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(3) Quality of the management plan 
(10 points). The Secretary considers the 
quality of the management plan for the 
proposed project. In determining the 
quality of the management plan for the 
proposed project, the Secretary 
considers the following factors: 

(a) The adequacy of the management 
plan to achieve the objectives of the 
proposed project on time and within 
budget, including clearly defined 
responsibilities, timelines, and 
milestones for accomplishing project 
tasks. 

(b) The extent to which the time 
commitments of the project director and 
other key project personnel are 
appropriate and adequate to meet the 
objectives of the proposed project. 

(4) Quality of the project evaluation 
(15 points). The Secretary considers the 
quality of the evaluation to be 
conducted of the proposed project. In 
determining the quality of the 
evaluation, the Secretary considers: 

(a) The extent to which the methods 
of evaluation include the use of 
objective performance measures that are 
clearly related to the intended outcomes 
of the project and will produce 
quantitative and qualitative data to the 
extent possible. 

(b) How well the evaluation plans are 
aligned with the project design 
explained under the Project Quality 
criterion. 

(c) Whether the evaluation includes 
benchmarks to monitor progress toward 
specific project objectives, and outcome 
measures to assess the impact on 
teaching and learning or other important 
outcomes for project participants. 

(d) Whether the applicant identifies 
the individual and/or organization that 
has agreed to serve as evaluator for the 
project and includes a description of the 
qualifications of that evaluator. 

(e) The extent to which the applicant 
indicates the following: 

(i) What types of data will be 
collected; 

(ii) When various types of data will be 
collected; 

(iii) What methods will be used to 
collect data; 

(iv) What data collection instruments 
will be developed; 

(v) How the data will be analyzed; 
(vi) When reports of results and 

outcomes will be available; 
(vii) How the applicant will use the 

information collected through the 
evaluation to monitor the progress of the 
funded project and to provide 
accountability information about both 
success at the initial site and effective 
strategies for replication in other 
settings; and

(viii) How the applicant will devote 
an appropriate level of resources to 
project evaluation. 

VI. Award Administration Information 
1. Award Notices: If your application 

is successful, we notify your U.S. 
Representative and U.S. Senators and 
send you a Grant Award Notification 
(GAN). We may also notify you 
informally. 

If your application is not evaluated or 
not selected for funding, we notify you. 

2. Administrative and National Policy 
Requirements: We identify 
administrative and national policy 
requirements in the application package 
and reference these and other 
requirements in the Applicable 
Regulations section of this notice. 

We reference the regulations outlining 
the terms and conditions of an award in 
the Applicable Regulations section of 
this notice and include these and other 
specific conditions in the GAN. The 
GAN also incorporates your approved 
application as part of your binding 
commitments under the grant. 

Budgets should include funds for at 
least two project staff members to attend 
a two-day annual meeting of the 
Teaching American History Grant 
program in Washington, DC, each year 
of the project. Applicants also should 
include in their budgets funds to cover 
the travel and lodging expenses for 
these training activities during each year 
of the project. 

3. Reporting: At the end of your 
project period, you must submit a final 
performance report, including financial 
information, as directed by the 
Secretary. If you receive a multi-year 
award, you must submit an annual 
performance report that provides the 
most current performance and financial 
expenditure information as specified by 
the Secretary in 34 CFR 75.118. For 
specific requirements on grantee 
reporting, please go to http://
www.ed.gov/fund/grant/apply/
appforms/appforms.html. 

4. Performance Measures: We have 
established one performance measure 
for Teaching American History. The 
indicator is: Students in experimental 
and quasi-experimental studies of 
educational effectiveness of Teaching 
American History projects will 
demonstrate higher achievement on 
course content measures and/or 
statewide U.S. history assessments than 
students in control and comparison 
groups. 

VII. Agency Contacts

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Emily Fitzpatrick, Alex Stein, Harry 
Kessler, Neil Danberg, or Margarita 

Melendez, U.S. Department of 
Education, 400 Maryland Avenue, SW., 
room 4W218, Washington, DC 20202–
6200. Telephone: (202) 260–1498 (Emily 
Fitzpatrick); or (202) 205–9085 (Alex 
Stein); or (202) 708–9943 (Harry 
Kessler); or (202) 205–3385 (Neil 
Danberg); or (202) 260–3548 (Margarita 
Melendez) or by e-mail: 
teachingamericanhistory@ed.gov. 

If you use a telecommunications 
device for the deaf (TDD), you may call 
the Federal Relay Service (FRS) 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 one of the program contact 
persons listed in this section. 

VIII. Other Information 
Electronic Access to This Document: 

You may view this document, as well as 
all other documents of this Department 
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.

Dated: April 12, 2005. 
Michael J. Petrilli, 
Acting Assistant Deputy Secretary for 
Innovation and Improvement.
[FR Doc. 05–7597 Filed 4–14–05; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4000–01–P

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

Teaching American History

AGENCY: Office of Innovation and 
Improvement, Department of Education.
ACTION: Notice of final selection criteria 
and other application requirements. 

SUMMARY: The Assistant Deputy 
Secretary for Innovation and 
Improvement announces selection 
criteria and other application 
requirements for the Teaching American 
History program. We may use these 
selection criteria and other application 
requirements for competitions in fiscal 
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year (FY) 2005 and later years. We take 
this action to provide more specificity 
with regard to the range of awards and 
the number of awards a local 
educational agency (LEA) may receive 
in each competition. We intend these 
selection criteria and other application 
requirements to provide a description of 
the goals and objectives of the Teaching 
American History program so that 
applicants will describe clear and 
specific means by which they will 
achieve those goals and objectives.
DATES: Effective Date: These selection 
criteria and other application 
requirements are effective May 16, 2005.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Alex 
Stein, U.S. Department of Education, 
400 Maryland Avenue, SW., room 
4W218, Washington, DC 20202–5910. 
Telephone: (202) 205–9085 or via 
Internet: Alex.Stein@ed.gov. 

If you use a telecommunications 
device for the deaf (TDD), you may call 
the Federal Relay Service (FRS) 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: The 
Teaching American History (TAH) 
program is authorized by Title II, Part C, 
Subpart 4 of the Elementary and 
Secondary Education Act of 1965, as 
reauthorized by the No Child Left 
Behind Act of 2001 (ESEA). TAH grants 
support projects to raise student 
achievement by improving teachers’ 
knowledge, understanding, and 
appreciation of traditional American 
history. This notice is intended to 
ensure that the TAH program is using 
the highest-quality selection criteria, so 
that the program in turn receives the 
highest-quality grant applications. 

We published a notice of proposed 
selection criteria and other application 
requirements for this program in the 
Federal Register on January 14, 2005 
(70 FR 2625). The notice of proposed 
selection criteria and other application 
requirements included a discussion of 
the significant issues and analysis used 
in the determination of the selection 
criteria and other application 
requirements. (See pages 2625 through 
2626 of that notice). 

No significant changes were made to 
these final selection criteria and other 
application requirements, but we have 
added language to provide better clarity 
and facilitate better understanding of 
the intent of the selection criteria. 

Analysis of Comments and Changes 

In response to our invitation in the 
notice of proposed selection criteria and 
other application requirements, 10 
parties submitted comments. An 
analysis of the comments we received 
and our responses follows. 

We discuss substantive issues under 
the title of the selection criteria and 
other application requirements to which 
they pertain. Generally, we do not 
address technical and other minor 
changes—and suggested changes that 
we are not authorized to make under the 
applicable statutory authority. Please 
note, however, that we did make a 
minor change to the Funding section in 
which we eliminated minimum funding 
levels for each LEA category and 
changed the name of that section to 
Maximum Awards. 

A. Proposed Selection Criteria 

Comment: One commenter praised 
the Department, stating that the 
proposed selection criteria made clearer 
what the Department considered 
important in a grant proposal and that 
the criteria would be a good 
improvement over the application 
notices issued in past years. 

Discussion: We agree with this 
comment. 

Change: None. 
Comment: One commenter suggested 

that the Department delete the language 
from criterion (1) Project Quality, 
paragraph (a), ‘‘including the 
implementation of activities,’’ and 
paragraphs (i) and (ii), stating that the 
addition of this language focuses 
reviewer attention on instruction and 
away from carefully examining history 
content. 

Discussion: We agree that an 
emphasis on history content is primary 
to the TAH program and that the 
language cited by the commenter might 
distract reviewers from carefully 
examining history content. 

Change: We have deleted the language 
and paragraphs cited by the commenter.

Comment: One commenter suggested 
that the Department move paragraph 
1(c) under selection criterion, Project 
Quality, to the selection criterion, 
Significance. 

Discussion: We agree that this 
paragraph should be placed under the 
Significance criterion because it 
emphasizes teaching strategies. 

Change: We have moved this 
paragraph from the Project Quality 
criterion to the Significance criterion. 

Comment: Three commenters 
recommended that one sentence in 
paragraph 1(b) under the Project Quality 
criterion, which relates to the ways in 

which American history will be covered 
by the grant, be changed to emphasize 
TAH’s goal of implementing high-
quality American history scholarship. 
Specifically, the comments suggested 
that we change the sentence to read as 
follows: ‘‘How specific traditional 
American history content will be 
covered by the grant (including the 
significant issues, episodes, and turning 
points in the history of the United 
States; how the words and deeds of 
individual Americans have determined 
the course of our Nation; and how the 
principles of freedom and democracy 
articulated in the founding documents 
of this Nation have shaped America’s 
struggles and achievements and its 
social, political, and legal institutions 
and relations); the format in which the 
project will deliver the history content; 
and the quality of the staff and 
consultants responsible for delivering 
these content-based professional 
development activities, emphasizing, 
where relevant, their postsecondary 
teaching experience and scholarship in 
subject areas relevant to the teaching of 
traditional American history.’’

Discussion: We agree that the addition 
of a phrase about emphasizing 
experience and scholarship in 
traditional American history is 
important. We also believe that the 
sentence with the addition of the 
suggested phrase expresses a realistic 
and powerful view of traditional 
American history. 

Change: We have added a phrase to 
paragraph 1(b) in the Project Quality 
criterion that emphasizes that those who 
provide professional development to 
participating teachers in the TAH 
program should possess experience and 
scholarship relevant to American 
History. 

Comment: One commenter suggested 
that the Department delete the phrase 
‘‘and locally implement services’’ from 
criterion (2), Significance. This 
suggestion is based on the commenter’s 
view that it is not necessary that all 
services be delivered locally, given that 
summer institutes and other 
professional development services may 
be held some distance from the schools 
in which teachers work.

Discussion: We agree that all services 
need not be delivered locally and that 
high-quality professional development 
can be delivered at some distance from 
schools and school districts. 

Change: We have deleted the phrase 
from the selection criterion. 

B. Proposed Application Requirements 
Comment: Three commenters 

suggested that the Department provide 
information on whether school district 
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consortia may be formed to apply for 
grant funds, so that an applicant may be 
eligible for a larger award. 

Discussion: We agree with the need to 
provide clarification of this issue. 

Change: We have revised the language 
on funding by adding a sentence to the 
Maximum Awards section indicating 
that schools may form consortia when 
applying. 

Comment: Five commenters suggested 
that the Department delete the funding 
provision that limits school districts 
with student enrollment under 20,000 to 
a grant of $500,000. 

Discussion: With the change to allow 
school districts to form consortia and to 
pool their enrollments, there should be 
no obstacle to small districts joining 
together to apply for this grant as 
consortium members in order to receive 
a larger grant. For districts with a 
student enrollment of less than 20,000 
students that choose to apply for the 
grant on their own, a three-year grant of 
$500,000 should be adequate for 
addressing the professional 
development needs of their U.S. history 
teachers, and would be proportionate to 
the number of teachers likely to be 
served. 

Change: None.
Note: This notice does not solicit 

applications. In any year in which we choose 
to use these selection criteria and other 
application requirements, we invite 
applications through a notice in the Federal 
Register.

Selection Criteria 
The Secretary uses the following 

selection criteria to evaluate 
applications under this program. The 
maximum score for all of these criteria 
is 100 points. In any given year, we will 
announce the maximum possible score 
for each criterion, either in the 
application notice published in the 
Federal Register or in the application 
package. 

(1) Project quality. The Secretary 
considers the quality of the proposed 
project by considering— 

(a) The likelihood that the proposed 
project will develop, implement, and 
strengthen programs to teach traditional 
American history as a separate academic 
subject (not as a component of social 
studies) within elementary school and 
secondary school curricula. 

(b) How specific traditional American 
history content will be covered by the 
grant (including the significant issues, 
episodes, and turning points in the 
history of the United States; how the 
words and deeds of individual 
Americans have determined the course 
of our Nation; and how the principles of 
freedom and democracy articulated in 

the founding documents of this Nation 
have shaped America’s struggles and 
achievements and its social, political, 
and legal institutions and relations); the 
format in which the project will deliver 
the history content; and the quality of 
the staff and consultants responsible for 
delivering these content-based 
professional development activities, 
emphasizing, where relevant, their 
postsecondary teaching experience and 
scholarship in subject areas relevant to 
the teaching of traditional American 
history. The applicant may also attach 
curriculum vitae for individuals who 
will provide the content training to the 
teachers. 

(c) How well the applicant describes 
a plan that meets the statutory 
requirement to carry out activities under 
the grant in partnership with one or 
more of the following: 

(i) An institution of higher education.
(ii) A nonprofit history or humanities 

organization. 
(iii) A library or museum. 
(d) The applicant’s rationale for 

selecting the partner(s) and its 
description of specific activities that the 
partner(s) will contribute to the grant 
during each year of the project. The 
applicant should include a 
memorandum of understanding or 
detailed letters of commitment from the 
partner(s) in an appendix to the 
application narrative. 

(2) Significance. The Secretary 
considers the significance of the 
proposed project. In determining the 
significance of the project, the Secretary 
considers— 

(a) The extent to which the proposed 
project is likely to build local capacity 
to improve or expand the LEA’s ability 
to provide American history teachers 
professional development in traditional 
American history subject content and 
content-related teaching strategies. 

(b) The importance or magnitude of 
the results or outcomes likely to be 
attained by the proposed project, 
especially improvements in teaching 
and student achievement. 

(c) How teachers will use the 
knowledge acquired from project 
activities to improve the quality of 
instruction. This description may 
include plans for reviewing how 
teachers’ lesson planning and classroom 
teaching are affected by their 
participation in project activities.

Note: In meeting this criterion, the 
Secretary encourages the applicant to include 
a description of its commitment to build 
local capacity by primarily serving teachers 
in its LEA or consortium of LEAs. The 
Secretary also encourages the applicant to 
include background and statistical 
information to explain the project’s 

significance. For example, the applicant 
could include information on: the extent to 
which teachers in the LEA are not certified 
in history or social studies; student 
achievement data in American history; and 
rates of student participation in courses such 
as Advanced Placement U.S. History.

(3) Quality of the management plan. 
The Secretary considers the quality of 
the management plan for the proposed 
project. In determining the quality of the 
management plan for the proposed 
project, the Secretary considers the 
following factors: 

(a) The adequacy of the management 
plan to achieve the objectives of the 
proposed project on time and within 
budget, including clearly defined 
responsibilities, timelines, and 
milestones for accomplishing project 
tasks.

(b) The extent to which the time 
commitments of the project director and 
other key project personnel are 
appropriate and adequate to meet the 
objectives of the proposed project. 

(4) Quality of the project evaluation. 
The Secretary considers the quality of 
the evaluation to be conducted of the 
proposed project. In determining the 
quality of the evaluation, the Secretary 
considers: 

(a) The extent to which the methods 
of evaluation include the use of 
objective performance measures that are 
clearly related to the intended outcomes 
of the project and will produce 
quantitative and qualitative data to the 
extent possible. 

(b) How well the evaluation plans are 
aligned with the project design 
explained under the Project Quality 
criterion. 

(c) Whether the evaluation includes 
benchmarks to monitor progress toward 
specific project objectives, and outcome 
measures to assess the impact on 
teaching and learning or other important 
outcomes for project participants. 

(d) Whether the applicant identifies 
the individual and/or organization that 
has agreed to serve as evaluator for the 
project and includes a description of the 
qualifications of that evaluator. 

(e) The extent to which the applicant 
indicates the following: 

(i) What types of data will be 
collected; 

(ii) When various types of data will be 
collected; 

(iii) What methods will be used to 
collect data; 

(iv) What data collection instruments 
will be developed; 

(v) How the data will be analyzed; 
(vi) When reports of results and 

outcomes will be available; 
(vii) How the applicant will use the 

information collected through the 
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evaluation to monitor the progress of the 
funded project and to provide 
accountability information about both 
success at the initial site and effective 
strategies for replication in other 
settings; and 

(viii) How the applicant will devote 
an appropriate level of resources to 
project evaluation. 

Maximum Awards 

(1) Total funding for a three-year 
project period is a maximum of: 
$500,000 for LEAs with enrollments of 
less than 20,000 students; $1,000,000 for 
LEAs with enrollments of 20,000–
300,000 students; and $2,000,000 for 
LEAs with enrollments above 300,000 
students. LEAs may form consortia and 
combine their enrollments in order to 
receive a grant reflective of their 
combined enrollment. For districts 
applying jointly as a consortium, the 
maximum award is based on the 
combined enrollment of the individual 
districts in the consortium. If more than 
one LEA wishes to form a consortium, 
they must follow the procedures for 
group applications described in 34 CFR 
75.127 through 34 CFR 75.129 of the 
Education Department General 
Administrative Regulations. 

(2) A maximum of one grant will be 
awarded per applicant per competition. 

Executive Order 12866 

This notice of final selection criteria 
and other application requirements 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 final selection criteria and 
other application requirements are those 
resulting from statutory requirements 
and those we have determined as 
necessary for administering this 
program effectively and efficiently.

In assessing the potential costs and 
benefits—both quantitative and 
qualitative—of this notice of final 
selection criteria and other application 
requirements, we have determined that 
the benefits of the final selection criteria 
and other application requirements 
justify the costs. 

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

We fully discussed the costs and 
benefits in the notice of proposed 
selection criteria and other application 
requirements. 

Intergovernmental Review 

This program is 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 this program. 

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 84.215X Teaching American History 
Program)

Program Authority: 20 U.S.C. 6721–6722.

Dated: April 12, 2005. 
Michael J. Petrilli, 
Acting Assistant Deputy Secretary for 
Innovation and Improvement.
[FR Doc. 05–7598 Filed 4–14–05; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4000–01–P

ELECTION ASSISTANCE COMMISSION

Sunshine Act Notice

AGENCY: United States Election 
Assistance Commission.
ACTION: Notice of public meeting for 
U.S. Election Assistance Commission 
Board of Advisors. 

DATE AND TIME: Tuesday, April 26, 2005, 
6:30 p.m.–8:30 p.m., Wednesday, April 
27, 2005, 8:30 a.m.–4:30 p.m. and 
Thursday, April 28, 2005, 8:30 a.m.–
Noon.
PLACE: Boston Marriott Cambridge, 2 
Cambridge Center, (Broadway & 3rd 
Street), Cambridge, MA 02142. 

(Massachusetts Bay Transit Station 
Stop: Kendall Square).
PURPOSE: The U.S. Election Assistance 
Commission (EAC) Board of Advisors, 
as required by the Help American Vote 
Act of 2002, will meet to present its 
views on issues in the administration of 
Federal elections, and formulate 
recommendations to the EAC. 

The Board will receive an update on 
recent EAC activities. It will also 
discuss Voluntary Voting System 
Guidelines, EAC proposed Voluntary 
Guidance on the Implementation of 
statewide Voter Registration Lists, 
overseas voting issues, EAC’s research 
agenda and other relevant matters 
pertaining to the administration of 
Federal elections. Further, the Board of 
Advisors will hear reports from its 
various subcommittees. Additionally, 
the Board will take administrative 
actions necessary for its efficient 
operation, including the election of its 
officers and adoption of bylaws. 

Any member of the public may file a 
written statement with the Board before, 
during, or after the meeting. To the 
extent that time permits, the Board may 
allow public presentation or oral 
statements at the meeting.
PERSON TO CONTACT FOR INFORMATION:
Bryan Whitener, telephone: (202) 566–
3100.

Gracia M. Hillman, 
Chair, U.S. Election Assistance Commission.
[FR Doc. 05–7712 Filed 4–13–05; 12:44 pm] 
BILLING CODE 6820–YN–M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission 

[Docket No. RP00–70–011] 

Algonquin Gas Transmission, LLC; 
Notice of Negotiated Rate 

April 7, 2005. 
Take notice that on March 28, 2005, 

Algonquin Gas Transmission, LLC 
(Algonquin) tendered for filing as a part 
of its FERC Gas Tariff, Fifth Revised 
Volume No. 1, the tariff sheets listed on 
Appendix A, to become effective April 
1, 2005. 

Algonquin states that the purpose of 
this filing is to implement the 
negotiated rate transaction for 
transportation service to be rendered to 
Northeast Energy Associates, A Limited 
Partnership. 

Any person desiring to intervene or to 
protest this filing must file in 
accordance with Rules 211 and 214 of 
the Commission’s Rules of Practice and 
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