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across a range of depths to test the
efficiency of the gear across a range of
scup-Loligo densities. Samples would
be within close proximity of one
another to minimize steam time
between stations. Estimated catch for
the study period are as follows: Loligo
squid, 96,000 b (43,545 kg); scup,
13,000 1b (6,078 kg); butterfish, 9,600 Ib
(4,354 kg); Illex squid, 2,800 1b (1,270
kg); summer flounder, 2,600 1b (1,179
kg); monkfish, 1,900 Ib (862 kg); smooth
dogfish, 1,000 1b (454 kg); spiny dogfish,
700 Ib (318 kg); white hake, 600 1b (272
kg); john dory, 200 Ib (91 kg); black sea
bass, 100 lb (45 kg); silver hake, 100 1b
(45 kg); and tilefish, 10 1b (5 kg). Squid
and fish caught during the study would
be sold by the vessel owners, in
accordance with the requirements of the
permits issued to them (with the
exception of the requested exemption to
the scup landing limit). The sale of fish
is necessary to offset the costs of
chartering the vessels for the study. The
participating vessels would be required
to comply with applicable state landing
laws and report all landings on the
Federal Fishing Vessel Trip Report.

Authority: 16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.

Dated: November 7, 2003.
Bruce C. Morehead,

Acting Director, Office of Sustainable
Fisheries, National Marine Fisheries Service.

[FR Doc. 03—-28547 Filed 11-13—03; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-S

CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY
COMMISSION

Public Meeting Concerning Petition for
Rule Declaring Natural Rubber Latex a
Strong Sensitizer

AGENCY: Consumer Product Safety
Commission.

ACTION: Notice of public meeting.

SUMMARY: The Consumer Product Safety
Commission (“CPSC” or “Commission’’)
will conduct a public meeting on
December 10, 2003, to receive
comments concerning Petition HP 00-2,
which requested that the Commission
declare natural rubber latex (“NRL”) to
be a strong sensitizer under the Federal
Hazardous Substances Act (“FHSA”).
The CPSC staff’s briefing package
recommends that the Commission deny
the petition. The Commission invites
oral presentations from members of the
public with information or comments
related to the petition or the staff’s
briefing package. The Commission will
consider these presentations as it
decides what action to take on the
petition.

DATES: The meeting will begin at 10 a.m.
on December 10, 2003. Requests to make
oral presentations, and 10 copies of the
text of the presentation, must be
received by the CPSC Office of the
Secretary no later than December 3,
2003. Persons making presentations at
the meeting should provide an
additional 25 copies for dissemination
on the date of the meeting.

The Commission reserves the right to
limit the number of persons who make
presentations and the duration of their
presentations. To prevent duplicative
presentations, groups will be directed to
designate a spokesperson.

Written submissions, in addition to,
or instead of, an oral presentation may
be sent to the address listed below and
will be accepted until January 10, 2003.
ADDRESSES: The meeting will be in room
420 of the Bethesda Towers Building,
4330 East-West Highway, Bethesda, MD.
Requests to make oral presentations,
and texts of oral presentations should be
captioned ‘‘Latex Petition Briefing” and
be mailed to the Office of the Secretary,
Consumer Product Safety Commission,
Washington, DC 20207, or delivered to
that office, room 502, 4330 East-West
Highway, Bethesda, Maryland 20814.
Requests and texts of oral presentations
may also be submitted by facsimile to
(301) 504—0127 or by e-mail to cpsc-
0s@cpsc.gov.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
information about the purpose or
subject matter of this meeting contact
Suzanne Barone, Ph.D., Directorate for
Health Sciences, U.S. Consumer Product
Safety Commission, Washington, DC
20207; telephone (301) 504—-7256; e-
mail: sharone@cpsc.gov. For
information about the schedule for
submission of requests to make oral
presentations and submission of texts of
oral presentations, contact Rockelle
Hammond, Office of the Secretary,
Consumer Product Safety Commission,
Washington, DC 20207; telephone (301)
504—6833; fax (301) 504—-0127; e-mail
rhammond@cpsc.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

A. Background

The Commission received a petition
from Debi Adkins, editor of Latex
Allergy News, requesting that the
Commission issue a rule declaring
natural rubber latex (“NRL”’) to be a
strong sensitizer under the Federal
Hazardous Substances Act (“FHSA”’)
and that consumer products containing
NRL be labeled. The petitioner asserts
that a portion of the population has
developed an allergy to NRL that can
cause serious allergic reactions, even
death. NRL may be in such consumer

products as gloves, adhesives, shoes,
balloons, pacifiers, and carpet backing,
as well as many medical products.

The Commission published a notice
in the Federal Register on March 21,
2000, requesting comments on the
petition. 65 FR 15133. The Commission
extended the comment period 30 days.
65 FR 33525. The Commission received
a total of 85 comments on the petition.

The staff reviewed the petition,
comments and other relevant available
information. The staff then forwarded a
briefing package to the Commission,
which is available on the Commission’s
Web site www.cpsc.gov or from the
Commission’s Office of the Secretary.
The staff recommends that the
Commission deny the petition. The staff
concludes that available data do not
support that NRL is a strong sensitizer
as that term is defined in the FHSA.
Current scientific information about the
development of NRL allergy from
consumer products that contain NRL is
limited, and it does not appear that the
information will be developed in the
near future.

The FHSA defines the term ““strong
sensitizer” as a ‘‘substance which will
cause on normal living tissue through
an allergic or photodynamic process a
hypersensitivity which becomes evident
on reapplication of the same substance”
and which the Commission declares to
be a strong sensitizer. 15 U.S.C. 1261(k).
The FHSA definition further states that
before making such a declaration, and
“upon consideration of the frequency of
occurrence and severity of the reaction,
[the Commission] shall find that the
substance has a significant potential for
causing hypersensitivity.” Id.

B. The Public Meeting

The purpose of the public meeting is
to provide a forum for oral presentations
on the NRL petition and the CPSC staff
briefing package.

Participation in the meeting is open.
See the DATES section of this notice for
information on making requests to give
oral presentations at the meeting and on
making written submissions.

Dated: November 7, 2003.
Todd A. Stevenson,

Secretary, Consumer Product Safety
Commission.

[FR Doc. 03—28458 Filed 11-13—-03; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6355-01—P

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

Notice of Proposed Information
Collection Requests

AGENCY: Department of Education.
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SUMMARY: The Leader, Regulatory
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 January
13, 2004.

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,
Regulatory 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: November 7, 2003.
Angela C. Arrington,
Leader, Regulatory Information Management
Group, Office of the Chief Information Officer.
Office of the Undersecretary

Type of Review: New.

Title: National Longitudinal Study of
No Child Left Behind (NCLB).

Frequency: Two years 2004 and 2006.

Affected Public: State, local, or tribal
gov’t, SEAs or LEAs.

Reporting and Recordkeeping Hour
Burden:

Responses: 9,240.
Burden Hours: 10,494.

Abstract: This study will examine the
implementation of the No Child Left
Behind Act provisions for the Title I and
Title II programs in a nationally-
representative sample of schools and
districts. The study will include four
components focused on particular
provisions of the law: (1)
Accountability; (2) teacher quality; (3)
expanding options for parents and
students; and (4) targeting and resource
allocation. The study will collect data in
the 2004-05 and 2006—07 school years.

Requests for copies of the proposed
information collection request may be
accessed from http://edicsweb.ed.gov,
by selecting the “Browse Pending
Collections” link and by clicking on
link number 2410. When you access the
information collection, click on
“Download Attachments” to view.
Written requests for information should
be addressed to Vivian Reese,
Department of Education, 400 Maryland
Avenue, SW., Room 4050, Regional
Office Building 3, Washington, DC
20202—4651 or to the e-mail address
vivian_reese@ed.gov. Requests may also
be electronically mailed to the Internet
address OCIO_RIMG@ed.gov or faxed to
202-708-9346. Please specify the
complete title of the information
collection when making your request.

Comments regarding burden and/or
the collection activity requirements
should be directed to Katrina Ingalls at
her e-mail address
Katrina.Ingalls@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. 03-28476 Filed 11-13-03; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4000-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Surplus Plutonium Disposition
Program

AGENCY: National Nuclear Security
Administration, Department of Energy.
ACTION: Amended Record of Decision.

SUMMARY: The U.S. Department of
Energy/National Nuclear Security
Administration (DOE/NNSA) is
amending its January 11, 2000 Record of
Decision (ROD) (65 FR 1608) to allow
for the fabrication of mixed oxide
(MOX) fuel lead assemblies in France on
a one-time basis. The January 2000 ROD

stated that DOE would fabricate a
limited number of lead assemblies at
Los Alamos National Laboratory
(LANL). However, because of cost and
schedule impacts and programmatic
considerations, lead assembly
fabrication at LANL is no longer
feasible.

The environmental impacts of
fabricating lead assemblies in Europe
were first evaluated in the Storage and
Disposition of Weapons-Usable Fissile
Materials Final Programmatic
Environmental Impact Statement
(Storage and Disposition PEIS) (DOE/
EIS—-0229, December 1996). In
accordance with DOE National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)
Implementing Procedures at Title 10,
§1021.314(c), DOE/NNSA has prepared
a Supplement Analysis (SA) for the
Fabrication of Mixed Oxide Fuel Lead
Assemblies in Europe (DOE/EIS-0229—
SA3). This SA updates the
environmental impacts of fabricating
lead assemblies in France using
plutonium oxide from LANL. The SA
concludes that the proposed fabrication
of lead assemblies in France would not
result in impacts significantly different
from or significantly greater than those
described in previous DOE NEPA
documents. Therefore, DOE/NNSA will
now pursue the fabrication of up to four
lead assemblies in France at the existing
Cadarache and MELOX facilities, using
surplus plutonium from LANL. The lead
assemblies will be returned to the
United States for irradiation at Catawba
Nuclear Station (Catawba)? in South
Carolina.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
further information concerning the
fabrication of lead assemblies in France,
the Supplement Analysis entitled
Fabrication of Mixed Oxide Fuel Lead
Assemblies in Europe, or this amended
ROD, contact Hitesh Nigam, NEPA
Compliance Officer, Office of Fissile
Materials Disposition, National Nuclear
Security Administration, 1000
Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, DC 20585; or leave a
message at 800-820-5134.

For further information concerning
DOE’s NEPA process, contact Ms. Carol
Borgstrom, Director, Office of NEPA
Policy and Compliance (EH—42), U.S.
Department of Energy, 1000
Independence Avenue, SW.,

1Because the plants’ refueling schedules
determine the availability for lead assembly use,
Duke Power Company has submitted a license
amendment request to the NRC to allow irradiation
of MOX lead assemblies at Catawba. The SA also
analyzes the use of the McGuire Nuclear Station
(McGuire) in North Carolina, which could be used
in lieu of Catawba, if a license amendment request
were submitted and approved.
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