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Sickles, APHIS’ Information Collection
Coordinator, at (301) 734–7477.

List of Subjects

7 CFR Part 300

Incorporation by reference, Plant
pests and diseases, Quarantine.

7 CFR Part 319

Bees, Coffee, Cotton, Fruits, Honey,
Imports, Incorporation by reference,
Nursery Stock, Plant diseases and pests,
Quarantine, Reporting and
recordkeeping requirements, Rice,
Vegetables.

Accordingly, we propose to amend
title 7, chapter III, of the Code of Federal
Regulations as follows:

PART 300—INCORPORATION BY
REFERENCE

1. The authority citation for part 300
would continue to read as follows:

Authority: Title IV, Pub. L. 106–224, 114
Stat. 438, 7 U.S.C. 7701–7772; 7 CFR 2.22,
2.80, and 371.3.

2. In § 300.1, paragraph (a), the
introductory text would be revised to
read as follows:

§ 300.1 Materials incorporated by
reference.

(a) Plant Protection and Quarantine
Treatment Manual. The Plant Protection
and Quarantine Treatment Manual,
which was reprinted November 30,
1992, and includes all revisions through
[date], has been approved for
incorporation by reference in 7 CFR
chapter III by the Director of the Office
of the Federal Register in accordance
with 5 U.S.C. 552(a) and 1 CFR part 51.
* * * * *

PART 319—FOREIGN QUARANTINE
NOTICES

3. The authority citation for part 319
would continue to read as follows:

Authority: Title IV, Pub. L. 106–224, 114
Stat. 438, 7 U.S.C. 7701–7772; 7 U.S.C. 450;
21 U.S.C. 136 and 136a; 7 CFR 2.22, 2.80, and
371.3.

4. A new § 319.56–2ii would be added
to read as follows:

§ 319.56–2ii Administrative instructions:
conditions governing the entry of mangoes
from the Philippines.

Mangoes (fruit) (Mangifera indica)
may be imported into the United States
from the Philippines only under the
following conditions:

(a) Limitation of origin. The mangoes
must have been grown on the island of
Guimaras, which the Administrator has
determined meets the criteria set forth
in § 319.56–2(e)(4) and § 319.56–2(f)

with regard to the mango seed weevil
(Sternochetus mangiferae).

(b) Treatment. The mangoes must be
subjected to vapor heat treatment for
fruit flies of the genus Bactrocera in
accordance with the Plant Protection
and Quarantine Treatment Manual,
which is incorporated by reference at
§ 300.1 of this chapter. The treatment
must be conducted in the Philippines
under the supervision of an inspector.

(c) APHIS inspection. Mangoes from
the Philippines are subject to inspection
under the direction of an inspector,
either in the Philippines or at the port
of first arrival in the United States.
Mangoes inspected in the Philippines
are subject to reinspection at the port of
first arrival in the United States as
provided in § 319.56–6.

(d) Labeling. Each box of mangoes
must be clearly labeled in accordance
with § 319.56–2(g).

(e) Phytosanitary certificate. Each
shipment of mangoes must be
accompanied by a phytosanitary
certificate issued by the Republic of the
Philippines Department of Agriculture
that contains additional declarations
stating that the mangoes were grown on
the island of Guimaras and have been
treated for fruit flies of the genus
Bactrocera in accordance with the Plant
Protection and Quarantine Treatment
Manual.

(f) Trust Fund Agreement. Mangoes
that are treated or inspected in the
Philippines may be imported into the
United States only if the Republic of the
Philippines Department of Agriculture
(RPDA) has entered into a trust fund
agreement with APHIS. That agreement
requires the RPDA to pay, in advance of
each shipping season, all costs that
APHIS estimates it will incur in
providing inspection services in the
Philippines during that shipping season.
Those costs include administrative
expenses and all salaries (including
overtime and the Federal share of
employee benefits), travel expenses
(including per diem expenses), and
other incidental expenses incurred by
APHIS in performing these services. The
agreement requires the RPDA to deposit
a certified or cashier’s check with
APHIS for the amount of those costs, as
estimated by APHIS. If the deposit is not
sufficient to meet all costs incurred by
APHIS, the agreement further requires
the RPDA to deposit with APHIS a
certified or cashier’s check for the
amount of the remaining costs, as
determined by APHIS, before any more
mangoes will be treated or inspected in
the Philippines. After a final audit at the
conclusion of each shipping season, any
overpayment of funds would be
returned to the RPDA or held on

account until needed, at the RPDA’s
option.

(g) Department not responsible for
damage. The treatments for mangoes
prescribed in the Plant Protection and
Quarantine Treatment Manual are
judged from experimental tests to be
safe. However, the Department assumes
no responsibility for any damage
sustained through or in the course of
such treatment.

Done in Washington, DC, this 16th day of
January 2001.
Craig A. Reed,
Administrator, Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service.
[FR Doc. 01–1655 Filed 1–19–01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410–34–U

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Animal and Plant Health Inspection
Service

9 CFR Part 1

[Docket No. 99–087–2]

Licensing and Inspection
Requirements for Dealers of Dogs
Intended for Hunting, Breeding, or
Security Purposes

AGENCY: Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, USDA.
ACTION: Notice of extension of comment
period.

SUMMARY: We are extending the
comment period for our proposed rule
to amend the Animal Welfare
regulations to reflect our policy of
regulating wholesale dealers of dogs
intended for hunting, breeding, or
security purposes. This action will
allow interested persons additional time
to prepare and submit comments.
DATES: We invite you to comment on
Docket No. 99–087–1. We will consider
all comments that we receive by April
3, 2001.
ADDRESSES: Please send four copies of
your comment (an original and three
copies) to: Docket No. 99–087–1,
Regulatory Analysis and Development,
PPD, APHIS, Suite 3C03, 4700 River
Road, Unit 118, Riverdale, MD 20737–
1238.

Please state that your comment refers
to Docket No. 99–087–1.

You may read any comments that we
receive on this docket in our reading
room. The reading room is located in
room 1141 of the USDA South Building,
14th Street and Independence Avenue
SW., Washington, DC. Normal reading
room hours are 8 a.m. to 4:30 p.m.,
Monday through Friday, except
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holidays. To be sure someone is there to
help you, please call (202) 690–2817
before coming.

APHIS documents published in the
Federal Register, and related
information, including the names of
organizations and individuals who have
commented on APHIS dockets, are
available on the Internet at http://
www.aphis.usda.gov/ppd/rad/
webrepor.html.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Dr.
Jerry DePoyster, Senior Veterinary
Medical Officer, Animal Care, APHIS,
4700 River Road Unit 84, Riverdale, MD
20737–1234; (301) 734–7586.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

On December 4, 2000, we published
in the Federal Register (65 FR 75635–
75637, Docket No. 99–087–1) a proposal
to amend the Animal Welfare
regulations to require that only
wholesale dealers of hunting, breeding,
and security dogs be licensed and
inspected. This change would be
reflected in the definition for ‘‘dealer’’
in 9 CFR 1.1. This action would bring
our regulations into accord with our
policy to regulate wholesale dealers of
hunting, breeding, and security dogs.

Comments on the proposed rule were
required to be received on or before
February 2, 2000. We are extending the
comment period on Docket No. 99–087–
1 for an additional 60 days. This action
will allow interested persons additional
time to prepare and submit comments.

Authority: 7 U.S.C. 2131–2159; 7 CFR 2.22,
2.80, and 371.7.

Done in Washington, DC, this 16th day of
January 2001.
Craig A. Reed,
Administrator, Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service.
[FR Doc. 01–1654 Filed 1–19–01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410–34–U

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 23

[Docket No. CE164; Notice No. 23–01–01–
SC]

Special Conditions: Ayres Corporation,
Model LM 200, ‘‘Loadmaster’’ Cargo
and Baggage Compartment Fire
Protection

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Notice of proposed special
conditions.

SUMMARY: This action proposes special
conditions for the Ayres Corporation,
Model LM 200 ‘‘Loadmaster’’ airplane.
This airplane will have a novel or
unusual design feature(s) associated
with all-cargo and combination cargo/
passenger (COMBI) interior
configurations. The applicable
airworthiness regulations do not contain
adequate or appropriate safety standards
for these design features. These
proposed special conditions contain the
additional safety standards that the
Administrator considers necessary to
establish a level of safety equivalent to
that established by the existing
airworthiness standards.
DATES: Comments must be received on
or before February 21, 2001.
ADDRESSES: Comments on this proposal
may be mailed in duplicate to: Federal
Aviation Administration, Regional
Counsel, ACE–7, Attention: Rules
Docket, Docket No. CE164, 901 Locust,
Room 506, Kansas City, Missouri 64106,
or delivered in duplicate to the Regional
Counsel at the above address.
Comments must be marked: CE164.
Comments may be inspected in the
Rules Docket weekdays, except Federal
holidays, between 7:30 a.m. and 4:00
p.m.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Les
Taylor, Federal Aviation
Administration, Aircraft Certification
Service, Small Airplane Directorate,
ACE–111, 901 Locust, Room 301,
Kansas City, Missouri, 816–329–4134,
fax 816–329–4090.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited
Interested persons are invited to

participate in the making of these
proposed special conditions by
submitting such written data, views, or
arguments as they may desire.
Communications should identify the
regulatory docket or notice number and
be submitted in duplicate to the address
specified above. All communications
received on or before the closing date
for comments will be considered by the
Administrator. The proposals described
in this notice may be changed in light
of the comments received. All
comments received will be available in
the Rules Docket for examination by
interested persons, both before and after
the closing date for comments. A report
summarizing each substantive public
contact with FAA personnel concerning
this rulemaking will be filed in the
docket. Persons wishing the FAA to
acknowledge receipt of their comments
submitted in response to this notice
must include with those comments a
self-addressed, stamped postcard on

which the following statement is made:
‘‘Comments to CE164.’’ The postcard
will be date stamped and returned to the
commenter.

Background
On April 16, 1996, Ayres Corporation,

P.O. Box 3090, Albany, Georgia 31708–
3090, applied for a commuter category,
all-cargo type certificate for their new
Model LM 200. In May 1997, they
reapplied for passenger and COMBI
interior configurations. The Model LM
200 airplane is a nine-passenger, twin-
engine airplane. The LM 200 will have
all-cargo and COMBI versions.

The Model LM 200 all-cargo and
COMBI airplanes are considered a novel
design and were not considered when
those airworthiness standards were
promulgated. The FAA has determined
that the existing regulations do not
provide adequate or appropriate safety
standards for cargo and baggage
compartment fire protection in these
versions of the LM 200. In order to
provide a level of safety that is
equivalent to that afforded to occupants
of the passenger version, additional
airworthiness standards, in the form of
additional special conditions, are
necessary.

Type Certification Basis
Under the provisions of 14 CFR

§ 21.17, Ayres Corporation must show
that the Model LM 200 meets the
applicable provisions of 14 CFR part 23
as amended by Amendments 23–1
through 23–53, effective April 30, 1998,
and any exemptions, equivalent level of
safety findings and special conditions.

If the Administrator finds that the
applicable airworthiness regulations
(i.e., part 23) do not contain adequate or
appropriate safety standards for the
Ayres Corporation Model LM 200
because of a novel or unusual design
feature, special conditions are
prescribed under the provisions of
§ 21.16.

In addition to the applicable
airworthiness regulations and special
conditions, the Model LM 200 must
comply with the part 23 fuel vent and
exhaust emission requirements of 14
CFR part 34, the noise certification
requirements of 14 CFR part 36, and the
FAA must issue a finding of regulatory
adequacy pursuant to Section 611 of
Public Law 92–574, the ‘‘Noise Control
Act of 1972.’’

Special conditions, as appropriate, as
defined in § 11.19, are issued in
accordance with § 11.38, and become
part of the type certification basis in
accordance with § 21.17(a)(2).

Special conditions are initially
applicable to the model for which they
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