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DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Office of the Secretary; Defense
Intelligence Agency, Science and
Technology Advisory Board Closed
Panel Meeting

AGENCY: Department of Defense, Defense
Intelligence Agency.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: Pursuant to the provisions of
subsection (d) of section 10 of Public
Law 92-463, as amended by section 5 of
Public Law 94-409, notice is hereby
given that a closed meeting of the DIA
Science and Technology Advisory
Board has been scheduled as follows:
DATES: 24 March 2000 (800am to
1600pm).

ADDRESSES: The Defense Intelligence
Agency, 200 MacDill BLVD,
Washington, DC 20340.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ma]
Donald R. Culp, Jr., USAF, Executive
Secretary, DIA Science and Technology
Advisory Board, Washington, DC
20340-1328, (202) 231-4930.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The entire
meeting is devoted to the discussion of
classified information as defined in
section 552b(c)(1), Title 5 of the U.S.
Code, and therefore will be closed to the
public. The Board will receive briefings
on and discuss several current critical
intelligence issues and advise the
Director, DIA, on related scientific and
technical matters.

Dated: February 28, 2000.
Patricia L. Toppings,
Alternate OSD Federal Register Liaison
Officer, Department of Defense.
[FR Doc. 00-5089 Filed 3—2—00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 5001-10-M

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Department of the Air Force

Notice of Intent To Prepare an
Environmental Impact Statement for
the Initial F—22 Operational Beddown

The United States Air Force (Air
Force) is issuing this notice to advise
the public of its intent to prepare an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
to assess the potential environmental
impacts of a proposal to beddown the
initial F—22 Operational Wing. The F-22
air superiority fighter is being
developed to replace the F-15 aircraft
beginning in 2004. A total of 72
operational aircraft, grouped into three
squadrons, are proposed for the
beddown.

The Air Force will conduct scoping
meetings at five alternative locations for

the initial beddown, including Langley
Air Force Base (AFB), VA; Elmendorf
AFB, AK; Eglin AFB, FL; Tyndall AFB,
FL; and Mountain Home AFB, ID.
Langley AFB, VA is the preferred
alternative, however each alternative,
along with any other alternatives
developed as part of the scoping
process, will be screened to determine
if it warrants detailed analysis in the
EIS. Those alternatives meeting the
criteria for the initial beddown will be
analyzed along with the No Action
Alternative.

The Air Force will conduct the first
phase of scoping meetings in each of the
potential locations with a second round
of meetings in those locations identified
for detailed analysis. Dates, times and
locations for the meetings will be
announced through press releases and
other media sources accessible to the
public and agencies. Comments will be
accepted throughout the environmental
impact analysis process, however to
ensure sufficient time to consider public
and agency comments inputs in the
screening process and preparation of the
Draft EIS, comments should be
submitted to the address below by June
30, 2000.

HQ ACC/CEVP, Attn: Ms. Brenda Cook,

129 Andrews Street, Suite 102, Langley AFB,
VA 23665-2769.

Janet A. Long,
Air Force Federal Register Liaison Officer.

[FR Doc. 00-5180 Filed 3—2-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 5001-05-P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Corps of Engineers, Department of the
Army

Notice of Intent To Prepare a Draft
Environmental Impact Statement for
the Proposed Salinas Valley Water
Project, Monterey County, CA

AGENCY: U.S. Army Corps of Engineers,
DoD.
ACTION: Notice of Intent.

SUMMARY: The U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers (USACE), San Francisco
District, has received an application for
a Department of the Army authorization
from the Monterey County Water
Resources Agency (MCWRA) to
construct a surface water diversion
structure in the Salinas River near the
City of Salinas, Monterey County,
California, as part of the Salinas Valley
Water Project (SVWP). In accordance
with the National Environmental Policy
Act (NEPA) of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et
seq.), the USACE has determined that
the proposed action may have a

significant impact on the quality of the
human environment and therefore
requires the preparation of an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).
A combined Environmental Impact
Report (EIR)/EIS will be prepared with
USACE as the Federal lead agency and
the MCWRA as the local lead agency
(under the California Environmental
Quality Act, of CEQA).

The purpose of the proposed action is
to provide for the long-term
management and protection of
groundwater resources in the Salinas
River Basin by meeting the following
objectives: Stopping seawater intrusion;
Providing adequate water supplies to
meet current and future (year 2030)
needs; and Hydrologically balancing the
groundwater basin in the Salinas Valley.
The proposed action would: (1) Provide
a source of water to the Basin by
changing the operational programs (rule
curves) of the upstream Nacimiento and
San Antonio reservoirs, and capturing
water from April through November via
a surface diversion structure (inflatable
dam) to provide water for agriculture;
and (2) maintain and increase present
conservation release practices to
recharge the groundwater basin.

DATES: A scoping meeting for this
project will be held on April 5, 2000,
3:30 p.m. to 5:00 p.m.

ADDRESSES: The scoping meeting will be
held at the Monterey County Water
Resources Agency, 893 Blanco Circle,
Salinas, California 93901-4455. Mail
comments to: Robert F. Smith, U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers, 333 Market
Street, CESPN-OR-R, San Francisco,
CA 94105-2197, or; Curtis Weeks,
Interim General Manager, Monterey
County Water Resources Agency, 893
Blanco Circle, Salinas, California
93901-4455.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Robert Smith, 415-977-8450, or
electronic mail:
rsmith@spd.usace.army.mil. Curtis
Weeks, 831-755-4860.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Groundwater is the source for almost all
of the water needs (agricultural and
urban) in the Salinas Valley
Groundwater Basin. In the northern
coastal areas of the Basin, most
groundwater extraction occurs from two
groundwater supplies, the 180-Foot and
400-Foot Aquifers. An ongoing
imbalance between the rate of
groundwater withdrawal and recharge
has resulted in overdraft conditions in
the Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin
that have allowed seawater from
Monterey Bay to intrude inland into
both of these aquifers in the northern
Salinas Valley. By 1995 seawater was
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estimated to affect as much as 19,788
acres overlaying the 180-Foot Aquifer
and 9,797 acres overlaying the 400-Foot
Aquifer. As a result, urban and
agricultural supply wells have been
abandoned or destroyed in some
locations. To halt further groundwater
degradation and prevent seawater from
moving further inland, aquifer pumping
and recharge rates would need to be
brought into balance.

Water needs, both existing and future,
were considered as an integral part of
the development and design of the
proposed action. Without the
development of water supplies to
augment existing groundwater supplies,
both existing and future water needs
(the year 2030 was used for the future
planning horizon) would result in
further Basin overdraft and seawater
intrusion.

1. Description of Proposed action: The
project area is located in Monterey
County and northern San Luis Obispo
County (Lake Nacimiento’s location),
California. The following specific
project components are being proposed:

a. Nacimiento Spillway Modification:
The proposed spillway modification
would increase the flexibility of
reservoir operations by altering the
flood rule curve to maintain higher
water levels during the winter and
spring months. The additional storage
gained at Nacimiento would be released
for Basin recharge and diversion later in
the year. The existing spillway would be
modified by lowering the spillway crest
by approximately 8 feet and installing
an inflatable rubber dam or radial gates.
In anticipation of a significant storm,
the rubber dam/gates would be deflated/
opened, increasing the capacity of the
existing spillway to safely pass the
event. Once the event has ended or at
a point late in the winter season, the
rubber dam/gates would be inflated/
closed to restore reservoir water levels.

b. Reoperation of Reservoirs: The
operation of the Nacimiento and San
Antonio reservoirs serves two purposes:
flood control and conservation
(groundwater recharge through the
Salinas River). The proposed spillway
modification of Nacimiento would
allow changes in the ways both
reservoirs are operated (timing/quantity
of water releases) in order to provide the
source water for the action, while
assuring the provision of adequate flood
control capacity and at the same time
maximizing conservation releases.
Reoperation would involve changes to
operational programs (rule curves)
rather than physical improvements.

c. Salinas River Recharge,
Conveyance and Diversion: The Salinas
River would continue to provide for the

recharge of the groundwater basin, and
would serve as conveyance for a
proposed downstream diversion facility.
The diversion facility would include an
inflatable dam that is proposed to
operate from April to November. The
proposed surface diversion facility
would divert water in the Salinas River
at Salachi Ranch Road into the existing
Castroville Seawater Intrusion Project
(CSIP) distribution pipeline for delivery
to agricultural users for irrigation. The
diversion facility would impound water
an estimated 2 miles upstream when the
dam is operational. The CSIP pipeline
could potentially require expansion
(i.e., enlargement of the irrigation
service area) to facilitate the use of all
the water to be diverted by the diversion
facility.

d. Delivery Area Pumping
Restrictions: Pumping restrictions
would be imposed within the project
delivery areas to avoid unregulated
pumping by those who receive direct
water deliveries from the proposed
action.

2. Reasonable Alternatives: In
accordance with the requirements of
section 15124 of the State CEQA
Guidelines and 40 CFR 1502.14,
reasonable alternatives to the proposed
action will be evaluated in the Draft
EIR/EIS as listed below:

a. Proposed Action (Preferred
Alternative): This alternative is the
proposed action and is described above.

b. Subsurface Diversion: This is the
alternative generally evaluated in the
1998 Draft EIR. This alternative would
include the following components: (1)
Modification of the Nacimiento
Spillway; (2) reoperation of the
Nacimiento and San Antonio reservoirs;
(3) subsurface diversion, storage and use
of Salinas River water; (4) treatment and
delivery (to agricultural and possibly
urban uses); (5) storage of recycled
water (produced during low irrigation
demand periods by the Monterey
County Water Recycling Projects) in
either the groundwater basin or a
surface reservoir and delivery to
agricultural uses during the irrigation
season; and (6) delivery area pumping
restrictions. This alternative differs from
what was addressed in the 1998 Draft
EIR in that it does not include a nitrate
management plan.

c. Alternative Location: This
alternative would be the same as the
proposed action, except that the in-
stream surface diversion facility would
be developed at a different location in
the Salinas River. The location of the
diversion facility under this alternative
will be determined after initial
evaluation of the environmental effects
of the diversion facility under the

Proposed Action, with attention given to
an alternative site which could reduce
any significant environmental effects of
the diversion facility under the
Proposed Action.

d. No Action—No Action: Under this
alternative, the MCWRA would
implement no actions to address
seawater intrusion and hydrologic
balance in the Basin, while future water
needs would occur as project.

e. No Action—Total Demand
Management: This alternative assumes
that in the event that the proposed
action would not proceed, the MCWRA
would implement forced reductions in
groundwater pumping to stop seawater
intrusion and bring the Basin into
hydrologic balance.

f. No Action—State Adjudication:
Implementation of this alternative
would result in judicial control over the
water resources in the Basin to include
possibly: (1) Some type of restriction on
water use; (2) reservoir reoperation; (3)
forced conservation; or (4) reclamation.

3. Scoping Process: Pursuant to CEQA
and NEPA, the MCWRA and USACE
must include a “scoping” process for
the Draft EIR/EIS. Scoping primarily
involves determining the scope of issues
to be addressed in the Draft EIR/EIS and
identifying the anticipated significant
issues for in-depth analysis. The
scoping process includes public
participation to integrate public needs
and concerns regarding the proposed
action into the process.

a. Public Involvement Program:
Vehicles for public comment on the
proposed action will include: a public
workshop to be conducted jointly by the
MCWRA and USACE; the preparation of
the Draft EIR/EIS and receipt of public
comment in response to the Draft EIR/
EIS; and public hearings.

b. Significant Issues to be Analyzed in
Depth in the Draft EIR/EIS: The
following significant environmental
issues have already been identified and
will be analyzed in depth in the Draft
EIR/EIS:

(1) Hydrology: The effect of the
proposed action on Basin groundwater
balance, seawater intrusion,
groundwater levels, stream flows,
reservoir storage levels, surface water
levels, downstream flooding potential,
and sediment transport will be
evaluated.

(2) Public Health and Safety: The
water quality and flooding effects of the
proposed action will be evaluated. The
regulatory requirements/impacts of
development of the proposed surface
diversion facility in the Salinas River
will be evaluated.

(3) Fisheries. The influence of the
proposed action on existing fishery
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resources in Nacimiento and San
Antonio reservoirs, the Salinas River
and its major tributaries, and the Salinas
River Lagoon will be evaluated. In this
evaluation, special attention will be
given to sensitive and listed species
such as steelhead, Oncorhynchus
mykiss.

(4) Terrestrial Biological Resources:
The potential for the proposed action to
affect terrestrial biological resources at
the Nacimeinto and San Antonio
Reservoirs, the Salinas River and its
tributaries, and the Salinas River Lagoon
will be evaluated. Special attention will
be given to sensitive and listed species
such as least Bell’s vireo (Vireo bellii
pusillus), California red-legged frog
(Rana aurora draytonii), and bald eagle
(Haliaeetus leucocephalus).

c. Environmental Review/
Consultation Requirements:

» National Environmental Policy Act.

» Section 404 of Clean Water Act.

* Section 10 of Rivers & Harbors Act.

» Endangered Species Act.

* Magnuson-Stevens Act Provisions;
Essential Fish Habitat.

e Clean Air Act.

* National Historic Preservation Act.

» Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act.

» Coastal Zone Management Act.

* Council on Environmental Quality
Memorandum—Analysis of Impacts on
Prime and Unique Agricultural Lands.

4. Scoping Meeting/Availability of
Draft EIR/EIS: The MCWRA and the
USACE will hold a scoping meeting to
provide information on the project and
receive oral comments on the scope of
the document. The Draft EIR/EIS is
expected to be available for public
review in September 2000.

(Authority: 40 CFR part 1501.7)
Dated: February 18, 2000.
Calvin C. Fong,
Chief, Regulatory Branch.
[FR Doc. 00-5105 Filed 3—2—-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3710-19-M

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

Notice of Proposed Information
Collection Requests

AGENCY: Department of Education.
SUMMARY: The Leader, Information
Management Group, Office of the Chief
Information Officer, invites comments
on the proposed information collection
requests as required by the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995.

DATES: Interested persons are invited to
submit comments on or before May 2,
2000.

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 Group, 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.

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 the respondents, including
through the use of information
technology.

Dated: February 28, 2000.
William Burrow,

Leader, Information Management Group,
Office of the Chief Information Officer.

Office of Postsecondary Education

Type of Review: Reinstatement.

Title: Financial Report for the
Endowment Challenge Grant Program.

Frequency: Annually.

Affected Public: Not-for-profit
institutions.

Reporting and Recordkeeping Hour
Burden:

Responses: 300.

Burden Hours: 900.

Abstract: The financial report requires
investment data from institutions for the
purpose of assessing their progress in
increasing their endowment fund
resources. The data is also used to
monitor compliance with regulatory

provisions. The most recent grantees
affected were awarded in 1995. This
financial report is only due from
existing grant winners.

Requests for copies of the proposed
information collection request may be
accessed from http://edicsweb.ed.gov, or
should be addressed to Vivian Reese,
Department of Education, 400 Maryland
Avenue, SW, Room 5624, Regional
Office Building 3, Washington, DC
20202—4651. Requests may also be
electronically mailed to the internet
address OCIO__IMG__ Issues@ed.gov or
faxed to 202—-708-9346.

Please specify the complete title of the
information collection when making
your request.

Written comments or questions
regarding burden and/or the collection
activity requirements should be directed
to Joseph Schubart at (202) 708—-9266 or
via his internet 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. 00-5128 Filed 3—2-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4000-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

Submission for OMB Review;
Comment Request

AGENCY: Department of Education.

SUMMARY: The Leader, Information
Management Group, Office of the Chief
Information Officer invites comments
on the submission for OMB review as
required by the Paperwork Reduction
Act of 1995.

DATES: Interested persons are invited to
submit comments on or before April 3,
2000.

ADDRESSES: Written comments should
be addressed to the Office of
Information and Regulatory Affairs,
Attention: Danny Werfel, Desk Officer,
Department of Education, Office of
Management and Budget, 725 17th
Street, NW, Room 10235, New
Executive Office Building, Washington,
DC 20503 or should be electronically
mailed to the internet address
DWERFEL@OMB.EOP.GOV.

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
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