm is reasonably likely to result if
normal clearance procedures are
followed. Approval by the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB) has
been requested by November 1, 2004. A
regular clearance process is also
beginning. Interested persons are
invited to submit comments on or before
December 20, 2004.

ADDRESSES: Written comments
regarding the emergency review should
be addressed to the Office of
Information and Regulatory Affairs,
Attention: Carolyn Lovett, Desk Officer,
Department of Education, Office of
Management and Budget; 725 17th
Street, NW., Room 10235, New
Executive Office Building, Washington,
DC 20503 or faxed to (202) 395—6974.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Section
3506 of the Paperwork Reduction Act of
1995 (44 U.S.C. Chapter 35) requires
that the Director of OMB provide
interested Federal agencies and the
public an early opportunity to comment
on information collection requests. The
Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) may amend or waive the
requirement for public consultation to
the extent that public participation in
the approval process would defeat the
purpose of the information collection,
violate State or Federal law, or
substantially interfere with any agency’s
ability to perform its statutory
obligations. The Leader, Information
Management Case Services Team, Office
of the Chief Information Officer,
publishes this notice containing
proposed information collection
requests at the beginning of the
Departmental review of the information
collection. Each proposed information
collection, grouped by office, contains
the following: (1) Type of review
requested, e.g., new, revision, extension,
existing or reinstatement; (2) title; (3)
summary of the collection; (4)
Description of the need for, and
proposed use of, the information; (5)
respondents and frequency of
collection; and (6) reporting and/or
recordkeeping burden.

ED invites public comment. The
Department of Education is especially
interested in public comment
addressing the following issues: (1) Is
this collection necessary to the proper
functions of the Department; (2) will
this information be processed and used
in a timely manner; (3) is the estimate
of burden accurate; (4) how might the
Department enhance the quality, utility,
and clarity of the information to be
collected; and (5) how might the
Department minimize the burden of this
collection on respondents, including
through the use of information
technology.



