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to compare the alternatives will be the 
same for each of the alternatives. 

Affected environment: CEQ 
regulations (40 CFR 1502.15) require the 
EIS to describe the environment of the 
areas to be affected or created by the 
alternatives under consideration. The 
data and analysis shall be 
commensurate with the importance of 
the impact. Based upon preliminary 
evaluation of the proposed Project, it 
appears the primary areas of 
environmental concern will focus on the 
loss of wetland and other aquatic 
resource functions and values including 
impacts to wetlands within designated 
AEC’s, mitigation of such losses, and the 
effect of the proposed quarry on 
groundwater and surface water quality. 

In preparation for the EIS, the 
following studies have been completed 
or are ongoing for the proposed Project: 

• Comprehensive geological 
investigations to identify high calcium 
marl and limestone reserves that meet 
cement chemistry criteria quality and 
quantity. A technical report detailing 
the methodologies and results of the 
geological investigation will be included 
as an appendix to the EIS. 

• Jurisdictional wetland/stream/open 
waters delineations (Section 404 
Jurisdictional Areas) (field reviews have 
been conducted with USACE and DWQ 
with final verification pending). A 
technical report detailing the 
methodologies and results of the 
jurisdictional areas delineation will be 
included as an appendix to the EIS. 

• Identification of NCDCM 
jurisdictional areas including public 
trust areas and AECs (field reviews have 
been conducted with NCDCM staff). 

• Federally protected species habitat 
evaluations and field surveys. A 
technical report detailing the 
methodologies and results of the 
protected species study will be included 
as an appendix to the EIS. 

• Hydrogeologic investigations to 
assess the amount of water discharged 
from proposed quarry pits and the 
potential effects of dewatering on 
adjacent wetlands and ground water 
resources in area. A technical report 
detailing the methodologies and results 
of the hydrogeological study will be 
included as an appendix to the EIS. 

• Archaeological investigations and 
field survey. A technical report detailing 
the methodologies and results of the 
archaeological investigation and survey 
will be included as an appendix to the 
EIS. 

• Aquatic resources evaluations and 
field surveys. A technical report 
detailing the methodologies and results 
of the aquatic resources investigation 

and survey will be included as an 
appendix to the EIS. 

Environmental consequences: CEQ 
regulations (40 CFR 1502.16) state the 
EIS will include the environmental 
impacts of the alternatives including the 
proposed action, any adverse 
environmental effects which cannot be 
avoided should the proposal be 
implemented, the relationship between 
short-term uses of man’s environment 
and the maintenance and enhancement 
of long-term productivity, and any 
irreversible or irretrievable 
commitments of resources which would 
be involved in the proposal should it be 
implemented. The EIS will identify and 
disclose the direct impacts of the 
proposed project and study a reasonable 
number of alternatives on the following: 
Topography, geology, soils, climate, 
biotic communities, wetlands, fish and 
wildlife resources, endangered and 
threatened species, hydrology, water 
resources and water quality, 
floodplains, CAMA jurisdictional areas, 
hazardous materials, air quality, noise, 
aesthetics, recreational resources, 
historical and cultural resources, 
socioeconomics, land use, public health 
and safety, energy requirements and 
conservation, natural or depletable 
resources, drinking waters, and 
environmental justice. 

Secondary and cumulative 
environmental impacts: Cumulative 
impacts result from the incremental 
impact of the proposed action when 
added to past, present, and reasonably 
foreseeable future actions, regardless of 
what agency or person undertakes the 
action. GIS data and mapping will be 
used to evaluate and quantify secondary 
and cumulative impacts of the proposed 
Project with particular emphasis given 
to wetlands and surface/groundwater 
resources. 

Mitigation: CEQ regulations (40 CFR 
1502.14, 1502.16, and 1508.20) require 
the EIS to include appropriate 
mitigation measures. The USACE has 
adopted, through the CEQ), a mitigation 
policy which embraces the concepts of 
‘‘no net loss of wetlands’’ and project 
sequencing. The purpose of this policy 
is to restore and maintain the chemical, 
biological, and physical integrity of 
‘‘Waters of the United States,’’ 
specifically wetlands. Mitigation of 
wetland impacts has been defined by 
the CEQ to include: avoidance of 
impacts (to wetlands), minimizing 
impacts, rectifying impacts, reducing 
impacts over time, and compensating 
for impacts (40 CFR 1508.20). Each of 
these aspects (avoidance, minimization, 
and compensatory mitigation) must be 
considered in sequential order. As part 
of the EIS, the applicant will develop a 

compensatory mitigation plan detailing 
the methodology and approach to 
compensate for unavoidable impacts to 
waters of the U.S. including wetlands. 

NEPA/SEPA Preparation and 
Permitting: Because the proposed Castle 
Hayne quarry project requires approvals 
from federal and state agencies under 
both the National Environmental Policy 
Act (NEPA) and the State 
Environmental Policy Act (SEPA), a 
joint Federal and State Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS) will be prepared. 
The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers will 
serve as the lead agency for the process. 
The EIS will be the NEPA document for 
the Corps of Engineers (404 permit) and 
the SEPA document for the State of 
North Carolina (CAMA permit). 

Based on the size, complexity, and 
potential impacts of the proposed 
project, the Applicant has been advised 
by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers to 
identify and disclose the environmental 
impacts of the proposed project in an 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). 
Within the EIS, the Applicant will 
conduct a thorough environmental 
review, including an evaluation of a 
reasonable number of alternatives. After 
distribution and review of the Draft EIS 
and Final EIS, the Applicant 
understands that the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers will issue a Record of 
Decision (ROD) for the project. The ROD 
will document the completion of the EIS 
process and will serve as a basis for 
permitting decisions by federal and state 
agencies. 

Christine M. Brayman, 
Deputy District Engineer, Programs and 
Project Management. 
[FR Doc. E8–12065 Filed 5–29–08; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3710–GN–P 

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 

Submission for OMB Review; 
Comment Request 

AGENCY: Department of Education. 
SUMMARY: The IC Clearance Official, 
Regulatory Information Management 
Services, Office of Management invites 
comments 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 June 30, 
2008. 
ADDRESSES: Written comments should 
be addressed to the Office of 
Information and Regulatory Affairs, 
Attention: Education Desk Officer, 
Office of Management and Budget, 725 
17th Street, NW., Room 10222, 
Washington, DC 20503. Commenters are 
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encouraged to submit responses 
electronically by e-mail to 
oira_submission@omb.eop.gov or via fax 
to (202) 395–6974. Commenters should 
include the following subject line in 
their response ‘‘Comment: [insert OMB 
number], [insert abbreviated collection 
name, e.g., ‘‘Upward Bound 
Evaluation’’]. Persons submitting 
comments electronically should not 
submit paper copies. 
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. 

Dated: May 27, 2008. 
Angela C. Arrington, 
IC Clearance Official, Regulatory Information 
Management Services, Office of Management. 

Office of Planning, Evaluation and 
Policy Development 

Type of Review: New. 
Title: Reading First Implementation 

Study: 2008–09. 
Frequency: Biennially. 
Affected Public: State, Local, or Tribal 

Gov’t, SEAs or LEAs. 
Reporting and Recordkeeping Hour 

Burden: 
Responses: 54. 
Burden Hours: 162. 

Abstract: The Department will 
conduct a first round of state personnel 
interviews that will document states’ 
pre-budget cut processes for selecting 
instructional materials and assessments, 
professional development, ‘‘spill-over’’ 
to non-Reading First (RF) districts and 

schools, and RF influence on overall 
state literacy policies and programs. The 
second round of interviews will deepen 
our understanding of the Reading First 
program by documenting actual 
responses to the program budget cuts, 
and exploring other pertinent areas of 
program changes and policy impact. 
This study will provide more 
comprehensive descriptions, and 
ultimately analysis, of RF 
implementation processes at the district 
and school levels. Additionally, 
interviews will provide information on 
the relationship between Reading First 
and other state reading initiatives 
(including Title I). 

Requests for copies of the information 
collection submission for OMB review 
may be accessed from http:// 
edicsweb.ed.gov, by selecting the 
‘‘Browse Pending Collections’’ link and 
by clicking on link number 3629. When 
you access the information collection, 
click on ‘‘Download Attachments’’ to 
view. Written requests for information 
should be addressed to U.S. Department 
of Education, 400 Maryland Avenue, 
SW., LBJ, Washington, DC 20202–4537. 
Requests may also be electronically 
mailed to ICDocketMgr@ed.gov or faxed 
to 202–401–0920. Please specify the 
complete title of the information 
collection when making your request. 

Comments regarding burden and/or 
the collection activity requirements 
should be electronically mailed to 
ICDocketMgr@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. E8–12097 Filed 5–29–08; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4000–01–P 

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 

Office of Special Education and 
Rehabilitative Services Overview 
Information—National Institute on 
Disability and Rehabilitation Research 
(NIDRR)—Disability and Rehabilitation 
Research Projects and Centers 
Program—Disability Rehabilitation 
Research Projects (DRRPs)—Center 
on Knowledge Translation for 
Technology Transfer 

Notice inviting applications for a new 
award for fiscal year (FY) 2008. 
Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 

(CFDA) Number: 84.133A–7. 

DATES: Applications Available: May 30, 
2008. 

Deadline for Transmittal of 
Applications: July 29, 2008. 

Date of Pre-Application Meeting: June 
17, 2008. 

Full Text of Announcement 

I. Funding Opportunity Description 

Purpose of Program: The purpose of 
the DRRP program is to improve the 
effectiveness of services authorized 
under the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as 
amended, by developing methods, 
procedures, and rehabilitation 
technologies that advance a wide range 
of independent living and employment 
outcomes for individuals with 
disabilities, especially individuals with 
the most severe disabilities. DRRPs 
carry out one or more of the following 
types of activities, as specified and 
defined in 34 CFR 350.13 through 
350.19: Research, training, 
demonstration, development, 
dissemination, and technical assistance. 

An applicant for assistance under this 
program must demonstrate in its 
application how it will address, in 
whole or in part, the needs of 
individuals with disabilities from 
minority backgrounds (34 CFR 
350.40(a)). The approaches an applicant 
may take to meet this requirement are 
found in 34 CFR 350.40(b). 

Additional information on the DRRP 
program can be found at: http:// 
www.ed.gov/rschstat/research/pubs/res- 
program.html#DRRP. 

Priorities: NIDRR has established two 
priorities for this competition. The 
General DRRP Requirements priority is 
from the notice of final priorities for the 
Disability and Rehabilitation Research 
Projects and Centers Program, published 
in the Federal Register on April 28, 
2006 (71 FR 25472). The Center on 
Knowledge Translation for Technology 
Transfer priority is from the notice of 
final priorities for the Disability and 
Rehabilitation Research Projects and 
Centers Program, published in the 
Federal Register on February 1, 2008 
(73 FR 6132). 

Note: On February 1, 2008, we published 
a notice in the Federal Register (73 FR 6162) 
inviting applications for a number of 
competitions, including one using the Center 
on Knowledge Translation for Technology 
Transfer priority. None of the applications 
we received for the Center on Knowledge 
Translation for Technology Transfer 
competition announced in that notice were 
successful. Accordingly, through this notice, 
we are inviting applications for another 
competition using the Center on Knowledge 
Translation for Technology Transfer priority. 

Absolute Priorities: For FY 2008, these 
priorities are absolute priorities. Under 
34 CFR 75.105(c)(3) we consider only 
applications that meet these priorities. 

These priorities are: 
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