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20503, and a copy to the General
Services Administration, FAR
Secretariat (MVP), 1800 F Streets, NW.,
Room 4035, Washington, DC 20405.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Victoria Moss, Acquisition Policy
Division, GSA (202) 501–4764.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Report of Shipment, in all
correspondence.
Dated: March 28, 2002.
Al Matera,
Director, Acquisition Policy Division.
[FR Doc. 02–8159 Filed 4–3–02; 8:45 am]
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DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
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Federal Acquisition Regulation;
Submission for OMB Review; North
Carolina Sales Tax Certification
AGENCIES: Department of Defense (DOD),
General Services Administration (GSA),
and National Aeronautics and Space
Administration (NASA).
ACTION: Notice of request for an
extension to an existing OMB clearance.
SUMMARY: Under the provisions of the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 (44
U.S.C. Chapter 35), the Federal
Acquisition Regulation (FAR)
Secretariat has submitted to the Office
of Management and Budget (OMB) a
request to review and approve an
extension of a currently approved
information collection requirement
concerning North Carolina sales tax
certification. A request for public
comments was published at 67 FR 6237,
on February 11, 2002. No comments
were received.
Public comments are particularly
invited on: Whether this collection of
information is necessary for the proper
performance of functions of the FAR,
and whether it will have practical
utility; whether our estimate of the
public burden of this collection of
information is accurate, and based on
valid assumptions and methodology;
ways to enhance the quality, utility, and
clarity of the information to be
collected; and ways in which we can
minimize the burden of the collection of
information on those who are to
respond, through the use of appropriate
technological collection techniques or
other forms of information technology.
DATES: Submit comments on or before
May 6, 2002.
ADDRESSES: Submit comments regarding
this burden estimate or any other aspect
of this collection of information,
including suggestions for reducing this
burden to: FAR Desk Officer, OMB,
Room 10102, NEOB, Washington, DC
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A. Purpose
The North Carolina Sales and Use Tax
Act authorizes counties and
incorporated cities and towns to obtain
each year from the Commissioner of
Revenue of the State of North Carolina
a refund of sales and use taxes
indirectly paid on building materials,
supplies, fixtures, and equipment that
become a part of or are annexed to any
building or structure in North Carolina.
However, to substantiate a refund claim
for sales or use taxes paid on purchases
of building materials, supplies, fixtures,
or equipment by a contractor, the
Government must secure from the
contractor certified statements setting
forth the cost of the property purchased
from each vendor and the amount of
sales or use taxes paid. Similar certified
statements by subcontractors must be
obtained by the general contractor and
furnished to the Government. The
information is used as evidence to
establish exemption from State and
local taxes.
B. Annual Reporting Burden
Respondents: 424.
Responses Per Respondent: 1.
Annual Responses: 424.
Hours Per Response: .17.
Total Burden Hours: 72.
Obtaining Copies of Proposals:
Requesters may obtain a copy of the
information collection documents from
the General Services Administration,
FAR Secretariat (MVP), Room 4035,
1800 F Street, NW., Washington, DC
20405, telephone (202) 501–4755. Please
cite OMB Control No. 9000–0059, North
Carolina Sales Tax Certification, in all
correspondence.
Dated: March 28, 2002.
Al Matera,
Director, Acquisition Policy Division.
[FR Doc. 02–8160 Filed 4–3–02; 8:45 am]
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SUMMARY: In accordance with section
10(a)(2) of Public Law 92–463, The
Federal Advisory Committee Act,
announcement is made of the following
meeting:
Name of Committee: Armed Forces
Epidemiological Board (AFEB).
Dates: May 21, 2002 (Partially closed
meeting). May 22, 2002 (Open meeting).
Times: 7:30 a.m.–4:30 p.m. (May 21,
2002). 7:30 a.m. 1 p.m. (May 22, 2002).
Location: Gaithersburg Marriott
Washingtonian Center, 9751
Washingtonian Blvd, Gaithersburg, MD
20878.
Agenda: The purpose of the meeting
is to address pending and new Board
issues, provide briefings for Board
members on topics related to ongoing
and new Board issues, conduct
subcommittee meetings, and conduct an
executive working session, and to have
a classified AFEB update on the DoD
Immunization Program for Biological
Warfare Defense in accordance with
DoD Directive 6205.3.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Lt
Col James R. Riddle, Executive
Secretary, Armed Forces
Epidemiological Board, Skyline Six,
5109 Leesburg Pike, Room 682, Falls
Church, Virginia 22041–3258, (703)
681–8012/3.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
meeting will be partially closed to the
public on May 21st. Open sessions of
the meeting will be limited by space
accommodations. The meeting on May
22nd will be open to the public in
accordance with section 552b(c) of Title
5, U.S.C., specifically subparagraph (1)
thereof and Title 5, U.S.C., specifically
subparagraph (1) thereof and Title 5,
U.S.C., appendix 1, subsection 10(d).
Any interested person may attend,
appear before or file statements with the
committee at the time and in the
manner permitted by the committee.

Luz D. Ortiz,
Army Federal Register Liaison Officer.
[FR Doc. 02–8177 Filed 4–3–02; 8:45 am]
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Intent To Prepare a Programmatic
Supplemental Environmental Impact
Statement for the Louisiana Coastal
Area, LouisianalComprehensive
Coastwide Ecosystem Restoration
Feasibility Study
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Notice of intent.

SUMMARY: Pursuant to section 102(2)(C)
of the National Environmental Policy
Act (NEPA) of 1969, as amended, the
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New
Orleans District (Corps) intends to
prepare a draft programmatic
supplemental environmental impact
statement (PSEIS) for the Louisiana
Coastal Area, Louisiana—
Comprehensive Coastwide Ecosystem
Restoration Feasibility Study
(hereinafter LCA Comprehensive
Study). The LCA Comprehensive Study
will build on the restoration strategies
presented in the Coast 2050 Plan and
the May 1999, 905(b) Reconnaissance
Report ‘‘Section 905(b) (WRDA 86)
Analysis Louisiana Coastal Area,
Louisiana—Ecosystem Restoration.’’
The expected outcome of the LCA
Comprehensive Study is the
identification of restoration projects that
would result in sustaining a coastal
ecosystem that supports and protects
the environment, economy and culture
of southern Louisiana and that
contributes greatly to the economy and
well being of the nation. More than a
million acres of Louisiana coastal
wetlands have been lost within the last
60 years with current estimates of the
Louisiana coastal land loss rate ranging
between 25 and 30 square miles per
annually (16,000 to 19,000 acres), or
about one football field every 25
minutes. Louisiana contains about 40
percent of the wetlands in the United
States; yet, nearly 80 percent of all
coastal land loss in the lower 48 states
today is occurring within Louisiana.
Even with current restoration efforts,
Louisiana is projected to lose nearly
400,000 acres of marsh and 232,000
acres of swamp by the year 2050, an
area the size of Rhode Island.
The LCA Comprehensive Study will
supplement previous NEPA-compliance
studies, combining the ‘‘lessons
learned’’ from previous Louisiana
coastal wetlands restoration efforts, and
determine the feasibility of developing
the existing Coast 2050 restoration
strategies into projects for the creation
of a programmatic, coast-wide,
ecosystem restoration plan. The LCA
Comprehensive Study is envisioned as
the next step in the natural progression
and evolution in our efforts to address
the problems and determine
opportunities for the adaptive
environmental assessment and
restoration of the coastal wetlands of
Louisiana.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Questions regarding the PSEIS may be
directed to Dr. William P. Klein, Jr.,
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CEMVN–PM–RS, P.O. Box 60267, New
Orleans, Louisiana 70160–0267,
telephone (504) 862–2540 or fax (504)
862–2572. Questions regarding the
proposed action should be directed to
the study manager, Mr. Troy Constance,
CEMVN–PM–W, P.O. Box 60267, New
Orleans, Louisiana 70160–0267,
telephone (504) 862–2742 or fax: (504)
862–1892.
SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION:
1. Authority
This study is authorized through
Resolutions of the U.S. House of
Representatives and Senate Committees
on Public Works, October 19, 1967 and
April 19, 1967.
2. Proposed Action
Building on the Coast 2050 Plan and
the May 1999, 905(b) Reconnaissance
Report, the Corps proposes to prepare a
PSEIS for the LCA Comprehensive
Study. The proposed action would
assess, at a feasibility programmaticlevel, coastal restoration projects that
would sustain a coastal ecosystem that
supports and protects the environment,
economy and culture of Southern
Louisiana and that contributes greatly to
the economy and well being of the
nation. The LCA Comprehensive Study
will supplement previous NEPA
documents, combining the ‘‘lessons
learned’’ from previous Louisiana
coastal wetlands restoration efforts, and
develop the existing Coast 2050
restoration strategies into projects for
the creation of a programmatic, coastwide, ecosystem restoration plan.
In December 1998 the Louisiana
Coastal Wetlands Conservation and
Restoration Task Force and the
Wetlands Conservation Authority
(constituted under Act 6 R.S. 49:213.1 et
seq.) prepared and adopted the Coast
2050 Plan as their official restoration
plan. The December 1998 report ‘‘Coast
2050: Toward a Sustainable Coastal
Louisiana’’, also known as the ‘‘Coast
2050 Plan’’, was developed in
recognition of the need for a single
comprehensive plan for restoration and
sustainability of the Louisiana coastal
area. The Coast 2050 Plan, which has
been recognized by the state of
Louisiana, five Federal agencies, and the
local coastal parish governments of
Louisiana, serves as the joint coastal
restoration plan of the Coastal Wetlands
Planning, Protection, and Restoration
Act (CWPPRA) and the Louisiana State
Wetlands Authority (November 1990,
Pub. L. 101–646, Title III).
The LCA Comprehensive Study will
assess, at a programmatic feasibilitylevel, the Coast 2050 Plan. Specifically,
the LCA Comprehensive Study will
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evaluate the restoration strategies
identified in the Coast 2050 Plan for
each of the four major hydrologic
regions of the state, developing those
strategies, and selecting plans that best
address the ecosystem restoration needs
for the entire Louisiana coastal area,
while complying with applicable rules,
regulations and administration policy.
The purpose of the LCA
Comprehensive Study is to determine
the feasibility of sustaining a coastal
ecosystem that supports and protects
the environment, economy and culture
of southern Louisiana and that
contributes greatly to the economy and
well being of the nation. Specifically,
the LCA Comprehensive Study will
determine the feasibility of achieving
the following restoration goals:
1. Sustaining a coastal ecosystem with
the essential functions and values of the
natural ecosystem;
2. Restoring the ecosystem to the
highest practicable acreage of
productive and diverse wetlands; and
3. Accomplishing this restoration
through an integrated program that has
multiple use benefits, benefits not solely
for wetlands, but for all the
communities, industries and resources
of the coast.
4. Developing a comprehensive plan
that is coordinated and consistent with
other major land use and infrastructure
features, particularly with respect to
navigation, hurricane protection/flood
control, and oil and gas production.
The LCA Comprehensive Study, in
addition to conducting a programmatic
environmental impact assessment, will
supplement the findings from the
following NEPA documents:
1. The draft EIS ‘‘Land Loss and
Marsh Creation, St. Bernard,
Plaquemines and Jefferson Parishes,
Louisiana’’ (USACE 1990);
2. The EIS titled ‘‘Coastal Wetlands
Planning, Protection and Restoration
Act Louisiana Coastal Wetlands
Restoration Plan’’ (La Coastal Wetlands
Conservation and Restoration Task
Force, 1993); and
3. The ‘‘Programmatic Hydrologic
Management Environmental Impact
Statement and Appendixes’’ (USACE
1996).
Additionally, the LCA Comprehensive
Study will utilize and compliment the
findings from the following reports and
studies:
1. The ‘‘Mississippi and Louisiana
Estuarine Areas Reconnaissance Report’’
(USACE 1981);
2. The ‘‘Louisiana Coastal Area,
Louisiana, Shore and Barrier Island
Erosion’’ Initial Evaluation Study
(USACE 1984);
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3. MRC/MVD Task Group Report
(USACE 1985);
4. Louisiana Coastal Area-Mississippi
River Delta Study Recon (USACE 1990);
5. Louisiana Coastal Area—Ecosystem
Restoration, Louisiana reconnaissance
report approved May 1999; and
6. Mississippi River Sediment,
Nutrient, and Freshwater Redistribution
(MRSNFR) Study (USACE 2000).
In the 1970s, studies and plans by
state, Federal and other interested
parties recognized the coastal land loss
problem in Louisiana (e.g. Gagliano et
al. 1972 report ‘‘Environmental Atlas
and Multi-use Management Plan for
South-Central Louisiana’’). Public
recognition of not only the
environmental importance, but also the
economic importance of the rapidly
disappearing coastal wetlands in
Louisiana prompted an amendment to
the Louisiana constitution in 1989: Act
6, LA. R.S. 49:213 et seq. Known also
known as the Louisiana Coastal
Wetlands Conservation, Restoration and
Management Act, Act 6 established the
Governor’s Office of Coastal Activities,
the Office of Coastal Restoration
Management within the Department of
Natural Resources, as well as providing
for a dedicated trust fund for coastal
wetlands restoration. Act 6 also directs
the production of the annual Coastal
Wetlands Conservation and Restoration
Plan, which provides site-specific
project authorization.
Continuing in the evolution of
Louisiana coastal restoration efforts, the
November 1990, CWPPRA provided the
first national mandate addressing the
need for restoration of Louisiana’s
coastal wetlands. The CWPPRA
required preparation of a
comprehensive restoration plan that
would coordinate and integrate coastal
wetlands restoration projects to ensure
the long-term conservation of coastal
wetlands of Louisiana. In addition to
development of the restoration plan, the
CWPPRA authorizes the construction of
wetland protection and restoration
projects, via Project Priority Lists,
preparation of a wetland conservation
plan, and implementation of a
feasibility study to consider flow
distribution between the Atchafalaya
and Mississippi rivers.
Section 303(b) of the CWPPRA
requires preparation of a comprehensive
restoration plan. The CWPPRA Main
Report and EIS entitled ‘‘Louisiana
Coastal Wetlands Restoration Plan’’ was
prepared by the CWPPRA Task Force
and completed in November 1993.
Implementation of the November 1990
CWPPRA has provided the primary
experiential basis for coastal restoration
experiences across the Louisiana coast.
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The CWPPRA provides an annual $5
million (approximately) for planning
and $33 million (approximately) for the
construction of restoration projects that
are typically small in scale and sitespecific rather than ecosystem level
restoration efforts. Over the past 10
years the CWPPRA, with the completion
of the 11th Priority Project List in 2001,
has authorized a total of 125 projects.
When constructed, all of the projects, to
date, would create, restore, protect, or
enhance approximately 105,000 acres at
a cost of approximately $496 million
dollars. Despite the acres gained by
implementation of the CWPPRA-funded
projects, these acres and those preserved
by the existing freshwater diversions
from the Mississippi River would
prevent only about 25–30 percent of the
predicted future marsh loss in
Louisiana. There continues to be a need
for an adaptive assessment and
restoration effort of coastal Louisiana at
the ecosystem level which will require
significantly greater funding than was
conceptualized and is authorized for the
CWPPRA because the state continues to
suffer a net loss of ranging between
approximately 25 to 30 square miles of
coastal wetlands per year.
In recognition of the need for a single,
coast-wide restoration plan, the Coast
2050 Plan was developed and is
described in the December 1998 ‘‘Coast
2050: Towards a Sustainable Coastal
Louisiana.’’ The Coast 2050 Plan
developed as an outgrowth of lessons
learned during implementation of
restoration projects under the CWPPRA.
The Louisiana Coastal Wetlands
Conservation and Restoration Task
Force and the Wetlands Conservation
Authority prepared and adopted the
Coast 2050 Plan as their official
restoration plan. The Coast 2050 Plan
was provided to the U.S. Department of
Commerce by the State of Louisiana to
incorporate it into the Louisiana Coastal
Resources Program Guidelines. In
addition, the Coast 2050 Plan was
affirmed by resolutions of support from
the local coastal parish governments.
The Coast 2050 Plan was used as a basis
to produce the May 1999,
Reconnaissance Report ‘‘Section 905(b)
(WRDA 86) Analysis Louisiana Coastal
Area, Louisiana—Ecosystem
Restoration,’’ recommending that the
strategies contained within the Coast
2050 Plan proceed to feasibility level
analysis.
The LCA Comprehensive Study will
supplement previous NEPA documents
and utilize and compliment previous
reports and studies (as described above),
combining the ‘‘lessons learned’’ from
these efforts and developing the existing
restoration strategies into projects for
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the creation of a programmatic, coastwide, ecosystem restoration plan. The
LCA Comprehensive Study is the next
step in the natural progression and
evolution in our understanding and
efforts to address the problems and
determine opportunities for the adaptive
environmental assessment and
restoration of the coastal wetlands of
Louisiana.
3. Need for the Study
The 905(b) Reconnaissance Report
recommended that the Coast 2050 plan
proceed to the feasibility phase,
contingent upon the execution of a
Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement
(FCSA) with a non-Federal Sponsor. An
FCSA was executed with the Louisiana
Department of Natural Resources on
February 17, 2000 and amended on
March 14, 2002.
The 905(b) Reconnaissance Report
estimates that more than a million acres
of Louisiana coastal wetlands have been
lost within the last 60 years and the
current land loss rate ranges between 25
and 30 square miles per annually
(16,000 to 19,000 acres), or about one
football field every 25 minutes. This
accounts for nearly 80 percent of all
coastal land loss in the lower 48 states
today. The 905(b) Reconnaissance
Report concludes that even with current
restoration efforts, Louisiana is
projected to lose nearly 400,000 acres of
marsh and 232,000 acres of swamp by
the year 2050, an area the size of Rhode
Island.
In February 2002, the Governor’s
Committee on the Future of Coastal
Louisiana (COFCL) prepared a report,
‘‘Saving Coastal Louisiana:
Recommendations for Implementing an
Expanded Coastal Restoration Program,’’
which provided recommendations as a
starting point for a renewed and
expanded coastal restoration effort. The
COFCL report characterizes Louisiana’s
land loss crisis as an emergency of
untold cost to the state of Louisiana and
the nation that must be confronted now,
with all available resources. The
devastation of the coastal land loss will,
according to the COFCL report, directly
affect our nation’s security, navigation,
energy consumption, and food supply.
The COFCL report further elaborates
that the potential loss of lives,
infrastructure, industry, ecosystems and
culture cannot be overstated.
4. Study Alternatives
During the Coast 2050 public
meetings conducted in 1998, 83 regional
ecosystem restoration strategies were
developed. In January 2001, these
strategies were revised into 88 regional
ecosystem restoration strategies. The
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LCA Comprehensive Study will develop
these strategies into features that will be
developed further into an array of
alternatives that consist of projects.
Other restoration alternatives that will
be considered include the No Action
Alternative, as well as strategies
suggested during the scoping process.
Alternatives will be evaluated to ensure
compliance with current Federal and
state laws and regulations. Potential
adverse effects of strategies will be
identified and recommendations for
mitigation measures, if appropriate, will
be suggested. A programmatic
supplemental EIS is being prepared
because of the potential for significant
direct and indirect, secondary and
cumulative impacts on the human and
natural environment.
5. Scoping Process
The Council on Environmental
Quality (CEQ) regulations implementing
the NEPA direct federal agencies which
have made a decision to prepare an
environmental impact statement to
engage in a public scoping process. The
scoping process is designed to provide
an early and open means of determining
the scope of issues (problems, needs,
and opportunities) to be identified and
addressed in the draft environmental
impact assessment, which in this case is
a PSEIS. Scoping is the process used to:
(a) Identify the affected public and
agency concerns; (b) facilitate an
efficient PSEIS preparation process; (c)
define the issues and alternatives that
will be examined in detail in the PSEIS;
and (d) save time in the overall process
by helping to ensure that the draft
statements adequately address relevant
issues. Scoping is a process, not an
event or a meeting. It continues
throughout the planning for a PSEIS and
may involve meetings, telephone
conversations, and/or written
comments. (Counsel on Environmental
Quality, Memorandum for General
Counsel, April 30, 1981).
6. Public Scoping Meetings
In the early spring of 2002, the U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers will hold
initial public scoping meetings
throughout the coastal Louisiana study
area. Notices will be mailed to the
affected and interested public once the
dates and locations of the scoping
meetings have been established. The
USACE and the local sponsor—the
Louisiana Department of Natural
Resources, invite NEPA input in writing
or in person concerning the scope of the
PSEIS, resources to be evaluated, and
alternatives to be considered. Federal,
state, and local agencies, Indian tribes,
and other interested parties can write
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comments to the Corps using Dr. Klein’s
mailing address shown above.
Comments received as a result of the
scoping meetings will be compiled and
analyzed; a Scoping Document,
summarizing the comments, will be
made available to all scoping
participants. Additional public meetings
will be held and comments accepted
throughout the scoping process.
7. Public Involvement

BILLING CODE 3710–84–P

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
[CFDA No.: 84.310A]

Scoping is a critical component of the
overall public involvement program. An
intensive public involvement program
will be initiated and maintained
throughout the study to solicit input
from affected Federal, state, and local
agencies, Indian tribes, and other
interested parties.
8. Interagency Coordination
The Department of the Interior, U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Interagency
Coordination. The Department of
Interior, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
(USFWS), will provide a Fish and
Wildlife Coordination Act Report.
Coordination will be maintained with
the USFWS and the National Marine
Fisheries Service regarding threatened
and endangered species under their
respective jurisdictional
responsibilities. Coordination will be
maintained with the Natural Resources
Conservation Service regarding prime
and unique farmlands. The U.S.
Department of Agriculture will be
consulted regarding the ‘‘Swampbuster’’
provisions of the Food Security Act.
Coordination will be maintained with
the Advisory Counsel on Historic
Preservation and the State Historic
Preservation Officer. The Louisiana
Department of Natural Resources will be
consulted regarding consistency with
the Coastal Zone Management Act. The
Louisiana Department of Wildlife and
Fisheries will be contacted concerning
potential impacts to Natural and Scenic
Streams.
9. Availability of Draft PSEIS
It is anticipated that the Draft PSEIS
will be available for public review
during the late summer of 2003. A 45day review period will be allowed so
that all interested agencies, groups and
individuals will have an opportunity to
comment on the draft feasibility report
and PSEIS. In addition, a public meeting
will be held during the review period to
receive comments and address
questions concerning the draft PSEIS.
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Dated: March 20, 2002.
Michel R. Burt,
Lieutenant Colonel, U.S. Army, Acting District
Engineer.
[FR Doc. 02–8175 Filed 4–3–02; 8:45 am]

Parental Information and Resource
Centers Program
Department of Education.
Notice of proposed priority,
selection criteria, and eligibility
requirements.
AGENCY:
ACTION:

SUMMARY: We propose a competitive
preference priority, selection criteria,
and eligibility requirements for grants
for fiscal year (FY) 2002 under the
Parental Information and Resource
Centers (PIRC) Program. We are taking
this action to implement a competition
authorized under the No Child Left
Behind Act of 2001. These grants would
assist eligible parties in establishing
school-based or school-linked PIRCs.
DATES: We must receive your comments
on the proposed priority, selection
criteria, and eligibility requirements
May 6, 2002.
ADDRESSES: Address all comments about
this proposed priority to Daisy
Greenfield, Office of Elementary and
Secondary Education, U.S. Department
of Education, 400 Maryland Avenue,
SW, Room 3E307, Washington, DC
20202–6410. Telephone: (202) 401–
0039. FAX: (202) 205–0303. If you
prefer to send your comments through
the Internet, use the following address:
daisy.greenfield@ed.gov.
If you want to comment on the
information collection requirements,
you must send your comments to the
Department representative named in
this section.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Daisy Greenfield, (202) 401–0039.
If you use a telecommunications
device for the deaf (TDD), you may call
the Federal Information Relay Service
(FIRS) at 1–800–877–8339 between 8:00
a.m. and 8:00 p.m.
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
under FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
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