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were set originally by the HESS
Workshop (1997, 1999) to approximate
where Level A harassment (i.e., defined
as “‘any act of pursuit, torment or
annoyance which has the potential to
injure a marine mammal or marine
mammal stock in the wild”’) from
acoustic sources begins. Scientists have
determined that these criteria are
conservative as they were set for
preventing TTS, not PTS. NMFS has
determined that a TTS which is the
mildest form of hearing impairment that
can occur during exposure to a strong
sound may occur at these levels. When
a marine mammal experiences TTS, the
hearing threshold rises and a sound
must be stronger in order to be heard.
TTS can last from minutes or hours to
(in cases of strong TTS) days. For sound
exposures at or somewhat above the
TTS threshold, hearing sensitivity
recovers rapidly after exposure to the
noise ends. Few data on sound levels
and durations necessary to elicit mild
TTS have been obtained for marine
mammals, and none of the published
data concern TTS elicited by exposure
to multiple pulses of sound. It should be
understood that TTS is not an injury, as
there is no injury to individual cells.

For whales exposed to single short
pulses (such as seismic), the TTS
threshold appears to be a function of the
energy content of the pulse. As noted in
this document, the received level of a
single seismic pulse might need to be <
210 dB re 1 Pa rms (221-226 dB pk-pk)
in order to produce brief, mild TTS.
Exposure to several seismic pulses at
received levels near 200—205 dB (rms)
might result in slight TTS in a small
odontocete, assuming the TTS threshold
is a function of the total received pulse
energy. Seismic pulses with received
levels of 200-205 dB or more are
usually restricted to a radius of no more
than 200 m (656 ft) around a seismic
vessel operating a large array of airguns.
As aresult, NMFS believes that injury
or mortality is highly unlikely due to
the injury zone being close to the airgun
array (astern of the vessel), the
establishment of conservative safety
zones and shutdown requirements (see
“Mitigation Measures”) and the fact that
there is a strong likelihood that baleen
whales (bowhead and gray whales)
would avoid the approaching airguns
(or vessel) before being exposed to
levels high enough for there to be any
possibility of onset of TTS.

For pinnipeds, information indicates
that for single seismic impulses, sounds
would need to be higher than 190 dB
rms for TTS to occur while exposure to
several seismic pulses indicates that
some pinnipeds may incur TTS at
somewhat lower received levels than do

small odontocetes exposed for similar
durations. This indicates to NMFS that
the 190—dB safety zone provides a
sufficient buffer to prevent PTS in
pinnipeds.

In conclusion, NMFS believes that a
marine mammal within a radius of <100
m (<328 ft) around a typical large array
of operating airguns (larger than that to
be used by BPXA) may be exposed to a
few seismic pulses with levels of >205
dB, and possibly more pulses if the
marine mammal moved with the
seismic vessel. However, there is no
specific evidence that exposure to
pulses of airgun sound can cause PTS in
any marine mammal, even with large
arrays of airguns. The array to be used
by BPXA is of moderate size. Given the
possibility that marine mammals close
to an airgun array might incur TTS,
there has been further speculation about
the possibility that some individuals
occurring very close to airguns might
incur PTS. Single or occasional
occurrences of mild TTS are not
indicative of permanent auditory
damage in terrestrial mammals.
Relationships between TTS and PTS
thresholds have not been studied in
marine mammals, but are assumed to be
similar to those in humans and other
terrestrial mammals.

While the number of potential
incidental harassment takes will depend
on the distribution and abundance of
marine mammals (which vary annually
due to variable ice conditions and other
factors) in the area of seismic
operations, the number of potential
harassment takings is estimated to be
small (less than one percent of any of
the estimated population sizes) and has
been mitigated to the lowest level
practicable through incorporation of the
measures mentioned previously in this
document.

In addition, NMFS has determined
that the location for seismic activity in
the Beaufort Sea meets the statutory
requirement for the activity to identify
the “specific geographical region”
within which it will operate. With
regards to dates for the activity, BPXA
intends to work beginning the second
week of July and ceasing activity on
August 25.

Finally, NMFS has determined that
the seismic activity by BPXA in the
Beaufort Sea in 2008 will not have an
unmitigable adverse impact on the
availability of marine mammals for
subsistence uses. This determination is
supported by the information in this
Federal Register Notice, including: (1)
activities will cease prior to the fall
bowhead whale hunt in the Beaufort
Sea; (2) the CAA and IHA conditions
will significantly reduce impacts on

subsistence hunters to ensure that there
will not be an unmitigable adverse
impact on subsistence uses of marine
mammals; (3) because ringed seals are
hunted mainly from October through
June, although they are available year-
round; however, the seismic survey will
not occur during the primary period
when these seals are typically
harvested; and (4) the main seal hunts
that occur during the open water season
occur in areas farther west than the
Liberty Prospect, so it should not
conflict with harvest activities.

Authorization

As aresult of these determinations,
NMEFS has issued an IHA to BPXA for
conducting a seismic survey in the
Liberty Prospect, Foggy Island Bay,
Beaufort Sea in 2008, provided the
previously mentioned mitigation,
monitoring, and reporting requirements
are incorporated.

Dated: July 8, 2008.
Helen M. Golde,

Deputy Director, Office of Protected
Resources, National Marine Fisheries Service.

[FR Doc. E8—-15962 Filed 7-14—08; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-S

CORPORATION FOR NATIONAL AND
COMMUNITY SERVICE

Proposed Information Collection;
Submission for OMB Review;
Comment Request

AGENCY: Corporation for National and
Community Service.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Corporation for National
and Community Service (hereinafter the
“Corporation”), has submitted a public
information collection request (ICR)
entitled Learn and Serve America
Application Instructions to the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB) for
review and approval in accordance with
the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995
(Pub. L. 104-13), (44 U.S.C. Chapter 35).
A copy of the ICR, with applicable
supporting documentation, may be
obtained by calling the Corporation for
National and Community Service, Cara
Patrick, 202-606—6905
(cpatrick@cns.gov). Individuals who use
a telecommunications device for the
deaf (TTY-TDD) may call (202) 565—
2799 between 8:30 a.m. and 5 p.m.
Eastern time, Monday through Friday.
ADDRESSES: Comments may be
submitted, identified by the title of the
information collection activity, to the
Office of information and Regulatory
Affairs, Attn: Ms. Katherine Astrich,
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OMB Desk Office for the Corporation for
National and community Service, by
any of the following two methods
within 30 days from the date of
publication in this Federal Register .
(1) By fax to: (202) 3956974,
Attention: Ms. Katherine Astrich, OMB
Desk Officer for the Corporation for
National and Community Service; and
(2) Electronically by e-mail to:
Katherine_T._Astrich@omb.eop.gov .

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The OMB
is particularly interested in comments
which:

e Evaluate whether the proposed
collection of information is necessary
for the proper performance of the
functions of the Corporation, including
whether the information will have
practical utility;

¢ Evaluate the accuracy of the
Corporation’s estimate of the burden of
the proposed collection of information,
including the validity of the
methodology and assumptions used;

¢ Propose ways to enhance the
quality, utility and clarity of the
information to be collected; and

e Propose ways to minimize the
burden of the collection of information
on those who are to respond, including
the use of appropriate automated,
electronic, mechanical, or other
technological collection techniques or
other forms of information technology,
e.g., permitting electronic submissions
of responses.

Comments

A 60-day public comment Notice was
published in the Federal Register on
April 2, 2008. This comment period
ended on June 2, 2008. No comments
were received.

Description: The Corporation is
seeking approval for the renewal of the
Learn and Serve America Application
Instructions used for grant competitions
and continuation funding requests. The
application is completed electronically
using eGrants, the Corporation’s web-
based grants management system.
Applicants respond to the questions
included in these instructions in order
to apply for funding through Learn and
Serve America competitions.

Type of Review: Renewal.

Agency: Corporation for National and
Community Service.

Title: Learn and Serve America
Application Instructions.

OMB Number: 3045—-0045 for Learn
and Serve America School and
Community-Based Application
Instructions and 3045-0046 for Learn
and Serve America Higher Education
Instructions.

Affected Public: Current/prospective
recipients of Learn and Serve America
funding.

Total Respondents: 900.

Frequency: Annually, depending
upon the availability of appropriations.

Average Time Per Response: Averages
8 hours.

Estimated Total Burden Hours: 7,200
hours.

Total Burden Cost (capital/startup):
None.

Total Burden Cost (operating/
maintenance): None.

Dated: July 9, 2008.

Amy Cohen,

Director, Learn and Serve America.

[FR Doc. E8—16164 Filed 7—14—08; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6050-$$-P

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

Notice of Proposed Information
Collection Requests

AGENCY: Department of Education.

SUMMARY: The IC Clearance Official,
Regulatory Information Management
Services, Office of Management, 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
September 15, 2008.

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 IC Clearance
Official, Regulatory Information
Management Services, Office of
Management, 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: July 9, 2008.
Angela C. Arrington,

IC Clearance Official, Regulatory Information
Management Services, Office of Management.

Institute of Education Sciences

Type of Review: New.

Title: Individuals with Disabilities
Education Act (IDEA) 2004 National
Assessment Implementation Study
(NAIS).

Frequency: One time.

Affected Public: State, Local, or Tribal
Gov’t, SEAs or LEAs.

Reporting and Recordkeeping Hour
Burden:

Responses: 541.

Burden Hours: 1,021.

Abstract: The current reauthorization
of IDEA (2004) instructs the Department
of Education to carry out a National
Assessment of the law to measure: (1)
Progress in the implementation of IDEA
2004; and (2) the relative effectiveness
of the law in achieving its purposes. The
IDEA National Assessment
Implementation Study (NAIS) will
inform the National Assessment by
providing a representative, national
picture of the implementation of early
intervention and special education
policies and practices at the state and
district levels with a focus on new
provisions included in IDEA 2004. Data
collection will include three surveys of
state administrators: (1) All State Part B
administrators responsible for programs
providing special education services to
school aged children with disabilities
(6—21); (2) all State 619 coordinators
who oversee preschool programs for
children with disabilities ages 35, and;
(3) all State IDEA Part C coordinators
who are responsible for early
intervention programs serving infants
and toddlers. A fourth survey will
collect district level data from a
nationally representative sample of local
special education administrators about
preschool and school-age programs for
children with disabilities ages 3—21. The



		Superintendent of Documents
	2024-06-05T03:22:14-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




