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ESTIMATE OF ANNUAL RESPONSE BURDEN

Average
Instrument Number of reNsl;)?r?(?err?tfs/ Total (r;;lmber Responses/ burde%/ Annual burden
states state respondents respondent rc(ars]ggpss)e (hours)
YEAR 1 (2008):
Recovery (non-impacted) ............. 7 75 525 1 0.5 262.5
Resilience (non-impacted) .. 7 75 525 1 0.6 315
Leadership survey .............. 7 15 105 1 0.33 34.7
Provider interviews ... 7 26 182 1 0.5 91
GPRA measures ........ccccceeeereeennns 7 1 7 1 12 84
Consumer/family involvement ....... 7 15 105 1 2 210
State agency staff interviews ........ 7 8 56 1 1.13 63.3
Cost impact .......cccceeveeeiieniciiees 7 1 7 1 15 10.5
Subtotal (year 1) ...cccccvervveiie | v | e 1512 | i | e 1070.9
YEAR 2 (2009):
Recovery (impacted) .........cccoeeueee. 7 75 525 1 0.5 262.5
Recovery (non-impacted) ............. 2 75 150 1 0.5 75
Recovery & system recovery ori-
entation (non-impacted) ............ 7 75 525 1 1 525
Resilience (impacted) ......... 7 75 525 1 0.6 315
Resilience (non-impacted) .. 9 75 675 1 0.6 405
Leadership survey .............. 2 15 30 1 0.33 9.9
Provider interviews ... 9 26 234 1 0.5 117
GPRA Measures .......cccccuveerceeenne 9 1 9 1 12 108
Consumer/family involvement ....... 2 15 30 1 2 60
State agency staff interviews ........ 2 8 16 1 1.13 18.1
Cost impact ......ccocoeeveeeiieenieeees 2 1 2 1 15 3
Subtotal (Year 2) ......cceevvvvevees | e | v 2721 | e | e, 1898.5
YEAR 3 (2010):
Recovery (impacted) .........ccccenee. 2 75 150 1 0.5 75
Recovery & system recovery ori-
entation (impacted) .........cccoe.e. 7 75 525 1 1 525
Recovery & system recovery ori-
entation (non-impacted) .. 2 75 150 1 1 150
Resilience (impacted) ......... 9 75 675 1 0.6 405
Resilience (non-impacted) .. 2 75 150 1 0.6 90
Leadership survey .............. 7 15 105 1 0.33 34.7
Provider interviews ..........cccce.... 9 26 234 1 0.5 117
GPRA measures ........ccccooeevceeenne 9 1 9 1 12 108
Consumer/family involvement ....... 7 15 105 1 2 210
State agency staff interviews ........ 7 8 56 1 1.13 63.3
Cost impact 7 1 7 1 1.5 10.5
Subtotal (year 3) ...cccccvvrvvriis | e | e 2166 | oeiiieiieieeees | e 1788.4
AVERAGE .....oooiiiiiiiiiies | eeeviieeeieeeeiieees | eeeeeseeeesneee e 2133 | e | e 1586

Written comments and
recommendations concerning the
proposed information collection should
be sent by January 18, 2008 to:
SAMHSA Desk Officer, Human
Resources and Housing Branch, Office
of Management and Budget, New
Executive Office Building, Room 10235,
Washington, DC 20503; due to potential
delays in OMB’s receipt and processing
of mail sent through the U.S. Postal
Service, respondents are encouraged to
submit comments by fax to: 202—395-
6974.

Dated: December 12, 2007.
Elaine Parry,
Acting Director, Office of Program Services.
[FR Doc. E7—-24574 Filed 12—18-07; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4162-20-P

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND
SECURITY

[Docket No. DHS—-2006—-0079]

The Critical Infrastructure Partnership
Advisory Council (CIPAC)

AGENCY: Directorate for National
Protection and Programs, DHS.
ACTION: Update of CIPAC council
membership.

SUMMARY: The Department of Homeland
Security (DHS) announced the
establishment of the Critical
Infrastructure Partnership Advisory
Council (CIPAC) by notice published in
the Federal Register on March 24, 2006.
That notice identified the purpose of
CIPAC as well as its membership. This
notice provides (i) the quarterly CIPAC

membership update, (ii) instructions on
how the public can obtain the CIPAC
membership roster and other
information on the Council, and (iii)
information on the State, Local, Tribal,
and Territorial Government
Coordinating Council (SLTTGCC) and
their membership within CIPAC.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Brett Lambo, Partnership and Outreach
Division, Office of Infrastructure
Protection, National Protection and
Programs Directorate, United States
Department of Homeland Security,
Washington, DC 20528, telephone (703)
235-3643 or via e-mail at
brett.lambo@dhs.gov.

Responsible DHS Official: Nancy J.
Wong, Director Partnership Programs
and Information Sharing Office,
Partnership and Outreach Division,
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Office of Infrastructure Protection,
National Protection and Programs
Directorate, United States Department of
Homeland Security, Washington, DC
20528, telephone (703) 235-3667.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: CIPAC
facilitates interaction between
government officials and representatives
of the community of owners and
operators for each of the critical
infrastructure/key resource (CI/KR)
sectors identified in the National
Infrastructure Protection Plan. The
scope of CIPAC’s activities includes
planning; coordinating among
government and CI/KR owner/operator
security partners; implementing security
program initiatives; conducting
operational activities related to critical
infrastructure protection security
measures, incident response, recovery,
infrastructure resilience, reconstituting
CI/KR assets and systems for both man-
made as well as naturally occurring
events; and sharing threat, vulnerability,
risk mitigation, and infrastructure
continuity information and best
practices.

CIPAC Sub-Councils: Each critical
infrastructure sector maintains a Sector
Coordinating Council (SCC). SCC
infrastructure owner and/or operator
membership includes critical
infrastructure owners and/or operators
as well as owner and/or operator’s
representative trade associations
deemed by each SCC as necessary
participants to accommodate the above
scope of activities. Each critical
infrastructure sector also maintains a
Government Coordinating Council
(GCC) whose membership is formed and
recognized by the Department of
Homeland Security in conjunction with
the sector’s Sector Specific Agency
(SSA). A sector’s GCC membership
includes the SSA and all relevant
Federal, State, local, Tribal, and/or
Territorial government agencies (or their
representative bodies) whose mission
interests also involve the scope of the
CIPAC activities identified above for
that particular sector.

The SLTTGCC: As defined above;
relevant Federal, State, local, Tribal, and
Territorial government entities within
each Sector have always been included
as CIPAC members. DHS has recently
established the State, Local, Tribal, and
Territorial Government Coordinating
Council (SLTTGCC) in order to enhance
coordination between CI/KR experts
from the private sector and all levels of
government. The SLTTGCC functions as
a forum for State, local, tribal, and
territorial (SLTT) government leaders to
engage the Federal government and CI/
KR owners and/or operators within the

National CI/KR sector partnership
framework. SLTTGCC members assume
a central role in promoting National
communication and coordination on
critical infrastructure protection
policies, strategies, and programs. The
SLTTGCC enhances National efforts to
secure, protect, sustain, and support the
resilience of the Nation’s CI/KR. DHS
policy requires and the SLTTGCC
strives to achieve National geographic
diversity as well as broad cross-
disciplinary representation among the
SLTTGCC membership. The SLTTGCC
includes SLTT homeland security
directors or equivalents who have
programmatic policy, planning and
operational responsibilities related to
CI/KR protection. SLTTGCC members
are recognized leaders who are
accountable for the development,
improvement, and maintenance of SLTT
critical infrastructure protection policies
or programs in their day-to-day
governmental mission activities. DHS
encourages any such officials who are
committed to serve as national
representatives to seek SLTTGCC
membership by submitting a resume or
CV accompanied by an email or letter
detailing their interest to
SLTTGCC@dhs.gov. Additional
information on the SLTTGCC is
available at http://www.dhs.gov/slttgcc.

CIPAC Membership: CIPAC
Membership includes (i) CI/KR owner
and/or operator entities; (ii) trade
associations representing the interests of
CI/KR owners and/or operators that own
and invest in infrastructure assets or in
the systems and processes to secure
them, or representing CI/KR owners
and/or operators whom are held
responsible by the public for CI/KR
operations and the response and
recovery when their CI/KR assets and
systems are disrupted; and (iii) each
sector’s GCC; and, based upon DHS’
recent establishment of this council, (iv)
State, local, Tribal, and Territorial
governmental officials comprising the
DHS SLTTGCC.

CIPAC Membership Roster and
Council Information: The current roster
of CIPAC membership is published on
the CIPAC Web site (http://
www.dhs.gov/cipac) and is updated as
the CIPAC membership changes.
Members of the public may visit the
CIPAC Web site at any time to obtain
current CIPAC membership as well as
the current and historic list of CIPAC
meetings and agendas.

Dated: December 20, 2007.

Nancy Wong,

Designated Federal Officer for the CIPAC.
[FR Doc. E7—24632 Filed 12-18-07; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4410-10-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Fish and Wildlife Service

South Bay Salt Pond Restoration
Project, San Francisco Bay, CA

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice of availability: final
environmental impact statement/
environmental impact report.

SUMMARY: We, the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service (Service), and the
California Department of Fish and Game
(CDFG) announce that the final
environmental impact statement/
environmental impact report (EIS/EIR)
for the South Bay Salt Pond (SBSP)
Restoration Project is available for
distribution. The final EIS/EIR, which
we prepared in accordance with the
National Environmental Policy Act of
1969 (NEPA), describes the restoration
plan (plan) for 15,100 acres (ac) (6,111
hectares (ha)) of former commercial salt
ponds in south San Francisco Bay. The
SBSP Restoration Project would use a
combination of restored tidal marsh,
managed ponds, flood control measures
and public access features to meet the
three goals of the plan: to restore
wildlife habitat, to provide flood
protection, and to provide wildlife-
oriented public access. The ponds are
located at the Don Edwards San
Francisco Bay National Wildlife Refuge
and at the Eden Landing State
Ecological Reserve.

The FEIS/EIR includes program-level
evaluation of the SBSP long-term
alternatives as well as project-level
analysis of the first phase of restoration
(the Phase 1 actions).

We and the CDFG jointly have
prepared the final EIS/EIR to analyze
the impacts of the SBSP. The final EIS/
EIR presents a limited evaluation of the
potential impacts associated with the
list of possible South San Francisco Bay
Shoreline Study (Shoreline Study)
actions. In the draft EIS/EIR, the U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) was
identified as the co-lead agency for
NEPA compliance. However, this
caused confusion as to the exact nature
of the relationship of the Shoreline
Study to the EIS/EIR for the SPSP
Restoration Project. To eliminate this
confusion, the Corps is no longer a co-
lead agency on the SBSP Restoration
project EIS/EIR. The Corps will remain
a cooperating agency because they will
use the final EIS/EIR to issue Clean
Water Act 404 permits for the SBSP
Restoration Project. The Corps will
separately complete the Shoreline
Study. The Shoreline Study area
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