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Federal Register, 800 North Capitol Street, 
NW., suite 700, Washington, DC. 

Effective Date 

(k) This amendment becomes effective on 
July 31, 2003.

Issued in Burlington, Massachusetts, on 
June 19, 2003. 
Robert G. Mann, 
Acting Manager, Engine and Propeller 
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.
[FR Doc. 03–15991 Filed 6–25–03; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910–13–P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration 

14 CFR Part 71

[Airspace Docket No. FAA–01–ANM–16] 

Establishment of Class E Airspace at 
Richfield Municipal Airport, Richfield, 
UT

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Final rule; correction.

SUMMARY: This action changes the 
effective date for the establishment of 
the Class E Airspace at Richfield 
Municipal Airport, Richfield, UT, to 
allow sufficient time for airspace 
charting and publication to coincide 
with the public’s access to recently 
developed Area Navigation (RNAV)/
Global Positioning (GPS) Standard 
Terminal Arrival Routes (STARs) and 
Departure Procedures (DPs).
EFFECTIVE DATE: 0900 UTC, September 4, 
2003.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ed 
Haeseker, ANM–520.7; telephone (425) 
227–2527; Federal Aviation 
Administration, Docket Number 01–
ANM–16, 1601 Lind Avenue, SW., 
Renton, Washington 98055–4056.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

The Rule 

Airspace Docket 01–ANM–16, 
published on May 7, 2003 (68 FR 
24341), established Class E Airspace at 
Richfield Municipal Airport, Richfield, 
UT effective date of May 7, 2003. This 
action changes the effective date to 
September 4, 2003, to allow sufficient 
time for airspace charting and 
publication to coincide with public 
access to the RNAV procedures at 
Richfield Municipal Airport, Richfield, 
UT.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71

Airspace, Incorporation by reference, 
Navigation (air).

Correction to Final Rule 

The effective date on Airspace Docket 
No. 01–ANM–16 is hereby corrected to 
September 4, 2003.

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g); 40103, 40113, 
40120; E.O. 10854, 24 FR 9565, 3 CFR, 1959–
1963 Comp., p. 389.

Issued in Seattle, Washington, on June 16, 
2003. 
ViAnne Fowler, 
Acting Assistant Manager, Air Traffic 
Division, Northwest Mountain Region.
[FR Doc. 03–16226 Filed 6–25–03; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910–13–M

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERVICES

Food and Drug Administration

21 CFR Part 310

[Docket No. 78N–036D]

RIN 0910–AA01

Antidiarrheal Drug Products for Over-
the-Counter Human Use; Final 
Monograph; Correction

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration.
ACTION: Final rule; correction.

SUMMARY: The Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) is correcting a 
final rule that appeared in the Federal 
Register of April 17, 2003 (68 FR 
18869). That document issued a final 
monograph that established conditions 
under which over-the-counter (OTC) 
antidiarrheal drug products (to control 
the symptoms of diarrhea) are generally 
recognized as safe and effective and not 
misbranded as part of its ongoing review 
of OTC drug products. The document 
published with an inadvertent error. 
This document corrects that error.
DATES: The rule is effective April 19, 
2004.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mary S. Robinson or Gerald M. 
Rachanow, Center for Drug Evaluation 
and Research (HFD–560), Food and 
Drug Administration, 5600 Fishers 
Lane, Rockville, MD 20857, 301–827–
2222.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In FR Doc. 
03–9380, appearing on page 18869 in 
the Federal Register of Thursday, April 
17, 2003, the following correction is 
made:

§ 310.545 [Corrected]

On page 18881, in the first column, in 
§ 310.545 Drug products containing 
certain active ingredients offered over-
the-counter (OTC) for certain uses, in 

paragraph (d)(1), in line 8, ‘‘(a)(18)(i)(A) 
of this section’’ is corrected to read 
‘‘(a)(18) of this section (except as 
covered by paragraph (d)(22) of this 
section).’’

Dated: June 19, 2003.
Jeffrey Shuren,
Assistant Commissioner for Policy.
[FR Doc. 03–16111 Filed 6–25–03; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4160–01–S

DEPARTMENT OF STATE

22 CFR Part 41 

RIN 1400–AB23 

[Public Notice 4386] 

Documentation of Nonimmigrants 
Under the Immigration and Nationality 
Act, as Amended—Victims of Severe 
Forms of Trafficking in Persons

AGENCY: Department of State.
ACTION: Interim rule with request for 
comments. 

SUMMARY: This rule amends the 
Department’s regulations concerning 
nonimmigrant visa issuance by adding a 
new visa category (T). The amendment 
is necessary to implement section 107(e) 
of the Trafficking Victims Protection Act 
of 2000 that grants T nonimmigrant 
status to certain victims of severe forms 
of trafficking in persons, and in 
circumstances involving extreme 
hardship, to their immediate relatives.
DATES: Effective Date: The effective date 
of this regulation is August 25, 2003. 

Comment Date: Written comments 
must be received on or before August 
25, 2003.
ADDRESSES: Please submit written 
comments to Chief, Legislation and 
Regulations Division, Visa Services, 
Department of State 20522–0106 or by e-
mail to VisaRegs@state.gov, or fax to 
(202) 663–3898.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Pam 
Chavez, Legislation and Regulations 
Division, Visa Services, U.S. 
Department of State, Washington, DC 
20522–0106, 202–663–1206.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

What Is the Legislative Background of 
the T Visa? 

Section 107 of Public Law 106–386 
(October 28, 2000), the Trafficking 
Victims Protection Act of 2000 (TVPA), 
created a new nonimmigrant 
classification (T) for aliens (and in 
certain instances, their immediate 
family members) whom the Secretary 
for Homeland Security has determined 
are victims of a ‘‘severe form of
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trafficking in persons’’. The TVPA in 
section 103(8) defines a ‘‘severe form of 
trafficking in persons’’ as either: (A) sex 
trafficking in which a commercial sex 
act is induced by force, fraud, or 
coercion, or in which the person 
induced to perform such act has not 
attained 18 years of age, or (B) the 
recruitment, harboring, transportation, 
provision, or obtaining of a person for 
labor or services, through the use of 
force, fraud, or coercion for the purpose 
of subjection to involuntary servitude, 
peonage, debt bondage, or slavery. 
Family members of victims may also be 
granted T status if the Secretary for 
Homeland Security has determined that 
granting such status would avoid 
extreme hardship. Because under the 
TVPA principal applicants for T status 
must be in the United States, American 
Samoa or the Commonwealth of 
Mariana Islands, or at a port of entry 
thereto, consular officers will not be 
issuing visas to principal (T1) aliens. 
Therefore, this rule only concerns visa 
issuance to derivative family members 
(T2, T3 or T4). 

Who Qualifies for a ‘‘T1’’ Visa? 

The Department of Justice regulation 
published January 31, 2002 [67 FR 4784] 
describes in detail how an alien can 
qualify for T1 status under 101(a)(15)(T) 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act 
(INA), as added by the TVPA. In 
addition to meeting the definition of 
‘‘victim’’, an alien whom the Secretary 
for Homeland Security has identified as 
a ‘‘victim’’ must also be: (1) Physically 
present in the United States, American 
Samoa, the Commonwealth of the 
Northern Mariana Islands, or a port of 
entry thereto on account of trafficking in 
such persons; (2) if 15 years of age or 
older, must have complied with any 
reasonable request for assistance to law 
enforcement in the investigation or 
prosecution of acts of trafficking; and (3) 
must be likely to suffer extreme 
hardship involving unusual and severe 
harm upon removal. 

Does T Nonimmigrant Status Apply to 
Relatives? 

An alien granted T1 status may also 
seek derivative status for certain family 
members who are accompanying or 
following to join the alien if he or she 
can demonstrate that the removal of 
those family members from the United 
States (or failure to admit the family 
members to the United States) would 
result in extreme hardship. In such 
cases, the Secretary for Homeland 
Security may, if it is necessary to avoid 
extreme hardship, permit the spouse, 
children and, if the principal alien is 

under age 21, parents to accompany or 
follow to join the principal alien. 

What Is the Validity of A T2, T3 or T4 
Visa? 

A T2, T3, or T4 visa may be issued for 
a maximum period of three years to run 
concurrently with the validity period of 
the T1. The derivative’s status cannot be 
issued for a period that extends beyond 
the validity period of the principal’s T1 
status. 

Are T Visa Applicants Subject to the 
Grounds of Ineligibility Under the INA? 

T visa applicants are subject to all 
grounds of inadmissibility under INA 
212(a). An alien found inadmissible 
under INA 212(a) may not be granted T 
nonimmigrant status unless the ground 
of inadmissibility is waived under 
either INA 212(d)(3) or INA 212(d)(13). 
Additionally, the TVPA creates a new 
ground of inadmissibility, INA 214(n), if 
there is substantial reason to believe 
that the alien has committed a severe 
form of trafficking in persons. 
Inadmissibility under INA 214(n) may 
not be waived. 

Regulatory Analysis and Notices 

Administrative Procedure Act 

The publication of this rule as an 
interim rule is based upon the ‘‘good 
cause’’ exceptions found at 5 U.S.C. 
553(b)(B) and (d)(3). Publication of this 
regulation as an interim rule will 
expedite implementation of TVPA, 
which took effect on October 28, 2000. 
The expeditious promulgation of these 
regulations provides for protection and 
assistance to victims of severe forms of 
trafficking in persons and their close 
family members, and delay in issuing 
these regulations would be contrary to 
the public interest.

Regulatory Flexibility Act 

The Department of State, in 
accordance with the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. 605(b)), has 
reviewed this regulation and, by 
approving it, certifies that this rule will 
not have a significant economic impact 
on a substantial number of small 
entities. 

Unfunded Mandates Reform Act of 1995 

This rule will not result in the 
expenditure by State, local, and tribal 
governments, in the aggregate, or by the 
private sector, of $1 million or more in 
any year and it will not significantly or 
uniquely affect small governments. 
Therefore, no actions were deemed 
necessary under the provisions of the 
Unfunded Mandates Reform Act of 
1995. 

Small Business Regulatory Enforcement 
Fairness Act of 1996 

This rule is not a major rule as 
defined by section 804 of the Small 
Business Regulatory Enforcement Act of 
1996. This rule will not result in an 
annual effect on the economy of $100 
million or more; a major increase in 
costs or prices; or significant adverse 
effects on competition, employment, 
investment, productivity, innovation, or 
on the ability of United States-based 
companies to compete with foreign 
based companies in domestic and 
import markets. 

Executive Order 12866 

The Department of State does not 
consider this rule to be a ‘‘significant 
regulatory action’’ under Executive 
Order 12866, section 3(f), Regulatory 
Planning and Review. In addition, the 
Department is exempt from Executive 
Order 12866 except to the extent that it 
is promulgating regulations in 
conjunction with a domestic agency that 
are significant regulatory actions. The 
Department has nevertheless reviewed 
the regulation to ensure its consistency 
with the regulatory philosophy and 
principles set forth in that Executive 
Order. 

Executive Order 13132 

This regulation will not 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. Therefore, in 
accordance with section 6 of Executive 
Order 13132, it is determined that this 
rule does not have sufficient federalism 
implications to require consultations or 
warrant the preparation of a federalism 
summary impact statement. 

Paperwork Reduction Act 

This rule does not impose any new 
reporting or recordkeeping requirements 
subject to the Paperwork Reduction Act, 
44 U.S.C. Chapter 35.

List of Subjects in 22 CFR Part 41 

Aliens, Nonimmigrants, Passports and 
visas.
■ In view of the foregoing, the 
Department amends 22 CFR as follows:

PART 41—[AMENDED]

■ 1. The authority citation for part 41 
continues to read as follows: 8 U.S.C. 
1104; Pub. L. 105–277, 112 Stat. 2681–
795 through 2681–801.
■ 2. Part 41 is amended by adding a new 
section 41.84 to read as follows:
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1 As defined in 49 CFR 173.50. As noted in 49 
CFR 173.53, prior to January 1, 1991, Class 1 
explosives were known as Class A, B, or C 
explosives.

§ 41.84 Victims of trafficking in persons. 

(a) Eligibility. An alien may be 
classifiable as a parent, spouse or child 
under INA 101(a)(15)(T)(ii) if: 

(1) The consular officer is satisfied 
that the alien has the required 
relationship to an alien who has been 
granted status by the Secretary for 
Homeland Security under INA 
101(a)(15)(T)(i); 

(2) The consular officer is satisfied 
that the alien is otherwise admissible 
under the immigration laws of the 
United States; and 

(3) The consular officer has received 
an INS-approved I–914, Supplement A, 
evidencing that the alien is the spouse, 
child, or parent of an alien who has 
been granted status under INA 
101(a)(15)(T)(i). 

(b) Visa validity. A qualifying family 
member may apply for a nonimmigrant 
visa under INA(a)(15)(T)(ii) only during 
the period in which the principal 
applicant is in status under INA 
101(a)(15)(T)(i). Any visa issued 
pursuant to such application shall be 
valid only for a period of three years or 
until the expiration of the principal 
alien’s status as an alien classified 
under INA 101(a)(15)(T)(i), whichever is 
shorter.

Dated: April 18, 2003. 
Maura Harty, 
Assistant Secretary for Consular Affairs, 
Department of State.
[FR Doc. 03–16194 Filed 6–25–03; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4710–06–P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Highway Administration 

23 CFR Part 658 

[FHWA Docket No. FHWA–2001–11819] 

RIN 2125–AE94 

Designation of Dromedary Equipped 
Truck Tractor-Semitrailers as 
Specialized Equipment

AGENCY: Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA), DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The FHWA amends its 
regulation on truck size and weight to 
include within the definition of 
‘‘specialized equipment’’ dromedary 
equipped truck tractor-semitrailer 
combination vehicles, when 
transporting Class 1 explosives and/or 
any munitions related security material 
as specified by the U.S. Department of 
Defense (DoD) in compliance with the 
U.S. DOT’s Hazardous Material 

Regulations. This change is necessary 
because shipping these non-compatible 
explosives in the same vehicle 
combination, where one part of the 
cargo may be separately carried in the 
dromedary unit, reduces the number of 
vehicles needed to transport munitions, 
increases military readiness, and 
reduces the number of vehicles on the 
road. This inclusion will allow the 
DOD, specifically the Department of the 
Army (DA) to expedite the movement of 
munitions for the military, especially in 
times of national emergency.
EFFECTIVE DATE: July 28, 2003.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr. 
Phil Forjan, Office of Freight 
Management and Operations (202) 366–
6817, or Mr. Raymond W. Cuprill, 
Office of the Chief Counsel (202) 366–
0791, Federal Highway Administration, 
400 Seventh Street, SW., Washington, 
DC 20590. Office hours are from 7:45 
a.m. to 4:15 p.m., e.t. Monday through 
Friday, except Federal holidays.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Electronic Access 
Internet users may access all 

comments received by the U.S. DOT 
Docket Facility, Room PL–401, by using 
the universal resource locator (UAL) 
http://dms.dot.gov. It is available 24 
hours each day, 365 days each year. 
Please follow the instructions online for 
more information and help. 

An electronic copy of this document 
may be downloaded by using a 
computer, modem and suitable 
communications software, from the 
Government Printing Office’s Electronic 
Bulletin Board Service at (202) 512–
1661. Internet users may reach the 
Office of the Federal Register’s Home 
page at: http://www.archives.gov and the 
Government Printing Office’s Web page 
at: http://www.access.gpo.gov/nara. 

Background 
On June 22, 2001, the FHWA received 

a petition from the U.S. Department of 
the Army (DA) to amend 23 CFR 658.13 
to include as ‘‘specialized equipment’’ 
dromedary-equipped truck tractor-
semitrailer combination vehicles, when 
transporting Class 1 explosives 1 for the 
DOD in compliance with the U.S. DOT’s 
hazardous material regulations found at 
49 CFR 177.835. A copy of the petition 
was included in FHWA Docket No. 
FHWA–2002–11819. The motivation for 
the petition and a summary of events 
leading up to its submission, was 
provided in a notice of proposed 

rulemaking (NPRM) published on 
October 23, 2002 (67 FR 65056).

In response to the Army’s request, we 
proposed to amend our regulation on 
truck size and weight to address the 
issue of dromedary equipped truck 
tractors for munitions carriage by 
providing a specialized equipment 
designation for the combination vehicle 
in question. Specificially, we proposed 
that a truck tractor equipped with a 
dromedary unit operating in 
combination with a semitrailer was 
proposed to be designated ‘‘specialized 
equipment,’’ when transporting Class 1 
explosives, and/or any munitions 
related security material, as specified by 
the DOD in compliance with 49 CFR 
177.835. This designation would require 
States to allow operation of this 
combination on the National Network 
(NN), and provide reasonable access 
between the NN and service facilities 
and terminals. In order to accommodate 
the typical equipment in use today for 
this type of operation, the proposal 
included a requirement that all States 
allow these combinations up to an 
overall length of 75 feet. 

This designation would apply only to 
dromedary-equipped truck tractor-
semitrailer combination vehicles 
directly used in carrying munitions for 
the DOD. When operating empty, while 
returning from a delivery, the 
designation would continue to apply if 
the carrier can document that hauling 
munitions is the company’s business, or 
that the most recent load consisted of a 
qualifying munitions or sensitive load. 
The designation would not apply if any 
other cargo were being carried in either 
the semitrailer or dromedary unit. For 
those instances, the combination would 
no longer be considered ‘‘specialized 
equipment,’’ and would become subject 
to State regulations for drom equipped 
truck truck-semitrailers. 

Analyses of Comments 
We received eight sets of comments to 

the docket. Of the eight commenters, we 
received four from motor carriers, (Tri 
State Motor Transit Company (TSMT), 
Landstar System, Carrier Group), 
Extreme Transportation Inc., and 
Baggett Transportation Company; two 
from States, (Connecticut and Missouri); 
Military Traffic Management Command 
(MTMC), and the American Trucking 
Association (ATA). For the most part, 
all comments were in favor of the 
proposed change. 

The State of Connecticut stated in its 
response to the proposal that 
‘‘dromedary equipped truck tractor-
semitrailers having an overall length not 
to exceed 75 feet may legally operate in 
the State of Connecticut and adding
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