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respond, including through the use of 
appropriate automated, electronic, 
mechanical, or other technological 
collection techniques or other forms of 
information technology.

Dated: April 26, 2004. 
Anissa Craghead, 
Information Collection Officer, U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service.
[FR Doc. 04–9785 Filed 4–29–04; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310–55–P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Fish and Wildlife Service 

Information Collection To Be 
Submitted to the Office of Management 
and Budget (OMB) for Approval Under 
the Paperwork Reduction Act; 
Incidental Take of Marine Mammals 
During Specified Activities 
Applications

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service, 
Interior.
ACTION: Notice; request for comments.

SUMMARY: We, the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service, will submit to OMB 
the collection of information described 
for approval under the provisions of the 
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995. 
Copies of specific information collection 
requirements and explanatory material 
may be obtained by contacting our 
Information Collection Clearance Officer 
at the address or phone number listed 
below.
DATES: You must submit comments on 
or before June 29, 2004.
ADDRESSES: Your comments and 
suggestions on specific requirements 
should be sent to our Information 
Collection Clearance Officer, Anissa 
Craghead, U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service, 4401 N. Fairfax Dr., MS 222, 
Arlington, VA 22203, telephone 703/
358–2445, fax 703/358–2269.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Diane Bowen, Division of Habitat and 
Resource Conservation, Branch of 
Resource Management Support 
Arlington, Virginia, at 703/358–2161, or 
Craig Perham, Office of Marine 
Mammals Management, Anchorage, 
Alaska, at 907/786–3810.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: OMB 
regulations at 5 CFR part 1320, which 
implement provisions of the Paperwork 
Reduction Act of 1995 (44 U.S.C. 3501 
et seq.), require that interested members 
of the public and affected agencies be 
given an opportunity to comment on 
information collection and record 
keeping activities (see 5 CFR 1320.8(d)). 
We are submitting a request to OMB to 

renew its approval of a collection of 
information concerning applications for 
the incidental take of marine mammals 
during specified activities. We are 
requesting a three-year term of approval 
for this information collection activity. 
Federal agencies may not conduct or 
sponsor, and a person is not required to 
respond to, a collection of information 
unless it displays a currently valid OMB 
control number. The OMB control 
number for this collection of 
information is 1018–0070. 

Section 101(a)(5)(A) of the Marine 
Mammal Protection Act of 1972 
authorizes us, acting on behalf of the 
Secretary of the Interior, to allow the 
incidental, unintentional take of small 
numbers of marine mammals during a 
specified activity (other than 
commercial fishing) in a specified 
geographic region. Prior to allowing 
these takes, however, we must find that 
the total of such taking will have a 
negligible impact on the species or 
stocks, and will not have an unmitigable 
adverse impact on the availability of the 
species or stocks for subsistence uses by 
Alaska Natives. 

The information that we propose to 
collect will be used to evaluate 
applications for specific incidental take 
regulations from the oil and gas industry 
to determine whether such regulations, 
and subsequent Letters of Authorization 
(LOA), should be issued; the 
information is needed to establish the 
scope of specific incidental take 
regulations. The information is also 
required to evaluate the impacts of the 
activities on the species or stocks of the 
marine mammals and on their 
availability for subsistence uses by 
Alaska Natives. It will ensure that all 
available means for minimizing the 
incidental take associated with a 
specific activity are considered by 
applicants. 

We estimate that the total annual 
burden associated with the request will 
be 2,027 hours (6,080 divided by 3). 
This represents an average annual 
estimated burden taken over a 3 year-
period, which includes the initial 200 
hours required to complete the request 
for specific procedural regulations (68 
FR 66744). For each LOA expected to be 
requested and issued subsequent to 
issuance of specific procedural 
regulations, we estimate that 28 hours 
per project will be invested: 8 hours will 
be required to complete each request for 
a LOA, 12 hours will be required for on-
site monitoring activities, and 8 hours 
will be required to complete each final 
monitoring report. We estimate that ten 
companies will be requesting LOAs and 
submitting monitoring reports annually 

for each of seven sites in the region 
covered by the specific regulations. 

Title: Marine Mammals: Incidental 
Take of Marine Mammals During 
Specified Activities Applications, 50 
CFR 18, Subpart J. 

OMB Number: 1018–0070. 
Bureau form number: None. 
Frequency of collection: Semi-

annually. 
Description of respondents: Oil and 

gas industry companies. 
Total Annual Responses: 140 (2 per 

project × 70 projects). 
Total Annual Burden Hours: 2,027. 
Your comments are invited on: (1) 

Whether this collection of information 
is necessary for us to properly perform 
our functions, including whether this 
information will have practical utility; 
(2) the accuracy of our estimate of 
burden, including the validity of the 
methodology and assumptions we use; 
(3) ways to enhance the quality, utility, 
and clarity of the information we are 
proposing to collect; and (4) ways to 
minimize the burden of the collection of 
information on those who are to 
respond, including through the use of 
appropriate automated, electronic, 
mechanical, or other technological 
collection techniques or other forms of 
information technology.

Dated: April 26, 2004. 
Anissa Craghead, 
Information Collection Officer, Fish and 
Wildlife Service.
[FR Doc. 04–9786 Filed 4–29–04; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310–55–P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Fish and Wildlife Service 

Draft Comprehensive Conservation 
Plan and Environmental Impact 
Statement for the Petit Manan National 
Wildlife Refuge Complex

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service, 
Department of the Interior.
ACTION: Notice of availability.

SUMMARY: The U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service (Service) announces that the 
Draft Comprehensive Conservation Plan 
(CCP) and Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS) is available for the Petit 
Manan National Wildlife Refuge (NWR) 
Complex. This CCP is prepared 
pursuant to the National Wildlife Refuge 
System Administration Act of 1966, as 
amended by the National Wildlife 
Refuge System Improvement Act of 
1997 (16 U.S.C. dd et seq.), and the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969, and describes how the Service 
intends to manage this five-refuge 
complex over the next 15 years.
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DATES: Comments must be received 
within 60 days of this publication. 
Public hearings will be scheduled in the 
following communities: Milbridge, 
Augusta, Rockland, and Falmouth, 
Maine. 

Send Comments to: Nancy McGarigal, 
Planning Team Leader, U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service, 300 Westgate Center 
Drive, Hadley, Massachusetts 01035, or 
e-mail comments to 
northeastplanning@fws.gov with a 
subject line stating ‘‘Petit Manan NWR 
Complex.’’
ADDRESSES: Copies of the Draft CCP/EIS 
are available on compact diskette or 
hard copy, and may be obtained by 
writing: Nancy McGarigal, Planning 
Team Leader, U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service, 300 Westgate Center Drive, 
Hadley, Massachusetts 01035. Copies of 
the Draft CCP/EIS may also be accessed 
and downloaded at the following Web 
site address: http://northeast.fws.gov/
planning.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Nancy McGarigal, Planning Team 
Leader, at 413–253–8562, or e-mail 
Nancy_McGarigal@fws.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A CCP is 
required by the National Wildlife Refuge 
System Administration Act of 1966, as 
amended by the National Wildlife 
Refuge System Improvement Act of 
1997 (16 U.S.C. 6688dd et seq). The 
purpose in developing a CCP is to 
provide refuge managers with a 15-year 
strategy for achieving refuge purposes 
and contributing toward the mission of 
the National Wildlife Refuge System 
(System), consistent with sound 
principles of fish and wildlife science, 
conservation, legal mandates, and 
Service policies. In addition to outlining 
broad management direction on 
conserving wildlife and their habitats, 
the CCP identifies wildlife-dependent 
recreational opportunities available to 
the public, including opportunities for 
hunting, fishing, wildlife observation 
and photography, and environmental 
education and interpretation. These 
CCPs will be reviewed and updated at 
least every 15 years in accordance with 
the National Wildlife Refuge System 
Administration Act of 1966, as amended 
by the National Wildlife Refuge System 
Improvement Act of 1997 (16 U.S.C. dd 
et seq.), and the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969. 

The Petit Manan NWR Complex lies 
along the Maine coast and is comprised 
of five NWRs: Cross Island, Seal Island, 
Franklin Island, Pond Island, and Petit 
Manan. Each have separate 
establishment histories and refuge 
purposes; however, they all have in 
common the purpose to protect and 

manage migratory birds. Seal Island (65 
acres; established 1972), Franklin Island 
(12 acres; established 1973), and Pond 
Island (10 acres; established 1973) are 
single-island NWRs. Cross Island NWR 
(1,703 acres; established 1980) is a six-
island complex, and Petit Manan NWR 
(5,771 acres; established 1974) includes 
3 mainland divisions (Petit Manan, 
Gouldsboro Bay, and Sawyers Marsh) 
and 33 islands which span the Maine 
coast from the New Hampshire border to 
Machias Bay in downeast Maine. 

In the Draft CCP/EIS we evaluate 4 
management alternatives which address 
14 major issues identified during the 
planning process. These issues were 
generated from several sources: The 
public; State or Federal agencies; our 
conservation partners; our planning 
team; or, other Service programs. The 
issues are described in detail in the 
document. Highlights of the alternatives 
are as follows:

Alternative A (Current Management): 
This alternative is the ‘‘No Action’’ 
alternative required by the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969, 42 
U.S.C. 4321–4347 as amended, and by 
its implementing regulations 40 CFR 
1500–1508. Alternative A defines our 
current management activities including 
those planned, funded, and/or under 
way, and serves as the baseline against 
which to compare the other three action 
alternatives. Funding and staffing levels 
would not increase appreciably over 
those in fiscal years 2002–2003. Our 
biological program priority would 
continue to be the six intensively-
managed seabird habitat restoration 
projects on refuge islands. We manage 
vegetation, seabird predators, and 
public use and access, and collect 
detailed biological information at these 
project sites. In addition, we would 
continue to maintain the 70 acres of 
open field and the three freshwater 
impoundments on the Petit Manan 
Point mainland division, and continue 
baseline vegetation and wildlife 
inventories as staffing and funding 
allows. 

There would be no change to our 
priority public use programs: hunting, 
fishing, wildlife observation and 
photography, and environmental 
education and interpretation. These 
uses were established as a priority on 
refuges by the National Wildlife Refuge 
System Improvement Act of 1997. Our 
annual hunt program would continue, 
which includes waterfowl hunting on 
22 islands, deer hunting on Bois Bubert 
Island, and small game, big game, and 
waterfowl hunting on the Sawyers 
Marsh and Gouldsboro Bay mainland 
divisions. The two interpretive trails on 
the Petit Manan Point Division would 

be maintained; otherwise, no new 
public use infrastructure would be 
developed. 

We would continue to pursue Service 
acquisition from willing sellers of 467 
acres within our currently approved 
boundary. We would also continue to 
facilitate the pending, no-cost land 
transfer of Corea Heath (400 acres) from 
the U.S. Navy. It would become a fourth 
mainland division on the Petit Manan 
NWR. In addition, we would seek an 
expansion of Petit Manan NWR to 
include 30 nationally significant seabird 
nesting islands (667.2 acres) and 153 
acres of important coastal mainland 
habitat which are not permanently 
protected. 

Alternative B (The Service’s Preferred 
Alternative): This alternative represents 
those actions which we believe most 
effectively achieve the purposes and 
goals of Petit Manan NWR Complex, 
and address the major issues. Funding 
and staffing levels would increase to 
support the program expansions we 
propose. The protection and restoration 
of seabird habitat would continue to be 
the highest biological program priority 
and we would expand this program to 
initiate six new project areas over the 
15-year planning time-frame. We would 
focus our habitat management, 
inventory, and monitoring activities to 
benefit seabirds, migratory landbirds, 
waterfowl, and shorebirds identified as 
a conservation priority in national and 
regional plans. 

Our priority public use programs 
would notably expand, especially in the 
areas of environmental education and 
interpretation. New infrastructure 
would be developed, including 
interpretive kiosks, and new trails, 
observation platforms, and parking areas 
on the Gouldsboro Bay, Sawyers Marsh, 
and Corea Heath divisions. We would 
place interpreters on commercial 
wildlife viewing tour boats. Our 
seasonal island closures to protect 
nesting seabirds would be modified on 
certain islands to allow public access in 
August; a month earlier than is 
currently allowed. We would also 
continue to pursue our proposal for a 
new Headquarters and Coastal 
Education Center; a proposal we would 
further develop in a separate 
environmental analysis once 
prospective sites are identified. Our 
hunt program would be expanded to 
include white-tailed deer hunting on the 
Petit Manan Point Division. 

We would enhance local community 
outreach and our partnerships with 
other Service programs, Maine 
Department of Inland Fisheries and 
Wildlife (MDIFW), numerous 
conservation organizations, and the 
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Friends of Maine Seabird Islands. All of 
these relationships would be integral to 
successfully accomplishing our goals 
and objectives.

We would pursue Service acquisition 
similar to Alternative A, except we 
would increase our proposed Petit 
Manan NWR expansion to include 87 
nationally significant seabird and bald 
eagle nesting islands (2,314 acres) not 
permanently protected. According to 
our Gulf of Maine Program staff and 
MDIFW, these 87 islands are the highest 
priority seabird and bald eagle nesting 
islands in Maine in need of permanent 
protection. This proposal would make 
significant gains in the regional recovery 
of several species of seabirds and bald 
eagles. On our mainland divisions, we 
would await the recommendations of 
the inter-agency Maine Wetlands 
Protection Coalition Team before 
determining if an expansion proposal is 
warranted. 

We would pursue wilderness 
designation of eight wilderness study 
areas (WSAs), comprised of 13 islands. 
Appendix D of the Draft CCP/EIS 
describes in detail the wilderness 
review process we conducted on all 
current refuge lands. Until a final 
decision on wilderness designation, or 
we choose to modify the 
recommendation, we would manage the 
WSAs to maintain their wilderness 
character to the extent it would not 
preclude fulfilling the respective refuge 
establishment purposes and the Refuge 
System mission. Existing, compatible 
priority public uses, including hunting 
and fishing, would not be affected by 
management to preserve wilderness 
character and values. If formally 
designated as wilderness, the purposes 
of the Wilderness Act would become 
additional purposes of the affected 
NWRs. We would manage to achieve the 
establishing purposes of these NWRs, 
the mission of the National Wildlife 
Refuge System and the purposes in the 
Wilderness Act. 

Alternative C: This alternative builds 
on Alternative B with substantial 
expansions of our biological, public use, 
and land protection programs. Funding 
and staffing levels would increase 
commensurately. We would initiate 12 
new seabird habitat restoration sites 
over the 15-year planning time-frame, 
substantially increasing our 
responsibilities for and leadership in 
seabird recovery in Maine. Our 
biological inventory and monitoring 
programs would notably increase in 
complexity and duration, but would 
remain focused on seabirds, migratory 
landbirds, waterfowl, and shorebirds 
identified as a conservation priority in 
national and regional plans. 

Under this alternative, we would 
implement the expanded priority public 
use programs identified in Alternative 
B, and would further supplement the 
educational and interpretive programs. 
On some seabird habitat restoration 
sites, we would install a live-feed video 
camera, to be broadcast on our website 
for use with a curriculum we would 
develop. We would also pursue a 
partnership with State and Federal 
highway administrations to construct 
interpretive panels at rest stops and 
visitor facilities along major travel ways. 
With regards to non-priority public 
uses, we would open Petit Manan, 
Gouldsboro Bay, and Sawyers Marsh 
divisions and Cross and Bois Bubert 
islands to furbearer trapping according 
to State and refuge regulations. On the 
mainland divisions, trapping would not 
begin before December to protect the 
thousands of fall migrating waterfowl 
congregating on refuge wetlands. 

Alternative C proposes the largest 
refuge expansion. We would pursue 
Service acquisition from willing sellers 
of all, or parts of, 151 nationally 
significant seabird and bald eagle 
nesting islands (approximately 6,310 
acres) not permanently protected. This 
proposal includes all unprotected 
coastal Maine islands determined 
nationally significant and would 
substantially advance the regional 
recovery of seabirds and bald eagles. In 
addition to the mainland parcels 
identified in Alternative B, we would 
pursue Service acquisition of mainland 
tracts from willing sellers on a case-by-
case basis within Atlantic Coast Joint 
Venture Focus Areas. Our priority 
would be to acquire those tracts with 
high quality migratory waterfowl habitat 
in proximity to existing refuge lands. 

Similar to Alternative B, we would 
pursue formal wilderness designation of 
the eight WSAs. 

Alternative D: This alternative is best 
described as a custodial, or low-
intervention, approach to administering 
the complex and managing its resources. 
We would minimize human intrusion or 
intervention into ongoing ecological 
processes, except where necessary to 
protect threatened and endangered 
species, avoid catastrophic loss to 
seabird populations on refuge lands, 
control invasive and exotic species, or 
enforce regulations. Funding and 
staffing levels would remain at current 
levels, with the exception of added law 
enforcement capabilities. 

We would reduce our effort at 
individual seabird restoration sites, 
limiting our activities to non-lethal gull 
control, and hand-treatment of 
vegetation. We would no longer use 
sheep, prescribed burning, or mowing to 

manage vegetation. Our monitoring of 
seabird nesting success would be 
curtailed to an annual census of nesting 
pairs. 

We would maintain the priority 
public use infrastructure currently in 
place on the Petit Manan Point Division, 
but would keep the other mainland 
divisions undeveloped to minimize 
public use. Instead, our priority public 
use efforts would be focused on off-site 
environmental education and 
interpretation, such as at the proposed 
Coastal Education Center and in 
schools. Hunting would not be allowed 
on refuge lands. Further, all islands 
would be closed to public use and 
access year round, except when a tour 
is organized by our staff or led by a 
partner operating under a special use 
permit. 

Under Alternative D, we would 
continue to pursue Service acquisition 
from willing sellers of the 467 acres 
within our currently approved 
boundary. No expansion would occur; 
however, we would continue to work 
with our land conservation partners to 
support their efforts in protecting 
important coastal habitats in Maine. We 
would not pursue formal wilderness 
designation under this alternative.

Dated: February 26, 2004. 
Richard O. Bennett, 
Acting Regional Director, U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service, Hadley, Massachusetts.
[FR Doc. 04–9783 Filed 4–29–04; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310–55–P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Indian Affairs 

Rate Adjustments for Indian Irrigation 
Facilities

AGENCY: Bureau of Indian Affairs, 
Interior.
ACTION: Notice of rate adjustments.

SUMMARY: The Bureau of Indian Affairs 
(BIA) owns or has an interest in 
irrigation facilities located on various 
Indian reservations throughout the 
United States. The BIA establishes 
irrigation assessment rates to recover its 
costs to administer, operate, maintain, 
and rehabilitate certain of those 
facilities. We are notifying you that we 
have adjusted the irrigation assessment 
rates at several of our irrigation facilities 
where we are required to recover our 
full costs of operation and maintenance.
EFFECTIVE DATE: The irrigation 
assessment rates shown in the tables 
were effective on January 1, 2004.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For 
details about a particular BIA irrigation 
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