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addition, off-site road segments between
NFD Point Molate and the nearby
freeway are substandard and access to
the property is lacking from one
direction of the freeway. Significant
impacts could be mitigated by the local
and state governmental agencies
through widening the road accessing the
property, road restriping and other
modifications detailed further in the
EIS.

The Navy analyzed the impacts on
children pursuant to Executive Order
13045, Protection of Children from
Environmental Health Risks and Safety
Risks, 3 CFR 198 (1998). Under the
Preferred Alternative children could be
present for short periods in the bed and
breakfast establishments, small hotels,
and recreational areas. NFD Point
Molate is within the toxic or flammable
endpoints for accidental releases by
Chevron Refinery and General Chemical
Corporation, as assessed in
conformation with the Risk
Management Program Rule (40 CFR
68.130; Section 112(r) of the Clean Air
Act). Since children are less able to
metabolize, detoxify, and excrete some
toxic substances than adults, in the
event of an accidental release of
substantial quantities of toxic
contaminants, there could be
disproportionate health and safety risks
to children at NFD Point Molate.
Mitigation

The Navy will take certain actions to
implement existing agreements and to
comply with regulations. Once property
is conveyed outside of federal control,
land use is solely a function of state and
local planning and zoning authorities.
The DON cannot impose post
conveyance restrictions on land use
absent specific statutory authority to do
so such as that provided for the
imposition of land use controls under
Comprehensive Environmental
Response, Compensation, and Liability
Act. As a result, the DON has no
authority to require that parties
acquiring the former NFD Point Molate
property impose the mitigation
measures identified in the Final EIS or
this Record of Decision.

Response to Comments Received
Regarding the Final EIS

After the Final EIS was distributed to
the public the Navy received one
comment letter from Contra Costa
Health Services. Their concerns had
already been addressed in the Final EIS
and do not require further clarification.

Conclusion

Although the No Action Alternative is
the environmentally preferred

alternative, it would not promote local
economic redevelopment and create
jobs. Keeping the property in caretaker
status would not be the highest and best
use of the property because it would not
take advantage of the property’s
physical characteristics and
infrastructure.

Based on the analysis contained in the
Final EIS and the associated
administrative record, I have decided,
on behalf of the Department of the Navy,
to dispose of the Fleet and Industrial
Supply Center, Naval Fuel Depot Point
Molate.

Dated: June 4, 2002.

Duncan Holaday,

Deputy Assistant Secretary, (Installations and
Facilities).

[FR Doc. 02—15540 Filed 6—17-02; 8:45 am]
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DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

Notice of Proposed Information
Collection Requests

AGENCY: Department of Education.
ACTION: Correction notice.

SUMMARY: On June 11, 2002, a 30-day
notice inviting comment from the public
was inadvertently published for the
Application for the “Annual
Performance Report Forms for the FIPSE
US-Brazil Higher Education Consortia
Program” in the Federal Register (67 FR
41220) dated June 17, 2002. This notice
amends the public comment period for
this program to 60 days. The Leader,
Regulatory Information Management
Group, Office of the Chief Information
Officer, hereby issues a correction
notice 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 August
19, 2002.

ADDRESSES: 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 1941. 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 5624, Regional
Office Building 3, Washington, DC
20202-4651 or should be electronically
mailed to the internet 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.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Joseph Schubart (202) 708-9266.

Dated: June 17, 2002.
Joseph Schubart,

Acting Leader, Regulatory Information
Management, Office of the Chief Information
Officer.

[FR Doc. 02-15631 Filed 6—19-02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4000-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
[CFDA No. 84.336C]

Teacher Quality Enhancement Grants
Program—Teacher Recruitment
Competition; Notice Inviting
Applications for New Awards for Fiscal
Year (FY) 2002

Purpose of Program: This program
provides grants to States and to
partnerships to promote improvements
in the quality of new teachers with the
ultimate goal of increasing student
achievement in pre-K—12 classrooms.

Eligible Applicants: States (including
the District of Columbia, Puerto Rico
and the insular areas) and partnerships
comprised, at a minimum, of an
institution of higher education with an
eligible teacher preparation program, a
school of arts and sciences, and a high-
need local educational agency (LEA).
These terms are defined in section 203
of the Higher Education Act and in
regulations for this program in 34 CFR
611. States and partnerships that
received an FY 1999 grant under this
program are not eligible for this
competition.

Applications Available: June 20, 2002.

Deadline for Transmittal of
Applications: July 25, 2002.

Deadline for Intergovernmental
Review: September 24, 2002.

Estimated Available Funds:
$8,920,000.

Estimated Range of Awards: $195,000
— $465,000.

Estimated Average Size of Awards:
$372,000.

Estimated Number of Awards: 24.

Note: The Department is not bound by any
estimates in this notice.

Project Period: Up to 36 months.

Page Limit: The application narrative
is where you, the applicant, address the
selection criteria reviewers use to
evaluate your application. You must
limit your narrative to the equivalent of
no more than 50 pages. In addition, you
must limit your accompanying work
plan to the equivalent of no more than
10 pages, your budget narrative to the



