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4.2 Packaging and Labeling 

Preparation sequence, package size, 
and labeling: 

[Revise 4.2a to read as follows:] 

a. 5-digit (required): 
(1) For pieces each weighing no more 

than 5 ounces (0.3125 pound): 15-piece 
minimum; red Label 5 or OEL. 

(2) For pieces each weighing more 
than 5 ounces (0.3125 pound): 10-piece 
minimum; red Label 5 or OEL.
* * * * *

M800 All Automation Mail

* * * * *

M820 Flat-Size Mail

* * * * *

5.0 STANDARD MAIL 

5.1 Packaging and Labeling 

Preparation sequence, package size, 
and labeling: 

[Revise 5.1a and 5.1b to read as 
follows:] 

a. 5-digit scheme (optional): 
(1) For pieces weighing no more than 

5 ounces (0.3125 pound) each: 15-piece 
minimum; optional endorsement line 
(OEL) required. 

(2) For pieces weighing more than 5 
ounces (0.3125 pound) each: 10-piece 
minimum; OEL required. 

b. 5-digit (required): 
(1) For pieces weighing no more than 

5 ounces (0.3125 pound) each and 
measuring no more than 3⁄4 inch thick: 
15-piece minimum; red Label 5 or OEL. 

(2) For pieces weighing more than 5 
ounces (0.3125 pound) each or 
measuring more than 3⁄4 inch thick: 10-
piece minimum; red Label 5 or OEL.
* * * * *

M900 Advanced Preparation Options 
for Flats

* * * * *

M950 Co-Packaging Automation Rate 
and Presorted Rate Pieces

* * * * *

3.0 STANDARD MAIL

* * * * *

3.2 Package Preparation 

Package size, preparation sequence, 
and labeling: 

[Revise 3.2a and 3.2b to read as 
follows:] 

a. 5-digit scheme (optional): 
(1) For pieces weighing no more than 

5 ounces (0.3125 pound) each: 15-piece 
minimum; optional endorsement line 
(OEL) required. 

(2) For pieces weighing more than 5 
ounces (0.3125 pound) each: 10-piece 
minimum; OEL required. 

b. 5-digit (required): 
(1) For pieces weighing no more than 

5 ounces (0.3125 pound) each and 
measuring no more than 3⁄4 inch thick: 
15-piece minimum; red Label 5 or OEL. 

(2) For pieces weighing more than 5 
ounces (0.3125 pound) each or 
measuring more than 3/4 inch thick: 10-
piece minimum; red Label 5 or OEL.
* * * * *

We will publish an appropriate 
amendment to 39 CFR 111.3 to reflect 
these changes if the proposal is adopted.

Neva R. Watson, 
Attorney, Legal Policy and Ratemaking Law.
[FR Doc. 03–30664 Filed 12–10–03; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7710–12–P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40 CFR Part 52 

[IN159–1b; FRL–7598–5] 

Approval and Promulgation of 
Implementation Plans; Indiana; Oxides 
of Nitrogen Regulations

AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: The EPA is proposing to 
approve, through direct final procedure, 
revisions to the oxides of nitrogen 
budget trading program plan submitted 
by Indiana on June 26, 2003, and August 
4, 2003. These changes revise Indiana’s 
NOX State Implementation Plan (SIP) 
and NOX budget approved by EPA on 
November 8, 2001. The most significant 
change adds three sources to the NOX 
trading portion of the Indiana plan. The 
plan revision also includes: A 
compliance date change to 
accommodate revised deadlines under 
the NOX SIP call; a revised definition of 
‘‘energy efficiency project’’ to include 
anaerobic digestion systems; the 
addition of formulas to describe an 
energy efficiency and renewable energy 
‘‘set aside’’; and minor wording changes 
and correction of typographical errors. 
These changes are consistent with 
Indiana’s previously approved ‘‘Phase I 
budget.’’ 

In the Final Rules section of this 
Federal Register, EPA is approving 
these revisions to the State plan for 
oxides of nitrogen as a direct final rule 
without prior proposal because we view 
this action as noncontroversial and 
anticipate no adverse comments. If no 
written adverse comments are received 

in response to the direct final rule, no 
further activity is contemplated in 
relation to this proposed rule. If EPA 
receives meaningful written adverse 
comments, the direct final rule will be 
withdrawn and all public comments 
received will be addressed in a 
subsequent final rule based on this 
proposed rule. If no adverse written 
comments are received, the direct final 
rule will take effect on the date stated 
in that document and no further activity 
will be taken on this proposed rule. Any 
party interested in commenting on this 
action should do so at this time.
DATES: Written comments must be 
received on or before January 12, 2004. 

Comments may also be submitted 
electronically or through hand delivery/
courier, please follow the detailed 
instructions described in Part(I)(B)(1)(i) 
through (iii) of the SUPPLEMENTARY 
INFORMATION section of the related direct 
final rule which is published in the 
Rules section of this Federal Register.
ADDRESSES: Written comments should 
be sent to: J. Elmer Bortzer, Chief, 
Criteria Pollutant Section, Air Programs 
Branch (AR–18J), U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency, Region 5, 77 West 
Jackson Boulevard, Chicago, Illinois 
60604. bortzer.jay@epa.gov.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: John 
Paskevicz, Engineer, Criteria Pollutant 
Section, Air Programs Branch (AR–18J), 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
Chicago, Illinois 60604. E-Mail Address: 
paskevicz.john@epa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: For 
additional information see the direct 
final rule published in the rules section 
of this Federal Register.

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 4201 et seq.

Dated: December 2, 2003. 
Bharat Mathur, 
Regional Administrator, Region 5.
[FR Doc. 03–30697 Filed 12–10–03; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40 CFR Parts 61 and 63 

[NM–40–2–7445b; FRL–7598–7] 

Approval of the Clean Air Act Section 
112(l) Program for Hazardous Air 
Pollutants and Delegation of Authority 
to the State of New Mexico

AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: The New Mexico 
Environment Department (NMED) has 
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submitted updated regulations for 
receiving delegation of EPA authority 
for implementation and enforcement of 
National Emission Standards for 
Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAPs) 
for all sources (both part 70 and non-
part 70 sources). These regulations 
apply to certain NESHAPs promulgated 
by EPA, as amended through September 
1, 2001 and September 1, 2002. The 
delegation of authority under this action 
does not apply to sources located in 
Bernalillo County, New Mexico or 
sources located in Indian Country. EPA 
is providing notice proposing to 
approve the delegation of certain 
NESHAPs to NMED.
DATES: Written comments must be 
received by January 12, 2004.
ADDRESSES: Comments must be 
submitted to Mr. Jeffery Robinson, Air 
Permits Section, Multimedia Planning 
and Permitting Division (6PD–R), U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency, 
Region 6, 1445 Ross Avenue, Suite 700, 
Dallas, Texas 75202–2733. Comments 
may also be submitted electronically or 
through hand delivery/courier by 
following the detailed instructions in 
section I.C–I.F of the Supplementary 
Information section of the direct final 
rule located in the Rules section of this 
Federal Register.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr. 
Jeffery Robinson, Air Permits Section, 
Multimedia Planning and Permitting 
Division (6PD–R), U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency, Region 6, 1445 Ross 
Avenue, Suite 700, Dallas, Texas 75202–
2733, at (214) 665–6435, or at 
robinson.jeffrey@epa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In the 
final rules section of this Federal 
Register, EPA is approving NMED’s 
request for delegation of authority to 
implement and enforce certain 
NESHAPs for all sources (both part 70 
and non-part 70 sources). NMED has 
adopted certain NESHAPs by reference 
into New Mexico’s state regulations. In 
addition, EPA is waiving its notification 
requirements so sources will only need 
to send notifications and reports to 
NMED. 

The EPA is taking direct final action 
without prior proposal because EPA 
views this as a noncontroversial action 
and anticipates no adverse comments. A 
detailed rationale for this approval is set 
forth in the preamble to the direct final 
rule. If no adverse comments are 
received in response to this action rule, 
no further activity is contemplated. If 
EPA receives adverse comments, the 
direct final rule will be withdrawn, and 
all public comments received will be 
addressed in a subsequent final rule 
based on this proposed rule. EPA will 

not institute a second comment period 
on this action. Any parties interested in 
commenting must do so at this time. 
Please note that if EPA receives adverse 
comment on an amendment, paragraph, 
or section of this rule and if that 
provision may be severed from the 
remainder of the rule, EPA may adopt 
as final those provisions of the rule that 
are not the subject of an adverse 
comment. For additional information, 
see the direct final rule which is 
published in the Rules section of this 
Federal Register.

Dated: November 26, 2003. 
Lynda F. Carroll, 
Acting Regional Administrator, Region 6.
[FR Doc. 03–30709 Filed 12–10–03; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration

50 CFR Part 600

[Docket No. 031031272–3272–01; I.D. 
102903A]

RIN 0648–AR76

Fisheries of the United States; 
Essential Fish Habitat

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries 
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA), 
Commerce.
ACTION: Advance notice of proposed 
rulemaking; consideration of revision to 
Essential Fish Habitat (EFH) guidelines.

SUMMARY: NMFS is seeking public input 
on the EFH guidelines promulgated 
through regulation in the January 17, 
2002, final rule. Such input is intended 
to fulfill NMFS’ commitment to 
continually evaluate the efficacy of the 
EFH guidelines using an appropriate 
public process.
DATES: Written comments must be 
received no later than 5 p.m., e.s.t., on 
or before January 26, 2004.
ADDRESSES: Written comments must be 
sent to Mr. Rolland A. Schmitten, 
Director, Office of Habitat Conservation, 
NOAA National Marine Fisheries 
Service, F/HC, 1315 East-West Highway, 
Silver Spring, MD 20910. Comments 
may also be sent via fax to (301) 427–
2570. Comments will not be accepted if 
submitted via e-mail or the Internet.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Karen Abrams at (301) 713–4300 xt. 149.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In January 
2002, NMFS promulgated a final rule 
(67 FR 2343) that established guidelines 

(50 CFR 600.805 to 600.930) to assist the 
Regional Fishery Management Councils 
(Councils) and the Secretary of 
Commerce (Secretary) in the description 
and identification of EFH in fishery 
management plans (FMPs), the 
identification of adverse effects to EFH, 
and the identification of actions 
required to conserve and enhance EFH. 
The final rule also detailed procedures 
the Secretary (acting though NMFS), 
other Federal agencies, and the Councils 
will use to coordinate, consult, or 
provide recommendations on Federal 
and state actions that may adversely 
affect EFH. Such guidelines 
promulgated through regulation were 
mandated in the 1996 amendments 
incorporated into the Magnuson-Stevens 
Fishery Conservation and Management 
Act (16 U.S.C. 1855(b)(1)(A)). The 
intended effect of the guidelines is to 
promote the protection, conservation, 
and enhancement of EFH.

After a 5–year public process, NMFS 
finalized the EFH guidelines in 2002. 
Nevertheless, NMFS recognized that a 
great deal of interest remained from 
various stakeholders in how to integrate 
habitat considerations into fishery 
management. As a result of this interest, 
NMFS committed to evaluating the 
efficacy of the EFH guidelines as they 
are implemented, to apply the lessons 
learned from such implementation as 
appropriate, and to consider changing 
the regulations if warranted through an 
appropriate public process.

NMFS recognizes that 
implementation of the MSA’s EFH 
provisions is complex and requires 
considerable species and habitat 
information not always equally 
available across species or geography. In 
addition, NMFS recognizes that not all 
habitats exhibit the same characteristics, 
and that implementation of the EFH 
guidelines continues to attract public 
interest from its stakeholders.

Given ongoing interest in EFH and 
NMFS’ commitment to evaluate the 
efficacy of the EFH guidelines through 
an appropriate public process, NMFS 
solicits input from the public regarding, 
(1) whether the EFH guidelines (50 CFR 
600.805 to 600.930) should be revised 
and (2) if revisions are desired, what 
parts of the guidelines should be 
revised, how should they be revised, 
and why. NMFS will use this 
information in determining whether to 
proceed with a revision to the EFH 
guidelines, and, if so, the issues to be 
addressed.

This advance notice of proposed 
rulemaking has been determined to be 
significant for the purposes of Executive 
Order 12866.
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