>
GPO,

Federal Register/Vol. 67, No. 61/Friday, March 29, 2002 /Proposed Rules

15143

(1) The Assistant Secretary of Defense
(Health Affairs) may establish special
charge amounts for Medicare
supplemental plans to collect
reasonable charges for inpatient and
outpatient copayments and other
services covered by the Medicare
supplemental plan. Any such schedule
of charge amounts shall:

7. Section 220.12 is amended by
revising paragraph (a)(1) to read as
follows:

§220.12. Special rules for preferred
provider organizations.

(a) Statutory requirement. (1)
Pursuant to the general duty of third
party payers to pay under 10 U.S.C.
1095(a)(1) and the definitions of 10
U.S.C. 1095(h), a plan with a preferred
provider organization (PPO) provision
or option generally has an obligation to
pay the United States the reasonable
charges for healthcare services provided
through any facility of the Uniformed
Services to a Uniformed Services
beneficiary who is also a beneficiary
under the plan.

8. Section 220.13 is amended by
revising paragraph (a) to read as follows:

§220.13 Special rules for workers’
compensation programs.

(a) Basic rule. Pursuant to the general
duty of third party payers under 10
U.S.C. 1095(a)(1) and the definitions of
10 U.S.C. 1095(h), a workers’
compensation program or plan generally
has an obligation to pay the United
States the reasonable charges for
healthcare services provided in or
through any facility of the Uniformed
Services to a Uniformed Services
beneficiary who is also a beneficiary
under a workers’ compensation program
due to an employment related injury,
illness, or disease. Except to the extent
modified or supplemented by this
section, all provisions of this part are
applicable to any workers’
compensation program or plan in the
same manner as they are applicable to
any other third party payer.

* * * * *

9. Section 220.14 is amended by
revising the definitions Covered
beneficiaries and Third party payer to
read as follows:

§220.14 Definitions.
* * * * *

Covered beneficiaries. Covered
beneficiaries are all healthcare
beneficiaries under chapter 55 of title
10, United States Code, except members
of the Uniformed Services on active
duty (as specified in 10 U.S.C. 1074(a)).

However, for purposes of § 220.11, such
members of the Uniformed Services are

included as covered beneficiaries.
* * * * *

Third party payer. A third party payer
is any entity that provides an insurance,
medical service, or health plan by
contract or agreement. It includes but is
not limited to:

(1) State and local governments that
provide such plans other than Medicaid.

(2) Insurance underwriters or carriers.

(3) Private employers or employer
groups offering self-insured or partially
self-insured medical service or health
plans.

(4) Automobile liability insurance
underwriter or carrier.

(5) No fault insurance underwriter or
carrier.

(6) Workers’ compensation program or
plan sponsor, underwriter, carrier, or
self-insurer.

(7) Any other plan or program that is
designed to provide compensation or
coverage for expenses incurred by a
beneficiary for healthcare services or

products.
* * * * *

Dated: March 25, 2002.
L.M. Bynum,

Alternate OSD Federal Register Liaison
Officer, Department of Defense.

[FR Doc. 02-7539 Filed 3—28-02; 8:45 am]
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Safety Zone: Groton Long Point Yacht
Club Fireworks Display, Groton, CT

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DOT.
ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking.

SUMMARY: The Coast Guard proposes to
establish a temporary safety zone for the
Groton Long Point Yacht Club
Fireworks Display, off Groton Long
Point, CT. This action is necessary to
provide for the safety of life on
navigable waters during the event. This
action is intended to restrict vessel
traffic in a portion of Long Island Sound
in the vicinity of Groton Long Point,
Groton, CT.

DATES: Comments and related material
must reach the Coast Guard on or before
April 29, 2002.

ADDRESSES: You may mail comments
and related material to Marine Events,

Coast Guard Group/Marine Safety Office
Long Island Sound, Command Center,
120 Woodward Ave., New Haven, CT
06512. Coast Guard Group/Marine
Safety Office Long Island Sound
maintains the public docket for this
rulemaking. Comments and material
received from the public, as well as
documents indicated in this preamble as
being available in the docket, will
become part of this docket and will be
available for inspection or copying at
Group/MSO Long Island Sound, New
Haven, CT, between 7:30 a.m. and 4:00
p-m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: BM2
Ryan Peebles, Group Operations Petty
Officer, Coast Guard Group/MSO Long
Island Sound (203)468-4408.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Request for Comments

We encourage you to participate in
this rulemaking by submitting
comments and related material. If you
do so, please include your name and
address, identify the docket number for
this rulemaking (CGD01-02-013),
indicate the specific section of this
document to which each comment
applies, and give the reason for each
comment. Please submit all comments
and related material in an unbound
format, no larger than 82 by 11 inches,
suitable for copying. If you would like
to know they reached us, please enclose
a stamped, self-addressed postcard or
envelope. We will consider all
comments and material received during
the comment period. We may change
this proposed rule in view of them.

Public Meeting

We do not now plan to hold a public
meeting, but you may submit a request
for a meeting by writing to Coast Guard
Group/MSO Long Island Sound at the
address under ADDRESSES explaining
why one would be beneficial. If we
determine that one would aid this
rulemaking, we will hold one at a time
and place announced by a later notice
in the Federal Register.

Background and Purpose

The Coast Guard proposes to establish
a temporary safety zone for the Groton
Long Point Yacht Club Fireworks
Display off Groton Long Point in Long
Island Sound. The safety zone
encompasses all waters of Long Island
Sound within a 600-foot radius of
approximate position, 41°18'05" N,
072°02'08" W (NAD 1983). The
proposed safety zone is intended to
protect boaters from the hazards
associated with fireworks launched
from a barge in the area. This safety
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zone covers the minimum area needed
and imposes the minimum restrictions
necessary to ensure the protection of all
vessels.

Discussion of Proposed Rule

The proposed safety zone is for the
Groton Long Point Yacht Club
Fireworks Display held off Groton Long
Point, Groton, CT. This event will be
held on July 20, 2002. In the event of
inclement weather, the event will be
held on July 21, 2001. The proposed
safety zone will be in effect from 9:15
p-m. until 10:30 p.m. on the date of the
event. The proposed safety zone
encompasses all waters of Long Island
Sound within a 600-foot radius of
approximate position 41°18'05" N,
071°02'08" W (NAD 1983).

Public notifications will be made
prior to the event via the Local Notice
to Mariners and Marine Information
Broadcasts. Marine traffic will be
allowed to transit around the safety
zone at all times. Vessels will not be
precluded from mooring at or getting
underway from recreational or
commercial piers in the vicinity of the
zone. No vessel may enter the safety
zone without permission from the
Captain of the Port, Long Island Sound.

Regulatory Evaluation

This proposed rule is not a
“significant regulatory action” under
section 3(f) of Executive Order 12866,
Regulatory planning and review, and
does not require an assessment of
potential costs and benefits under
section 6(a)(3) of that Order. The Office
of Management and Budget has not
reviewed it under that Order. It is not
“significant” under the regulatory
policies and procedures of the
Department of Transportation (DOT) (44
FR 11040, February 26, 1979).

We expect the economic impact of
this proposed rule to be so minimal that
a full Regulatory Evaluation under
paragraph 10e of the regulatory policies
and procedures of DOT is unnecessary.
This proposed safety zone would
temporarily close a portion of Long
Island Sound to vessel traffic. However,
the impact of this regulation is expected
to be minimal for the following reasons:
the event is of limited duration; vessels
are not precluded from getting
underway, or mooring at, public or
private facilities in the vicinity of the
event; advance advisories will be made
to the maritime community; and marine
traffic may still transit around the zone
during the event.

The size of this safety zone was
determined using National Fire
Protection Association standards and
the Captain of the Port Long Island

Sound Standing Orders for 6-inch
mortars fired from a barge combined
with the Coast Guard’s knowledge of
tide and current conditions in the area.

Small Entities

Under the Regulatory Flexibility Act
(5 U.S.C. 601-612), we considered
whether this proposed rule would have
a significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities.
The term “small entities” comprises
small businesses, not-for-profit
organizations that are independently
owned and operated and are not
dominant in their fields, and
governmental jurisdictions with
populations of less than 50,000.

The Coast Guard certifies under 5
U.S.C. 605(b) that this proposed rule
would not have a significant economic
impact on a substantial number of small
entities. This proposed rule would affect
the following entities, some of which
might be small entities: the owners or
operators of vessels intending to transit
or anchor in a portion of Long Island
Sound during the time this zone is
activated. This safety zone would not
have a significant economic impact on
a substantial number of small entities
for the following reasons: the event is of
limited duration; vessels are not
precluded from getting underway, or
mooring at, public or private facilities in
the vicinity of the event; advance
advisories will be made to the maritime
community; and marine traffic may still
transit around the zone during the
event.

If you think that your business,
organization, or governmental
jurisdiction qualifies as a small entity
and that this rule would have a
significant economic impact on it,
please submit a comment (see
ADDRESSES) explaining why you think it
qualifies and how and to what degree
this rule would economically affect it.

Assistance for Small Entities

Under section 213(a) of the Small
Business Regulatory Enforcement
Fairness Act of 1996 (Pubic Law 104—
121), we want to assist small entities in
understanding this proposed rule so that
they can better evaluate its effects on
them and participate in the rulemaking.
If the rule would affect your small
business, organization, or governmental
jurisdiction and you have questions
concerning its provisions or options for
compliance, please contact Boatswain’s
Mate Second Class (BM2) Ryan Peebles,
Operations Petty Officer, Coast Guard
Group/MSO Long Island Sound (203)
468—4408.

Collection of Information

This proposed rule would call for no
new collection of information under the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 (44
U.S.C. 3501-3520).

Federalism

A rule has implications for federalism
under Executive Order 13132,
Federalism, if it has a substantial direct
effect on State or local governments and
would either preempt State law or
impose a substantial direct cost of
compliance on them. We have analyzed
this proposed rule under that Order and
have determined that it does not have
implications for federalism.

Unfunded Mandates Reform Act

The Unfunded Mandates Reform Act
of 1995 (2 U.S.C. 1531-1538) requires
Federal agencies to assess the effects of
their discretionary regulatory actions. In
particular, the Act addresses actions
that may result in the expenditure by a
State, local, or tribal government, in the
aggregate, or by the private sector of
$100,000,000 or more in any one year.
Though this proposed rule would not
result in such an expenditure, we do
discuss the effects of this rule elsewhere
in this preamble.

Taking of Private Property

This proposed rule would not effect a
taking of private property or otherwise
have taking implications under
Executive Order 12630, Governmental
Actions and Interference with
Constitutionally Protected Property
Rights.

Civil Justice Reform

This proposed rule meets applicable
standards in sections 3(a) and 3(b)(2) of
Executive Order 12988, Civil Justice
Reform, to minimize litigation,
eliminate ambiguity, and reduce
burden.

Protection of Children

We have analyzed this proposed rule
under Executive Order 13045,
Protection of Children from
Environmental Health Risks and Safety
Risks. This rule is not an economically
significant rule and would not concern
an environmental risk to health or risk
to safety that may disproportionately
affect children.

Indian Tribal Governments

This proposed rule does not have
tribal implications under Executive
Order 13175, Consultation and
Coordination with Indian Tribal
Governments, because it would not have
a substantial direct effect on one or
more Indian tribes, on the relationship
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between the Federal Government and
Indian tribes, or on the distribution of
power and responsibilities between the
Federal Government and Indian tribes.
To help the Coast Guard establish
regular and meaningful consultation
and collaboration with Indian and
Alaskan Native tribes, we published a
notice in the Federal Register (66 FR
36361, July 11, 2001) requesting
comments on how to best carry out the
Order. We invite your comments on
how this proposed rule might impact
tribal governments, even if that impact
may not constitute a “tribal
implication”” under the Order.

Energy Effects

We have analyzed this proposed rule
under Executive Order 13211, Actions
Concerning Regulations That
Significantly Affect Energy Supply,
Distribution, or Use. We have
determined that it is not a “‘significant
energy action” under that order because
it is not a “significant regulatory action”
under Executive Order 12866 and is not
likely to have a significant adverse effect
on the supply, distribution, or use of
energy. It has not been designated by the
Administrator of the Office of
Information and Regulatory Affairs as a
significant energy action. Therefore, it
does not require a Statement of Energy
Effects under Executive Order 13211.

Environment

We considered the environmental
impact of this proposed rule and
concluded that, under figure 2—1,
paragraph 34(g), of Commandant
Instruction M16475.1D, this proposed
rule is categorically excluded from
further environmental documentation.
This proposed rule fits paragraph 34(g)
as it establishes a safety zone. A
“Categorical Exclusion Determination”
is available in the docket where
indicated under ADDRESSES.

List of Subjects in 33 CFR Part 165

Harbors, Marine safety, Navigation
(water), Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Security measures,
Waterways.

For the reasons discussed in the
preamble, the Coast Guard proposes to
amend 33 CFR part 165 as follows:

PART 165—REGULATED NAVIGATION
AREAS AND LIMITED ACCESS AREAS

1. The authority citation for part 165
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 33 U.S.C. 1231; 50 U.S.C. 191,
33 CFR 1.05-1(g), 6.04—1, 6.04-6, 160.5; 49
CFR 1.46.

2. From 9:15 p.m. July 20, 2002
through 10:30 p.m. July 21, 2002, add

temporary § 165.T01-013 to read as
follows:

§165.T01-013 Safety Zone: Groton Long
Point Yacht Club Fireworks Display, Groton,
CT.

(a) Location. The following area is a
safety zone: All waters off Groton Long
Point in Long Island Sound within a
600-foot radius of approximate position
41°18'05" N, 072°02'08" W (NAD 1983).

(b) Enforcement period. This safety
zone will be enforced from 9:15 p.m. to
10:30 p.m. July 20, 2002, but in case the
event is postponed because of inclement
weather, the zone will be enforced
instead during the same hours on July
21, 2002.

(c) Regulations. (1) The general
regulations contained in 33 CFR 165.23
apply. .

(2) No vessels will be allowed to
transit the safety zone without the
permission of the Captain of the Port,
Long Island Sound.

(3) All persons and vessels shall
comply with the instructions of the
Coast Guard Captain of the Port or the
designated on-scene patrol personnel.
These personnel comprise
commissioned, warrant, and petty
officers of the Coast Guard. Upon being
hailed by a U.S. Coast Guard vessel by
siren, radio, flashing light, or other
means, the operator of a vessel shall
proceed as directed.

Dated: February 12, 2002.
J.J. Coccia,

Captain, U.S. Coast Guard, Captain of the
Port, Long Island Sound.

[FR Doc. 02-7572 Filed 3—28-02; 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 4910-15-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

National Park Service

36 CFR Part 7
RIN 1024-AD06

Special Regulations; Areas of the
National Park System

AGENCY: National Park Service, Interior.
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: The National Park Service
(NPS) is proposing to postpone the
implementation of existing snowmobile
regulations in Yellowstone National
Park, the John D. Rockefeller, Jr.,
Memorial Parkway, and Grand Teton
National Park for one year. This
proposal is in conjunction with the
Supplemental Environmental Impact
Statement (SEIS) being prepared for all
three NPS areas. This additional time is
needed because the NPS has not had

sufficient time to plan for and
implement the NPS-managed, mass-
transit, snowcoach-only system outlined
in the existing Winter Use Plan and to
complete the Supplemental
Environmental Impact Statement.
DATES: Written comments will be
accepted through May 28, 2002.
ADDRESSES: Comments may be sent to
Robert J. Maguire, Winter Use
Regulations, National Park Service, P.O.
Box 124, Moose, WY 83012. Fax: (307)
739-3504. Email:
Grte_winter_regs@nps.gov.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT.: Kym
Hall, Regulations Program Manager,
National Park Service, 1849 C Street,
NW, Room 7413, Washington, DC
20240. Phone: (202) 208—4206. Fax:
(202) 208-6756. Email:
Kym_Hall@nps.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

In 1990 a Winter Use Plan was
completed for Yellowstone National
Park (YNP), Grand Teton National Park
(GTNP), and the John D. Rockefeller, Jr.,
Memorial Parkway (the Parkway). In
1994 the National Park Service (NPS)
and U.S. Forest Service (USFS) staff
began work on a coordinated
interagency report on Winter Visitor Use
Management. This effort was in
response to an earlier than expected
increase in winter use. The 1990 Winter
Use Plan projected 143,000 visitors for
the year 2000. Winter visitors to YNP
and GTNP in 1992-93 exceeded this
estimate. Total visitors to YNP and
GTNP in that year were, respectively,
142,744 and 128,159.

In 1994 the Greater Yellowstone
Coordinating Committee (GYCC),
composed of National Park Service
Superintendents and National Forest
Supervisors within the Greater
Yellowstone Area (GYA), recognized the
trend toward increasing winter use and
identified concerns relating that use.
The GYCC chartered an interagency
study team to collect information
relative to these concerns and perform
an analysis of winter use in the GYA.
This analysis, Winter Visitor Use
Management: a Multi-agency
Assessment, was drafted in 1997 and
approved by the GYCC for final
publication in 1999. The assessment
identifies desired conditions for the
GYA, current areas of conflict, issues
and concerns, and possible ways to
address them. The final document
considered and incorporated many
comments from the general public,
interest groups, and local and state
governments surrounding public lands
in the GYA.
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