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authorizes the use of other valid
appraisal methods, as approved by the
Chief, including the transaction
evidence method. The analytical or
residual value appraisal method
determines fair market value by
subtracting all manufacturing and
harvesting costs and an allowance for
profit and risk from the value received
for the end products produced. The
transaction evidence appraisal method
determines fair market value based on
the prices received for comparable sales
of standing timber.
An Office of Inspector General audit
(08627–3–SF, January 1986)
recommended implementation of
transaction evidence appraisals in the
West. The audit found that
implementing transaction evidence
appraisals would bring bid values closer
to advertised values, increase stumpage
receipts, and reduce personnel costs. In
response to this audit and pursuant to
the existing rule, the Chief has approved
the transaction evidence method for use
in all Forest Service regions, except for
Alaska (Region 10).
The current regulation was developed
when the residual value appraisal
method was the primary appraisal
method used by all Forest Service
regions. This rule does not prohibit or
suspend use of the residual value
appraisal method; it merely removes
this method as the preferred method for
determining fair market value for all
timber sale contracts. Because of the
narrow scope of this amendment, the
Chief’s authorization of the use of the
transaction evidence appraisal method,
and the growing use of that method of
appraisal on timber sale contracts, the
agency finds that this amendment is a
technical amendment for which notice
and comment pursuant to the
Administrative Procedures Act (5 U.S.C.
553) is not necessary. National Forest
System purchasers are aware of the
agency’s intention to use the transaction
evidence appraisal method as the
preferred method. Moreover, purchasers
are familiar with other appraisal
methods.
Regulatory Impact
This technical rule has been reviewed
under USDA procedures and Executive
Order 12866 on Regulatory Planning
and Review. It has been determined that
this is not a significant rule. This rule
will not have any effect on the economy
nor adversely affect productivity,
competition, jobs, the environment,
public health or safety, nor State or local
governments. This rule will not interfere
with an action taken or planned by
another agency nor raise new legal or
policy issues. Finally, this action will

not alter the budgetary impact of
entitlements, grants, user fees, or loan
programs or the rights and obligations of
recipients of such programs.
Accordingly, this rule is not subject to
OMB review under Executive Order
12866.
Moreover, this rule has been
considered in light of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. 601 et seq.),
and it has been determined that this
action will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities as defined by
this act.
Environmental Impact
This action falls within a category of
actions excluded from documentation in
an Environmental Impact Statement and
an Environmental Assessment. Section
31.1b of Forest Service Handbook
1909.15 (57 FR 43180; September 18,
1992) excludes from documentation in
an environmental assessment or impact
statement ‘‘rules, regulations, or policies
to establish Service-wide administrative
procedures, program processes, or
instructions.’’ The agency’s assessment
is that this rule falls within this category
of actions and that no extraordinary
circumstances exist which would
require preparation of an environmental
assessment or environmental impact
statement.
Controlling Paperwork Burdens on the
Public
This rule does not require any
recordkeeping or reporting requirements
or other information collection
requirements as defined in 5 CFR 1320
not already approved for use and,
therefore, impose no additional
paperwork burden on the public.
Accordingly, the review provisions of
the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980
(44 U.S.C. 3507) and implementing
regulations at 5 CFR part 1320 do not
apply.
List of Subjects in 36 CFR Part 223
Exports, Government contracts,
National forests, Reporting
requirements, Timber sales.
Therefore, for the reasons set forth in
the preamble, part 223 of title 36 of the
Code of Federal Regulations is hereby
amended as follows:
PART 223—SALE AND DISPOSAL OF
NATIONAL FOREST SYSTEM TIMBER
1. The authority citation continues to
read as follows:
Authority: 90 Stat. 2958, 16 U.S.C. 472a; 98
Stat. 2213, 16 U.S.C. 618; 104 Stat. 714–726,
16 U.S.C. 620–620h, unless otherwise noted.

Section 223.60 is revised as follows:

§ 223.60
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Determining fair market value.

The objective of Forest Service timber
appraisals is to determine fair market
value. Fair market value is estimated by
such methods as are authorized by the
Chief, Forest Service, through issuance
of agency directives (36 CFR 200.4).
Valid methods to determine fair market
value include, but are not limited to,
transaction evidence appraisals,
analytical appraisals, comparison
appraisals, and independent estimates
based on average investments. Pertinent
factors affecting market value also
considered include, but are not limited
to, prices paid and valuations
established for comparable timber,
selling value of products produced,
estimated operating costs, operating
difficulties, and quality of timber.
Considerations and valuations may
recognize and adjust for factors which
are not normal market influences.
Mark A. Reimers,
Acting Chief.
[FR Doc. 96–3301 Filed 2–13–96; 8:45 am]
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Subsistence Management Regulations
for Public Lands in Alaska, Subpart C
& Subpart D—1995–1996 Subsistence
Taking of Fish and Wildlife
Regulations; Correcting Amendments
AGENCY: Forest Service, USDA, Fish and
Wildlife Service, Interior.
ACTION: Correcting amendments.
These corrections amend the
Subsistence Management Regulations
for Public Lands in Alaska (published in
the Federal Register on June 15, 1995)
implementing the subsistence priority
for rural residents of Alaska under Title
VIII of the Alaska National Interest
Lands Conservation Act of 1980.
EFFECTIVE DATE: These corrections are
effective July 1, 1995 through June 30,
1996.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Thomas H. Boyd, Office of Subsistence
Management, U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service, 1011 E. Tudor Road,
Anchorage, Alaska 99503; telephone
(907) 786–3864. For questions specific
to National Forest System lands, contact
Ken Thompson, Regional Subsistence
Program Manager, USDA—Forest
SUMMARY:
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Service, Alaska Region, P.O. Box 21628,
Juneau, Alaska 99802–1628; telephone
(907) 586–7921.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background
Title VIII of the Alaska National
Interest Lands Conservation Act
(ANILCA) (16 U.S.C. 3111–3126)
requires that the Secretary of the Interior
and the Secretary of Agriculture
(Secretaries) implement a joint program
to grant a preference for subsistence
uses of fish and wildlife resources on
public lands, unless the State of Alaska
enacts and implements laws of general
applicability which are consistent with
ANILCA, and which provide for the
subsistence definition, preference, and
participation specified in Sections 803,
804, and 805 of ANILCA. The State
implemented a program that the
Department of the Interior previously
found to be consistent with ANILCA.
However, in December 1989, the Alaska
Supreme Court ruled in McDowell v.
State of Alaska that the rural preference
in the State subsistence statute violated
the Alaska Constitution. The court’s
ruling in McDowell required the State to
delete the rural preference from the
subsistence statute, and therefore,
negated State compliance with ANILCA.
The Court stayed the effect of the
decision until July 1, 1990.
As a result of the McDowell decision,
the Department of the Interior and the
Department of Agriculture
(Departments) assumed, on July 1, 1990,
responsibility for implementation of
Title VIII of ANILCA on public lands.
On June 29, 1990, the Temporary
Subsistence Management Regulations
for Public Lands in Alaska were
published in the Federal Register (55
FR 27114–27170). Consistent with
Subparts A, B, and C of these
regulations, a Federal Subsistence Board
(Board) was established to administer
the Federal Subsistence Management
Program. The Board’s composition
includes a Chair appointed by the
Secretary of the Interior with
concurrence of the Secretary of
Agriculture; the Alaska Regional
Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service;
the Alaska Regional Director, U.S.
National Park Service, the Alaska State
Director, U.S. Bureau of Land
Management; the Alaska Area Director,
U.S. Bureau of Indian Affairs; and the
Alaska Regional Forester, USDA Forest
Service. Through the Board, these
agencies have participated in
development of regulations for Subparts
A, B, and C, and the annual Subpart D
regulations. All Board members have
reviewed these corrections and agree

with their substance. Because Subparts
C and D relate to public lands managed
by an agency or agencies in both the
Departments of Agriculture and the
Interior, identical correcting text will be
incorporated into 36 CFR Part 242 and
50 CFR Part 100.
Proposed Subpart C regulations for
customary and traditional use
determinations and Subpart D
regulations for the 1995–1996 seasons
and bag limits, and methods and means
were published on September 2, 1994,
in the Federal Register (59 FR 45924–
45961). A 60-day comment period
providing for public review of the
proposed rule was advertised by mail,
radio, and newspaper. Subsequent to
that 60-day review period, the Board
prepared a booklet describing all
proposals for change. The public then
had an additional 30 days in which to
comment on the proposals for changes
to the regulations. The Federal
Subsistence Regional Advisory Councils
met in regional centers, received public
comments, and formulated
recommendations to the Board on
proposals for their respective regions.
The final regulations, published on June
15, 1995 (60 FR 31542–31594) reflect
Board review and consideration of
Regional Council recommendations and
public comments submitted to the
Board during their April meeting. The
Board heard public testimony and
deliberated Requests for
Reconsideration and Special Action in
public forum on September 26 and
November 9, 1995.
These correcting amendments are a
result of Requests for Reconsideration of
some of the Board’s decisions in April
and some requests for Special Action as
a result of resource concerns. Below are
summaries of each action.
Subpart D
Units 11, 12, 13, 20, and 25(C)—
Lynx—The Board acted on a request
from the Alaska Department of Fish and
Game (ADF&G) to lengthen the season
in 25(C) and parts of Unit 20, and
shorten the season in Units 11, 12, 13,
and parts of Unit 20. This follows the
Board’s previous agreement to follow a
harvest tracking strategy where possible.
The strategy calls for shortening or
closing trapping seasons when lynx
numbers are low and lengthening or
opening seasons when lynx are
abundant. The Regional Councils for the
affected areas supported this action to
protect the viability of the lynx
populations in those Units.
Unit 13—Caribou—Upon receipt of a
request for Special Action the Board, at
its November 9, 1995, meeting
deliberated the issue of opening Unit 13

to caribou hunting. The caribou herd
had increased by about 6,000 animals
and remained in an accessible area. The
Board opened a season to coincide with
the State season to provide subsistence
users an opportunity to harvest caribou.
Unit 17(A)—Caribou (Mulchatna
Herd)—Upon receipt of a request for
Special Action the Board, as its
September 26, 1995, meeting
deliberated the issue of opening Unit
17(A) to caribou hunting. The
Mulchatna caribou herd which numbers
about 160,000 animals is moving into
the western portion of Unit 17(A). The
Board established a season to be
announced when enough caribou have
moved into the area to allow a harvest
without jeopardizing smaller resident
herds.
Unit 17 (A) and (C)—Caribou—Upon
receipt of request for Special Action the
Board, at its September 26, 1995,
meeting deliberated the issue of opening
Unit 17 (A) and (C) to caribou hunting
one month earlier. The past year’s
harvest was lower than anticipated due
to poor travel conditions. Because this
is a quota hunt the opening of the
season one month earlier will not cause
any additional harvest other than what
is planned.
Unit 22(A)—Moose—Upon receipt of
a Request for Reconsideration of an
action taken at the April meeting, the
Board deliberated the issue of the health
of the moose population in Unit 22(A).
As a result, the Board closed public
lands to non-subsistence moose hunting
from December 1, 1995, through January
31, 1996.
Only the items described above are
being changed; but for clarity, the entire
table section for the pertinent species in
each Unit is reproduced.
The above actions were supported by
the Regional Councils in the affected
areas. Notice of the Board meeting and
the subjects to be considered were
widely circulated and the public had an
opportunity to comment and
participate.
The Board finds that additional public
notice and comment requirements
under the Administrative Procedure Act
(APA) for this extension are
impracticable, unnecessary, and
contrary to the public interest. A lapse
in regulatory control could seriously
affect the continued viability of wildlife
populations, adversely impact future
subsistence opportunities for rural
Alaskans and would generally fail to
serve the overall public interest.
Therefore, the Board finds good cause
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 553(b)(B) to waive
the public notice and comment
procedures prior to publication of this
rule correction. The Board also finds
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good cause under 5 U.S.C. 553(d)(3) to
make this rule correction effective July
1, 1995, the effective date of the
Subsistence Management Regulations
for Public Lands in Alaska.
Conformance With Statutory and
Regulatory Authorities
National Environmental Policy Act
Compliance
A Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (DEIS) that described four
alternatives for developing a Federal
Subsistence Management Program was
distributed for public comment on
October 7, 1991. That document
described the major issues associated
with Federal subsistence management
as identified through public meetings,
written comments and staff analysis and
examined the environmental
consequences of the four alternatives.
Proposed regulations (Subparts A, B,
and C) that would implement the
preferred alternative were included in
the DEIS as an appendix. The DEIS and
the proposed administrative regulations
presented a framework for an annual
regulatory cycle regarding subsistence
hunting and fishing regulations (Subpart
D). The Final Environmental Impact
Statement (FEIS) was published on
February 28, 1992.
Based on the public comment period,
the analysis contained in the FEIS, and
the recommendations of the Federal
Subsistence Board and the Department
of the Interior’s Subsistence Policy
Group, it was the decision of the
Secretary of the Interior, with the
concurrence of the Secretary of
Agriculture, through the U.S.
Department of Agriculture—Forest
Service, to implement a modified
Alternative IV as identified in the DEIS
and FEIS (Record of Decision on
Subsistence Management for Federal
Public Lands in Alaska (ROD), signed
April 6, 1992). The DEIS and the
selected alternative in the FEIS defined
the administrative framework of an
annual regulatory cycle for subsistence
hunting and fishing regulations. The
final rule for Subsistence Management
Regulations for Public Lands in Alaska,
Subparts A, B, and C, published May 29,
1992 (57 FR 22940–22964) implements
the Federal Subsistence Management
Program and includes a framework for
an annual cycle for subsistence hunting
and fishing regulations.
Compliance With Section 810 of
ANILCA
The intent of all Federal subsistence
regulations is to accord subsistence uses
of fish and wildlife on public lands a
priority over the taking of fish and

wildlife on such lands for other
purposes, unless restriction is necessary
to conserve healthy fish and wildlife
populations. A Section 810 analysis was
completed as part of the FEIS process.
The final Section 810 analysis
determination appears in the April 6,
1992, ROD which found that the Federal
Subsistence Management Program,
under a modified Alternative IV with an
annual process for setting hunting and
fishing regulations, had no significant
possibility of a significant restriction of
subsistence uses.
Paperwork Reduction Act
As required by the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995 (44 U.S.C.
3507(d)), the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service has received approval for this
collection of information, with approval
number 1018–0075, with the expiration
date of July 31, 1996.
The collection of information will be
achieved through the use of the Federal
Subsistence Hunt Permit Application.
This collection of information will
establish whether the applicant qualifies
to participate in a Federal subsistence
hunt on public land in Alaska and will
provide a report of harvest and location
of harvest.
The likely respondents to this
collection of information are rural
Alaska residents who wish to
participate in specific subsistence hunts
on Federal land. The collected
information is necessary to determine
harvest success and harvest location in
order to make management decisions
relative to the conservation of healthy
wildlife populations. The annual
burden of reporting and recordkeeping
is estimated to average 0.25 hours per
response, including time for reviewing
instructions, gathering and maintaining
data, and completing and reviewing the
form. The estimated number of likely
respondents under these correcting
amendments is less than 200, yielding a
total annual reporting and
recordkeeping burden of fifty hours or
less. Direct comments on the burden
estimate or any other aspect of this form
to: Information Collection Officer, U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service, 1849 C Street
NW., MS 224 ARLSQ, Washington, DC
20240; and the Office of Management
and Budget, Paperwork Reduction
Project (1018–0075), Washington, DC
20503. Additional information
collection requirements may be imposed
if Local Advisory Committees subject to
the Federal Advisory Committee Act are
established under Subpart B. Such
requirements will be submitted to OMB
for approval prior to their
implementation.
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This rule was not subject to OMB
review under Executive Order 12866.
Economic Effects
The Regulatory Flexibility Act of 1980
(5 U.S.C. 601 et seq.) requires
preparation of flexibility analyses for
rules that will have a significant effect
on a substantial number of small
entities, which include small
businesses, organizations or
governmental jurisdictions. The
Departments have determined that this
rulemaking will not have a significant
economic effect on a substantial number
of small entities within the meaning of
the Regulatory Flexibility Act.
This rulemaking will impose no
significant costs on small entities; the
exact number of businesses and the
amount of trade that will result from
this Federal land-related activity is
unknown. The aggregate effect is an
insignificant positive economic effect on
a number of small entities. The number
of small entities affected is unknown;
but, the fact that the positive effects will
be seasonal in nature and will, in most
cases, merely continue preexisting uses
of public lands indicates that they will
not be significant.
These regulations do not meet the
threshold criteria of ‘‘Federalism
Effects’’ as set forth in Executive Order
12612. Title VIII of ANILCA requires the
Secretaries to administer a subsistence
preference on public lands. The scope of
this program is limited by definition to
certain public lands. Likewise, these
regulations have no significant takings
implication relating to any property
rights as outlined by Executive Order
12630.
Drafting Information
These regulations were drafted under
the guidance of Thomas H. Boyd, of the
Office of Subsistence Management,
Alaska Regional Office, U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service, Anchorage, Alaska.
Additional guidance was provided by
Peggy Fox, Alaska State Office, Bureau
of Land Management; Sandy
Rabinowitch, Alaska Regional Office,
National Park Service; John Borbridge,
Alaska Area Office, Bureau of Indian
Affairs; and Ken Thompson, USDAForest Service.
List of Subjects
36 CFR Part 242
Administrative practice and
procedure, Alaska, Fish, National
Forests, Public Lands, Reporting and
recordkeeping requirements, Wildlife.
50 CFR Part 100
Administrative practice and
procedure, Alaska, Fish, Public Lands,
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Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Subsistence, Wildlife.
For the reasons set out in the
preamble, Title 36, Part 242, and Title
50, Part 100, of the Code of Federal
Regulations, are amended as set forth
below.

ll

PART
—SUBSISTENCE
MANAGEMENT REGULATIONS FOR
PUBLIC LANDS IN ALASKA
1. The authority citation for both 36
CFR Part 242 and 50 CFR Part 100
continues to read as follows:
Authority: 16 U.S.C. 3, 472, 551, 668dd,
3101–3126; 18 U.S.C. 3551–3586; 43 U.S.C.
1733.

Harvest limits

§

*

ll.25

Subsistence taking of wildlife.

*
*
(k) * * *
(11) * * *

*

*

Harvest limits

*
Trapping:

*

Open season

*

*

*
*
*
Caribou: 2 caribou by
Federal registration
permit only. Hunting
within the Trans-Alaska Oil Pipeline rightof-way is prohibited.
The right-of-way is
identified by an area
occupied by the pipeline (buried or above
ground) and the
cleared area 25 feet
on either side of the
pipeline..

*

*

*

*

*

*

*

*
*
*
*
3. Section
.25(k)(12) is amended
in the table under ‘‘Trapping’’ by
revising the entry for Lynx to read as
follows:
*
*
*
*
*
(k) * * *
(12) * * *

*
Trapping:

*

Open season
*

*

*

*
*
*
*
*
Lynx: No limit ............ Dec. 15–Jan. 15.

*

*
*
Aug. 10–Sept. 30,
Nov. 15–Dec. 31,
Jan. 5–Mar. 31.

*

*

ll

Harvest limits
*
Trapping:

*

Open season
*

*

*
*
*
*
*
Lynx: No limit ............ Dec. 15—Jan. 15.
*

*

*

*

*

*

*
*
*
*
6. Section
.25(k)(17)(iii) is
amended in the table under ‘‘Hunting’’
by revising the entry for Caribou to read
as follows:
*
*
*
*
*
(k) * * *
(17) * * *
(iii) * * *

ll

Harvest limits

Open season

Hunting:
*

*

*

*

*

*

*
*
*
*
4. Section
.25(k)(13)(iii) is
amended in the table under ‘‘Hunting’’
by revising the entry for Caribou to read
as follows:
*
*
*
*
*
(k) * * *
(13) * * *
(iii) * * *

ll

*

*

*

Dec. 1–Mar. 31.

Aug. 1–Apr. 15

*

*

ll

*
*
*
*
7. Section
.25(k)(20)(iii)(C) is
amended in the table under ‘‘Trapping’’
by revising the entry for Lynx to read as
follows:
*
*
*
*
*
(k) * * *
(20) * * *
(iii) * * *
(C) * * *
Harvest limits

Open season

*
*
*
Trapping:
*
*
*
Lynx:
Unit 20 (A), (B), (D),
(E), and (C) East of
the Teklanika
River—No limit.
Unit 20(F) and the remainder of 20(C)—
No limit.
*

*
*
*
Caribou:
Unit 17(A)—that portion west of the
Togiak River, south
to Cape
Newenham—2 caribou. Season to be
opened by announcement sometime between Aug.
1–April 15.

*

*
*

Open season

Unit 17 (A) and (C)—
that portion of 17
(A) and (C) consisting of the
Nushagak Peninsula south of the
Igushik River,
Tuklung River and
Tuklung Hills, west
to Tvativak Bay—1
caribou by Federal
registration permit.
Public lands are
closed to the taking
of caribou except
by the residents of
Togiak, Twin HIlls,
Manokotak,
Aleknagik,
Dillingham, Clark’s
Point, and Ekuk
during seasons
identified above.
Unit 17 (B) and (C)—
that portion of 17
(C) east of the
Nushagak River—5
caribou; however,
no more than 2
caribou may be
bulls..

*
*
*
*
5. Section
.25(k)(13)(iii) is
amended in the table under ‘‘Trapping’’
by revising the entry for Lynx to read as
follows:
*
*
*
*
*
(k) * * *
(13) * * *
(iii) * * *

ll

Harvest limits

*

*

*

*
*
*
*
*
Lynx: No limit ............ Dec. 15–Jan. 15.

Harvest limits

Hunting:

ll

2. Section
.25(k)(11) is amended
in the table under ‘‘Trapping’’ by
revising the entry for Lynx to read as
follows:

Open season

*

*

*

*

*

*

Dec. 15–Jan. 15.

Dec. 1–Jan. 31.

*

*

*

*
Season to be announced.

ll

*
*
*
*
8. Section
.25(k)(22)(ii)(C) is
amended in the table under ‘‘Hunting’’
by revising the entry for Moose to read
as follows:
*
*
*
*
*
(k) * * *
(22) * * *
(ii) * * *
(C) * * *
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Harvest limits

Open season

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

Hunting

40 CFR Part 52
*
*
*
Moose:
Unit 22(A)—1 antlered bull; however
the period of Dec.
1–Jan. 31 is restricted to residents
of Unit 22(A) only.
Unit 22(B)—1 moose;
however, antlerless
moose may be
taken only from
Dec. 1–Dec. 31; no
person may take a
cow accompanied
by a calf.
Unit 22(C)—1 antlered bull.
Unit 22(D)—1 moose;
however, antlerless
moose may be
taken only from
Dec. 1–Dec. 31; no
person may take a
cow accompanied
by a calf.
Unit 22(E)—1 moose;
no person may
take a cow accompanied by a calf.
*

*

*

*

*

Aug. 1–Sept. 30,
Dec. 1–Jan. 31.

Aug. 1–Jan. 31.

Sept. 1–Sept. 14.
Aug. 1–Jan. 31.

Aug. 1–Mar. 31.

*

*

*

ll

Harvest limits

Open season

Trapping:
*
*
*
Lynx:
Unit 25(C)—No limit ..
Remainder of Unit
25—No limit.

*

*

*

*

*

*

Dec. 1–Jan. 31.
Nov. 1–Feb. 28.

*

*

Approval and Promulgation of
Implementation Plans, North Carolina:
Approval of Revisions to the North
Carolina State Implementation Plan
Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Direct final rule.
AGENCY:

On May 15, 1991, the State of
North Carolina, through the North
Carolina Department of Environment,
Health and Natural Resources,
submitted revisions to the North
Carolina State Implementation Plan
(SIP) to EPA. These revisions include
the correcting of an address; the limiting
of emissions of particulates from fuel
burning indirect heat exchangers; the
elimination of a conflicting statement on
updating referenced regulations; the
addition of compounds whose
emissions will not be considered in
nonattainment areas; the changing of the
allowable emission limits for several
boilers; and the clarification of the
permit requirements for replacement of
existing equipment and for sources
subject to NSPS, NESHAPS and PSD
requirements.
DATES: This action is effective April 15,
1996, unless notice is received by March
15, 1996, that someone wishes to submit
adverse or critical comments. If the
effective date is delayed, timely notice
will be published in the Federal
Register.
ADDRESSES: Written comments should
be addressed to: Randy Terry,
Regulatory Planning and Development
Section, Air Programs Branch, Air,
Pesticides & Toxics Management
Division, Region 4 Environmental
Protection Agency, 345 Courtland
Street, NE, Atlanta, Georgia 30365.
Copies of the material submitted by
the NCDEHNR may be examined during
normal business hours at the following
locations:
Air and Radiation Docket and
Information Center (Air Docket 6102),
U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, 401 M Street, SW,
Washington, DC 20460.
Environmental Protection Agency,
Region IV Air Programs Branch, 345
Courtland Street, NE, Atlanta, Georgia
30365.
North Carolina Department of
Environment, Health and Natural
Resources, 512 North Salisbury Street,
Raleigh, North Carolina 27604.
SUMMARY:

*
*
*
*
9. Section
.25(k)(25)(iii)(B) is
amended in the table under ‘‘Trapping’’
by revising the entry for Lynx to read as
follows:
*
*
*
*
*
(k) * * *
(25) * * *
(iii) * * *
(B) * * *

*

[NC–049–1–7197a; FRL–5336–6]

*

*

*

Dated: January 19, 1996.
Mitch Demientieff,
Chair, Federal Subsistence Board.
Dated: January 18, 1996.
Phil Janik,
Regional Forester, USDA—Forest Service.
[FR Doc. 96–3186 Filed 2–13–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODES 3410–11–M, 4310–55–M
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Randy Terry, Regulatory Planning and
Development Section, Air Programs
Branch, Air, Pesticides & Toxics
Management Division, Region 4
Environmental Protection Agency, 345
Courtland Street, NE, Atlanta, Georgia
30365. The telephone number is 404/
347–3555 ext. 4212.

On May
15, 1991, the Environmental
Management Commission submitted, to
EPA, several amendments concerning
North Carolina’s air quality regulations.
The submitted revisions include the
limiting of emissions of particulates
from fuel burning indirect heat
exchangers; the elimination of a
conflicting statement on updating
referenced regulations; the addition of
compounds whose emissions will not be
considered in nonattainment areas; the
changing of the allowable emission
limits for several boilers; and several
smaller administrative changes.
On August 23, 1991, EPA notified the
State of corrections needing to be made
prior to the approval of amendment 15A
NCAC 2D .0501. Subsequently, North
Carolina, in a December 19, 1991, letter,
requested to have that amendment
withdrawn. In a September 20, 1991,
letter, North Carolina submitted a
revised version of Rule 2D .0536
Particulate Emissions From Electric
Utility Boilers to replace the version
that was contained in the hearing record
on this Rule. The original version
submitted on May 15, 1991, contained
changes made in the North Carolina
Rule of which parts are not contained in
the Federally approved SIP. The
amended version is discussed later in
this document. North Carolina also
submitted, in a September 24, 1992,
package, revisions to 15A NCAC 2D
.1002 Applicability. These revisions are
also being addressed in this rulemaking.
Revisions to rule 15A NCAC 2D .0531
Sources in Nonattainment Areas were
addressed in the October 31, 1994
Federal Register Notice (59 FR 54388–
54389.)
EPA is approving the following
revisions to the North Carolina SIP,
because they are consistent with the
requirements set forth in the Clean Air
Act (CAA).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

15A NCAC 2D .0103 Copies of
Referenced Federal Regulations
North Carolina amended this rule to
update the location at which referenced
material is available for public
inspection.

