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committee chairman may allow public
presentations or oral statements at the
meeting.

Luz D. Ortiz,

Army Federal Register Liaison Officer.

[FR Doc. 03-27675 Filed 10-30-03; 3:42 pm]
BILLING CODE 3710-08-M

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

Notice of Proposed Information
Collection Requests

AGENCY: Department of Education.
SUMMARY: The Leader, Regulatory
Information Management Group, Office
of the Chief Information Officer, invites
comments on the proposed information
collection requests as required by the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995.
DATES: Interested persons are invited to
submit comments on or before January
4, 2004.

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

The Department of Education is
especially interested in public comment
addressing the following issues: (1) Is
this collection necessary to the proper
functions of the Department; (2) will
this information be processed and used
in a timely manner; (3) is the estimate
of burden accurate; (4) how might the
Department enhance the quality, utility,
and clarity of the information to be
collected; and (5) how might the

Department minimize the burden of this
collection on the respondents, including
through the use of information
technology.

Dated: October 29, 2003.
Angela C. Arrington,

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

Office of Special Education and
Rehabilitative Services

Type of Review: Extension.

Title: Annual Performance Reporting
Forms for National Institute on
Disability and Rehabilitation Research
(NIDRR) Grantees (RERCs, RRTCs, FIRs,
ARRTs, DBTACs, DRRPs, MSs, D&Us).

Frequency: Annually.

Affected Public: Not-for-profit
institutions.

Reporting and Recordkeeping Hour
Burden:

Responses: 279.
Burden Hours: 4,464.

Abstract: Information collection to
obtain annual program and performance
data from NIDRR grantees on their
project activities. The information
collected will be used for monitoring
grantees and for NIDRR program
planning, budget development and
reporting on Government Performance
and Results Act (GPRA) indicators.

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 2366. 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 4050, Regional
Office Building 3, Washington, DC
20202—4651 or to the e-mail 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. Please specify the
complete title of the information
collection when making your request.

Comments regarding burden and/or
the collection activity requirements
should be directed to Sheila Carey at her
e-mail address
Sheila.Carey@omb.eop.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. 03-27609 Filed 11-3—-03; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4000-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
RIN 1890-ZA00

Scientifically Based Evaluation
Methods

AGENCY: Department of Education.
ACTION: Notice of proposed priority.

SUMMARY: The Secretary of Education
proposes a priority that may be used for
any appropriate programs in the
Department of Education (Department)
in FY 2004 and in later years. We take
this action to focus Federal financial
assistance on expanding the number of
programs and projects Department wide
that are evaluated under rigorous
scientifically based research methods in
accordance with the Elementary and
Secondary Education Act (ESEA) as
reauthorized by the No Child Left
Behind Act of 2001 (NCLB).
Establishing the priority on a
Department-wide basis would permit
any office to use the priority for a
program for which it is appropriate.
DATES: We must receive your comments
on or before December 4, 2003.
ADDRESSES: Address all comments about
this proposed priority to Margo K.
Anderson, U.S. Department of
Education, 400 Maryland Avenue, SW.,
room 4W333, Washington, DC 20202—
5910. If you prefer to send your
comments through the Internet, use the
following address: comments@ed.gov.

You must include the term
“Evaluation” in the subject line of your
electronic message.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Margo Anderson. Telephone: (202) 205—
3010 or via Internet at
Margo.Anderson@ed.gov.

If you use a telecommunications
device for the deaf (TDD), you may call
the Federal Information Relay Service
(FIRS) at 1-800-877—-8339.

Individuals with disabilities may
obtain this document in an alternative
format (e.g., Braille, large print,
audiotape, or computer diskette) on
request to the contact person listed
under FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Invitation To Comment

We invite you to submit comments
regarding this proposed priority.

We invite you to assist us in
complying with the specific
requirements of Executive Order 12866
and its overall requirement of reducing
regulatory burden that might result from
this proposed priority. Please let us
know of any further opportunities we
should take to reduce potential costs or
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increase potential benefits while
preserving the effective and efficient
administration of the Department’s
programs.

During and after the comment period,
you may inspect all public comments
about this proposed priority in room
4W333, 400 Maryland Avenue, SW.,
Washington, DC between the hours of
8:30 a.m. and 4 p.m., Eastern time,
Monday through Friday of each week
except Federal holidays.

Assistance to Individuals With
Disabilities in Reviewing the
Rulemaking Record

On request, we will supply an
appropriate aid, such as a reader or
print magnifier, to an individual with a
disability who needs assistance to
review the comments or other
documents in the public rulemaking
record for this proposed priority. If you
want to schedule an appointment for
this type of aid, please contact the
person listed under FOR FURTHER
INFORMATION CONTACT.

General

The ESEA as reauthorized by the
NCLB uses the term scientifically based
research more than 100 times in the
context of evaluating programs to
determine what works in education or
ensuring that Federal funds are used to
support activities and services that
work. This proposed priority is
intended to ensure that Federal funds
are used to support projects and
activities that are consistent with a
statutory purpose of Department
programs, and evaluated using
scientifically based research.
Establishing this priority makes it
possible for any office in the
Department to encourage or to require
appropriate projects to use scientifically
based evaluation strategies to determine
the effectiveness of a project
intervention.

Discussion of Proposed Priority

We will announce the final priority in
a notice in the Federal Register. We will
determine the final priority after
considering public comments on this
proposed priority and other information
available to the Department. This notice
does not preclude the Secretary from
proposing or funding additional
priorities, subject to meeting applicable
rulemaking requirements.

Note: This notice does not solicit
applications. In any year in which we choose
to use this proposed priority, we invite
applications for new awards under the
applicable program through a notice in the
Federal Register. When inviting applications
we designate the priority as absolute,

competitive preference, or invitational. The
effect of each type of priority follows:
Absolute priority: Under an absolute
priority we consider only applications that
meet the priority (34 CFR 75.105(c)(3)).
Competitive preference priority: Under a
competitive preference priority we give
competitive preference to an application by
either (1) awarding additional points,
depending on how well or the extent to
which the application meets the competitive
preference priority (34 CFR 75.105(c)(2)(i));
or (2) selecting an application that meets the
competitive priority over an application of
comparable merit that does not meet the
priority (34 CFR 75.105(c)(2)(ii)).
Invitational priority: Under an invitational
priority we are particularly interested in
applications that meet the invitational
priority. However, we do not give an
application that meets the invitational
priority a competitive or absolute preference
over other applications (34 CFR 75.105(c)(1)).

Proposed Priority

The Secretary proposes a priority for
program projects proposing an
evaluation plan that is based on rigorous
scientifically based research methods to
assess the effectiveness of a particular
intervention. The Secretary intends that
this priority will allow program
participants and the Department to
determine whether the project produces
meaningful effects on student
achievement or teacher performance.

Evaluation methods using an
experimental design are best for
determining project effectiveness. Thus,
the project should use an experimental
design under which participants—e.g.,
students, teachers, classrooms, or
schools—are randomly assigned to
participate in the project activities being
evaluated or to a control group that does
not participate in the project activities
being evaluated.

If random assignment is not feasible,
the project may use a quasi-
experimental design with carefully
matched comparison conditions. This
alternative design attempts to
approximate a randomly assigned
control group by matching
participants—e.g., students, teachers,
classrooms, or schools—with non-
participants having similar pre-program
characteristics.

In cases where random assignment is
not possible and an extended series of
observations of the outcome of interest
precedes and follows the introduction of
a new program or practice, regression
discontinuity designs may be employed.

For projects that are focused on
special populations in which sufficient
numbers of participants are not
available to support random assignment
or matched comparison group designs,
single-subject designs such as multiple
baseline or treatment-reversal or

interrupted time series that are capable
of demonstrating causal relationships
can be employed.

Proposed evaluation strategies that
use neither experimental designs with
random assignment nor quasi-
experimental designs using a matched
comparison group nor regression
discontinuity designs will not be
considered responsive to the priority
when sufficient numbers of participants
are available to support these designs.
Evaluation strategies that involve too
small a number of participants to
support group designs must be capable
of demonstrating the causal effects of an
intervention or program on those
participants.

The proposed evaluation plan must
describe how the project evaluator will
collect—before the project intervention
commences and after it ends—valid and
reliable data that measure the impact of
participation in the program or in the
comparison group.

If the priority is used as a competitive
preference priority, points awarded
under this priority will be determined
by the quality of the proposed
evaluation method. In determining the
quality of the evaluation method, we
will consider the extent to which the
applicant presents a feasible, credible
plan that includes the following:

(1) The type of design to be used (that
is, random assignment or matched
comparison). If matched comparison,
include in the plan a discussion of why
random assignment is not feasible.

(2) Outcomes to be measured.

(3) A discussion of how the applicant
plans to assign students, teachers,
classrooms, or schools to the project and
control group or match them for
comparison with other students,
teachers, classrooms, or schools.

(4) A proposed evaluator, preferably
independent, with the necessary
background and technical expertise to
carry out the proposed evaluation. An
independent evaluator does not have
any authority over the project and is not
involved in its implementation.

In general, depending on the
implemented program or project, under
a competitive preference priority,
random assignment evaluation methods
will receive more points than matched
comparison evaluation methods.

Executive Order 12866

This notice of proposed priority has
been reviewed in accordance with
Executive Order 12866. Under the terms
of the order, we have assessed the
potential costs and benefits of this
regulatory action.

The potential costs associated with
the notice of proposed priority are those
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we have determined as necessary for
administering applicable programs
effectively and efficiently.

In assessing the potential costs and
benefits—both quantitative and
qualitative—of this notice of proposed
priority, we have determined that the
benefits of the proposed priority justify
the costs.

We have also determined that this
regulatory action does not unduly
interfere with State, local, and tribal
governments in the exercise of their
governmental functions.

Intergovernmental Review

Some of the programs affected by this
proposed priority are subject to
Executive Order 12372 and the
regulations in 34 CFR part 79. One of
the objectives of the Executive order is
to foster an intergovernmental
partnership and a strengthened
federalism. The Executive order relies
on processes developed by State and
local governments for coordination and
review of proposed Federal financial
assistance.

This document provides early
notification of our specific plans and
actions for these programs.

Electronic Access to This Document

You may view this document, as well
as all other Department of Education
documents published in the Federal
Register, in text or Adobe Portable
Document Format (PDF) on the Internet
at the following site: http://www.ed.gov/
news/fedregister.

To use PDF you must have Adobe
Acrobat Reader, which is available free
at this site. If you have questions about
using PDF, call the U.S. Government
Printing Office (GPO), toll free, at
1-888-293-6498; or in the Washington,
DC, area at (202) 512—1530.

Note: The official version of this document
is the document published in the Federal
Register. Free Internet access to the official
edition of the Federal Register and the Code
of Federal Regulations is available on GPO
Access at: http://www.gpoaccess.gov/nara/
index.html.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Number does not apply.)

Program Authority: ESEA, as reauthorized
by the No Child Left Behind Act of 2001,
Pub. L. 107-110, January 8, 2002.

Dated: October 29, 2003.

Rod Paige,

Secretary of Education.

[FR Doc. 03—-27699 Filed 11-3—03; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 4000-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. RP04—-29-000]

Florida Gas Transmission Company;
Notice of Proposed Changes in FERC
Gas Tariff

October 29, 2003.

Take notice that on October 22, 2003,
Florida Gas Transmission Company
(FGT) tendered for filing to become part
of its FERC Gas Tariff, Third Revised
Volume No. 1 (Tariff) effective
November 1, 2003, the following tariff
sheets:

1st Revised Sixty-First Revised Sheet No. 8A

1st Revised Fifty-Third Revised Sheet No.
8A.01

1st Revised Fifty-Third Revised Sheet No.
8A.02

Twelfth Revised Sheet No. 8A.04

1st Revised Fifty-Sixth Revised Sheet No. 8B

1st Revised Forty-Ninth Revised Sheet No.
8B.01

1st Revised Sixth Revised Sheet No. 8B.02

FGT states that on October 1, 2003,
FGT filed a Section 4 Rate Case with a
proposed effective date of November 1,
2003. FGT states that in anticipation
that the Commission will exercise its
authority under Section 4(e) of the NGA
to suspend the effective date of the tariff
sheets related to that filing, the
proposed tariff revisions have been
modified from the currently effective
tariff sheets filed August 29, 2003 in
Docket No. RP03-582—-000.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a motion
to intervene or a protest with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
888 First Street, NE., Washington, DC
20426, in accordance with § 385.214 or
385.211 of the Commission’s Rules and
Regulations. All such motions or
protests must be filed in accordance
with § 154.210 of the Commission’s
Regulations. Protests will be considered
by the Commission in determining the
appropriate action to be taken, but will
not serve to make protestants parties to
the proceedings. Any person wishing to
become a party must file a motion to
intervene. This filing is available for
review at the Commission in the Public
Reference Room or may be viewed on
the Commission’s Web site at http://
www.ferc.gov using the “eLibrary”.
Enter the docket number excluding the
last three digits in the docket number
field to access the document. For
assistance, please contact FERC Online
Support at
FERCOnlineSupport@ferc.gov or toll-
free at (866) 208—3676, or TTY, contact
(202) 502—-8659. The Commission

strongly encourages electronic filings.
See, 18 CFR 385.2001(a)(1)(iii) and the
instructions on the Commission’s Web
site under the “‘eFiling” link.

Magalie R. Salas,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. E3-00162 Filed 11-3—03; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. RP04-31-000]

Gas Transmission Northwest
Corporation; Notice of Proposed
Change in FERC Gas Tariff

October 29, 2003.

Take notice that on October 22, 2003,
Gas Transmission Northwest
Corporation (GTN) tendered for filing
First Revised Sheet No. 213 to be part
of its FERC Gas Tariff, Third Revised
Volume No. 1-A. GTN states that this
sheet is being filed to clarify how firm
shippers, with both evergreen rights and
the right of first refusal, may exercise
their right of first refusal. GTN requests
that the Commission accept the
proposed tariff sheet to be effective
November 21, 2003.

GTN further states that a copy of this
filing has been served on GTN’s
jurisdictional customers and interested
State regulatory agencies.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a motion
to intervene or a protest with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
888 First Street, NE., Washington, DC
20426, in accordance with § 385.214 or
385.211 of the Commission’s Rules and
Regulations. All such motions or
protests must be filed in accordance
with §154.210 of the Commission’s
Regulations. Protests will be considered
by the Commission in determining the
appropriate action to be taken, but will
not serve to make protestants parties to
the proceedings. Any person wishing to
become a party must file a motion to
intervene. This filing is available for
review at the Commission in the Public
Reference Room or may be viewed on
the Commission’s Web site at http://
www.ferc.gov using the “eLibrary”.
Enter the docket number excluding the
last three digits in the docket number
field to access the document. For
assistance, please contact FERC Online
Support at
FERCOnlineSupport@ferc.gov or toll-
free at (866) 208—3676, or TTY, contact
(202) 502—8659. The Commission
strongly encourages electronic filings.
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