
16592 Federal Register / Vol. 69, No. 61 / Tuesday, March 30, 2004 / Notices 

Three instruments are needed to 
collect process information about SIG 
activities at the State, community, and 
program levels: (1) A Final Report 
Protocol; (2) a SIG Community Site Visit 
Protocol; and (3) a SIG Community 
Telephone Interview Protocol. The Final 
Report Protocol will be used to collect 
data across the spectrum of activities 
associated with the SIG effort in the 
State. The areas captured by the Final 
Report Protocol are outlined in the 
Conceptual Framework utilized by the 
SIG States and cross-site evaluation 
team, and include the following topics: 
GOAMS (goals, objectives, 
accomplishments, and milestones), 
contextual conditions, SIG mobilization, 
system characteristics and dynamics, 
collaborative strategies or activities, 
immediate outcomes, systems change, 
sub-recipient characteristics and 
dynamics, sub-recipient planning and 
science-based prevention interventions, 

sub-recipient immediate local outcomes, 
long-term outcomes, possible rival 
explanations, and learned lessons. 

The community site visits will be 
conducted in randomly selected sample 
of sub-recipient communities in Cohorts 
I–III that have submitted pre-post 
matched outcome data that includes 
comparison data. The SIG Community 
Site Visit Protocol will collect data at 
the sub-recipient and program levels on 
the following topics: degree of 
monitoring by the State, selection 
processes of interventions, evaluation 
strategies, technical assistance provided 
by the State, level of guidance by the 
State in program selection, and 
evaluation. 

The sampling frame for the telephone 
interviews will include all active sub-
recipients in Cohorts I–V that are 
collecting outcome data at the 
intervention level. Sub-recipient 
communities selected for site visits will 
be excluded from the sampling frame. 

The SIG Community Telephone 
Interview Protocol will collect data on 
the processes for selection and 
implementation of interventions and the 
approach to evaluation of these 
interventions. 

OMB approval has been received for 
the process evaluation in the first four 
cohorts (N=28 states) and for states to 
submit previously collected outcome 
data for secondary analysis. This request 
will add the more recently funded SIG 
jurisdictions (Cohorts V–VII) to the 
process evaluation (N=16 states) and 
address the burden on states (Cohorts 
VI–VII) to submit previously collected 
outcome data (N=23 states). Included in 
this request are revised burden 
estimates based on actual experience, 
and a request for an extension of the 
period of OMB approval for the SIG 
cross-site evaluation by three years. 

Estimated annual burden is as 
follows:

Instrument Number of re-
spondents 

Responses 
per respond-

ent 

Hours per re-
sponse 

Annual burden 
hours 

SIG Final Report Protocol: 
Evaluators ................................................................................................. 16 1 200 3,200
Project Directors ....................................................................................... 16 1 40 640
Key Informants ......................................................................................... 32 1 4 128

SIG Community Site Visits in 8 States: 
State contacts ........................................................................................... 8 1 1 8
Subrecipient contacts ............................................................................... 10 1 1 10
Site visit interviews (10 per site) .............................................................. 80 1 1 80

SIG Community Telephone Interviews: 
Telephone Interviews ............................................................................... 81 1 2 162

Community outcome data (23 States) ............................................................. 23 2 8 368
TOTAL ...................................................................................................... ........................ ........................ ........................ 4,596

Send comments to Nancy Pearce, 
SAMHSA Reports Clearance Officer, 
Room 16–105, Parklawn Building, 5600 
Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 20857. 
Written comments should be received 
within 60 days of this notice.

Dated: March 23, 2004. 
Anna Marsh, 
Executive Officer, SAMHSA.
[FR Doc. 04–6984 Filed 3–29–04; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4162–20–P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERVICES 

Substance Abuse and Mental Health 
Services Administration 

Fiscal Year (FY) 2004 Funding 
Opportunity

AGENCY: Center for Substance Abuse 
Prevention, Substance Abuse and 
Mental Health Services Administration, 
HHS.

ACTION: Notice of intent to award a 
Single Source Grant to the Iowa 
Department of Public Health. 

SUMMARY: This notice is to inform the 
public that the Substance Abuse and 
Mental Health Services Administration 
(SAMHSA), Center for Substance Abuse 
Prevention (CSAP), intends to award 
approximately $200,000 (total costs) for 
a one-year project period to the Iowa 
Department of Public Health. This is not 
a formal request for applications. 
Assistance will be provided only to the 
Iowa Department of Public Health based 
on the receipt of a satisfactory 
application that is approved by an 
independent review group. 

Funding Opportunity Title: SP 04–
010. 

Catalog of Federal Domestic 
Assistance (CFDA) Number: 93.243.

Authority: Section 519E of the Public 
Health Service Act, as amended.

Justification: Only the Iowa 
Department of Public Health is eligible 

to apply. The Substance Abuse and 
Mental Health Services Administration 
(SAMHSA), Center for Substance Abuse 
Prevention (CSAP), is seeking to award 
a single source supplemental grant to 
the Iowa Department of Public Health to 
support methamphetamine prevention 
infrastructure development to reduce 
methamphetamine production supply 
and use. 

Iowa has a serious and growing 
methamphetamine abuse problem. It 
ranks as the sixth highest state in usage, 
according to the 2001 preliminary 
findings of the National Institute of 
Justice. Problems stemming from 
widespread use, including increases in 
treatment admissions, arrests, drug 
convictions, and seizure of 
methamphetamine laboratories, have 
overwhelmed the substance abuse 
prevention and treatment, and criminal 
justice systems. Iowa’s rural and 
agricultural nature provides an 
attractive setting for clandestine 
methamphetamine production 
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laboratories, since it is characterized by 
open space, a network of roadways for 
delivery, and ample raw materials. 
Consequently, Iowa houses many 
methamphetamine laboratories. 

The dramatic increase in 
methamphetamine use in the State of 
Iowa has stimulated the interest and 
commitment of its business community 
to partner with the State in responding 
to the problem. There is a growing 
awareness in the field of the importance 
of engaging ‘‘mainstream’’ sectors of the 
community in prevention activities in 
order to increase the acceptability, 
effectiveness, and long-term 
sustainability of such programs. The 
interest of Iowa’s business community 
provides the State (and SAMHSA) with 
a unique opportunity to develop and 
evaluate a public-private partnership to 
combat methamphetamine production 
and cost.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Wilma Pinnock, SAMHSA/CSAP, 5600 
Fishers Lane, Rockwall II, 9th Floor, 

Rockville, MD 20857; telephone: (301) 
594–3447; E-mail: 
wpinnock@samhsa.gov.

Dated: March 24, 2004. 
Margaret M. Gilliam, 
Acting Director, Office of Policy, Planning 
and Budget, Substance Abuse and Mental 
Health Services Administration.
[FR Doc. 04–7043 Filed 3–29–04; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4162–20–P

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND 
SECURITY 

Directorate of Information Analysis 
and Infrastructure Protection (IAIP) 

Open Meeting of National 
Infrastructure Advisory Council (NIAC)

AGENCY: Directorate of Information 
Analysis and Infrastructure Protection, 
DHS.
ACTION: Notice of meeting.

SUMMARY: The National Infrastructure 
Advisory Council (NIAC) will hold a 
meeting to be briefed on the status of 
several Working Group activities that 
the Council undertook at its last 
meeting. The NIAC advises the 
President of the United States on the 
security of information systems for 
critical infrastructure supporting other 
sectors of the economy, including 
banking and finance, transportation, 
energy, manufacturing, and emergency 
government services.
DATES: April 13, 2004, 2 p.m.–5 p.m.
ADDRESSES: The National Press Club 
Ballroom, 13th floor, 529 14th St, NW., 
Washington, DC 20045.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Nancy J. Wong, (202) 482–1929.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Notice of 
these meetings is given under the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act, 5 
U.S.C. App. 2. 

Agenda of Committee meeting on April 
13, 2004

I. Opening of Meeting .............................................................................. Nancy J. Wong, U.S. Department of Homeland Security (DHS)/Des-
ignated Federal Official, NIAC. 

II. Roll Call of Members .......................................................................... NIAC Staff. 
III. Opening Remarks ............................................................................... Lt. Gen. Frank Libutti (USMC, ret.), Under Secretary for Information 

Analysis and Infrastructure Protection, DHS Homeland Security 
for Infrastructure Protection; 

Gen. John A. Gordon (USAF, ret.), Assistant to the President and 
Homeland Security Advisor, Homeland Security Council; 

Richard K. Davidson, Chairman, President & CEO, Union Pacific 
Corporation; Chairman, NIAC; Erle A Nye, Chairman and CEO 
TXU Corp; newly appointed Chairman, NIAC; Passing of the 
Gavel; and 

John T. Chambers, President & CEO, Cisco Systems, Inc.; Vice 
Chairman, NIAC. 

IV. Status Reports on Pending Initiatives.
A. Hardening the Internet ................................................................ George H. Conrades, Chairman & CEO, Akamai Technologies; NIAC 

Member. 
B. Prioritization of Cyber Vulnerabilities ........................................ Martin G. McGuinn, Chairman & CEO, Mellon Financial Corpora-

tion; NIAC Member. 
C. Vulnerability Scoring Research Task .......................................... Vice Chairman Chambers; and John W. Thompson, Chairman & 

CEO, Symantec Corporation; NIAC Member. 
V. Final Report and Discussion on Regulatory Guidance/Best Prac-

tices for Enhancing Security of Critical Infrastructure Industries.
Karen L. Katen, President, Pfizer Global Pharmaceuticals and Exec. 

V.P., Pfizer Inc.; NIAC Member. 
VI. Adoption of NIAC Recommendations .............................................. NIAC Members. 
VII. Final Report and Discussion on Evaluation Enhancement of In-

formation Sharing Analysis.
Thomas E. Noonan, Chairman, and President & CEO, Internet Secu-

rity and Systems, Inc. 
VIII. Adoption of NIAC Recommendations ............................................ NIAC Members. 
IX. Updates ............................................................................................... White House Staff. 

A. NSTAC .......................................................................................... Chairman and Vice Chairman, NSTAC. 
B. National Cyber Security Division ............................................... Amit Yoran, Director. 

X. New Business ...................................................................................... Chairman Davidson; NIAC Members. 
XI. Adjournment. 

Procedural 

These meetings are open to the 
public. Limited seating will be 
available. Reservations are not accepted. 
Please note that the meetings may close 
early if all business is finished. Written 
comments may be submitted at any time 
before or after the meeting. However, to 
facilitate distribution of public 
presentation materials to NIAC 

members, the Council suggests that 
presenters forward the public 
presentation materials, 10 days prior to 
the meeting date, to the following 
address: 

Ms. Nancy J. Wong, Infrastructure 
Coordination Division, Directorate of 
Information Analysis and Infrastructure 
Protection, U.S. Department of 
Homeland Security, Room 6095, 14th 

Street & Constitution Avenue, NW., 
Washington, DC 20230. 

At the discretion of the Chair, 
members of the public may make oral 
presentations during the meetings. If 
you would like to make an oral 
presentation at a meeting, please notify 
the Designated Federal Official and 
submit written material. If you would 
like a copy of your material distributed
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