SUPPORTING STATEMENT FOR

PAPERWORK REDUCTION ACT SUBMISSION

Native Hawaiian Education Council

Justification

1. Explain the circumstances that make the collection of information necessary.  Identify any legal or administrative requirements that necessitate the collection.  Attach a copy of the appropriate section of each statute and regulation mandating or authorizing the collection of information.
The Native Hawaiian Education program authorized under Title VII, Part B of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 1965 (ESEA), as amended by the No Child Left Behind Act of 2001 (P.L. 107-110), authorizes the Secretary of Education to establish a Native Hawaiian Education Council to help coordinate the educational and related services available to Native Hawaiians, including programs receiving funding under the Native Hawaiian Education Act 

The legislation states that the Education Council may consist of no more than twenty-one members, unless otherwise determined by a majority of the Council.  Furthermore, at least ten members of the Education Council must be Native Hawaiian service providers and ten members must be Native Hawaiians or Native Hawaiian education consumers.  In addition, membership must include a representative of the State of Hawaii Office of Hawaiian Affairs.

The Office of Elementary and Secondary Education of the U.S. Department of Education is seeking to extend OMB approval for a three year clearance for the Native Hawaiian Education Council federal register notice soliciting recommendations for membership.  

2. Indicate how, by whom, and for what purposes the information is to be used.  Except for a new collection, indicate the actual use the agency has made of the information received from the current collection.

A federal register notice enables a respondent to recommend individuals for membership on the Native Hawaiian Education Council.  The notice will also allow respondents to recommend the criteria to be used for selecting the members.  The Secretary of Education will use the information provided by respondents to establish the twenty-one member Native Hawaiian Education Council. Without the information requested in the federal register notice, the selection of members of the Education Council could not be made on the basis of a fair and objective evaluation, and the funds appropriated could not be awarded.

3. Describe whether, and to what extent, the collection of information involves the use of automated, electronic, mechanical, or other technological collection techniques or forms of information technology, e.g. permitting electronic submission of responses, and the basis for the decision of adopting this means of collection.  Also describe any consideration of using information technology to reduce burden.
There is no consideration for using information technology to reduce burden.  There are no technical or legal obstacles to reducing burden.

4. Describe efforts to identify duplication.  Show specifically why any similar information already available cannot be used or modified for use of the purposes described in item 2 above.
The information supplied by the respondent is not in any other data collection, and is unique to the Native Hawaiian Education program.  The federal register notice is a single document intended to serve a specific authorized purpose, and is in keeping with statutory requirements.

No information is available from any other source, which enables the Department of Education to select members of the Native Hawaiian Education Council.


5. If the collection of information impacts small businesses or other small entities (Item 5 of OMB form 83-I), describe any methods used to minimize burden.
Small businesses are not impacted by this data collection.

6. Describe the consequences to Federal program or policy activities if the collection is not conducted or is conducted less frequently, as well as any technical or legal obstacles to reducing burden.
The authorizing statute requires Native Hawaiian Education Council to be established.  If nominations/recommendations are not received, the Department would not be able to establish the council and the Secretary of Education would be out of compliance with the statute.

7. There are no special circumstances that require the collection to be conducted in a manner inconsistent with the guidelines in 5 CFR 1320.5.

8. If applicable, provide a copy and identify the date and page number of publication in the Federal Register of the agency=s notice, required by 5 CFR 1320.8(d), soliciting comments on the information collection prior to submission to OMB.  Summarize public comments received in response to that notice and describe actions taken by the agency in response to these comments.  Specifically address comments received on cost and hour burden.
The public was given the opportunity for comment under the emergency notice and 60-day notice; no comments were received.  The 30-day comment notice will be published in conjunction with this OMB submission; ED does not anticipate comments.

9. Explain any decision to provide any payment or gift to respondents, other than remuneration of contractors or grantees.
No gifts or payments are made to respondents.

10. Describe any assurance of confidentiality provided to respondents and the basis for the assurance in statute, regulations, or agency policy.
In accordance with the Privacy Act of 1974, as amended, the Department of Education published (June 6, 2002) a notice of new system of records entitled “Native Hawaiian Education Council (18-14-03).”  The system will contain information on individuals who have been nominated and are interested in serving on the Native Hawaiian Education Council. The information maintained in the system of record will consist of: name, title, sex, place and date of birth, home address, business address, organizational affiliation, phone numbers, fax numbers, e-mail addresses, degrees held, general educational background, ethnic background, resume, curriculum vitae, previous and current membership on the Native Hawaiian Education Council, source who recommended the individual for membership on the council, and miscellaneous correspondence.

Direct access to records is restricted to authorized personnel through locked files, rooms, and buildings, as well as building pass and security guard sign-in systems.  

11. Provide additional justification for any questions of a sensitive nature, such as sexual behavior and attitudes, religious beliefs, and other matters that are commonly considered private.  This justification should include the reasons why the agency considers the questions necessary, the specific uses to be made of the information, the explanation to be given to persons from whom the information is requested, and any steps to be taken to obtain their consent.
There is no question of sensitive nature in this collection of information.

12. Provide estimates of the hour burden of the collection of information.
Estimated respondent cost is based on 2 hours per nomination.  The figure of 2 hours is based on our own operating experience and is consistent with estimates made for programs of similar complexity.

We estimated respondent cost at an average of $20 per hour so that the average cost per nomination would be $20 x 2 hours - $40.

It is estimated that a total of 100 applications will be received for the competition.

Total estimated cost: $40 x 100 applications - $4,000

Estimated data burden for grants:

Annual reporting burden per response (includes applying and preparing submission of application):

2 hours x 100 respondents – 200 hours

Total Burden for Grant – 200 hours

13. There are no startup costs to respondents.

14. Estimated annualized Federal costs:

Program Personnel:

2 person @$32.09/hr. x 40 hours

$2,567.20

2 person @ $22.55/hr. x 150 hours

$6,765.00







$9,332.20

Anticipated applications reviewed for review:

100 nominations x 1 hours per application for reviewers = 100 hours

Travel for reviewers (3 reviewers x $700)


=$ 2,100.00

Per Diem for reviewers (3 reviewers x $720)


= 2,160.00

Honorarium (3 reviewers x 500)



= 1,500.00







TOTAL
   $57,600.00

Printing and mailing applications



$ .00

15. Explain the reasons for any program changes or adjustments reported in items 13 or 14 of the OMB Form 83-1.
There are no changes in burden.

16. For collections of information whose results will be published, outline plans for tabulation and publication.  Address any complex analytical techniques that will be used.  Provide the time schedule for the entire project, including beginning and ending dates of the collection of information, completion of report, publication dates, and other actions.
There is no plan for publication.

17. If seeking approval to not display the expiration date for OMB approval of the information collection, explain the reasons that display would be inappropriate.
The expiration date will not be displayed on the information collection; there is no form.

18. Explain each exception to the certification statement identified in Item 20, “Certification for Paperwork Reduction Act Submissions,” of OMB Form 83-I.
There is no exception to the certifications.

This collection does not employ statistical methodology.

