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Il. 44 NOTICES OF COMMENCEMENT FROM: 05/22/02 1O 06/22/02—Continued

Case No. Received Date Colrrgrggrrgcsgzgnt/ Chemical

P-01-0727 06/20/02 05/20/02 (G) Modified acrylic resin

P-01-0920 06/14/02 05/15/02 (G) Polymer ester of mono and dibasic acids

P-01-0923 06/18/02 06/10/02 (G) Cycloalkyl acetate

P-01-0924 05/30/02 05/03/02 (G) Carbo cyclic oxime

P-01-0928 06/20/02 06/10/02 (G) Alkoxysilane

P-02-0063 05/24/02 04/26/02 (S) Cyclohexanecarboxylic acid, 1,4-dimethyl-, methyl ester (cis and trans);
cyclohexanecarboxylic acid, 1,3-dimethyl-, methyl ester (cis and trans)

P-02-0101 06/11/02 05/08/02 (G) Substituted pyridinedicarboxylic acid

P-02-0126 06/14/02 05/09/02 (G) Polymer ester of mono and dibasic acids

P-02-0136 06/19/02 06/05/02 (G) Polyester polyurethane

P-02-0142 05/23/02 05/10/02 (G) Urethane acrylate

P-02-0149 06/17/02 05/16/02 (G) Alkyl octanal

P-02-0171 06/21/02 05/29/02 (G) Organophosphorous salt

P-02-0173 06/05/02 05/07/02 (S) N-ethyl-n-(3-methylphenyl) propionamide

P-02-0194 05/28/02 05/04/02 (G) Aliphatic urethane

P-02-0195 06/10/02 05/23/02 (G) Fluorochemical urethane

P-02-0204 05/30/02 05/17/02 (G) Polyurethane resin dispersion

P-02-0206 05/30/02 05/17/02 (G) Polyurethane resin despersion

P-02-0208 06/06/02 05/20/02 (G) Siloxane polyol ester

P-02-0237 06/11/02 05/24/02 (G) Acrylic polymer

P-02-0243 06/14/02 05/17/02 (G) Isocyanate terminated urethane polymer

P-02-0255 06/04/02 05/02/02 (G) Polyester polyether isocyanate

P-02-0261 05/30/02 05/10/02 (G) Piperidinol

P-02-0289 06/04/02 05/16/02 (S) Carbonic acid, dimethyl ester, polymer with 1,4-cyclohexanedimethanol and
1,6-hexanediol

P-02-0293 05/30/02 05/17/02 (G) Acrylic polymer

P-02-0321 06/05/02 05/17/02 (G) Ethoxy alkene

P-02-0323 05/24/02 05/09/02 (G) Modified fatty acid ester

P-02-0325 06/07/02 05/06/02 (G) Polyurethane prepolymer

P-02-0330 05/29/02 05/07/02 (G) Polyalkylene glycol, alkyl ether, reaction products with diisocyanatoalkane
and polyalkylene glycol

P-02-0346 06/10/02 05/22/02 (G) Alkyd resin

P-02-0347 06/03/02 05/13/02 (S) Fatty acids, Cis1s and Cig-unsaturated, branched and linear, esters with
high-boiling Ce_10 alkene hydroformylation products

P-02-0372 06/04/02 05/21/02 (G) Bifunctional reactive azo dye

P-02-0375 06/04/02 05/21/02 (G) Bifunctional reactive azo dye

P-02-0405 06/18/02 06/11/02 (G) Polyester-type polyurethane

P-98-0393 05/30/02 05/13/02 (G) Agueous polyurethane dispersion

P-99-1037 06/13/02 06/10/02 (G) Alkylphenol mannich

P-99-1163 06/06/02 05/07/02 (S) Palladium(2-), tetraamine-, [sp-4-1]-, carbonate (1:2)

List of Subjects formed a National Environmental Policy develop a publication of case studies

Environmental protection, Chemicals,
Premanufacturer notices.

Dated: July 2, 2002.
Sandra R. Wilkins,
Acting Director, Information Management
Division, Office of Pollution Prevention and
Toxics.
[FR Doc. 02—17191 Filed 7—8—02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-S

COUNCIL ON ENVIRONMENTAL
QUALITY

National Environmental Policy Act
Task Force

AGENCY: Council on Environmental
Quality.

ACTION: Notice and request for
comments.

SUMMARY: The Council on
Environmental Quality (CEQ) has

Act (NEPA) task force (Task Force)
composed of representatives from a
variety of Federal agencies. The purpose
of the NEPA Task Force is to seek ways
to improve and modernize NEPA
analyses and documentation and to
foster improved coordination among all
levels of government and the public.
Federal agencies’ planning and
decision-making processes (analyses
conducted and documents produced)
using NEPA can obtain higher levels of
efficiency, clarity and ease of
management through the improved use
of existing authorities; better
information management; improved
interagency and intergovernmental
collaboration; and the use of new
technologies. CEQ invites comments on
the proposed nature and scope of NEPA
Task Force activities identified in this
notice and solicits examples of effective
NEPA implementation practices to

including examples of best practices.

DATES: Written comments should be
submitted on or before August 23, 2002.

ADDRESSES: Electronic or facsimile
comments are preferred because federal
offices experience intermittent mail
delays from security screening.
Electronic written comments can be sent
to the NEPA Task Force through the
NEPA Task Force link on the CEQ web
site at http://www.whitehouse.gov/ceq.
Written comments may be faxed to the
NEPA Task Force at (801) 517—1021.
Written comments may also be
submitted to the NEPA Task Force, P.O.
Box 221150, Salt Lake City, UT 84122.
Public comments received by the NEPA
Task Force will be available via the
NEPA Task Force link on the CEQ web
site at http://www.whitehouse.gov/ceq.
after the close of the comment period.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Rhey Solomon at (202) 456-5432.
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On May
20, 2002, CEQ established a NEPA Task
Force to review the current NEPA
implementing practices and procedures
in the following areas: Technology and
information management; interagency
and intergovernmental collaboration
including joint-lead processes;
programmatic analyses and subsequent
tiered documents; and adaptive
management. In addition, the NEPA
Task Force will look at other NEPA
implementation issues such as the level
of detail included in agencies’
procedures and documentation for
promulgating categorical exclusions; the
structure and documentation of
environmental assessments; and
implementation practices that would
benefit other agencies. CEQ envisions
the information gained and
disseminated by the NEPA Task Force
will help federal agencies update their
practices and procedures and better
integrate NEPA into federal agency
decision making. At the end of six
months, the NEPA Task Force will
prepare a publication highlighting case
studies and any best practices that prove
worthy of broad dissemination.
Additionally, the NEPA Task Force will
make recommendations to CEQ
regarding potential guidance and
potential regulatory changes based upon
the information collected. Any
regulatory changes would require public
notice and comment and be published
in the Federal Register.

To further the work of the NEPA Task
Force, CEQ requests public input on
certain aspects of Federal agencies’
implementation of the National
Environmental Policy Act. To make the
best use of comments and further refine
the initial topic areas on which the Task
Force will focus, please respond to the
following questions to help the NEPA
Task Force identify current best
practices and specific opportunities to
enhance the NEPA process. If you are
submitting a proposed case study or best
practice, please provide a short
description of the case or practice and
how it responded to the relevant
questions below. If you are sending
attachments or supporting documents
with your comment, please send a hard
copy of the documents or an e-mail with
them directly attached to ensure
delivery and receipt. While URL and
web-site links are helpful, please
provide the information in your
comment and do not rely on URL and
web-site links alone. To facilitate
managing the comments, please identify
the question number(s) to which you are
responding in study areas A through F
below.

A. Technology, Information
Management, and Information Security:
The NEPA Task Force will explore
opportunities for utilizing information
management technologies to enhance
the effectiveness and efficiency of the
NEPA process. Specific examples of
innovative technical approaches to the
assessment and communication of
potential environmental impacts are
sought. Examples include use of
geographic information system (GIS)
software, document creation and
comment management systems. The
handling of sensitive infrastructure and
operational information will be
reviewed. The Task Force seeks your
input on this topic and requests
responses to the following questions.

1. Where do you find data and
background studies to either prepare
NEPA analyses or to provide input or to
review and prepare comments on NEPA
analyses? The information may include
scientific and statistical information in
printed or electronic form. Examples
include but are not limited to species or
wetlands inventories, air quality data,
field surveys, predictive models, and
trend analyses.

2. What are the barriers or challenges
faced in using information technologies
in the NEPA process? What factors
should be considered in assessing and
validating the quality of the
information?

3. Do you maintain databases and
other sources of environmental
information for environmental analyses?
Are these information sources standing
or project specific? Please describe any
protocols or standardization efforts that
you feel should be utilized in the
development and maintenance of these
systems.

4. What information management and
retrieval tools do you use to access,
query, and manipulate data when
preparing analyses or reviewing
analyses? What are the key functions
and characteristics of these systems?

5. What are your preferred methods of
conveying or receiving information
about proposed actions and NEPA
analyses and for receiving NEPA
documents (e.g., paper, CD-ROM, web-
site, public meeting, radio, television)?
Explain the basis for your preferences.

6. What information management
technologies have been particularly
effective in communicating with
stakeholders about environmental issues
and incorporating environmental values
into agency planning and decision
making (e.g., web sites to gather public
input or inform the public about a
proposed action or technological tools
to manage public comments)? What
objections or concerns have been raised

concerning the use of tools (e.g.,
concerns about broad public access)?

7. What factors should be considered
in balancing public involvement and
information security?

B. Federal and Inter-governmental
Collaboration: The NEPA Task Force
will identify current best practices with
regard to collaboration among Federal
agencies and on an inter-governmental
basis with Tribal, State and local
governing entities in developing
environmental analyses and
participating in the NEPA process. The
Task Force seeks your input on this
topic and requests responses to the
following questions (when answering
the following questions, please indicate
your role and experiences with NEPA).

1. What are the characteristics of an
effective joint-lead or cooperating
agency relationship/process? Provide
example(s) and describe the issues
resolved and benefits gained, as well as
unresolved issues and obstacles. Such
examples may include, but are not
limited to, differences in agencies’
policies, funding limitations, and public
perceptions.

2. What barriers or challenges
preclude or hinder the ability to enter
into effective collaborative agreements
that establish joint-lead or cooperating
agency status?

3. What specific areas should be
emphasized during training to facilitate
joint-lead and cooperating agency
status?

C. Programmatic Analysis and
Tiering: Opportunities to facilitate
timely planning and decision-making to
reduce or eliminate redundant and
duplicative analyses through the use of
programmatic and tiered analyses will
be explored. To date, Federal agencies
have used programmatic analyses to
address a range of issues from facility
and land use planning to broad
categories of actions, or to sequencing or
staging actions. All of these analyses
may have subsequent tiered analyses.
The Task Force seeks your input on this
topic and requests responses to the
following questions.

1. What types of issues best lend
themselves to programmatic review, and
how can they best be addressed in a
programmatic analysis to avoid
duplication in subsequent tiered
analysis? Please provide examples with
brief descriptions of the nature of the
action or program, decisions made,
factors used to evaluate the appropriate
depth of the analyses, and the
efficiencies realized by the analysis or
in subsequent tiers.

2. Please provide examples of how
programmatic analyses have been used
to develop, maintain and strengthen
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environmental management systems,
and examples of how an existing
environmental management system can
facilitate and strengthen NEPA analyses.
Examples of an environmental
management system may include but
are not limited to systems certified
under ISO 14001 (further information
on ISO 14001 can be found on the Web
at http://es.epa.gov/partners/iso/
iso.html).

D. Adaptive Management/Monitoring
and Evaluation Plans: The CEQ report,
“The National Environmental Policy
Act: A study of Its Effectiveness After
Twenty-five Years”, recognized that by
incorporating adaptive management into
their NEPA analyses, agencies can move
beyond simple compliance and better
target environmental improvement. An
adaptive environmental management
approach can respond to uncertainty
and the limits of knowledge and
experience in making decisions. Such
an approach allows for approval of an
action with uncertain outcomes by
establishing performance-based
environmental parameters or outcomes
and monitoring to ensure that they are
achieved. When those parameters or
outcomes are not met, corrective
changes would be triggered, for instance
to ensure that significant environmental
degradation does not occur. The Task
Force seeks your input on this topic and
requests responses to the following
questions.

1. What factors are considered when
deciding to use an adaptive
management approach?

2. How can environmental impact
analyses be structured to consider
adaptive management?

3. What aspects of adaptive
management may, or may not, require
subsequent NEPA analyses?

4. What factors should be considered
(e.g., cost, timing, staffing needs,
environmental risks) when determining
what monitoring techniques and levels
of monitoring intensity are appropriate
during the implementation of an
adaptive management regime? How
does this differ from current monitoring
activities?

E. Categorical Exclusions: Agencies
can identify categories of actions that do
not individually or cumulatively have a
significant effect on the human
environment and which, therefore, do
not require preparation of an
Environmental Assessment or an
Environmental Impact Statement. The
NEPA Task Force will consider the
bases and process for establishing
categorical exclusions. The Task Force
seeks your input on this topic and
requests responses to the following
questions.

1. What information, data studies,
etc., should be required as the basis for
establishing a categorical exclusion?

2. What points of comparison could
an agency use when reviewing another
agency’s use of a similar categorical
exclusion in order to establish a new
categorical exclusion?

3. Are improvements needed in the
process that agencies use to establish a
new categorical exclusion? If so, please
describe them.

F. Additional Areas for Consideration:

In addition to the topics described
above, the NEPA Task Force will
consider comments on NEPA practices
that would improve and modernize
NEPA implementation.

For example, the NEPA Task Force
requests public comment on the
appropriate utility of and structure of
format for environmental assessment
documents.

The Nepa Task Force will use the
information and comments it receives to
identify, evaluate, and make
recommendations on improving NEPA
implementation and to prepare case
studies that include examples of best
practices.

Public comments are requested by
August 23, 2002.

Dated: July 2, 2002.

James L. Connaughton,

Chairman, Council on Environmental
Quality.

[FR Doc. 02—-17082 Filed 7—8-02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3125-01-M

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

Notice of Public Information
Collection(s) Being Reviewed by the
Federal Communications Commission
for Extension Under Delegated
Authority, Comments Requested

July 1, 2002.

SUMMARY: The Federal Communications
Commission, as part of its continuing
effort to reduce paperwork burden
invites the general public and other
Federal agencies to take this
opportunity to comment on the
following information collection(s), as
required by the Paperwork Reduction
Act of 1995, Public Law 104-13. An
agency may not conduct or sponsor a
collection of information unless it
displays a currently valid control
number. No person shall be subject to
any penalty for failing to comply with

a collection of information subject to the
Paperwork Reduction Act (PRA) that
does not display a valid control number.
Comments are requested concerning (a)

whether the proposed collection of
information is necessary for the proper
performance of the functions of the
Commission, including whether the
information shall have practical utility;
(b) the accuracy of the Commission’s
burden estimate; (c) ways to enhance
the quality, utility, and clarity of the
information collected; and (d) ways to
minimize the burden of the collection of
information on the respondents,
including the use of automated
collection techniques or other forms of
information technology.

DATES: Persons wishing to comment on
this information collection should
submit comments September 9, 2002. If
you anticipate that you will be
submitting comments, but find it
difficult to do so within the period of
time allowed by this notice, you should
advise the contact listed below as soon
as possible.

ADDRESSES: Direct all comments to
Judith Boley Herman, Federal
Communications Commission, 445 12th
Street, SW, Room 1-C804, Washington,
DC 20554 or via the internet to
jboley@fcc.gov.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
additional information or copies of the
information collections contact Judith
Boley Herman at 202—418-0214 or via
the internet at jboley@fcc.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

OMB Control No.: 3060-0713.

Title: Alternative Broadcast
Inspection Program (ABIP) Compliance
Notification.

Form No.:N/A.

Type of Review: Extension of a
currently approved collection.

Respondents: Business or other for
profit, not-for-profit institutions.

Number of Respondents: 50
respondents; 2,500 responses.

Estimated Time Per Response: .084
hours (5 minutes).

Total Annual Burden: 250 hours.

Annual Reporting and Recordkeeping
Cost Burden: N/A.

Frequency of Response: On occasion
reporting requirement, third party
disclosure requirement.

Needs and Uses: The FCC’s
Enforcement Bureau formed the ABIP in
response to the downsizing of the field
offices, and feedback from broadcast
station licensees. Entities, usually state
broadcast associations, conduct
inspections of broadcast stations on a
voluntary basis and notify the local FCC
District Office, in writing via letter or
electronic mail, of those stations that
pass the ABIP inspection. This
information is used by FCC staff to
determine overall compliance with FCC
rules, and determine which broadcast
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