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§73.9 World Heritage criteria.

(a) What are the World Heritage criteria
and how are they applied? The World
Heritage Committee uses the following
criteria to evaluate cultural and natural
properties nominated to the World Heritage
List. To qualify for addition to the World
Heritage List, sites must meet one or more of
the criteria. For information on how to apply
the criteria, you should consult their
annotated text in the Operational Guidelines
for the World Heritage Convention. The
Operational Guidelines are published
periodically by the World Heritage Centre.
You may obtain copies of the World Heritage
Convention, the Operational Guidelines, and
other program information upon request to
the Office of International Affairs of the
National Park Service, 1849 C Street, NW.,
Room 2242, Washington, DC 20240. The
World Heritage Convention and the
Operational Guidelines are also posted on the
World Heritage Centre’s Web site at
www.unesco.org/whc.

(b) What are the cultural criteria? The
criteria for the inclusion of cultural
properties in the World Heritage List should
always be seen in relation to one another and
should be considered in the context of the
definition set out in Article 1 of the
Convention. A monument, group of buildings
or site—as defined in Article 1 of the
Convention—which is nominated for
inclusion in the World Heritage List will be
considered to be of outstanding universal
value for the purpose of the Convention
when the Committee finds that it meets one
or more of the following criteria and the test
of authenticity:

(1) Each property nominated should
therefore:

(i) Represent a masterpiece of human
creative genius; or

(ii) Exhibit an important interchange of
human values, over a span of time or within
a cultural area of the world, on developments
in architecture or technology, monumental
arts, town-planning or landscape design; or

(iii) Bear a unique or at least exceptional
testimony to a cultural tradition or to a
civilization which is living or which has
disappeared; or

(iv) Be an outstanding example of a type
of building or architectural or technological
ensemble or landscape which illustrates a
significant stage(s) in human history; or

(v) Be an outstanding example of a
traditional human settlement or land-use
which is representative of a culture (or
cultures), especially when it has become
vulnerable under the impact of irreversible
change; or

(vi) Be directly or tangibly associated with
events or living traditions, with ideas, or
with beliefs, with artistic and literary works
of outstanding universal significance (the
Committee considers that this criterion
should justify inclusion in the List only in
exceptional circumstances and in
conjunction with other criteria cultural or
natural).

(2) In addition to the criteria in paragraphs
(b)(1)(i) through (b)(1)(vi) of this section, the
sites should also meet the test of authenticity
in design, material, workmanship or setting
and in the case of cultural landscapes their

distinctive character and components (the
Committee stressed that reconstruction is
only acceptable if it is carried out on the
basis of complete and detailed
documentation on the original and to no
extent on conjecture) and have adequate legal
and/or contractual and/or traditional
protection and management mechanisms to
ensure the conservation of the nominated
cultural properties or cultural landscapes.

(c) What are the natural criteria? A natural
heritage property—as defined in Article 2 of
the Convention—which is submitted for
inclusion in the World Heritage List will be
considered to be of outstanding universal
value for the purposes of the Convention
when the Committee finds that it meets one
or more of the following criteria specified by
the Operational Guidelines and fulfills the
conditions of integrity:

(1) Sites nominated should therefore:

(i) Be outstanding examples representing
major stages of earth’s history, including the
record of life, significant on-going geological
processes in the development of landforms,
or significant geomorphic or physiographic
features; or

(ii) Be outstanding examples representing
significant on-going ecological and biological
processes in the evolution and development
of terrestrial, fresh water, coastal and marine
ecosystems and communities of plants and
animals; or

(iii) Contain superlative natural
phenomena or areas of exceptional natural
beauty and aesthetic importance; or

(iv) Contain the most important and
significant natural habitats for in-situ
conservation of biological diversity,
including those containing threatened
species of outstanding universal value from
the point of view of science or conservation.

(2) In addition to the criteria in paragraphs
(c)(1)(i) through (c)(1)(iv) of this section, the
sites should also fulfill the following
conditions of integrity:

(i) The sites described in paragraph (c)(1)(i)
of this section should contain all or most of
the key interrelated and interdependent
elements in their natural relationships.

(ii) The sites described in paragraph
(c)(1)(ii) of this section should have sufficient
size and contain the necessary elements to
demonstrate the key aspects of processes that
are essential for the long-term conservation of
the ecosystems and the biological diversity
they contain.

(iii) The sites described in paragraph
(c)(1)(iii) of this section should be of
outstanding aesthetic value and include areas
that are essential for maintaining the beauty
of the site.

(iv) The sites described in paragraph
(c)(1)(iv) of this section should contain
habitats for maintaining the most diverse
fauna and flora characteristic of the
biogeographic province and ecosystems
under consideration.

(3) The sites should have a management
plan. When a site does not have a
management plan at the time when it is
nominated for the consideration of the World
Heritage Committee, the State Party
concerned should indicate when such a plan
will become available and how it proposes to
mobilize the resources required for the

preparation and implementation of the plan.
The State Party should also provide other
document(s) (e.g. operational plans) which
will guide the management of the site until
such time when a management plan is
finalized.

Dated: June 28, 2001.

Joseph E. Doddridge,

Acting Assistant Secretary for Fish and
Wildlife and Parks.

[FR Doc. 01-28256 Filed 11-16—-01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-70-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 52

[SIP NO. MT-001-0032; FRL-7102-5]
Approval and Promulgation of Air
Quality Implementation Plans;

Montana; Transportation Conformity;
Correction

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Direct final rule; correction.

SUMMARY: The EPA published in the
Federal Register on September 21, 2001
a document that, among other things,
approved Montana’s transportation
conformity rule into the State
Implementation Plan (SIP). In the
regulatory text of the September 21,
2001, rule, EPA inadvertently
incorporated by reference (IBR) sections
of the rule which were not submitted for
approval. EPA is correcting the
regulatory text with this document.

EFFECTIVE DATE: This rule is effective
December 19, 2001.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kerri Fiedler, EPA, Region VIII, (303)
312—-6493.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In our
September 21, 2001 (66 FR 48561) (FR
Doc. 01-23596) rulemaking, we
approved Montana’s transportation
conformity rules (Sub-Chapter 13). In
the regulatory text of the September 21,
2001, rule, we inadvertently
incorporated by reference sections of
sub-chapter 13 which were not
submitted for approval. These
references to sub-chapter 13 were
sections ‘“reserved’”” by Montana for
future rule adoption. We are correcting
the regulatory text of that rulemaking,
(on page 48564, second column, Subpart
BB—Montana, §52.1370 Identification
of Plan, paragraph (c)(47)(i)(A)) to read
as follows: “Administrative Rules of
Montana 17.8.1301, 17.8.1305,
17.8.1306, 17.8.1310 through 17.8.1313,
effective June 4, 1999; and 17.8.1304
effective August 23, 1996.”
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Section 553 of the Administrative
Procedure Act, 5 U.S.C. 553(b)(B),
provides that, when an agency for good
cause finds that notice and public
procedure are impracticable,
unnecessary or contrary to the public
interest, the agency may issue a rule
without providing notice and an
opportunity for public comment. We
have determined that there is good
cause for making today’s rule final
without prior proposal and opportunity
for comment because we are merely
correcting incorrect text in the IBR
section of a previous rulemaking. Thus,
notice and public procedure are
unnecessary. We find that this
constitutes good cause under 5 U.S.C.
553(b)(B).

Administrative Requirements

Under Executive Order 12866 (58 FR
51735, October 4, 1993), this action is
not a “‘significant regulatory action” and
is therefore not subject to review by the
Office of Management and Budget. This
rule is not subject to Executive Order
13211, “Actions Concerning Regulations
That Significantly Affect Energy Supply,
Distribution, or Use” (66 FR 28355 (May
22, 2001) because it is not a significant
regulatory action under Executive Order
12866. Because the agency has made a
“good cause” finding that this action is
not subject to notice-and-comment
requirements under the Administrative
Procedure Act or any other statute as
indicated in the SUPPLEMENTARY
INFORMATION section above, it is not
subject to the regulatory flexibility
provisions of the Regulatory Flexibility
Act (5 U.S.C 601 et seq.), or to sections
202 and 205 of the Unfunded Mandates
Reform Act of 1995 (UMRA) (Public
Law 104—4). In addition, this action
does not significantly or uniquely affect
small governments or impose a
significant intergovernmental mandate,
as described in sections 203 and 204 of
UMRA. This rule also does not have a
substantial direct effect on one or more
Indian tribes, on the relationship
between the Federal Government and
Indian tribes, or on the distribution of
power and responsibilities between the
Federal Government and Indian tribes,
as specified by Executive Order 13175
(65 FR 67249, November 9, 2000), nor
will it have substantial direct effects on
the States, on the relationship between
the national government and the States,
or on the distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government, as specified in
Executive Order 13132 (64 FR 43255,
August 10, 1999). This rule also is not
subject to Executive Order 13045 (62 FR
19885, April 23, 1997), because it is not
economically significant.

This technical correction action does
not involve technical standards; thus
the requirements of section 12(d) of the
National Technology Transfer and
Advancement Act of 1995 (15 U.S.C.
272 note) do not apply. The rule also
does not involve special consideration
of environmental justice related issues
as required by Executive Order 12898
(59 FR 7629, February 16, 1994). In
issuing this rule, EPA has taken the
necessary steps to eliminate drafting
errors and ambiguity, minimize
potential litigation, and provide a clear
legal standard for affected conduct, as
required by section 3 of Executive Order
12988 (61 FR 4729, February 7, 1996).
EPA has complied with Executive Order
12630 (53 FR 8859, March 15, 1998) by
examining the takings implications of
the rule in accordance with the
‘““Attorney General’s Supplemental
Guidelines for the Evaluation of Risk
and Avoidance of Unanticipated
Takings’ issued under the executive
order. This rule does not impose an
information collection burden under the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 (44
U.S.C. 3501 et seq.). EPA’s compliance
with these statutes and Executive
Orders for the underlying rules are
discussed in the September 21, 2001,
rule, approving Montana’s
transportation conformity rules.

The Congressional Review Act (5
U.S.C. 801 et seq.), as added by the
Small Business Regulatory Enforcement
Fairness Act of 1996, generally provides
that before a rule may take effect, the
agency promulgating the rule must
submit a rule report, which includes a
copy of the rule, to each House of the
Congress and to the Comptroller General
of the United States. Section 808 allows
the issuing agency to make a rule
effective sooner than otherwise
provided by the CRA if the agency
makes a good cause finding that notice
and public procedure is impracticable,
unnecessary or contrary to the public
interest. This determination must be
supported by a brief statement. 5 U.S.C.
808(2). As stated previously, EPA has
made such a good cause finding,
including the reasons therefore, and
established an effective date of
December 19, 2001. EPA will submit a
report containing this rule and other
required information to the U.S. Senate,
the U.S. House of Representatives, and
the Comptroller General of the United
States prior to publication of the rule in
the Federal Register. This correction to
the identification of plan for Montana is
not a “major rule” as defined by 5
U.S.C. 804(2).

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52

Environmental protection, Air
pollution control, Incorporation by
reference, Intergovernmental relations,
Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements.

Accordingly, 40 CFR part 52, subpart
BB of chapter I, title 40 is corrected by
making the following amendments:

PART 52—[CORRECTED]

1. The authority citation for part 52
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq.

§52.1370 Identification of plan.

2. Revise §52.1370(c)(47)(i)(A) to read
as follows:
* * * * *

(C) * % %

(47) * % %

(i) * k% %
(A) Administrative Rules of Montana
17.8.1301, 17.8.1305, 17.8.1306,
17.8.1310 through 17.8.1313, effective
June 4, 1999; and 17.8.1304 effective
August 23, 1996.

Dated: November 2, 2001.
Jack W. McGraw,
Acting Regional Administrator, Region 8.
[FR Doc. 01-28853 Filed 11-16—01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50—P

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

47 CFR Part 73

[DA 01-2592, MM Docket No. 01-85, RM—
9039]

Television Broadcast Service; Boise,
1D

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Commission, at the
request of KM Communications, Inc., an
applicant for a construction permit for

a new television station at Boise, Idaho,
substitutes channel 39 for channel 14 at
Boise. See 66 FR 20127, April 19, 2001.
TV channel 39 can be allotted to Boise,
Idaho, with a zero offset in compliance
with the principle community coverage
requirements of Sections 73.610 and
73.698 of the Commission’s Rules and
with the criteria set forth in the
Commission’s Public Notice released on
November 22, 1999, DA 99-2605. The
coordinates for channel 39 at Boise are
North Latitude 43—-45-18 and West
Longitude 116—05-52. With is action,
this proceeding is terminated.

DATES: Effective December 31, 2001.
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