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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Federal Crop Insurance Corporation

7 CFR Part 457
[Docket No. FCIC-13-0002]

RIN 0563—-AC41

Common Crop Insurance Regulations;
Extra Long Staple Cotton Crop
Provisions

AGENCY: Federal Crop Insurance
Corporation, USDA.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Federal Crop Insurance
Corporation (FCIC) finalizes
amendments made to the Common Crop
Insurance Regulations, Extra Long
Staple Cotton Crop Insurance Provisions
to make the Extra Long Staple (ELS)
Cotton Crop Insurance Provisions
consistent with the Upland Cotton Crop
Insurance Provisions and to allow a late
planting period. The intended effect of
this action is to provide policy changes
to better meet the needs of the
producers. The changes will be effective
for the 2014 and succeeding crop years.

DATES: This rule is effective November
26, 2013.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Tim
Hoffmann, Director, Product
Administration and Standards Division,
Risk Management Agency, United States
Department of Agriculture, Beacon
Facility, Stop 0812, Room 421, P.O. Box
419205, Kansas City, MO 64141-6205,
telephone (816) 926—7730.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Executive Order 12866

The Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) has determined that this rule is
not-significant for the purpose of
Executive Order 12866 and, therefore, it
has not been reviewed by OMB.

Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995

Pursuant to the provisions of the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 (44
U.S.C. chapter 35), the collections of
information in this rule have been
approved by OMB under control
number 0563—0053.

E-Government Act Compliance

FCIC is committed to complying with
the E-Government Act of 2002, to
promote the use of the Internet and
other information technologies to
provide increased opportunities for
citizen access to Government
information and services, and for other
purposes.

Unfunded Mandates Reform Act of
1995

Title II of the Unfunded Mandates
Reform Act of 1995 (UMRA) establishes
requirements for Federal agencies to
assess the effects of their regulatory
actions on State, local, and tribal
governments and the private sector.
This rule contains no Federal mandates
(under the regulatory provisions of title
II of the UMRA) for State, local, and
tribal governments or the private sector.
Therefore, this rule is not subject to the
requirements of sections 202 and 205 of
UMRA.

Executive Order 13132

It has been determined under section
1(a) of Executive Order 13132,
Federalism, that this rule does not have
sufficient implications to warrant
consultation with the States. The
provisions contained in this rule will
not have a substantial direct effect on
States, or on the relationship between
the national government and the States,
or on the distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government.

Executive Order 13175

This rule has been reviewed in
accordance with the requirements of
Executive Order 13175, Consultation
and Coordination with Indian Tribal
Governments. The review reveals that
this regulation will not have substantial
and direct effects on Tribal governments
and will not have significant Tribal
implications.

Regulatory Flexibility Act

FCIC certifies that this regulation will
not have a significant economic impact
on a substantial number of small

entities. Program requirements for the
Federal crop insurance program are the
same for all producers regardless of the
size of their farming operation. For
instance, all producers are required to
submit an application and acreage
report to establish their insurance
guarantees and compute premium
amounts, and all producers are required
to submit a notice of loss and
production information to determine the
amount of an indemnity payment in the
event of an insured cause of crop loss.
Whether a producer has 10 acres or
1000 acres, there is no difference in the
kind of information collected. To ensure
crop insurance is available to small
entities, the Federal Crop Insurance Act
authorizes FCIC to waive collection of
administrative fees from limited
resource farmers. FCIC believes this
waiver helps to ensure that small
entities are given the same opportunities
as large entities to manage their risks
through the use of crop insurance. A
Regulatory Flexibility Analysis has not
been prepared since this regulation does
not have an impact on small entities,
and therefore, this regulation is exempt
from the provisions of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. 605).

Federal Assistance Program

This program is listed in the Catalog
of Federal Domestic Assistance under
No. 10.450.

Executive Order 12372

This program is not subject to the
provisions of Executive Order 12372,
which require intergovernmental
consultation with State and local
officials. See the Notice related to 7 CFR
part 3015, subpart V, published at 48 FR
29115, June 24, 1983.

Executive Order 12988

This rule has been reviewed in
accordance with Executive Order 12988
on civil justice reform. The provisions
of this rule will not have a retroactive
effect. The provisions of this rule will
preempt State and local laws to the
extent such State and local laws are
inconsistent herewith. With respect to
any direct action taken by FCIC or
action by FCIC to require the insurance
provider to take specific action under
the terms of the crop insurance policy,
the administrative appeal provisions
published at 7 CFR part 11 must be
exhausted before any action against
FCIC for judicial review may be brought.



70486 Federal Register/Vol. 78,

No. 228/ Tuesday, November 26, 2013 /Rules and Regulations

Environmental Evaluation

This action is not expected to have a
significant economic impact on the
quality of the human environment,
health, or safety. Therefore, neither an
Environmental Assessment nor an
Environmental Impact Statement is
needed.

Background

This rule finalizes changes to the
Common Crop Insurance Regulations (7
CFR part 457), Extra Long Staple Cotton
Crop Insurance Provisions (7 CFR
457.105) that were published by FCIC
on July 05, 2013, as a notice of proposed
rulemaking in the Federal Register 78
FR 47214. The public was afforded 30
days to submit comments after the
regulation was published in the Federal
Register.

A total of 18 comments were received
from 4 commenters. The commenters
were two insurance providers, an
insurance service organization, and a
producer organization.

The public comments received
regarding the proposed rule and FCIC’s
responses to the comments are as
follows:

General

Comment: A commenter stated they
support the proposed regulation.

Response: FCIC thanks the commenter
for their review of the proposed rule and
their support.

Section 9—Duties in the Event of Loss
or Damage

Comment: Several commenters asked
if it was intentional to reverse the
heading from “. . . Damage or Loss”, to
“ . Loss or Damage”, and if so, why,
since section 9(a) retains the phrase
“damage or loss”.

Response: The change was
unintentional. FCIC agrees and has
changed the heading to ‘“Duties in the
Event of Damage or Loss”.

Comment: Several commenters
questioned the need for the provision
which requires stalks to be left to allow
for a visual inspection. Commenters
realized that the proposed language in
this section is identical to the language
in the Cotton Crop Provisions with
regard to leaving the stalks so a stalk
inspection can be made. However,
commenters requested whether
consideration should be given that with
modern harvesting equipment, the
requirement to visually inspect the crop
to make sure the stalk was cleanly
harvested is not much of an issue
anymore. Commenters stated that
various university extension agencies
recommend cotton stalks be destroyed
as soon as possible after the crop has

been harvested. Commenters believe the
provision is unnecessary and difficult to
administer. If the ELS Cotton Crop
Provisions does change, they request the
Cotton Crop Provisions make the same
change.

Response: FCIC believes the ability to
do a stalk inspection is important for
purposes of program integrity. During
large claim reviews, FCIC found
multiple units with no discernible break
between the irrigated and non-irrigated
units, and sometimes found planting
and harvesting continuing across unit
lines, which results the acreage not
qualifying for optional units. Without a
stalk inspection, it may not have been
possible to identify these discrepancies.
Also, if a stalk inspection shows the
insured did not completely harvest the
field, then the production left in the
field is considered production from an
uninsurable cause of loss. FCIC has
reviewed the stock inspection procedure
and found stalk inspections are still an
important part of the cotton crop
insurance program to reduce possible
abuse in the program. Loss adjusters are
given flexibility to give written consent
to the insured to destroy stalks without
a stalk inspection on a case-by-case
basis. No change has been made in the
final rule.

Comment: Several commenters
suggested deleting the phrase ““. . . and
required samples must not be harvested,
. . .” in section 9(a)(2) because that is
covered in the Basic Provisions. One
commenter agreed with the phrase.

Response: FCIC disagrees with
removing the phrase. The provision
applies to both stalk inspections and
samples, which are two separate issues
because the stalk inspection is post-
harvest and the samples left for quality
adjustment are pre-harvest. Removing
the language pertaining to samples will
likely increase confusion because it will
be unclear if the policy provisions
pertain to stalk inspections or samples.
This cotton provision applies to stalks
and samples, where the section in the
Basic Provisions only applies to
samples. Leaving the language for both
stalk inspections and samples in the
same provision as proposed makes loss
procedures easier to understand. No
change has been made in the final rule.

Section 11—Late Planting

Comment: Several commenters are
concerned with placing the late planting
period in the Special Provisions.
Commenters are unsure where this
provision will apply, what the reduction
will be and how long the late planting
period will be. They requested FCIC
publish this type of information in the
proposed and final rule.

Response: The determination of
where and how late planting will be
applied is meant to be tailored
regionally, as it may not be appropriate
to include a late planting period in all
areas where ELS cotton crop insurance
is available. Placing the late planting
period availability in the Special
Provisions provides FCIC the flexibility
to add a late planting period in areas
where it may be deemed appropriate.
FCIC will use the Cooperative Extension
System or other industry experts to
determine if a late planting period may
be deemed appropriate and actuarially
sound. No change has been made in the
final rule.

Comment: Several commenters asked
how they will know if the late planting
period is different than shown in the
table for crops in the Crop Insurance
Handbook (CIH).

Response: The option for providing a
late planting period will be specified in
the Special Provisions, which are a part
of the insurance contract and provided
to insureds annually. The CIH also
includes a footnote saying “Crop
Provisions may indicate a different
percentage coverage reduction and/or
the Crop Provisions or Special
Provisions may modify the number of
days contained in the late planting
period.” Other crops already alter late
planting periods and coverage through
the Special Provisions. No change has
been made in the final rule.

Section 12—Prevented Planting

Comment: Several commenters
requested changes to the prevented
planting language, but understood it
could not be changed until another
proposed rule.

Response: FCIC agrees this was not
proposed and a change cannot be made
at this time.

Good cause is shown to make this rule
effective less than 30 days after
publication in the Federal Register.
Good cause to make a rule effective less
than 30 days after publication in the
Federal Register exists when the 30-day
delay in the effective date is
impracticable, unnecessary, or contrary
to the public interest.

With respect to the provisions of this
final rule, it would be contrary to the
public interest to delay its
implementation because public interest
is served by implementing the ELS
Cotton Provisions because it enhances
coverage and increases program
integrity because it: (1) Adds a late
planting period, for areas determined to
be applicable, for ELS cotton by Special
Provision; and (2) clarifies stalk
inspection and claims to make it the
same as Cotton Crop Provisions.



Federal Register/Vol. 78, No. 228/ Tuesday, November 26, 2013/Rules and Regulations

70487

Delaying the implementation of these
provisions, which make a sounder, more
stable program, would be contrary to the
public interest.

If FCIC is required to delay the
implementation of this rule until 30
days after the date of publication, the
provisions of this rule could not be
implemented until the 2015 crop year
for those crops having a contract change
date prior to the effective date of this
publication.

For the reasons stated above, good
cause exists to make these policy
changes effective upon publication in
the Federal Register.

List of Subjects in 7 CFR Part 457

Crop insurance, Extra long staple
cotton, Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements.

Final Rule

Accordingly, as set forth in the
preamble, the Federal Crop Insurance
Corporation amends 7 CFR part 457
effective for the 2014 and succeeding
crop years as follows:

PART 457—COMMON CROP
INSURANCE REGULATIONS

m 1. The authority citation for 7 CFR
part 457 continues to read as follows:

Authority: 7 U.S.C. 1506(1), 1506(0).

m 2. Amend §457.105 as follows:
m a. Amend the introductory text by
removing “2012” and adding 2014 in
its place;
m b. Revise section 9; and
m c. Revise section 11.

The revisions read as follows:

§457.105 Extra long staple cotton crop
insurance provisions.
* * * * *

9. Duties in the Event of Damage or
Loss.

(a) In addition to your duties under
section 14 of the Basic Provisions, in the
event of damage or loss:

(1) You must give us notice if you
intend to replant any acreage originally
planted to ELS cotton to AUP cotton.

(2) The cotton stalks must remain
intact for our inspection. The stalks
must not be destroyed, and required
samples must not be harvested, until the
earlier of our inspection or 15 days after
harvest of the balance of the unit is
completed and written notice of
probable loss is given to us.

(b) Representative samples are
required in accordance with section 14
of the Basic Provisions.

* * * * *

11. Late Planting.

(a) A late planting period is applicable
to ELS cotton, if allowed by the Special
Provisions.

(b) If the Special Provisions do not
provide for a late planting period, any
ELS cotton that is planted after the final
planting date will not be insured unless
you were prevented from planting it by
the final planting date. Such acreage
will be insurable, and the production
guarantee and premium for the acreage
will be determined in accordance with

section 16 of the Basic Provisions.
* * * * *

Signed in Washington, DC, on November
21, 2013.

Brandon Willis,

Manager, Federal Crop Insurance
Corporation.

[FR Doc. 2013-28319 Filed 11-25-13; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-08-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. FAA—2013-0750; Directorate
Identifier 2013—-NE-25-AD; Amendment 39—
17672; AD 2013-23-17]

RIN 2120-AA64
Airworthiness Directives; Rolls-Royce
plc Turbofan Engines

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Final rule; request for
comments.

SUMMARY: We are adopting a new
airworthiness directive (AD) for Rolls-
Royce plc (RR) RB211-535E4-37,
-535E4-B-37, —535E4-C-37,
RB211Trent 768-60, 772—60, and 772B—
60 turbofan engines. This AD requires
removal of certain high-pressure (HP)
and intermediate-pressure (IP) turbine
discs before their accumulated cyclic
lives have reached the revised limits.
This AD was prompted by a report of an
HP disc contaminated with a steel
inclusion. We are issuing this AD to
prevent failure of the HP or IP turbine
disc, uncontained engine failure, and
damage to the airplane.

DATES: This AD becomes effective
December 11, 2013.

We must receive comments on this
AD by January 10, 2014.

ADDRESSES: You may send comments,
using the procedures found in 14 CFR
11.43 and 11.45, by any of the following
methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
http://www.regulations.gov and follow
the instructions for sending your
comments electronically.

e Mail: U.S. Department of
Transportation, 1200 New Jersey

Avenue SE., West Building Ground
Floor, Room W12-140, Washington, DC
20590-0001.

e Hand Delivery: Deliver to Mail
address above between 9 a.m. and 5
p.m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays.

e Fax:202-493-2251.

For service information identified in
this AD, contact Rolls-Royce plc,
Corporate Communications, P.O. Box
31, Derby, DE24 8BJ, UK; phone: 44—-0—
1332-242424; fax: 44—0-1332-249936;
email: http://www.rolls-royce.com/
contact/civil team.jsp. You may view
this service information at the FAA,
Engine & Propeller Directorate, 12 New
England Executive Park, Burlington, MA
01803. For information on the
availability of this material at the FAA,
call 781-238-7125.

Examining the AD Docket

You may examine the AD docket on
the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov; or in person at the
Docket Operations office between 9 a.m.
and 5 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except Federal holidays. The AD docket
contains this AD, the mandatory
continuing airworthiness information
(MCAI), the regulatory evaluation, any
comments received, and other
information. The street address for the
Docket Operations office (phone: 800—
647-5527) is the same as the Mail
address provided in the ADDRESSES
section. Comments will be available in
the AD docket shortly after receipt.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Frederick Zink, Aerospace Engineer,
Engine Certification Office, FAA, Engine
& Propeller Directorate, 12 New England
Executive Park, Burlington, MA 01803;
phone: 781-238-7779; fax: 781-238—
7199; email: frederick.zink@faa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Discussion

The European Aviation Safety Agency
(EASA), which is the Technical Agent
for the Member States of the European
Community, has issued EASA AD 2013—
0155, dated July 18, 2013 (referred to
herein after as “the MCAI"’), to correct
an unsafe condition for the specified
products. The MCAI states:

During a recent inspection of a high
pressure (HP) turbine disc forged by a
specific supplier, the disc was found to be
contaminated with a steel inclusion, due to
an inadequate cleaning procedure in the
operation of the melt furnace, following a
steel melt. Analysis of melt and inspection
data concluded that all discs manufactured
from the batch of material in which this steel
inclusion was found, had a significant risk of
containing steel inclusions. Rolls-Royce has
carried out an analysis of the effect of the
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steel inclusions on the Declared Safe Cyclic
Lives (DSCL) of the affected HP and
intermediate pressure (IP) turbine discs. This
analysis concluded that the currently
published DSCL cannot be supported for
several discs containing the subject
inclusions.

This condition, if not corrected, could lead
to an uncontained HP or IP turbine disc
failure, possibly resulting in damage to, and
reduced control of, the aeroplane.

For the reasons described above, this AD
requires removal from service of certain HP
and IP turbine discs before their accumulated
cyclic lives have reached the revised limits.

You may obtain further information
by examining the MCAI in the AD
docket on the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating it in Docket No. FAA—
2013-0750.

FAA’s Determination and Requirements
of This AD

This product has been approved by
the aviation authority of the United
Kingdom and is approved for operation
in the United States. Pursuant to our
bilateral agreement with the European
Community, EASA has notified us of
the unsafe condition described in the
MCALI and service information
referenced above. We are issuing this
AD because we evaluated all
information provided by EASA and
determined the unsafe condition exists
and is likely to exist or develop on other
products of the same type design.

FAA'’s Determination of the Effective
Date

An unsafe condition exists that
requires the immediate adoption of this
AD. The FAA has found that the risk to
the flying public justifies waiving notice
and comment prior to adoption of this
rule. Therefore, we determined that
notice and opportunity for public
comment before issuing this AD are
impracticable and that good cause exists
for making this amendment effective in
fewer than 30 days.

Comments Invited

This AD is a final rule that involves
requirements affecting flight safety, and
we did not precede it by notice and
opportunity for public comment. We
invite you to send any written relevant
data, views, or arguments about this AD.
Send your comments to an address
listed under the ADDRESSES section.
Include “Docket No. FAA-2013—-0750;
Directorate Identifier 2013—NE-25—-AD”
at the beginning of your comments. We
specifically invite comments on the

overall regulatory, economic,
environmental, and energy aspects of
this AD. We will consider all comments
received by the closing date and may
amend this AD because of those
comments.

We will post all comments we
receive, without change, to http://
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information you provide. We
will also post a report summarizing each
substantive verbal contact with FAA
personnel concerning this AD. Using the
search function of the Web site, anyone
can find and read the comments in any
of our dockets, including, if provided,
the name of the individual who sent the
comment (or signed the comment on
behalf of an association, business, labor
union, etc.). You may review the DOT’s
complete Privacy Act Statement in the
Federal Register published on April 11,
2000 (65 FR 19477-78).

Costs of Compliance

We estimate that this AD will affect
20 engines installed on airplanes of U.S.
registry. We also estimate that it will
take about 0 hours per engine to comply
with this AD. The average labor rate is
$85 per hour. Required parts will cost
about $4,000 per engine. Based on these
figures, we estimate the total cost of this
AD to U.S. operators is $80,000.

Authority for This Rulemaking

Title 49 of the United States Code
specifies the FAA’s authority to issue
rules on aviation safety. Subtitle I,
section 106, describes the authority of
the FAA Administrator. “Subtitle VII:
Aviation Programs,” describes in more
detail the scope of the Agency’s
authority.

We are issuing this rulemaking under
the authority described in “Subtitle VII,
Part A, Subpart III, Section 44701:
General requirements.” Under that
section, Congress charges the FAA with
promoting safe flight of civil aircraft in
air commerce by prescribing regulations
for practices, methods, and procedures
the Administrator finds necessary for
safety in air commerce. This regulation
is within the scope of that authority
because it addresses an unsafe condition
that is likely to exist or develop on
products identified in this rulemaking
action.

Regulatory Findings
We determined that this AD will not
have federalism implications under

Executive Order 13132. This AD will
not have a substantial direct effect 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.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify this AD:

(1) Is not a “significant regulatory
action”” under Executive Order 12866,

(2) Is not a ““significant rule” under
the DOT Regulatory Policies and
Procedures (44 FR 11034, February 26,
1979),

(3) Will not affect intrastate aviation
in Alaska to the extent that it justifies
making a regulatory distinction, and

(4) Will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

We prepared a regulatory evaluation
of the estimated costs to comply with
this AD and placed it in the AD docket.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, under the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
the FAA amends 14 CFR part 39 as
follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

m 1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.
§39.13 [Amended]

m 2. The FAA amends § 39.13 by adding

the following new airworthiness

directive (AD):

2013-23-17 Rolls-Royce plc: Amendment
39-17672; Docket No. FAA-2013-0750;
Directorate Identifier 2013-NE-25—AD.

(a) Effective Date
This AD is effective December 11, 2013.

(b) Affected ADs

None.
(c) Applicability

This AD applies to Rolls-Royce plc (RR)
RB211-535E4-37, -535E4-B-37, —-535E4-C—
37,RB211 Trent 768-60, 772—60, and 772B—
60 turbofan engines with turbine disc part
numbers (P/Ns) and serial numbers (S/Ns)
listed in Table 1 to paragraph (c) of this AD.
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TABLE 1 TO PARAGRAPH (C)—NEW REDUCED CYCLIC LIFE LIMITS FOR HIGH-PRESSURE (HP)/INTERMEDIATE-PRESSURE
(IP) TURBINE Discs

Engine

P/Ns

S/Ns

New reduced cyclic life
limit

RB211-535E4-37,-535E4-B-37, -535E4-C-37

RB211 Trent 768-60, 772-60, and 772B-60 .....

LDRCZ19900

LDRCZ19903.
LDRCZ19904.

LDRCZ19901

LDRCZ20081.
LDRCZ20082.
LDRCZ20084.
LDRCZ20088.
LDRCZ20089.
LDRCZ20090.
LDRCZ20093.
LDRCZ20094.
LDRCZ20097.
LDRCZ20099.
LDRCZ20100.

11,400 flight cycles (FCs).

8,687 FCs.

FK20795 or FW53118 .......
FK20795 or FW53118 .......
FK20795 or FW53118 .......
FK20795 or FW53118 .......
FK20795 or FW53118 .......

LDREB12176 .......ccceuvvuene
LDREB12177.
LDREB12178.
LDREB12179.
LDREB12180.

9,270 FCs.

(d) Reason

This AD was prompted by a report of an
HP disc contaminated with a steel inclusion.
We are issuing this AD to prevent failure of
the HP or IP turbine disc, uncontained engine
failure, and damage to the airplane.

(e) Actions and Compliance

Comply with this AD within the
compliance times specified, unless already
done.

(1) Remove from service, within 30 days,
any HP or IP disc identified in Table 1 to
paragraph (c) of this AD that has exceeded
the new cyclic life limit, or before the disc
accumulates flight cycles that equal the new
reduced cyclic life limit listed in Table 1 to
paragraph (c) of this AD, whichever is later.

(2) Do not approve for return to service any
engine with any installed HP or IP turbine
disc listed in Table 1 to paragraph (c) of this
AD, if the disc exceeds the new reduced
cyclic life limit listed in Table 1 to paragraph
(c) of this AD.

(f) Alternative Methods of Compliance
(AMOCs)

The Manager, Engine Certification Office,
may approve AMOCs for this AD. Use the
procedures found in 14 CFR 39.19 to make
your request.

(g) Related Information

(1) For more information about this AD,
contact Frederick Zink, Aerospace Engineer,
Engine Certification Office, FAA, Engine &
Propeller Directorate, 12 New England
Executive Park, Burlington, MA 01803;
phone: 781-238-7779; fax: 781-238-7199;
email: frederick.zink@faa.gov.

(2) Refer to MCAI European Aviation
Safety Agency AD 2012-0155, dated July 18,
2013. You may examine the MCAI in the AD
docket on the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for and
locating it in Docket No. FAA-2013-0750.

(3) Rolls-Royce plc, Alert Non-
Modification Service Bulletin No. RB.211—
72—AH215, dated December 6, 2012 and
RB.211-72-AH152, Revision 1, dated July 3,
2013, which are not incorporated by
reference in this AD, can be obtained from
RR using the contact information in
paragraph (g)(4) of this AD.

(4) For service information identified in
this AD, contact Rolls-Royce plc, Corporate
Communications, P.O. Box 31, Derby, DE24
8BJ, UK; phone: 44—0-1332-242424; fax: 44—
0-1332-249936; email: http://www.rolls-
royce.com/contact/civil team.jsp.

(5) You may view this service information
at the FAA, Engine & Propeller Directorate,
12 New England Executive Park, Burlington,
MA. For information on the availability of
this material at the FAA, call 781-238-7125.

(h) Material Incorporated by Reference
None.
Issued in Burlington, Massachusetts, on
November 8, 2013.
Colleen M. D’Alessandro,

Assistant Directorate Manager, Engine &
Propeller Directorate, Aircraft Certification
Service.

[FR Doc. 2013-28221 Filed 11-25-13; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. FAA-2013-0880; Directorate
Identifier 2013-NE-28-AD; Amendment 39—
17667; AD 2013-23-12]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Rolls-Royce
plc Turbofan Engines

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule; request for
comments.

SUMMARY: We are adopting a new
airworthiness directive (AD) for all
Rolls-Royce plc (RR) RB211 Trent 553—
61, 553A2-61, 556-61, 556 A2—-61,
556B—61, 556B2—61, 560—61, and
560A2-61 turbofan engines. This AD
requires replacement or repair of the
low-pressure (LP) compressor fan blade
set before reaching a specified number
of flight cycles since new (FCSN) or
flight cycles since last leading edge
profile blade repair (FCSLR). This AD
was prompted by reports of erosion of
the leading edge profile of the LP
compressor blade set contributing to fan
blade flutter. We are issuing this AD to
prevent failure of the LP compressor
blades, which could lead to an
uncontained engine failure and damage
to the airplane.
DATES: This AD becomes effective
December 11, 2013.

We must receive comments on this
AD by January 10, 2014.
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ADDRESSES: You may send comments by
any of the following methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
http://www.regulations.gov and follow
the instructions for sending your
comments electronically.

e Mail: U.S. Department of
Transportation, 1200 New Jersey
Avenue SE., West Building Ground
Floor, Room W12-140, Washington, DC
20590-0001.

e Hand Delivery: Deliver to Mail
address above between 9 a.m. and 5
p-m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays.

e Fax:202—-493-2251.

For service information identified in
this AD, contact Rolls-Royce plc,
Corporate Communications, P.O. Box
31, Derby, DE24 8B]J, UK; phone: 44—-0—
1332-242424; fax: 44—0-1332-249936;
email: http://www.rolls-royce.com/
contact/civil team.jsp. You may view
this service information at the FAA,
Engine & Propeller Directorate, 12 New
England Executive Park, Burlington, MA
01803. For information on the
availability of this material at the FAA,
call 781-238-7125.

Examining the AD Docket

You may examine the AD docket on
the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov; or in person at the
Docket Operations office between 9 a.m.
and 5 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except Federal holidays. The AD docket
contains this AD, the mandatory
continuing airworthiness information
(MCAI), the regulatory evaluation, any
comments received, and other
information. The street address for the
Docket Operations office (phone: 800—
647-5527) is the same as the Mail
address provided in the ADDRESSES
section. Comments will be available in
the AD docket shortly after receipt.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Frederick Zink, Aerospace Engineer,
Engine Certification Office, FAA, Engine
& Propeller Directorate, 12 New England
Executive Park, Burlington, MA 01803;
phone: 781-238 7779; fax: 781-238
7199; email: frederick.zink@faa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Discussion

The European Aviation Safety Agency
(EASA), which is the Technical Agent
for the Member States of the European
Community, has issued EASA
Airworthiness Directive 2013-0214,
dated September 16, 2013 (referred to
herein after as “the MCAI”’), to correct
an unsafe condition for the specified
products. The MCAI states:

Erosion of the leading edge profile of Trent
500 engines’ low pressure (LP) compressor

blades is proven to contribute to fan flutter,

a risk that is mitigated by regular restoration
of the leading edge of these blades. Recently,
Rolls-Royce has conducted a review
regarding the in-service restoration of the
leading edge profile of LP compressor blades.
The results of this review concluded that not
all LP compressor blades have been restored
as intended.

This condition, if not corrected, could lead
to fan flutter, LP compressor blade cracking
and uncontained LP compressor blade
failures, possibly resulting in damage to, and
reduced control of, the aeroplane.

For the reasons described above, this AD
requires initial and repetitive leading edge
restoration of the LP compressor blades.

You may obtain further information by
examining the MCAI in the AD docket
on the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating it in Docket No. FAA—
2013-0880.

Relevant Service Information

RR has issued Alert Non-Modification
Service Bulletin No. RB.211-72-AH149,
Revision 1, dated May 3, 2013 and
RB.211-72-H464, dated August 28,
2013. The actions described in this
service information are intended to
correct the unsafe condition identified
in the MCAL

FAA'’s Determination and Requirements
of This AD

This product has been approved by
the aviation authority of the United
Kingdom and is approved for operation
in the United States. Pursuant to our
bilateral agreement with the European
Community, EASA has notified us of
the unsafe condition described in the
MCALI and service information
referenced above. We are issuing this
AD because we evaluated all
information provided by EASA and
determined the unsafe condition exists
and is likely to exist or develop on other
products of the same type design.

FAA’s Determination of the Effective
Date

No domestic operators use this
product. Therefore, we find that notice
and opportunity for prior public
comment are unnecessary and that good
cause exists for making this amendment
effective in less than 30 days.

Comments Invited

This AD is a final rule that involves
requirements affecting flight safety, and
we did not precede it by notice and
opportunity for public comment. We
invite you to send any written relevant
data, views, or arguments about this AD.
Send your comments to an address
listed under the ADDRESSES section.
Include “Docket No. FAA-2013-0880;

Directorate Identifier 2013—-NE-28—-AD”’
at the beginning of your comments. We
specifically invite comments on the
overall regulatory, economic,
environmental, and energy aspects of
this AD. We will consider all comments
received by the closing date and may
amend this AD because of those
comments.

We will post all comments we
receive, without change, to http://
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information you provide. We
will also post a report summarizing each
substantive verbal contact with FAA
personnel concerning this AD. Using the
search function of the Web site, anyone
can find and read the comments in any
of our dockets, including, if provided,
the name of the individual who sent the
comment (or signed the comment on
behalf of an association, business, labor
union, etc.). You may review the DOT’s
complete Privacy Act Statement in the
Federal Register published on April 11,
2000 (65 FR 19477-78).

Costs of Compliance

We estimate that this AD would affect
0 engines installed on airplanes of U.S.
registry. We also estimate that it would
take about 6 hours per engine to comply
with this AD. The average labor rate is
$85 per hour. Based on these figures, we
estimate the total cost of this AD to U.S.
operators is $0.

Authority for This Rulemaking

Title 49 of the United States Code
specifies the FAA’s authority to issue
rules on aviation safety. Subtitle I,
section 106, describes the authority of
the FAA Administrator. “Subtitle VII:
Aviation Programs,” describes in more
detail the scope of the Agency’s
authority.

We are issuing this rulemaking under
the authority described in “Subtitle VII,
Part A, Subpart III, Section 44701:
General requirements.” Under that
section, Congress charges the FAA with
promoting safe flight of civil aircraft in
air commerce by prescribing regulations
for practices, methods, and procedures
the Administrator finds necessary for
safety in air commerce. This regulation
is within the scope of that authority
because it addresses an unsafe condition
that is likely to exist or develop on
products identified in this rulemaking
action.

Regulatory Findings

We determined that this AD will not
have federalism implications under
Executive Order 13132. This AD will
not have a substantial direct effect on
the States, on the relationship between
the national government and the States,
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or on the distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify this AD:

(1) Is not a “significant regulatory
action” under Executive Order 12866,

(2) Is not a ““significant rule” under
the DOT Regulatory Policies and
Procedures (44 FR 11034, February 26,
1979),

(3) Will not affect intrastate aviation
in Alaska to the extent that it justifies
making a regulatory distinction, and

(4) Will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

We prepared a regulatory evaluation
of the estimated costs to comply with
this AD and placed it in the AD docket.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, under the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
the FAA amends 14 CFR part 39 as
follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

m 1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.
§39.13 [Amended]

m 2. The FAA amends § 39.13 by adding
the following new airworthiness
directive (AD):

2013-23-12 Rolls-Royce plc: Amendment
39-17667; Docket No. FAA-2013-0880;
Directorate Identifier 2013-NE-28-AD.

(a) Effective Date
This AD is effective December 11, 2013.

(b) Affected ADs

None.
(c) Applicability

This AD applies to all Rolls-Royce plc (RR)
RB211 Trent 553-61, 553A2—61, 556—61,

556A2-61, 556B—61, 556B2-61, 560—61, and
560A2—61 turbofan engines.

(d) Reason

This AD was prompted by reports of
erosion of the leading edge profile of the low-
pressure (LP) compressor blade set
contributing to fan blade flutter. We are
issuing this AD to prevent failure of the LP
compressor blades, which could lead to an
uncontained engine failure and damage to
the airplane.

(e) Actions and Compliance

Comply with this AD within the
compliance times specified, unless already
done.

(1) If on the effective date of this AD, the
LP compressor fan blades:

(i) Have less that 3,750 flight cycles since
new (FCSN) or flight cycles since last leading
edge profile blade repair (FCSLR), replace or
repair the LP compressor fan blade set before
accumulating 4,000 FCSN or FCSLR;

(ii) Have 3,750 or more FCSN or FCSLR,
but less than 4,400 FCSN or FCSLR, replace
or repair the LP compressor fan blade set
within 250 flight cycles (FC), but not later
than 4,500 FCSN or FCSLR;

(iii) Have 4,400 FCSN or FCSLR or more,
replace or repair the LP compressor fan blade
set within 100 FC; or

(iv) Have FCSN or FCSLR that are
unknown, replace or repair the LP
compressor fan blade set within 100 FC.

(2) Thereafter, replace or repair the LP
compressor fan blade set within every 4,000
FCSN or FCSLR.

(f) Definition

LP compressor fan blades eligible for
installation are:

(1) LP compressor fan blades with less than
4,000 FCSN; or

(2) LP compressor fan blades with less than
4,000 FCSLR, if LP compressor fan blades
were repaired using RR Alert Non-
Modification Service Bulletin No. RB.211—
72—AH149, Revision 1, dated May 3, 2013 or
earlier version or, for initial restoration only,
RB.211-72-H464, dated August 28, 2013.

(g) Alternative Methods of Compliance
(AMOCs)

The Manager, Engine Certification Office,
FAA, may approve AMOGs to this AD. Use
the procedures found in 14 CFR 39.19 to
make your request.

(h) Related Information

(1) For more information about this AD,
contact Frederick Zink, Aerospace Engineer,
Engine Certification Office, FAA, Engine &
Propeller Directorate, 12 New England
Executive Park, Burlington, MA 01803;
phone: 781-238-7779; fax: 781-238-7199;
email: frederick.zink@faa.gov.

(2) Refer to MCAI European Aviation
Safety Agency, AD 2013-0214, dated
September 16, 2013, for more information.
You may examine the MCAI in the AD
docket on the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for and
locating it in Docket No. FAA-2013-0880.

(3) Rolls-Royce plc Alert Non-Modification
Service Bulletin No. RB.211-72-AH149,
Revision 1, dated May 3, 2013 and RB.211-
72-H464, dated August 28, 2013, which are
not incorporated by reference in this AD, can
be obtained from RR, using the contact
information in paragraph (h)(4) of this AD.

(4) For service information identified in
this AD, contact Rolls-Royce plc, Corporate
Communications, P.O. Box 31, Derby, DE24
8BJ, UK; phone: 44-0-1332-242424; fax: 44—
0-1332-249936; email: http://www.rolls-
royce.com/contact/civil team.jsp.

(5) You may view this service information
at the FAA, Engine & Propeller Directorate,

12 New England Executive Park, Burlington,
MA. For information on the availability of
this material at the FAA, call 781-238-7125.
(i) Material Incorporated by Reference
None.
Issued in Burlington, Massachusetts, on
November 8, 2013.
Colleen M. D’Alessandro,
Assistant Directorate Manager, Engine &
Propeller Directorate, Aircraft Certification
Service.
[FR Doc. 2013-28178 Filed 11-25-13; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 97
[Docket No. 30930; Amdt. No. 3565]

Standard Instrument Approach
Procedures, and Takeoff Minimums
and Obstacle Departure Procedures;
Miscellaneous Amendments

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

SUMMARY: This rule establishes, amends,
suspends, or revokes Standard
Instrument Approach Procedures
(SIAPs) and associated Takeoff
Minimums and Obstacle Departure
Procedures for operations at certain
airports. These regulatory actions are
needed because of the adoption of new
or revised criteria, or because of changes
occurring in the National Airspace
System, such as the commissioning of
new navigational facilities, adding new
obstacles, or changing air traffic
requirements. These changes are
designed to provide safe and efficient
use of the navigable airspace and to
promote safe flight operations under
instrument flight rules at the affected
airports.

DATES: This rule is effective November
26, 2013. The compliance date for each
SIAP, associated Takeoff Minimums,
and ODP is specified in the amendatory
provisions.

The incorporation by reference of
certain publications listed in the
regulations is approved by the Director
of the Federal Register as of November
26, 2013.

ADDRESSES: Availability of matter
incorporated by reference in the
amendment is as follows:

For Examination—

1. FAA Rules Docket, FAA
Headquarters Building, 800
Independence Avenue SW.,
Washington, DC 20591;
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2. The FAA Regional Office of the
region in which the affected airport is
located;

3. The National Flight Procedures
Office, 6500 South MacArthur Blvd.,
Oklahoma City, OK 73169 or,

4. The National Archives and Records
Administration (NARA). For
information on the availability of this
material at NARA, call 202-741-6030,
or go to: http://www.archives.gov/
federal register/code of federal
regulations/ibr locations.html.

Availability—All SIAPs are available
online free of charge. Visit nfdc.faa.gov
to register. Additionally, individual
SIAP and Takeoff Minimums and ODP
copies may be obtained from:

1. FAA Public Inquiry Center (APA-
200), FAA Headquarters Building, 800
Independence Avenue SW.,
Washington, DC 20591; or

2. The FAA Regional Office of the
region in which the affected airport is
located.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Richard A. Dunham III, Flight Procedure
Standards Branch (AFS—-420) Flight
Technologies and Programs Division,
Flight Standards Service, Federal
Aviation Administration, Mike
Monroney Aeronautical Center, 6500
South MacArthur Blvd., Oklahoma City,
OK 73169 (Mail Address: P.O. Box
25082, Oklahoma City, OK 73125)
telephone: (405) 954—4164.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This rule
amends Title 14, Code of Federal
Regulations, Part 97 (14 CFR part 97) by
amending the referenced SIAPs. The
complete regulatory description of each
SIAP is listed on the appropriate FAA
Form 8260, as modified by the National
Flight Data Center (FDC)/Permanent
Notice to Airmen (P-NOTAM), and is
incorporated by reference in the
amendment under 5 U.S.C. 552(a), 1
CFR part 51, and § 97.20 of Title 14 of
the Code of Federal Regulations.

The large number of SIAPs, their
complex nature, and the need for a
special format make their verbatim
publication in the Federal Register
expensive and impractical. Further,
airmen do not use the regulatory text of
the SIAPs, but refer to their graphic

depiction on charts printed by
publishers of aeronautical materials.
Thus, the advantages of incorporation
by reference are realized and
publication of the complete description
of each SIAP contained in FAA form
documents is unnecessary. This
amendment provides the affected CFR
sections and specifies the types of SIAP
and the corresponding effective dates.
This amendment also identifies the
airport and its location, the procedure
and the amendment number.

The Rule

This amendment to 14 CFR part 97 is
effective upon publication of each
separate SIAP as amended in the
transmittal. For safety and timeliness of
change considerations, this amendment
incorporates only specific changes
contained for each SIAP as modified by
FDC/P-NOTAMs.

The SIAPs, as modified by FDC P—
NOTAM, and contained in this
amendment are based on the criteria
contained in the U.S. Standard for
Terminal Instrument Procedures
(TERPS). In developing these changes to
SIAPs, the TERPS criteria were applied
only to specific conditions existing at
the affected airports. All SIAP
amendments in this rule have been
previously issued by the FAA in a FDC
NOTAM as an emergency action of
immediate flight safety relating directly
to published aeronautical charts. The
circumstances which created the need
for all these SIAP amendments requires
making them effective in less than 30
days.

Because of the close and immediate
relationship between these SIAPs and
safety in air commerce, I find that notice
and public procedure before adopting
these SIAPs are impracticable and
contrary to the public interest and,
where applicable, that good cause exists
for making these SIAPs effective in less
than 30 days.

Conclusion

The FAA has determined that this
regulation only involves an established
body of technical regulations for which
frequent and routine amendments are
necessary to keep them operationally

current. It, therefore—(1) is not a
“significant regulatory action” under
Executive Order 12866; (2) is not a
“significant rule” under DOT regulatory
Policies and Procedures (44 FR 11034;
February 26, 1979); and (3) does not
warrant preparation of a regulatory
evaluation as the anticipated impact is
so minimal. For the same reason, the
FAA certifies that this amendment will
not have a significant economic impact
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 97

Air traffic control, Airports,
Incorporation by reference, and
Navigation (air).

Issued in Washington, DC, on November 8,
2013.

John Duncan,
Director, Flight Standards Service.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority delegated to me, Title 14,
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 97, 14
CFR part 97, is amended by amending
Standard Instrument Approach
Procedures, effective at 0901 UTC on
the dates specified, as follows:

PART 97—STANDARD INSTRUMENT
APPROACH PROCEDURES

m 1. The authority citation for part 97
continues to read as follows:
Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40103, 40106,

40113, 40114, 40120, 44502, 44514, 44701,
44719, 44721-44722.

m 2. Part 97 is amended to read as
follows:

§§97.23, 97.25, 97.27, 97.29, 97.31, 97.33
and 97.35 [Amended]

By amending: § 97.23 VOR, VOR/
DME, VOR or TACAN, and VOR/DME
or TACAN; § 97.25 LOC, LOC/DME,
LDA, LDA/DME, SDF, SDF/DME;
§97.27 NDB, NDB/DME; § 97.29 ILS,
ILS/DME, MLS, MLS/DME, MLS/RNAV;
§97.31 RADAR SIAPs; §97.33 RNAV
SIAPs; and §97.35 COPTER SIAPs,
Identified as follows:

* * * Effective Upon Publication

AIRAC date | State City Airport FDC No. FDC date Subject
12/12/13 ....... WA Everett .......coocoviniiiiiinnee Snohomish County (Paine 3/5409 10/15/13 | This NOTAM, published in TL
Fid). 13-25, is hereby rescinded in
its entirety.

12/12/13 ....... AK Venetie ....coccevvceeeviieeennns Venetie ....cccccceeeevcieeeennnn. 3/5254 10/15/13 | This NOTAM, published in TL
13-25, is hereby rescinded in
its entirety.

12/12/13 ....... FL Fernandina Beach ............ Fernandina Beach Muni ... 3/0475 11/5/13 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 22, Amdt 1.

12/12113 ...... MN Bigfork ....ccoovveciiiceiiee Bigfork Muni 3/1279 11/4/13 | NDB RWY 15, Orig.

12/12/13 ....... MN Bigfork .... Bigfork Muni ... 3/1280 11/4/13 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 15, Orig.

12/12113 ...... MN Bigfork ....ccoovvieiiiiiiees Bigfork Muni 3/1281 11/4/13 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 33, Orig.



http://www.archives.gov/federal_register/code_of_federal_regulations/ibr_locations.html
http://www.archives.gov/federal_register/code_of_federal_regulations/ibr_locations.html
http://www.archives.gov/federal_register/code_of_federal_regulations/ibr_locations.html

Federal Register/Vol. 78, No. 228/ Tuesday, November 26, 2013/Rules and Regulations 70493
AIRAC date | State City Airport FDC No. FDC date Subject
12/12/13 ....... OK Tulsa oo Tulsa Intl .o 3/1334 11/4/13 | VOR OR TACAN RWY 26, Amdt
24B.
12/12/13 ....... CT Hartford Hartford-Brainard ............. 3/2461 11/4/13 | LDA RWY 2, Amdt 2.
12/12/13 ....... CT Hartford Hartford-Brainard .... 3/2462 11/4/13 | VOR A, Amdt 10.
12/12/13 ....... CT Hartford Hartford-Brainard ............. 3/2463 11/4/13 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 2, Orig.
12/12/13 ....... MA Vineyard Haven ............... Marthas Vineyard ............. 3/5342 11/1/13 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 24, Amdt 2A.
12/12/13 ....... MS Madison .........ccccceveeeeeenn. Bruce Campbell Field ...... 3/5363 11/4/13 | VOR/DME RWY 17, Orig.
12/12/13 ....... NY AKION oo AKION oo 3/5376 11/4/13 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 25, Amdt 2.
12/12/13 ....... NY AKION oo AKION oo 3/5380 11/4/13 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 7, Amdt 2.
12/12/13 ....... AL Mobile .....cccooveciriieeee Mobile Downtown ............. 3/5640 11/1/13 | VOR RWY 32, Amdt 11B.
12/12/13 ....... GA Montezuma ...........cce....... Dr. C P Savage Sr. .......... 3/5670 11/4/13 | NDB RWY 18, Amdt 2.
12/12/13 ....... IL Chicago .....cccceevvrveceerieennn. Chicago O’Hare Intl 3/6022 11/1/13 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 28C, Orig.
12/12/13 ....... OH Cambridge .......ccccceeveeenen. Cambridge Muni ............... 3/7336 11/4/13 | LOC/DME RWY 22, Amdt 1.
12/12/13 ....... IN Muncie .....cccovoeiiiiiiee Delaware County Rgnl ..... 3/7346 11/1/13 | Takeoff Minimums and (Obsta-
cle) DP, Amdt 4.
12/12/13 ....... TN Elizabethton .........cc......... Elizabethton Muni ............ 3/7362 11/1/13 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 6, Orig.
12/12/13 ....... IL Chicago Chicago O’Hare Intl ......... 3/7522 11/1/13 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 27R, Amdt 2.
12/12/13 ....... IL Chicago Chicago O’Hare Intl ......... 3/7523 11/1/13 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 27L, Amdt 3.
12/12/13 ....... IL Chicago Chicago O’Hare Intl ......... 3/7524 11113 | ILS OR LOC RWY 27L, ILS
RWY 27L (SA CAT 1), ILS
RWY 27L (CAT Il), ILS RWY
27L (CAT Ill), Amdt 29.
12/12/13 ....... IL Chicago .....ccccevvvveveerieennn. Chicago O’Hare Intl ......... 3/7526 11/1/13 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 9L, Amdt 2.
12/12/13 ....... IL Chicago .....cccceevvrveceeriennn. Chicago O’Hare Intl ......... 3/7528 11/1/13 | ILS OR LOC RWY 9L, ILS RWY
9L (SA CAT I), ILS RWY 9L
(CAT 1l), ILS RWY 9L (CAT
1), Amdt 2.
12/12/13 ....... IL Chicago .....cccceevrveceernenne. Chicago O’Hare Intl ......... 3/7529 11/1/13 | ILS OR LOC RWY 27R, ILS
RWY 27R (SA CAT 1), ILS
RWY 27R (CAT llI), ILS RWY
27R (CAT IlI), Amdt 2.
12/12/13 ....... IL Chicago .....ccccecvvrveceerieennn. Chicago O’Hare Intl ......... 3/7533 11/1/13 | ILS OR LOC RWY 9R, Amdt 10.
12/12/13 ....... IL Chicago ...... Chicago O’Hare Intl ......... 3/7534 11/1/13 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 9R, Amdt 3.
12/12/13 ....... MO St Louis ...... Lambert-St Louis Intl ........ 3/7538 11/4/13 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 24, Amdt 1.
12/12/13 ....... NY New York La Guardia ......cc.cccoeeruenen. 3/7695 11/5/13 | ILS OR LOC RWY 4, Amdt 36.
12/12/13 ....... NY Jamestown Chautauqua County/ 3/7771 11/5/13 | VOR RWY 25, Amdt 8.
Jamestown.
12/12/13 ....... NY Jamestown ... Chautauqua County/ 3/7784 11/5/13 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 13, Orig.
Jamestown.
12/12/13 ....... NY Jamestown ... Chautauqua County/ 3/7789 11/5/13 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 31, Orig.
Jamestown.
12/12/13 ....... NY Jamestown ... Chautauqua County/ 3/7791 11/5/13 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 7, Amdt 1.
Jamestown.
12/12/13 ....... NY Jamestown ... Chautauqua County/ 3/7792 11/5/13 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 25, Amdt 1A.
Jamestown.
12/12/13 ....... NY Jamestown ... Chautauqua County/ 3/7793 11/5/13 | ILS OR LOC RWY 25, Amdt 7.
Jamestown.
12/12/13 ....... IL Chicago .....cccceevrveceernenne. Chicago O’Hare Intl ......... 3/7881 11/1/13 | ILS OR LOC RWY 10C, ILS
RWY 10C (SA CAT 1), ILS
RWY 10C (CAT llI), ILS RWY
10C (CAT Ill), Orig.
12/12/13 ....... NY New York .....ccoovvevevnennnns La Guardia ......ccccccoeerneneen. 3/8174 11/5/13 | VOR RWY 4, Amdt 3A.
12/12/13 ....... AK Northway ... Northway ......cccceeeveeienen. 3/8262 11/5/13 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 5, Orig.
12/12/13 ....... FL Lake City ..cccoveverrieiiieene Lake City Gateway ........... 3/8321 11/4/13 | Takeoff Minimums and (Obsta-
cle) DP, Orig.
12/12/13 ....... FL Homestead .........ccoceeeeeenee Homestead General Avia- 3/8440 11/4/13 | Takeoff Minimums and (Obsta-
tion. cle) DP, Orig.
12/12/13 ....... SC Charleston ........c.cccccvnneneee. Charleston AFB/Intl .......... 3/9133 11/4/13 | ILS OR LOC/DME RWY 33,
Amdt 8.
12/12/13 ....... 1A Creston ....ccoocveeevvveceennenen. Creston Muni ........cceeee. 3/9469 11/4/13 | NDB RWY 34, Amdt 2.
12/12/13 ....... MI Bay City ... James Clements Muni ..... 3/9533 11/4/13 | VOR A, Amdt 12.
12/12/13 ....... Mi Bay City ...cooveveieiiiiiieene James Clements Muni ..... 3/9534 11/4/13 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 18, Orig-A.
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BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 97
[Docket No. 30929; Amdt. No. 3564]

Standard Instrument Approach
Procedures, and Takeoff Minimums
and Obstacle Departure Procedures;
Miscellaneous Amendments

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This rule establishes, amends,
suspends, or revokes Standard
Instrument Approach Procedures
(SIAPs) and associated Takeoff
Minimums and Obstacle Departure
Procedures for operations at certain
airports. These regulatory actions are
needed because of the adoption of new
or revised criteria, or because of changes
occurring in the National Airspace
System, such as the commissioning of
new navigational facilities, adding new
obstacles, or changing air traffic
requirements. These changes are
designed to provide safe and efficient
use of the navigable airspace and to
promote safe flight operations under
instrument flight rules at the affected
airports.

DATES: This rule is effective November
26, 2013. The compliance date for each
SIAP, associated Takeoff Minimums,
and ODP is specified in the amendatory
provisions.

The incorporation by reference of
certain publications listed in the
regulations is approved by the Director
of the Federal Register as of November
26, 2013.

ADDRESSES: Availability of matters
incorporated by reference in the
amendment is as follows:

For Examination—

1. FAA Rules Docket, FAA
Headquarters Building, 800
Independence Avenue SW.,
Washington, DC 20591;

2. The FAA Regional Office of the
region in which the affected airport is
located;

3. The National Flight Procedures
Office, 6500 South MacArthur Blvd.,
Oklahoma City, OK 73169 or,

4. The National Archives and Records
Administration (NARA). For
information on the availability of this
material at NARA, call 202-741-6030,
or go to: http://www.archives.gov/

federal register/code_of federal
regulations/ibr locations.html.

Availability—All SIAPs and Takeoff
Minimums and ODPs are available
online free of charge. Visit http://
www.nfdc.faa.gov to register.
Additionally, individual SIAP and
Takeoff Minimums and ODP copies may
be obtained from:

1. FAA Public Inquiry Center (APA—
200), FAA Headquarters Building, 800
Independence Avenue SW.,
Washington, DC 20591; or

2. The FAA Regional Office of the
region in which the affected airport is
located.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Richard A. Dunham III, Flight Procedure
Standards Branch (AFS—420), Flight
Technologies and Programs Divisions,
Flight Standards Service, Federal
Aviation Administration, Mike
Monroney Aeronautical Center, 6500
South MacArthur Blvd., Oklahoma City,
OK 73169 (Mail Address: P.O. Box
25082, Oklahoma City, OK 73125)
Telephone: (405) 954—4164.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This rule
amends Title 14 of the Code of Federal
Regulations, Part 97 (14 CFR part 97), by
establishing, amending, suspending, or
revoking SIAPS, Takeoff Minimums
and/or ODPS. The complete regulators
description of each SIAP and its
associated Takeoff Minimums or ODP
for an identified airport is listed on FAA
form documents which are incorporated
by reference in this amendment under 5
U.S.C. 552(a), 1 CFR part 51, and 14
CFR 97.20. The applicable FAA Forms
are FAA Forms 8260-3, 8260—4, 8260—
5, 8260—15A, and 8260—-15B when
required by an entry on 8260—-15A.

The large number of SIAPs, Takeoff
Minimums and ODPs, in addition to
their complex nature and the need for
a special format make publication in the
Federal Register expensive and
impractical. Furthermore, airmen do not
use the regulatory text of the SIAPs,
Takeoff Minimums or ODPs, but instead
refer to their depiction on charts printed
by publishers of aeronautical materials.
The advantages of incorporation by
reference are realized and publication of
the complete description of each SIAP,
Takeoff Minimums and ODP listed on
FAA forms is unnecessary. This
amendment provides the affected CFR
sections and specifies the types of SIAPs
and the effective dates of the, associated
Takeoff Minimums and ODPs. This
amendment also identifies the airport
and its location, the procedure, and the
amendment number.

The Rule

This amendment to 14 CFR part 97 is
effective upon publication of each
separate SIAP, Takeoff Minimums and
ODP as contained in the transmittal.
Some SIAP and Takeoff Minimums and
textual ODP amendments may have
been issued previously by the FAA in a
Flight Data Center (FDC) Notice to
Airmen (NOTAM) as an emergency
action of immediate flight safety relating
directly to published aeronautical
charts. The circumstances which
created the need for some SIAP and
Takeoff Minimums and ODP
amendments may require making them
effective in less than 30 days. For the
remaining SIAPS and Takeoff
Minimums and ODPS, an effective date
at least 30 days after publication is
provided.

Further, the SIAPs and Takeoff
Minimums and ODPS contained in this
amendment are based on the criteria
contained in the U.S. Standard for
Terminal Instrument Procedures
(TERPS). In developing these SIAPS and
Takeoff Minimums and ODPs, the
TERPS criteria were applied to the
conditions existing or anticipated at the
affected airports. Because of the close
and immediate relationship between
these SIAPs, Takeoff Minimums and
ODPs, and safety in air commerce, I find
that notice and public procedures before
adopting these SIAPS, Takeoff
Minimums and ODPs are impracticable
and contrary to the public interest and,
where applicable, that good cause exists
for making some SIAPs effective in less
than 30 days.

Conclusion

The FAA has determined that this
regulation only involves an established
body of technical regulations for which
frequent and routine amendments are
necessary to keep them operationally
current. It, therefore—(1) is not a
“significant regulatory action” under
Executive Order 12866; (2) is not a
“significant rule ” under DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034; February 26,1979); and (3)
does not warrant preparation of a
regulatory evaluation as the anticipated
impact is so minimal. For the same
reason, the FAA certifies that this
amendment will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities under the
criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 97

Air traffic control, Airports,
Incorporation by reference, and
Navigation (air).
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Issued in Washington, DC on November 8,
2013.

John Duncan,
Director, Flight Standards Service.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority delegated to me, Title 14,
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 97 (14
CFR part 97) is amended by
establishing, amending, suspending, or
revoking Standard Instrument Approach
Procedures and/or Takeoff Minimums
and/or Obstacle Departure Procedures
effective at 0902 UTC on the dates
specified, as follows:

PART 97—STANDARD INSTRUMENT
APPROACH PROCEDURES

m 1. The authority citation for part 97
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40103, 40106,
40113, 40114, 40120, 44502, 44514, 44701,
44719, 44721-44722.

m 2. Part 97 is amended to read as
follows:

Effective 12 DECEMBER 2013

Fort Yukon, AK, Fort Yukon, Takeoff
Minimums and Obstacle DP, Amdt 2

Koliganek, AK, Koliganek, RNAV (GPS) RWY
27, Orig-A

Petersburg, AK, Petersburg James A Johnson,
RNAYV (GPS)-B, Amdt 1A

White Mountain, AK, White Mountain,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 15, Orig

White Mountain, AK, White Mountain,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 33, Orig

White Mountain, AK, White Mountain,
Takeoff Minimums and Obstacle DP, Orig

Huntsville, AL, Madison County Executive/
Tom Sharp Jr Fld, ILS OR LOC/DME RWY
18, Amdt 1

Huntsville, AL, Madison County Executive/
Tom Sharp Jr Fld, RNAV (GPS) RWY 18,
Amdt 2

Huntsville, AL, Madison County Executive/
Tom Sharp Jr Fld, RNAV (GPS) RWY 36,
Amdt 1

Huntsville, AL, Madison County Executive/
Tom Sharp Jr Fld, Takeoff Minimums and
Obstacle DP, Amdt 4

Huntsville, AL, Madison County Executive/
Tom Sharp Jr Fld, VOR/DME-B, Amdt 7

Fort Huachuca Sierra Vista, AZ, Sierra Vista
Muni-Libby AAF, Takeoff Minimums and
Obstacle DP, Amdt 3

Oakland, CA, Metropolitan Oakland Intl,
RNAV (GPS) Y RWY 28R, Amdt 2A

San Diego, CA, San Diego Intl, LOC RWY 27,
Amdt 5

San Diego, CA, San Diego Intl, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 27, Amdt 3

Buena Vista, CO, Central Colorado Rgnl, GPS
RWY 33, Orig, CANCELED

Buena Vista, CO, Central Colorado Rgnl,
RNAYV (GPS) RWY 33, Orig

Eagle, CO, Eagle County Rgnl, Takeoff
Minimums and Obstacle DP, Amdt 8

Trinidad, CO, Perry Stokes, NDB-A, Amdt 3

Trinidad, CO, Perry Stokes, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 3, Amdt 1

Trinidad, CO, Perry Stokes, RNAV (GPS)-B,
Amdt 1

Trinidad, CO, Perry Stokes, Takeoff
Minimums and Obstacle DP, Amdt 4

Lakeland, FL, Lakeland Linder Rgnl, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 9, Amdt 2

Lakeland, FL, Lakeland Linder Rgnl, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 27, Amdt 2

Live Oak, FL, Suwannee County, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 7, Orig

Live Oak, FL, Suwannee County, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 25, Orig

Live Oak, FL, Suwannee County, Takeoff
Minimums and Obstacle DP, Orig

Miami, FL, Dade-Collier Training and
Transition, ILS OR LOC RWY 9, Amdt 15

Miami, FL, Dade-Collier Training and
Transition, NDB RWY 9, Amdt 14

Miami, FL, Dade-Collier Training and
Transition, RNAV (GPS) RWY 9, Orig

Miami, FL, Miami Intl, RNAV (GPS) RWY 8L,
Amdt 2

Miami, FL, Miami Intl, RNAV (GPS) RWY
26R, Amdt 2

Umatilla, FL, Umatilla Muni, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 1, Orig

Umatilla, FL, Umatilla Muni, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 19, Orig

Unmatilla, FL, Umatilla Muni, Takeoff
Minimums and Obstacle DP, Orig

Atlanta, GA, Hartsfield—Jackson Atlanta Intl,
RNAYV (RNP) Z RWY 8L, Amdt 1B

Atlanta, GA, Hartsfield—Jackson Atlanta Intl,
RNAYV (RNP) Z RWY 28, Amdt 2B

Calhoun, GA, Tom B. David Fld, LOC RWY
35, Amdt 1A, CANCELED

Calhoun, GA, Tom B. David Fld, LOC/NDB-
A, Orig

Calhoun, GA, Tom B. David Fld, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 17, Amdt 1

Calhoun, GA, Tom B. David Fld, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 35, Amdt 1

Calhoun, GA, Tom B. David Fld, Takeoff
Minimums and Obstacle DP, Amdt 3

Elberton, GA, Elbert County-Patz Field,
RNAYV (GPS) RWY 11, Amdt 1

Elberton, GA, Elbert County-Patz Field,
RNAYV (GPS) RWY 29, Amdt 1

Elberton, GA, Elbert County-Patz Field,
Takeoff Minimums and Obstacle DP,
Amdt 1

Elberton, GA, Elbert County-Patz Field, VOR/
DME RWY 11, Amdt 4

Sandersville, GA, Kaolin Field, Takeoff
Minimums and Obstacle DP, Amdt 2

Peoria, IL, Mount Hawley Auxiliary, Takeoff
Minimums and Obstacle DP, Amdt 3

Winfield/Arkansas City, KS, Strother Field,
ILS OR LOC RWY 35, Amdt 4A,
CANCELED

Pittsfield, ME, Pittsfield Muni, NDB RWY 36,
Amdt 4C

Pittsfield, ME, Pittsfield Muni, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 18, Orig-B

Pittsfield, ME, Pittsfield Muni, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 36, Orig-B

Three Rivers, MI, Three Rivers Muni Dr
Haines, VOR-A, Amdt 10

Traverse City, MI, Cherry Capital, ILS OR
LOC RWY 28, Amdt 14

Traverse City, MI, Cherry Capital, NDB RWY
28, Amdt 11

Traverse City, MI, Cherry Capital, Takeoff
Minimums and Obstacle DP, Amdt 11

Traverse City, MI, Cherry Capital, VOR-A,
Amdt 21

Minneapolis, MN, Flying Cloud, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 28R, Amdt 2

St Joseph, MO, Rosecrans Memorial, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 13, Orig

St Joseph, MO, Rosecrans Memorial, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 17, Amdt 1

St Joseph, MO, Rosecrans Memorial, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 31, Orig

St Joseph, MO, Rosecrans Memorial, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 35, Amdt 2

Jackson, MS, Hawkins Field, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 16, Amdt 2

Jackson, MS, Hawkins Field, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 34, Amdt 2

Olive Branch, MS, Olive Branch, ILS OR LOC
RWY 18, Amdt 3

Olive Branch, MS, Olive Branch, LOC/DME
RWY 36, Amdt 1

Olive Branch, MS, Olive Branch, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 18, Amdt 3

Olive Branch, MS, Olive Branch, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 36, Amdt 1

Olive Branch, MS, Olive Branch, Takeoff
Minimums and Obstacle DP, Amdt 1

Billings, MT, Billings Logan Intl, Takeoff
Minimums and Obstacle DP, Amdt 7

Cut Bank, MT, Cut Bank Intl, Takeoff
Minimums and Obstacle DP, Amdt 1

Shelby, MT, Shelby, RNAV (GPS) RWY 5,
Orig

Shelby, MT, Shelby, RNAV (GPS) RWY 23,
Amdt 2

Chapel Hill, NC, Horace Williams, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 9, Orig-A

Chapel Hill, NC, Horace Williams, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 27, Orig-A

Chapel Hill, NC, Horace Williams, VOR/DME
RWY 27, Amdt 1A

Edenton, NC, Northeastern Rgnl, NDB RWY
19, Amdt 6, CANCELED

Greensboro, NC, Piedmont Triad Intl, ILS OR
LOC RWY 14, Amdt 18C, CANCELED

Greensboro, NC, Piedmont Triad Intl, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 32, Amdt 3

Devils Lake, ND, Devils Lake Rgnl, ILS OR
LOC/DME RWY 31, Amdt 3

Devils Lake, ND, Devils Lake Rgnl, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 3, Amdt 2

Devils Lake, ND, Devils Lake Rgnl, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 13, Amdt 1

Devils Lake, ND, Devils Lake Rgnl, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 21, Amdt 1

Devils Lake, ND, Devils Lake Rgnl, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 31, Amdt 1

Devils Lake, ND, Devils Lake Rgnl, Takeoff
Minimums and Obstacle DP, Amdt 2

Devils Lake, ND, Devils Lake Rgnl, VOR
RWY 13, Amdt 1

Devils Lake, ND, Devils Lake Rgnl, VOR
RWY 31, Amdt 1

New York, NY, La Guardia, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 13, Amdt 1A

New York, NY, La Guardia, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 31, Amdt 1B

New York, NY, La Guardia, RNAV (GPS) Y
RWY 22, Amdt 2A

New York, NY, La Guardia, RNAV (RNP) Z
RWY 22, Orig-C

Niagara Falls, NY, Niagara Falls Intl, ILS Y
OR LOC RWY 28R, Amdt 23

Niagara Falls, NY, Niagara Falls Intl, ILS Z
OR LOC/DME RWY 28R, Amdt 4

Lancaster, OH, Fairfield County, Takeoff
Minimums and Obstacle DP, Amdt 2

Prineville, OR, Prineville, Takeoff Minimums
and Obstacle DP, Amdt 2
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Columbia/Mount Pleasant, TN, Maury
County, Takeoff Minimums and Obstacle
DP, Amdt 3

Millington, TN, Millington Rgnl Jetport,
RNAYV (GPS) RWY 4, Amdt 1

Oak Harbor, WA, AJ Eisenberg, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 7, Amdt 2D

Milwaukee, WI, General Mitchell Intl, RNAV
(RNP) Y RWY 7R, Orig

Milwaukee, WI, General Mitchell Intl, RNAV
(RNP) Y RWY 25L, Orig

Spencer, WV, Boggs Field, RNAV (GPS) RWY
10, Amdt 2

[FR Doc. 2013—-27947 Filed 11-25-13; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Food and Drug Administration

21 CFR Part 558
[Docket No. FDA-2013-N-0002]

Withdrawal of Approval of New Animal
Drug Applications; Arsanilic Acid

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration,
HHS.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) is amending the
animal drug regulations to reflect the
withdrawal of approval of a new animal
drug application (NADA) for an
arsanilic acid Type A medicated article
at the sponsor’s request because the
product is no longer manufactured or
marketed.

DATES: Withdrawal of approval is
effective December 6, 2013.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: John
Bartkowiak, Center for Veterinary
Medicine (HFV-212), Food and Drug
Administration, 7519 Standish P1.,
Rockville, MD 20855, 240-276—9079,
email: john.bartkowiak@fda.hhs.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Fleming
Laboratories, Inc., P.O. Box 34384,
Charlotte, NC 28234 has requested that
FDA withdraw approval of NADA 008—
019 for PRO-GEN (arsanilic acid) Type
A medicated article because the
product, used to manufacture Type B
and Type C medicated feeds, is no
longer manufactured or marketed.

Elsewhere in this issue of the Federal
Register, FDA gave notice that approval
of NADA 008-019, and all supplements
and amendments thereto, is withdrawn,
effective December 6, 2013. As provided
in the regulatory text of this document,
the animal drug regulations are
amended to reflect these voluntary
withdrawals of approval.

This rule does not meet the definition
of “rule” in 5 U.S.C. 804(3)(A) because

it is a rule of “particular applicability.”
Therefore, it is not subject to the
congressional review requirements in 5
U.S.C. 801-808.

List of Subjects in 21 CFR Part 558

Animal drugs, Animal feeds.

Therefore, under the Federal Food,
Drug, and Cosmetic Act and under
authority delegated to the Commissioner
of Food and Drugs and redelegated to
the Center for Veterinary Medicine, 21
CFR part 558 is amended as follows:

PART 558—NEW ANIMAL DRUGS FOR
USE IN ANIMAL FEEDS

m 1. The authority citation for 21 CFR
part 558 continues to read as follows:

Authority: 21 U.S.C. 360b, 371.
§558.62 [Amended]

m 2.In §558.62, remove and reserve
paragraphs (a)(1), (a)(2), (c)(1)(i), and
(c)(1)(ii); and in paragraphs (c)(1)(iii),
(c)(1)(iv), (c)(1)(v), (c)(1)(vi), and
(c)(1)(vii), in the “Arsanilic acid in
grams per ton”” column, add “90”".
Dated: November 20, 2013.
Bernadette Dunham,
Director, Center for Veterinary Medicine.
[FR Doc. 2013-28256 Filed 11-25-13; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4160-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND
SECURITY

Coast Guard

33 CFR Part 117
[Docket No. USCG—-2013-0947]

Drawbridge Operation Regulation; Old
River, Between Victoria Island and
Byron Tract, CA

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DHS.

ACTION: Notice of deviation from
drawbridge regulation.

SUMMARY: The Coast Guard has issued a
temporary deviation from the operating
schedule that governs the State Highway
4 Drawbridge across Old River, mile
14.8 between Victoria Island and Byron
Tract, CA. The deviation is necessary to
allow the bridge owner to make critical
repairs to the bridge gears. This
deviation allows the bridge to remain in
the closed-to-navigation position during
the deviation period.

DATES: This deviation is effective
without actual notice from November
26, 2013 until December 6, 2013. For the
purposes of enforcement, actual notice
will be used from the date the deviation

was signed, November 15, 2013, until
December 6, 2013.

ADDRESSES: The docket for this
deviation, [USCG-2013-0947], is
available at http://www.regulations.gov.
Type the docket number in the
“SEARCH” box and click “SEARCH.”
Click on Open Docket Folder on the line
associated with this deviation. You may
also visit the Docket Management
Facility in Room W12-140 on the
ground floor of the Department of
Transportation West Building, 1200
New Jersey Avenue SE., Washington,
DC 20590, between 9 a.m. and 5 p.m.,
Monday through Friday, except Federal
holidays.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: If
you have questions on this temporary
deviation, call or email David H.
Sulouff, Chief, Bridge Section, Eleventh
Coast Guard District; telephone 510—
437-3516, email David.H.Sulouff@
uscg.mil. If you have questions on
viewing the docket, call Barbara
Hairston, Program Manager, Docket
Operations, telephone 202-366—-9826.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: California
Department of Transportation has
requested a temporary change to the
operation of the State Highway 4
Drawbridge, mile 14.8, over Old River,
between Victoria Island and Byron
Tract, CA. The drawbridge navigation
span provides 12 feet vertical clearance
above Mean High Water in the closed-
to-navigation position. Pursuant to 33
CFR 117.183, the draw opens on signal
from May 1 through October 31 from 6
a.m. to 10 p.m. and from November 1
through April 30 from 9 a.m. to 5 p.m.
and at other times, opening the draw on
signal if at least four hours advance
notice is given to the drawtender at the
Rio Vista drawbridge across the
Sacramento River, mile 12.8. Navigation
on the waterway is recreational and
commercial.

The drawspan will be secured in the
closed-to-navigation position from 6
p.m. on November 8, 2013 to 6 p.m. on
December 6, 2013, to allow the bridge
owner to repair the gears inside the
main bridge gearbox, critical
components of the drawbridge. This
temporary deviation has been
coordinated with the waterway users.
No objections to the proposed
temporary deviation were raised.

Vessels able to pass through the
bridge in the closed positions may do so
at anytime. The bridge will not be able
to open for emergencies. An alternative
route around Victoria Island may be
used for vessels unable to pass through
the bridge in the closed position. The
Coast Guard will also inform the users
of the waterways through our Local and
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Broadcast Notices to Mariners of the
change in operating schedule for the
bridge so that vessels can arrange their
transits to minimize any impact caused
by the temporary deviation.

In accordance with 33 CFR 117.35(e),
the drawbridge must return to its regular
operating schedule immediately at the
end of the effective period of this
temporary deviation. This deviation
from the operating regulations is
authorized under 33 CFR 117.35.

Dated: November 15, 2013.
D.H. Sulouff,

District Bridge Chief, Eleventh Coast Guard
District.

[FR Doc. 2013-28339 Filed 11-25-13; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 9110-04-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 52

[EPA-R05-OAR-2013-0501; FRL-9902-26—
Region 5]

Approval and Promulgation of Air
Quality Implementation Plans; lllinois

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Direct Final rule.

SUMMARY: EPA is approving a request
submitted by the Illinois Environmental
Protection Agency (Illinois EPA) on July
3, 2013, to revise the Illinois state
implementation plan (SIP). The
submission amends the Illinois
Administrative Code (IAC) by updating
the definition of “Volatile organic
material (VOM) or Volatile organic
compound (VOC)” to add trans-1,3,3,3-
tetra-flouropropene (HFO-1234ze) to
the list of compounds excluded from the
definition of VOM or VOC. This
revision is based on EPA’s 2012
rulemaking which added HFO-1234ze
to the list of chemical compounds that
are excluded from the Federal definition
of VOC because of their negligible
contribution to the formation of
tropospheric ozone.

DATES: This rule is effective January 27,
2014, unless EPA receives adverse
comments by December 26, 2013. If
adverse comments are received, EPA
will publish a timely withdrawal of the
direct final rule in the Federal Register
informing the public that the rule will
not take effect.

ADDRESSES: Submit your comments,
identified by Docket ID No. EPA-R05—
OAR-2013-0501, by one of the
following methods:

1. www.regulations.gov: Follow the
on-line instructions for submitting
comments.

2. E-Mail: blakley.pamela@epa.gov.

3. Fax: (312) 692—2450.

4. Mail: Pamela Blakley, Chief,
Control Strategies Section, Air Programs
Branch (AR-18J), U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency, 77 West Jackson
Boulevard, Chicago, Illinois 60604.

5. Hand Delivery: Pamela Blakley,
Chief, Control Strategies Section, Air
Programs Branch (AR-18]), U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, 77
West Jackson Boulevard, Chicago,
Illinois 60604. Such deliveries are only
accepted during the Regional Office
normal hours of operation, and special
arrangements should be made for
deliveries of boxed information. The
Regional Office official hours of
business are Monday through Friday,
8:30 a.m. to 4:30 p.m., excluding
Federal holidays.

Instructions: Direct your comments to
Docket ID No. EPA-R05-OAR-2013—-
0501. EPA’s policy is that all comments
received will be included in the public
docket without change and may be
made available online at
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information provided, unless
the comment includes information
claimed to be Confidential Business
Information (CBI) or other information
whose disclosure is restricted by statute.
Do not submit information that you
consider to be CBI or otherwise
protected through www.regulations.gov
or email. The www.regulations.gov Web
site is an ““‘anonymous access’’ system,
which means EPA will not know your
identity or contact information unless
you provide it in the body of your
comment. If you send an email
comment directly to EPA without going
through www.regulations.gov your email
address will be automatically captured
and included as part of the comment
that is placed in the public docket and
made available on the Internet. If you
submit an electronic comment, EPA
recommends that you include your
name and other contact information in
the body of your comment and with any
disk or CD-ROM you submit. If EPA
cannot read your comment due to
technical difficulties and cannot contact
you for clarification, EPA may not be
able to consider your comment.
Electronic files should avoid the use of
special characters, any form of
encryption, and be free of any defects or
viruses.

Docket: All documents in the docket
are listed in the www.regulations.gov
index. Although listed in the index,
some information is not publicly
available, e.g., CBI or other information

whose disclosure is restricted by statute.
Certain other material, such as
copyrighted material, will be publicly
available only in hard copy. Publicly
available docket materials are available
either electronically in
www.regulations.gov or in hard copy at
the Environmental Protection Agency,
Region 5, Air and Radiation Division, 77
West Jackson Boulevard, Chicago,
Illinois 60604. This facility is open from
8:30 a.m. to 4:30 p.m., Monday through
Friday, excluding Federal holidays. We
recommend that you telephone Charles
Hatten, Environmental Engineer, (312)
886—6031 before visiting the Region 5
office.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Charles Hatten, Environmental

Engineer, Control Strategies Section, Air

Programs Branch (AR-18]),

Environmental Protection Agency,

Region 5, 77 West Jackson Boulevard,

Chicago, Illinois 60604, (312) 886—6031,

hatten.charles@epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Throughout this document whenever

“we,” “us,” or “our” is used, we mean

EPA. This supplementary information

section is arranged as follows:

I. What is the background for this action?

A. When did the State submit the SIP
revision to EPA?
B. Did Illinois hold public hearings on this

SIP revision?

II. What is EPA approving?

III. What is EPA’s analysis of the SIP
revision?

IV. What action is EPA taking today?

V. Statutory and Executive Order Reviews.

I. What is the background for this
action?

A. When did the State submit the SIP
revision to EPA?

The Illinois EPA submitted a revision
to the Illinois SIP to EPA for approval
on July 3, 2013. The SIP revision
updates the definition of VOM or VOC
at 35 IAC Part 211, Subpart B, Section
211.7150(a).

B. Did Illinois hold public hearings on
this SIP revision?

The Illinois Pollution Control Board
(Board) held a public hearing on the
proposed SIP revision on December 20,
2012. The Board received no public
comments.

II. What is EPA approving?

EPA is approving an Illinois SIP
revision that updates the definition of
VOM or VOC at 35 IAC Part 211 to add
HFO-1234ze to the list of excluded
compounds at 35 IAC 211.7150(a).
Nlinois EPA took this action based on
EPA’s 2012 rulemaking in which EPA
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determined that this compound has
negligible photochemical reactivity in
the formation of tropospheric ozone,
and thus, should be excluded from the
definition of VOC codified at 40 CFR
51.100(s). (See 77 FR 37614, June 22,
2012.)

III. What is EPA’s analysis of the SIP
revision?

In 2009, EPA received a petition
asking EPA to exempt HFO-1234ze
from the definition of VOC. Based on
the level of reactivity of this chemical
compound, EPA concluded that this
compound makes a negligible
contribution to tropospheric ozone
formation (77 FR 37610, June 22, 2012).
Therefore, on June 22, 2012, EPA
amended 40 CFR 51.100(s)(1) to exclude
HFO-1234ze from the definition of VOC
for purposes of preparing SIPs to attain
the national ambient air quality
standard for ozone under title I of the
Clean Air Act (77 FR 37610). EPA’s
action became effective on July 23,
2012. Illinois EPA’s SIP revision is
consistent with EPA’s action amending
the definition of VOC at 40 CFR
51.100(s).

IV. What action is EPA taking today?

EPA is approving a revision to the
Nlinois SIP which is consistent with
EPA’s 2012 action revising the
definition of VOC. The Illinois SIP
revision adds HFO-1234ze to the list of
chemical compounds considered
exempt from the definition of VOM or
VOC at 35 IAC 211.7150(a).

We are publishing this action without
prior proposal because we view this as
a noncontroversial amendment and
anticipate no adverse comments.
However, in the proposed rules section
of this Federal Register publication, we
are publishing a separate document that
will serve as the proposal to approve the
state plan if relevant adverse written
comments are filed. This rule will be
effective January 27, 2014 without
further notice unless we receive relevant
adverse written comments by December
26, 2013. If we receive such comments,
we will withdraw this action before the
effective date by publishing a
subsequent document that will
withdraw the final action. All public
comments received will then be
addressed in a subsequent final rule
based on the proposed action. The EPA
will not institute a second comment
period. Any parties interested in
commenting on this action should 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. If we do not receive
any comments, this action will be
effective January 27, 2014.

V. Statutory and Executive Order
Reviews

Under the Clean Air Act, the
Administrator is required to approve a
SIP submission that complies with the
provisions of the Clean Air Act and
applicable Federal regulations. 42
U.S.C. 7410(k); 40 CFR 52.02(a). Thus,
in reviewing SIP submissions, EPA’s
role is to approve state choices,
provided that they meet the criteria of
the Clean Air Act. Accordingly, this
action merely approves state law as
meeting Federal requirements and does
not impose additional requirements
beyond those imposed by state law. For
that reason, this action:

¢ Is not a “‘significant regulatory
action” subject to review by the Office
of Management and Budget under
Executive Order 12866 (58 FR 51735,
October 4, 1993);

¢ Does not impose an information
collection burden under the provisions
of the Paperwork Reduction Act (44
U.S.C. 3501 et seq.);

e Is certified as not having a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities
under the Regulatory Flexibility Act
(5 U.S.C. 601 et seq.);

¢ Does not contain any unfunded
mandate or significantly or uniquely
affect small governments, as described
in the Unfunded Mandates Reform Act
of 1995 (Pub. L. 104-4);

¢ Does not have Federalism
implications as specified in Executive
Order 13132 (64 FR 43255, August 10,
1999);

¢ Is not an economically significant
regulatory action based on health or
safety risks subject to Executive Order
13045 (62 FR 19885, April 23, 1997);

e Is not a significant regulatory action
subject to Executive Order 13211 (66 FR
28355, May 22, 2001);

¢ Is not subject to requirements of
Section 12(d) of the National
Technology Transfer and Advancement
Act of 1995 (15 U.S.C. 272 note) because
application of those requirements would
be inconsistent with the Clean Air Act;
and

¢ Does not provide EPA with the
discretionary authority to address, as
appropriate, disproportionate human
health or environmental effects, using
practicable and legally permissible
methods, under Executive Order 12898
(59 FR 7629, February 16, 1994).

In addition, this rule does not have
tribal implications as specified by

Executive Order 13175 (65 FR 67249,
November 9, 2000), because the SIP is
not approved to apply in Indian country
located in the state, and EPA notes that
it will not impose substantial direct
costs on tribal governments or preempt
tribal law.

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. EPA will submit a
report containing this action 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. A major rule
cannot take effect until 60 days after it
is published in the Federal Register.
This action is not a ““major rule” as
defined by 5 U.S.C. 804(2).

Under section 307(b)(1) of the Clean
Air Act, petitions for judicial review of
this action must be filed in the United
States Court of Appeals for the
appropriate circuit by January 27, 2014.
Filing a petition for reconsideration by
the Administrator of this final rule does
not affect the finality of this action for
the purposes of judicial review nor does
it extend the time within which a
petition for judicial review may be filed,
and shall not postpone the effectiveness
of such rule or action. Parties with
objections to this direct final rule are
encouraged to file a comment in
response to the parallel notice of
proposed rulemaking for this action
published in the proposed rules section
of today’s Federal Register, rather than
file an immediate petition for judicial
review of this direct final rule, so that
EPA can withdraw this direct final rule
and address the comment in the
proposed rulemaking. This action may
not be challenged later in proceedings to
enforce its requirements. (See section

307(b)(2).)

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52
Environmental protection, Air

pollution control, Incorporation by

reference, Ozone, Volatile organic
compound.

Dated: October 17, 2013.
Susan Hedman,
Regional Administrator, Region 5.

40 CFR part 52 is amended as follows:
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PART 52—APPROVAL AND
PROMULGATION OF
IMPLEMENTATION PLANS

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

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

m 2. Section 52.720 is amended by
adding paragraph (c)(197) to read as
follows:

§52.720 Identification of plan.
* * * * *
(C) * *x %

(197) On July 3, 2013, Illinois
submitted revised regulations that are
consistent with 40 CFR 51.100(s)(1). The
Compound trans-1,3,3,3-tetra-
flouropropene (HFO-1234ze) was added
to the list of negligibly reactive
compounds excluded from the
definition of ““Volatile Organic Material
(VOM)” or “Volatile Organic Compound
(VOC)” at 35 TAC 211.7150(a).

(i) Incorporation by reference. Illinois
Administrative Code Title 35:
Environmental Protection; Subtitle B:
Air Pollution; Chapterl: Pollution
Control Board; Subchapter C: Emission
Standards and Limitations for
Stationary Sources; Part 211: Definitions
and General Provisions, Section
211.7150: Volatile Organic Matter
(VOM) or Volatile Organic Compound
(VOC), Subsection 211.7150(a). Effective
February 4, 2013.

[FR Doc. 2013—-27709 Filed 11-25-13; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

47 CFR Parts 1, 22, 27, 73, and 74
[MM Docket No. 93—-177; FCC 13-115]

An Inquiry Into the Commission’s
Policies and Rules Regarding AM
Radio Service Directional Antenna
Performance Verification

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Final rule; correction.

SUMMARY: The Federal Communications
Commission (Commission) is correcting
final rules that appeared in the Federal
Register of 78 FR 66288, November 5,
2013. The document issued final rules
that establish a single protection scheme
for tower construction and modification
near AM tower arrays and designate
“moment method” computer modeling
as the principal means of determining
whether a nearby tower affects an AM
radiation pattern. This correction makes
no change to the substance of the rules.

DATES: Effective December 5, 2013,
except for amendments to 47 CFR
1.30002, 1.30003, 1.30004, 73.875,
73.1675, and 73.1690, which contain
new and revised information collection
requirements that have not been
approved by the Office of Management
and Budget (OMB). The Commission
will publish a document in the Federal
Register announcing the effective date.

Applicability date: The applicability
date of the amendments to 47 CFR
1.30000, 1.30001, 22.371, 27.63, 73.45,
73.316, 73.685, 73.1692, 73.6025, and
74.1237 is indefinitely delayed. The
FCC will publish a document in the
Federal Register announcing the
applicability date.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Peter Doyle, Chief, Media Bureau,
Audio Division, (202) 418-2700 or
Peter.Doyle@fcc.gov; or Susan Crawford,
Assistant Division Chief, Media Bureau,
Audio Division, (202) 418-2700 or
Susan.Crawford@fcc.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
document makes the following
correction to the final rules published
November 5, 2013, 78 FR 66288 in FR
Doc. 2013-24139:

On page 66295, correct amendatory
instruction 2 and its corresponding
subpart heading to read as follows:

m 2. Add Subpart BB to part 1, to read
as follows:

Subpart BB—Disturbance of AM
Broadcast Station Antenna Patterns

* * * * *

Federal Communications Commission.
Marlene H. Dortch,
Secretary
[FR Doc. 2013-28234 Filed 11-25-13; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6712-01-P

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

47 CFR Part 90
[WP Docket No. 07-100; FCC 13-52]

Private Land Mobile Radio Stations
Below 800 MHz

AGENCY: Final rule; announcement of
effective date.

SUMMARY: In this document, the
Commission announces the approval of
the Commission’s revised rules in the
Fifth Report and Order, WP Docket No.
07-100, FCC 13-52, to the extent it
contained information collection
requirements that required approval by
the Office of Management and Budget
(OMB). These requirements were
approved on October 28, 2013. This

notice is consistent with the Fifth
Report and Order, which stated that the
Commission would publish a document
in the Federal Register announcing the
effective date of those rules.

DATES: 47 CFR 90.187 and 47 CFR
90.425 published at 78 FR 28749, May
16, 2013, are effective November 26,
2013.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Scot
Stone, Federal Communications
Commission, Wireless
Telecommunications Bureau, 445 12th
St. SW., Washington, DC 20554 at (202)
418-0638.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
document announces that on, May 16,
2013, OMB approved, for a period of
three years, the revised information
collection requirements relating to the
Amendment of part 90 of the
Commission’s rules, FCC 13-52,
published at 78 FR 28749, May 16,
2013. The OMB control number 3060—
0599. The Commission publishes this
notice as an announcement of the
effective date of the rules.

To request materials in accessible
formats for people with disabilities
(Braille, large print, electronic files,
audio format), send an email to fcc504@
fcc.gov or call the Consumer and
Governmental Affairs Bureau at (202)
418-0530 (voice), (202) 418—0432
(TTY).

Synopsis

As required by the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995 (44 U.S.C. 3507),
the FCC is notifying the public that it
received final OMB approval on October
28, 2013, for the information collection
requirements contained in the
modifications to the Commission’s rules
in 47 CFR part 90.

Under 5 CFR part 1320, an agency
may not conduct or sponsor a collection
of information unless it displays a
current, valid OMB Control Number.

No person shall be subject to any
penalty for failing to comply with a
collection of information subject to the
Paperwork Reduction Act that does not
display a current, valid OMB Control
Number. The OMB Control Number is
3060-0599.

The foregoing notice is required by
the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995,
Public Law 104-13, October 1, 1995,
and 44 U.S.C. 3507.

The total annual reporting burdens
and costs for the respondents are as
follows:

OMB Control Number: 3060-0599.

OMB Approval Date: October 28,
2013.

OMB Expiration Date: October 31,
2016.
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Title: Section 90.187, Trunking in the
Bands Between 150 and 512 MHz; and
Sections 90.425 and 90.647, Station
Identification.

Form Number: N/A.

Respondents: Business or other for-
profit entities and state, local or tribal
government.

Number of Respondents: 6,679
respondents; 6,679 responses.

Estimated Time per Response: .25
hours to 3 hours.

Frequency of Response: On occasion
reporting requirement.

Obligation to Respond: Required to
obtain or retain benefits. Statutory
authority for this information collection
is contained in 47 U.S.C. 154(i), 309(j)
and 332 of the Communications Act of
1934, as amended.

Total Annual Burden: 8,231 hours.
Total Annual Cost: None.

Privacy Impact Assessment: No
impact(s).

Nature and Extent of Confidentiality:
There is no need for confidentiality with
this collection of information.

Needs and Uses: On April 18 2013,
the Commission in a Fifth Report and
Order, FCC 13-52, adopted changes to
47 CFR 90.425 of the Commission’s
rules to allow Private Land Mobile
Radio (PLMR) licensees in the bands
between 150 and 512 MHz that are
licensed on an exclusive basis to
transmit station identification
information in digital format, on the
condition that the licensee will provide
the Commission with information
sufficient to decode the digital
transmission to ascertain the call sign
transmitted. However, this gives a new
group of licensee stations (PLMRs) an
option regarding the method of
transmission of required call sign
information; it modifies the existing
burden, and slightly increase the in-
house cost burden—specifically the cost
associated with providing the
Commission sufficient information to
decode the transmission—unless they
choose the digital transmission option.
Finally, the other part of this revision is
adding one additional rule section
which is 90.187 to this existing
information collection.

Federal Communications Commission.
Marlene H. Dortch,

Secretary, Office of the Secretary, Office of
Managing Director.

[FR Doc. 2013—-28320 Filed 11-25-13; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6712-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

50 CFR Part 635
[Docket No. 130402317-3966-02]
RIN 0648-XC611

Atlantic Highly Migratory Species;
2014 Atlantic Shark Commercial
Fishing Seasons

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.

ACTION: Final rule; fishing season
notification.

SUMMARY: This final rule establishes
opening dates and adjusts quotas for the
2014 fishing season for the Atlantic
commercial shark fisheries. The quota
adjustments are based on over- and/or
underharvests experienced during 2013
and previous fishing seasons. In
addition, NMFS establishes season
opening dates based on adaptive
management measures to provide, to the
extent practicable, fishing opportunities
for commercial shark fishermen in all
regions and areas. These actions could
affect fishing opportunities for
commercial shark fishermen in the
northwestern Atlantic Ocean, including
the Gulf of Mexico and Caribbean Sea.
DATES: This rule is effective on January
1, 2014. The 2014 Atlantic commercial
shark fishing season opening dates and
quotas are provided in Table 1 under
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION.
ADDRESSES: Highly Migratory Species
Management Division, 1315 East-West
Highway, Silver Spring, MD 20910.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Gu}'l
DuBeck or Karyl Brewster-Geisz at 301—
427-8503.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

The Atlantic commercial shark
fisheries are managed under the
authority of the Magnuson-Stevens
Fishery Conservation and Management
Act (Magnuson-Stevens Act). The 2006
Consolidated Highly Migratory Species
(HMS) Fishery Management Plan (FMP)
and its amendments are implemented
by regulations at 50 CFR part 635. For
the Atlantic commercial shark fisheries,
the 2006 Consolidated HMS FMP and
its amendments established, among
other things, commercial quotas for
species and management groups,
accounting measures for under- and
overharvests for the shark fisheries, and
adaptive management measures such as

flexible opening dates for the fishing
season and inseason adjustments to
shark trip limits, which provide
management flexibility in furtherance of
equitable fishing opportunities, to the
extent practicable, for commercial shark
fishermen in all regions and areas.

On August 23, 2013 (78 FR 52487),
NMEFS published a rule proposing the
2014 opening dates for the Atlantic
commercial shark fisheries and quotas
based on shark landings information as
of July 16, 2013. The proposed rule also
considered using adaptive management
measures such as flexible opening dates
for the fishing seasons (§ 635.27(b)(3))
and inseason adjustments to shark trip
limits (§ 635.24(a)(8)) to provide
flexibility in furtherance of equitable
fishing opportunities, to the extent
practicable, for commercial shark
fishermen in all regions and areas. The
August 2013 proposed rule contains
details regarding the proposal and how
the quotas were calculated that are not
repeated here. The comment period on
the proposed rule ended on September
23, 2013.

During the comment period, NMFS
received more than 500 written and oral
comments on the proposed rule. Those
comments, along with the Agency’s
responses, are summarized below. As
further detailed in the Response to
Comments section, after considering all
the comments, NMFS is opening the
fishing seasons for all shark
management groups except the
aggregated LCS and hammerhead shark
management groups in the Atlantic
region on January 1, 2014, as proposed
in the August 23, 2013, proposed rule.
The aggregated LCS and hammerhead
shark management groups in the
Atlantic region will open on June 1,
2014, which is a change from the
proposed rule. Also, some of the quotas
have changed since the proposed rule
based on updated landings information
as of October 18, 2013.

This final rule serves as notification of
the 2014 opening dates of the Atlantic
commercial shark fisheries and 2014
quotas, based on shark landings updates
as of October 18, 2013, pursuant to
§635.27(b)(1)(i) through (b)(1)(x). This
action does not change the annual base
commercial quotas established under
Amendments 2, 3, and 5a to the 2006
Consolidated HMS FMP for any shark
management group. Any such changes
would be performed through a separate
action. Rather, this action adjusts the
annual base commercial quotas based
on over- and/or underharvests that
occurred in 2013 and previous fishing
seasons, consistent with existing
regulations.
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Response to Comments

NMFS received comments from more
than 500 fishermen, dealers, and other
interested parties on the proposed rule.
All written comments can be found at
http://www.regulations.gov/ and by
searching for RIN 0648—XC611.

A. LCS Management Group Comments

Comment 1: NMFS received more
than 350 comments regarding the
proposed opening date for the
aggregated LCS and hammerhead
management groups in the Atlantic
region. Some fishermen from the
southern portion of the Atlantic region
requested an opening date from May 1
through May 31. These commenters
stated that NMFS should delay the
opening date to help protect the
pupping of sharks off the coast of
Florida. These commenters generally
would prefer the opportunity to fish for
sharks in October through December
because they participate in other
fisheries at the beginning of the year,
and prefer to save the shark quota for
later in the year when there are no other
fisheries open in Florida. Other
constituents requested that the proposed
aggregated LCS opening date in the
Atlantic region be changed to July 1 to
reduce fishing pressure on the lemon
shark aggregation in southern Florida.
These commenters stated that: NMFS
should protect this area from December
through April due to lemon shark
pupping; NMFS has not fully
considered all of the information when
choosing the opening dates since the
proposed opening date would have
negative effects on the lemon shark
aggregation; tagging data and scuba
diving observations suggested the
aggregated lemon shark population is
experiencing a decline since regulations
implemented to protect sandbar sharks
have increased fishing pressure on this
species and other sharks; commercial
fishermen targeted the lemon shark
aggregation in 2013; Enric Cortes, a
NOAA scientist, stated in a publication
that lemon sharks are the most
vulnerable of all LCS species, based on
several standard criteria; and NMFS
needs to consider the socioeconomic
benefit of the shark aggregation to eco-
tourists beyond the benefits to
commercial fishermen only. The
Atlantic States Marine Fisheries
Commission (ASMFC) expressed
concerns that the proposed January 1
opening date could result in closing the
fishery earlier in the year due to the
quota linkages and would not provide
equitable fishing opportunities for
fishermen located in the northern
portion of the Atlantic region. The

Commonwealth of Virginia also
expressed their concerns about the
proposed opening date of January 1 and
the potential impacts on the mid-
Atlantic commercial shark fishermen
should the quotas be reached
prematurely in the year.

Response: NMFS evaluates a range of
criteria (§ 635.27(b)(3)) before choosing
an opening date. These include: (1) The
available annual quotas for the current
fishing season for the different species/
management groups based on any over-
and/or underharvests experienced
during the previous commercial shark
fishing seasons; (2) estimated season
length based on available quota(s) and
average weekly catch rates of different
species and/or management group from
the previous years; (3) length of the
season for the different species and/or
management group in the previous years
and whether fishermen were able to
participate in the fishery in those years;
(4) variations in seasonal distribution,
abundance, or migratory patterns of the
different species/management groups
based on scientific and fishery
information; (5) effects of catch rates in
one part of a region precluding vessels
in another part of that region from
having a reasonable opportunity to
harvest a portion of the different species
and/or management quotas; (6) effects of
the adjustment on accomplishing the
objectives of the 2006 Consolidated
HMS FMP and its amendments; and/or,
(7) effects of a delayed opening with
regard to fishing opportunities in other
fisheries. After evaluating the opening
fishing season criteria and reviewing the
public comments, NMFS has
determined that changing the opening
date to June 1 would promote equitable
fishing opportunities in the Atlantic
region. This date should allow
fishermen in the northern portion of the
Atlantic region the opportunity to fish
starting in June while still providing
fishing opportunities for fishermen in
the southern portion of the Atlantic
region later in the year. NMFS responds
to the concerns as articulated in
Comment 1 in further detail below.

Regarding the comments from some
fishermen from the southern portion of
the Atlantic region—who preferred a
delayed opening for the Atlantic
aggregated LCS and hammerhead shark
fisheries since that would likely avoid
the shark pupping season and ensure
potential fishing opportunities later in
the year (October through December)
based on fishing rates from 2013—
NMEF'S agrees that a delay would
provide potential fishing opportunities
later in the year.

Many commenters indicated that
NMFS should delay the opening to

protect shark pupping. While delaying
the fishing season might overlap with
the lemon shark pupping off of southern
Florida—because most sharks pup in
shallow waters (which are found in state
waters, not Federal waters) and the
potential nursery area mentioned by
commenters is found in Florida state
waters (which are already closed to the
two primary commercial shark gears—
bottom longline and gillnet)—the
opening dates for Federal shark fishing
seasons has little impact on shark
pupping seasons in most areas. NMFS
has worked and will continue to work
with Atlantic coastal states and Regional
Fishery Management Councils and
Interstate Marine Fisheries
Commissions to protect shark nursery
and pupping areas.

Regarding the comment that lemon
sharks were experiencing overfishing in
a certain area off of Florida, NMFS
cannot determine if the lemon shark
population has declined in recent years
based on the study and data submitted
in the public comments and is not
aware of a complete stock assessment
showing a decline in the stock. The data
provided by commenters did not
include information on a number of
relevant biological (e.g., water
temperature, water quality due to rain
run-off, migration patterns) and other
(e.g., number of sharks tagged each year,
the battery life of tags, location of all of
the receivers) factors. These factors
could have contributed to the decline in
lemon sharks that was observed in the
data and by scuba divers in the south
Florida area. NMFS cannot make a
determination using the data provided.
Nonetheless, NMFS reviewed current
data regarding lemon sharks to examine
the concerns raised in the comments.
Based on 2013 dealer data, lemon sharks
were not targeted in or around Florida
waters by commercial fishermen.
Dealers reported that Florida-based
fishermen landed approximately 3.5 mt
dw (7,619 1b dw) of lemon sharks in
2013. The total landings of lemon sharks
reported landed in 2013 accounted for
approximately 4 percent of the total
landings of aggregated LCS in the
Atlantic region, which is comparable to
past fishing years.

Regarding the comment that Dr. Enric
Cortés published a paper indicating
lemon sharks were declining: Dr. Cortés
and colleagues gave a presentation at
the 2008 annual meeting of the
American Elasmobranch Society
entitled “Productivity and
Susceptibility Analysis of Atlantic
sharks” where lemon sharks had the
highest vulnerability score (a
combination of stock productivity and
susceptibility to fisheries) of all Atlantic
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shark species included in the analysis.
However, it was noted that the analysis
was preliminary and that the high score
for the lemon shark was mostly driven
by a very high susceptibility score (the
product of four components:
Availability, encounterability,
selectivity, and post-capture mortality),
which in turn was a result of assuming
the maximum value of 100% for the
encounterability, selectivity, and post-
capture mortality components. The
study was never published and should
thus be interpreted with caution and not
considered final.

Some commenters felt that NMFS
should consider the benefits of eco-
tourism when proposing shark fishing
season opening dates. While shark
aggregations may benefit eco-tourism,
this factor is not one of the specific
criteria NMFS uses to establish opening
dates. Rather, NMFS establishes
commercial fishing quotas based on the
best available science in order to rebuild
overfished fisheries, prevent
overfishing, and achieve optimum yield.
NMFS may consider ecotourism benefits
when setting fishing season opening
dates in the future.

Regarding the requests by ASMFC and
the Commonwealth of Virginia to delay
the opening of the aggregated LCS and
hammerhead shark management groups
in the Atlantic region to allow equitable
fishing opportunities given the
migration of sharks along the coast
throughout the year, NMFS agrees that
opening the fisheries later in the year
could provide more equitable fishing
opportunities without negative
ecological impacts on shark stocks.

Comment 2: Regarding the proposed
opening date for the blacktip shark,
aggregated LCS, and hammerhead shark
management groups in the Gulf of
Mexico region, one commenter
requested an opening date of March 5 to
coincide with the religious holiday of
Lent and a closure for the fishery on
July 1 before the State of Louisiana re-
opens their state-waters for these sharks.
Another commenter requested opening
dates ranging from May 15 through May
31 each year to protect the pupping of
various LCS stocks.

Response: Taking into consideration
the opening criteria (§ 635.27(b)(3)),
NMEFS has determined that keeping the
proposed opening date of January 1 for
the blacktip shark, aggregated LCS, and
hammerhead shark management groups
in the Gulf of Mexico region promotes
equitable fishing opportunities
throughout this region. NMFS
considered the length of the season for
the different species and/or
management groups in 2012 and 2013,
and whether fishermen were able to

participate in the fishery in those years
(§635.27(b)(3)(iii)). Since the State of
Louisiana has a state-water closure from
April 1 through June 30 (pupping
season) and opens and closes with the
Federal shark fisheries, opening the
season in March might not give all
fishermen in the region an equitable
opportunity to harvest the quota. NMFS
agrees that management measures to
protect nursery areas of the various LCS
stocks are important, but does not
believe that closing the entire region
until May is warranted at this time.
Sharks are broadly distributed as adults,
but have been found to utilize specific
estuaries as pupping and nursery areas
in state-waters during pupping seasons
and throughout their neonate (newborn)
and young-of-the-year life stages. As
described above, the State of Louisiana
closes state-waters for this reason and
the State of Florida has already closed
its waters to the two primary
commercial shark gears. Given the
limited degree of nursery and pupping
areas in Federal waters, NMFS will
continue to work with Gulf coastal
states and Regional Fishery
Management Councils and Interstate
Marine Fisheries Commissions. In
regard to closing on July 1, under
§635.28(b)(2), NMFS closes each
management group or linked
management groups when landings
have reached or are projected to reach
80 percent of the quota. NMFS does not
decide upon the closure date before the
fishery opens.

Comment 3: NMFS received
comments from the ASMFC in
opposition of more restrictive retention
limits throughout the season to address
unequal quota distribution stating that
fishermen use non-sandbar LCS to
supplement the total trip landings;
therefore, any adjustment to the trip
limit could reduce their economic
success.

Response: As described in the
proposed rule for this action, NMFS
plans to implement the adaptive
management measures that were
finalized in the 2011 shark season rule
(75 FR 76302; December 8, 2010) to
adjust, via inseason actions, the
retention limit for non-sandbar LCS.
Specifically, if the quota is being
harvested quickly and NMFS calculates
that the fishermen in the northern
portion of the region have not yet had
an opportunity to fish for aggregated
LCS and hammerhead sharks because
the sharks have not migrated to that
area, NMFS may reduce the trip limit to
slow fishing (e.g., change the trip limit
from 36 sharks to 15 sharks or even 0
sharks) and then increase the limit again
when NMFS estimates that the sharks

have migrated north. Similarly, under
the opening date in this final rule, if the
quota is being landed quickly and
NMEFS calculates the fishermen in the
southern portion of the region have not
yet had an opportunity to fish because
the sharks remain north, NMFS may
reduce the trip limit to slow fishing
until the sharks migrate further south.
This process should ensure equitable
fishing opportunities for all fishermen
along the Atlantic coast while
accommodating fishermen’s requests
from both the southern and northern
portions of the Atlantic region. NMFS
did not need to use these measures in
2013, when the fishery opened on
January 1, but may in the future
depending on catch rates. Given real-
time quota monitoring, along with the
inseason trip limit adjustment, NMFS
has flexibility to further opportunities
for all fishermen in all regions, to the
extent practicable, while also ensuring
that quotas are not exceeded.

B. SCS Management Group Comments

Comment 4: NMFS received
comments on the proposed opening date
for the non-blacknose SCS and
blacknose shark management groups.
Some commenters supported the
January 1 opening date, while ASMFC
expressed concerns with the January 1
opening date as it could impact
fishermen in the northern portion of the
Atlantic region and cause the entire
fishery to close earlier in the year due
to the blacknose shark quota linkage.

Response: NMFS has determined that
opening the SCS fishery on January 1,
2014, promotes equitable fishing
opportunities throughout the Atlantic
and Gulf of Mexico regions by allowing
fishermen throughout the regions an
opportunity to fish on non-blacknose
SCS. NMFS made this decision after
considering the opening criteria,
particularly the length of the season for
the different species and/or
management groups in 2012 and 2013,
and whether fishermen were able to
participate in the fishery in those years
(§635.27(b)(3)(iii)). The non-blacknose
SCS and blacknose shark management
groups have remained open all year in
previous fishing seasons, except for in
2010 and 2013. In 2010, these fisheries
closed on November 2 (75 FR 67251),
and in 2013, the management groups in
the Atlantic region closed on September
30, 2013 (78 FR 59878). Both times were
in the first year of new management
measures of Amendment 3 and 5a to the
2006 Consolidated HMS FMP and both
times were in the later part of the year
after all fishermen throughout the
Atlantic had had an opportunity to fish
for SCS. NMFS linked these quotas due
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to concerns regarding the incidental
harvest of blacknose sharks, which is
overfished, while fishermen were
targeting non-blacknose SCS. During the
Amendment 3 to the 2006 Consolidated
HMS FMP rulemaking process,
fishermen indicated that they could
avoid catching blacknose sharks when
fishing for non-blacknose sharks. NMFS
agreed with that comment. As such, as
long as fishermen avoid catching
blacknose sharks, which NMFS has
encouraged, the non-blacknose shark
fishery should remain open. For more
information on these comments and
NMFS’s response, see the Amendment 3
to the 2006 Consolidated HMS FMP
final rule (75 FR 30484; June 1, 2010).

Comment 5: NMFS received several
comments supporting the proposal to
split the blacknose shark overharvest
over 5 years.

Response: Based on public comment,
NMEFS has decided to spread the
overharvest over 5 years to reduce the
impacts to commercial fishermen due to
the blacknose-SCS quota linkage. In the
proposed rule, NMFS explained that
late dealer reports indicated the 2012
blacknose shark quota was exceeded by
18 percent, or 3.5 mt dw, after the final
rule establishing quotas for the 2013
shark season was published (77 FR
75896; December 26, 2012). Amendment
5a to the 2006 Consolidated HMS FMP
(78 FR 40318; July 3, 2013), among other
things, established Atlantic and Gulf of
Mexico regional quotas for blacknose
sharks, and in this final rule, NMFS
split the total overharvest between the
Atlantic and Gulf of Mexico regions
based on the percent of landings of
blacknose sharks reported in each
region and spread the overharvest over
5 years. Therefore, NMFS will adjust the
annual Atlantic non-blacknose shark
management group by 0.5 mt dw to 17.5
mt dw, and the annual Gulf of Mexico
blacknose shark management group by
0.2 mt dw to 1.8 mt dw, for the next 5
years (e.g., 2014—2018, inclusive). If the
adjusted quotas continue to be
overharvested, the overharvested
amount will be further reduced from the
adjusted annual quotas in future fishing
seasons.

C. General Comments

Comment 6: Commenters supported
the conservation aspects of this rule
(e.g., monitoring quotas, restricting
fishing, etc.).

Response: Management of the Atlantic
shark fisheries is based on the best
available science to rebuild or maintain
overfished or maintain shark stocks and
prevent overfishing. The 2014 shark
season rule establishes commercial
quotas based on over- and underharvest

in 2013 and previous fishing seasons,
and sets the opening dates for each
management group. This rulemaking
implements previously adopted
measures with adjustments, as specified
in the 2006 Consolidated HMS FMP and
its amendments and the Environmental
Assessment (EA) that accompanied the
2011 shark quota specifications rule (75
FR 76302; December 8, 2010).

Comment 7: NMFS received
comments to implement more
regulations in Federal waters to protect
lemon sharks and stop all shark fishing.

Response: This comment is outside
the scope of this rulemaking. The
purpose of this rulemaking is to adjust
quotas based on over- and
underharvests from the previous year
and opening dates for the 2014 shark
season. Management of the Atlantic
shark fisheries is based on the best
available science to maintain or rebuild
overfished shark stocks. The final rule
does not reanalyze the overall
management measures for sharks, which
were analyzed in Amendments 2, 3, and
5a to the 2006 Consolidated HMS FMP,
nor does this rule review the stock
status of lemon sharks and consider
measures for lemon sharks to implement
rebuilding or prevent overfishing, if
needed. NMFS is considering shark
management measures, including those
to rebuild shark stocks or prevent
overfishing, in other upcoming
rulemakings such as Amendments 5b
and 6 to the 2006 Consolidated HMS
FMP. As stated above, NMFS needs
more information regarding lemon shark
status before considering management
measures that are specifically designed
to either prevent overfishing and/or
rebuild that stock.

Comment 8: NMFS received
comments about the underharvest of
sandbar shark quota. These constituents
would prefer NMFS to allow
commercial landings of sandbar sharks
from outside of the shark research
fishery.

Response: This comment is outside
the scope of this rulemaking. In
Amendment 5a to the 2006
Consolidated HMS FMP, NMF'S stated
that sandbar sharks are still overfished,
but overfishing is no longer occurring.
Because of the positive results from the
stock assessment, NMFS decided to
maintain the current sandbar shark
rebuilding plan, including regulations
prohibiting possession of sandbar sharks
in commercial and recreational shark
fisheries. NMFS may re-analyze the
sandbar shark regulations as part of the
upcoming Amendment 6 to the 2006
Consolidated HMS FMP or could decide
to review this issue in a separate
rulemaking.

Comment 9: NMFS received several
comments regarding quota linkage and
blacknose shark trip limits. Commenters
requested that NMFS remove the non-
blacknose SCS and blacknose shark
quota linkage, implement no more
linkages between shark management
groups in any future actions, and
establish a trip limit for blacknose
sharks.

Response: This comment is outside
the scope of this rulemaking. As
described above, quota linkages are
designed to prevent incidental mortality
of one species from occurring in another
shark fishery after its management
group has closed. Also, as described
above, in the case of the blacknose and
non-blacknose SCS quota linkage,
NMFS finalized the linkage as part of
Amendment 3 to the 2006 Consolidated
HMS FMP specifically because
fishermen indicated, and NMFS agreed,
that fishermen could target non-
blacknose SCS without catching
blacknose sharks. In Amendment 5a to
the 2006 Consolidated HMS FMP,
NMFS split the blacknose and non-
blacknose quotas into two regions. In
each region, the blacknose shark quota
is linked to the non-blacknose SCS
quota. If blacknose shark landings in
one region trigger a quota closure, the
non-blacknose SCS management group
in that region would close as well. The
quota linkage prevents blacknose shark
mortality in the directed non-blacknose
SCS fishery from occurring after the
blacknose shark quota has been filled.
Preventing this mortality is an
important part of the rebuilding plan for
blacknose sharks. The quota linkage
between blacknose sharks and non-
blacknose SCS management groups,
which has been in effect since 2010, has
only caused the entire SCS fishery to
close twice. Both times were in the first
year of new management measures of
Amendment 3 and 5a to the 2006
Consolidated HMS FMP and both times
were in the later part of the year after
all fishermen throughout the Atlantic
had had an opportunity to fish for SCS.
In Amendment 5a to the 2006
Consolidated HMS FMP, NMFS re-
examined the quota linkage issue and
determined that quota linkages are still
needed and are a useful tool in
rebuilding overfished stocks. If needed,
in future rulemaking actions, NMFS
could decide to re-evaluate the benefit
of linkages and non-linkages for the
management groups and fishery.

Comment 10: NMFS received a
request to replace “underfishing”” with
the concept of the optimum yield as per
National Standard 1 to protect the
fishing communities and businesses.
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Response: This comment is outside
the scope of this rulemaking. As part of
all rulemakings, NMFS analyzes the
consistency with the National Standards
and determined that this final rule
meets all of the National Standards and
other legal requirements. This
rulemaking is consistent with National
Standard 1 because it implements
adjustments to mortality levels based on
over- and underharvest, which is
consistent with the stock assessments.
The shark management group quotas
allow fishermen to harvest optimum
yield for the shark management groups
and allows for rebuilding and
preventing overfishing. As an example,
this rule reduces the Gulf of Mexico
aggregated LCS, blacknose shark and
porbeagle shark quotas due to previous
overharvests to prevent overfishing,
while also providing underharvest
opportunities to harvest the healthy
Gulf of Mexico blacktip shark and non-
blacknose SCS stocks.

Changes From the Proposed Rule

NMFS made 2 types of changes to the
proposed rule as described below.

1. NMFS changed the final Gulf of
Mexico blacktip shark (274.3 mt dw),
Gulf of Mexico aggregated LCS (151.2
mt dw), and porbeagle shark (1.2 mt dw)
quotas based on updated landings
through October 18, 2013. In the
proposed rule, which was based on data
available through July 16, 2013, the

2014 adjusted annual quota for Gulf of
Mexico blacktip shark was proposed to
be 281.9 mt dw (621,416 1b dw). Based
on updated landings data through
October 18, 2013, the Gulf of Mexico
blacktip shark management group was
underharvested by 17.7 mt dw.
Therefore, the 2014 adjusted annual
quota for Gulf of Mexico blacktip shark
is 274.3 mt dw (604,626 1b dw) (256.6
mt dw annual base quota + 17.7 mt dw
2013 underharvest = 274.3 mt dw 2014
adjusted annual quota). The Gulf of
Mexico aggregated LCS management
group was overharvested by 6.2 mt dw
based on landings data through October
18, 2013. Therefore, the 2014 adjusted
annual quota for Gulf of Mexico
aggregated LCS is 151.2 mt dw (333,828
1b dw) (157.5 mt dw annual base
quota—6.2 mt dw 2013 overharvest =
151.2 mt dw 2014 adjusted annual
quota). In the proposed rule, the 2014
adjusted annual quota for porbeagle
sharks was proposed to be 1.3 mt dw
(2,874 Ib dw). Landings data through
October 18, 2013, indicate 54 lb dw of
landings during a closure. Therefore, the
2014 adjusted annual quota for
porbeagle shark is 1.2 mt dw (2,820 1b
dw) (1.7 mt dw annual base quota—0.4
mt dw 2011 and 2012 overharvest —54
Ib dw 2013 landings during closure =
1.2 mt dw 2014 adjusted annual quota).
Landings information beyond October
18, 2013, was not available while NMFS
was writing this rule. This final rule

used the most recent available
information to allow NMFS to properly
analyze the fishery and open the fishery
as proposed on January 1, 2014. Any
landings between October 18 and
December 31, 2013, will be accounted
for in the 2015 shark fisheries quotas, as
appropriate.

2. NMFS changed the opening date
that was proposed for the aggregated
LCS and hammerhead shark
management groups in the Atlantic
region from January 1, 2014 to June 1,
2014. As noted above, NMFS changed
the opening date after considering
public comment in order to promote
more equitable fishing opportunities in
the Atlantic region.

2014 Annual Quotas

This final rule adjusts the commercial
quotas due to over- and/or
underharvests in 2013 and previous
fishing seasons, based on landings data
through October 18, 2013. The 2014
annual quotas by species and species
group are summarized in Table 1. All
dealer reports that are received by
NMEFS after October 18, 2013, will be
used to adjust the 2015 quotas, if
necessary. A description of the quota
calculations is provided in the proposed
rule and is not repeated here. Any
changes are described in the “Changes
from the Proposed Rule” section.

BILLING CODE 3510-22-P



Table 1. 2014 Annual Quotas and Opening Dates for the Atlantic Shark Fisheries. (All quotas and landings are dressed weight (dw), in metric

tons (mt), unless specified otherwise.)

2013 Preliminary 2014 2014
Management Region Annual Quota 2013 Adjustments Base Annual Final Annual Season Opening
Group & (A) Landings ! © Quota Quota Dates
(B) (D) (D+C)
Blacktip Sharks 2 256.6 mt dw 238.9 mt dw 17.7 mt dw 256.6 mt dw 274.3 mt dw
p (565,700 Ib dw) | (526,774 1b dw) (38,926 1b dw) (565,700 1b dw) | (604,626 1b dw)
Gulf of
Aggregated Large Mexico 157.5 mt dw 163.7 mt dw -6.2 mt dw 157.5 mt dw 151.2 mt dw January 1, 2014
Coastal Sharks (347,317 Ibdw) | (360,806 1b dw) (-13,489 1b dw) (347,317 1b dw) | (333,828 b dw)
Hammerhead 25.3 mtdw 10.5 mt dw ) 25.3 mt dw 25.3 mt dw
Sharks (55,722 1b dw) (23,212 b dw) (55,722 1b dw) (55,722 1b dw)
Aggregated Large 168.9 mt dw 147.9 mt dw ) 168.9 mt dw 168.9 mt dw
Coastal Sharks (372,552 1bdw) | (325,996 1b dw) (372,552 1b dw) | (372,552 1b dw)
Atlantic June 1, 2014
Hammerhead 27.1 mtdw 13.4 mt dw ) 27.1 mtdw 27.1 mt dw
Sharks (59,736 1b dw) (29,454 1b dw) (59,736 Ibdw) | (59,736 Ib dw)
Non-Sandbar 50.0 mt dw 10.9 mt dw ) 50.0 mt dw 50.0 mt dw January 1,2014
LCS Research NO [ (110,230 1b dw) (24,008 b dw) (110,230 Ib dw) | (110,230 1b dw)
regiona
quotas
Sandbar Shark 116.6 mt dw 27.9 mt dw ) 116.6 mt dw 116.6 mt dw
Research (257,056 1b dw) (61,525 b dw) (257,056 1b dw) | (257,056 1b dw)
]‘;‘m'ﬁ‘g‘:k“fsle Gulf of 135.7 mt dw 73.8 mt dw 22.8 mt dw 45.5 mt dw 68.3 mt dw
matt L-oasta Mexico | (299,075 Ibdw)> | (162,613 Ib dw) (50,159 1b dw) * (100,317 Ib dw) | (150,476 1b dw)

Sharks 2
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Atlantic 193.5 mt dw 101.7 mt dw 88.0 mt dw 176.1 mt dw 264.1 mt dw
(426,570 Ib dw) * | (224,146 b dw) (194,111 1b dw) * (388,222 Ib dw) | (582,333 1b dw)
Gulf of 2.0 mt dw 0.7 mt dw -0.2 mt dw 2.0 mt dw 1.8 mt dw
Mexico (4,513 Ib dw) (1,574 1b dw) (-437 Ib dw) ° (4,513 Ib dw) (4,076 1b dw)
Blacknose Sharks
Atlantic 18.0 mt dw 15.1 mt dw -0.5 mt dw 18.0 mt dw 17.5 mt dw
(39,749 1b dw) (33,276 b dw) (-1,111 b dw)® (39,749 1b dw) (38,638 1b dw)
Blue Sharks 273.0 mt dw 4.4 mt dw ) 273.0 mt dw 273.0 mt dw
u (601,856 b dw) (9,767 1b dw) (601,856 Ib dw) | (601,856 1b dw)
Porbeagle Sharks NO 0 mt dw = Lmtdw (adj stme-r(l)t.s5 férom 2012 1.7 mt dw 1.2 mt dw
& regional (01b dw) (54 1b dw) éuZOl 3 h (3,748 Ib dw) (2,820 1b dw)
quotas an overharvests)
Pelagic Sharks 488.0 mt dw 488.0 mt dw
488 mt dw 86.6 mt dw
Other Than - (1,075,856 1b (1,075,856 1b
Porbeagle or Blue (1,075,856 1b dw) | (190,902 Ib dw) dw) dw)

""Landings are from January 1, 2013, through October 18, 2013, and are subject to change.

2 Based on stock assessment results, these management groups are considered not overfished and overfishing is not occurring. Thus, NMFS may increase the following year's
base annual quota by an equivalent amount of the underharvest up to 50 percent above the base annual quota.

® Transfer of non-blacknose SCS quota from the Atlantic to the Gulf of Mexico region on September 2, 2013 (78 FR 54195).

* This adjustment accounts for underharvest in 2013. While the total underharvest is 153.7 mt dw, NMFS may account for underharvest only up to 50 percent of the base annual
quota or 110.8 mt dw (244,270 1b dw). Based on regional splits, the Atlantic region (79.5%) would receive 88.0 mt dw of the underharvest amount, while the Gulf of Mexico
(20.5%) would receive 22.8 mt dw. Therefore, the Atlantic non-blacknose SCS adjusted quota would be 264.1 mt dw and the Gulf of Mexico non-blacknose SCS adjusted
would be 68.3 mt dw for the 2014 fishing season.

3 This adjustment accounts for overharvest in 2012. After the final rule establishing the 2012 quotas published, late dealer reports indicated the blacknose shark quota was
overharvested by 3.5 mt dw (7,742 Ib dw). Since Amendment 5a to the 2006 Consolidated HMS FMP established regional quotas, NMFS decided to implement a 5-year
adjustment of the overharvest amount by the percentage of landings in 2012. Thus, NMFS would reduce the Gulf of Mexico blacknose sharks by 0.2 mt dw (437 b dw) and the
Atlantic blacknose sharks by 0.5 mt dw (1,111 Ib dw) for the next 5 years.

© This adjustment accounts for overharvest in 2013 and previous fishing years. In 2013, NMFS did not open the porbeagle shark management group due to overharvest from 2011
and 2012 (2.1 mt dw; 4,622 b dw). This overharvest amount exceeded the 2013 base annual quota by 0.4 mt dw (874 1b dw), therefore, 0.4 mt dw (874 Ib dw) would be
reduced from the 2014 base annual quota. In addition, there was < 0.1 mt dw (54 1b dw) of illegal landing of porbeagle sharks in 2013.

90502
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Fishing Season Notification for the 2014
Atlantic Commercial Shark Fishing
Seasons

Based on the seven “Opening Fishing
Season’ criteria listed in §635.27(b)(3),
the 2014 Atlantic commercial shark
fishing season for the sandbar shark,
Gulf of Mexico blacktip shark, Gulf of
Mexico aggregated LCS, Gulf of Mexico
hammerhead shark, non-blacknose
shark SCS, blacknose shark, blue shark,
porbeagle shark, and pelagic shark
(other than porbeagle or blue sharks)
management groups in the northwestern
Atlantic Ocean, including the Gulf of
Mexico and the Caribbean Sea, will
open on January 1, 2014. The aggregated
LCS and hammerhead shark
management groups in the Atlantic
region will open on June 1, 2014.

All of the shark management groups
would remain open until December 31,
2014, or until NMFS determines that the
fishing season landings for any shark
management group has reached, or is
projected to reach, 80 percent of the
available quota. Additionally, NMFS
has established non-linked and linked
quotas; linked quotas are explicitly
designed to concurrently close multiple
shark management groups that are
caught together to prevent incidental
catch mortality from exceeding the total
allowable catch. At this time, Gulf of
Mexico blacktip and pelagic sharks have
non-linked quotas and can close
without affecting any other management
groups. Consistent with § 635.28(b)(4),
NMFS may close the Gulf of Mexico
blacktip shark management group before
landings reach, or are expected to reach,
80 percent of the quota. The linked
quotas of the species and/or
management groups are Atlantic
hammerhead sharks and Atlantic
aggregated LCS; Gulf of Mexico
hammerhead sharks and Gulf of Mexico
aggregated LCS; Atlantic blacknose and
Atlantic non-blacknose SCS; and Gulf of
Mexico blacknose and Gulf of Mexico
non-blacknose SCS. NMFS will file for
publication with the Office of the
Federal Register a notice of closure for
that shark species, shark management
group including any linked quotas, and/
or region that will be effective no fewer
than 5 days from date of filing. From the
effective date and time of the closure
until NMFS announces, via the
publication of a notice in the Federal
Register, that additional quota is
available and the season is reopened,
the fisheries for the shark species or
management group are closed, even
across fishing years. Before taking any
inseason action, NMFS would consider
the criteria listed at §635.28(b)(4).

Classification

The NMFS Assistant Administrator
has determined that the final rule is
consistent with the 2006 Consolidated
HMS FMP and its amendments, other
provisions of the MSA, and other
applicable law.

This final rule has been determined to
be not significant for purposes of
Executive Order 12866.

In compliance with section 604 of the
Regulatory Flexibility Act (RFA), NMFS
prepared a Final Regulatory Flexibility
Analysis (FRFA) for this final rule,
which analyzed the adjustments to the
Gulf of Mexico blacktip shark, non-
blacknose SCS, blacknose shark, and
porbeagle shark management group
quotas based on over- and/or
underharvests from the previous fishing
season(s). The FRFA analyzes the
anticipated economic impacts of the
final actions and any significant
economic impacts on small entities. The
FRFA is below.

In compliance with section 604(a)(1)
of the Regulatory Flexibility Act, the
purpose of this final rulemaking is,
consistent with the Magnuson-Stevens
Act, to adjust the 2014 annual quotas for
all Atlantic and Gulf of Mexico shark
management groups based on over- and/
or underharvests from the previous
fishing year, where allowable. These
adjustments are being implemented
according to the regulations
implemented for the 2006 Consolidated
HMS FMP and its amendments.

In this rulemaking, NMFS expects
few, if any, economic impacts to
fishermen other than those already
analyzed in the 2006 Consolidated HMS
FMP and its amendments. While there
may be some direct negative economic
impacts associated with the opening
dates for fishermen in certain areas,
there could also be positive effects for
other fishermen in the region. The
opening dates were chosen to allow for
an equitable distribution of the available
quotas among all fishermen across
regions and states, to the extent
practicable.

Section 604(a)(2) of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act requires NMFS to
summarize significant issues raised by
the public in response to the Initial
Regulatory Flexibility Analysis (IRFA), a
summary of NMFS’ assessment of such
issues, and a statement of any changes
made as a result of the comments. The
IRFA was done as part of the proposed
rule for the 2014 Atlantic Commercial
Shark Season Specifications. NMFS did
not receive any comments specific to
the IRFA. However, NMFS received
comments related to the overall
economic impacts of the proposed rule

(see Comments 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 10
above). As described in the response to
those comments relating to the season
opening dates and consistent with
§635.27(b)(3), the opening date for the
Gulf of Mexico blacktip shark, Gulf of
Mexico aggregated LCS, Gulf of Mexico
hammerhead shark, non-blacknose
shark SCS, and blacknose shark
management groups will be
implemented as proposed, while the
opening date for the aggregated LCS and
hammerhead shark management groups
in the Atlantic region will be delayed
until June 1, 2014.

Section 604(a)(3) requires NMFS to
provide an estimate of the number of
small entities to which the rule would
apply. The Small Business
Administration (SBA) has established
size criteria for all major industry
sectors in the United States, including
fish harvesters. Prior to June 20, 2013,

a business involved in fish harvesting
was classified as a small business if it

is independently owned and operated,
is not dominant in its field of operation
(including its affiliates), and has
combined annual receipts not in excess
of $4.0 million (NAICS code 114111,
finfish fishing) for all its affiliated
operations worldwide. In addition, SBA
defined a small charter/party boat entity
(NAICS code 713990, recreational
industries) as one with average annual
receipts of less than $7.0 million. On
June 20, 2013, SBA issued a final rule
revising the small business size
standards for several industries effective
July 22, 2013 (78 FR 37398; June 20,
2013). The rule increased the size
standard for Finfish Fishing from $4.0 to
19.0 million, Shellfish Fishing from $4.0
to 5.0 million, and Other Marine Fishing
from $4.0 to 7.0 million. NMFS has
reviewed the analyses prepared for this
action in light of the new size standards.
Under the former, lower size standards,
all entities subject to this action were
considered small entities, thus they all
would continue to be considered small
under the new standards. NMFS does
not believe that the new size standards
affect analyses prepared for this action.
The final rule would apply to the
approximately 221 directed commercial
shark permit holders (133 in the
Atlantic and 88 in the Gulf of Mexico
regions), 265 incidental commercial
shark permit holders (162 in the
Atlantic and 103 in the Gulf of Mexico
regions), and 97 commercial shark
dealers (65 in the Atlantic and 32 in the
Gulf of Mexico regions) as of October
2013.

Section 604(a)(4) of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act requires NMFS to
describe the projected reporting,
recordkeeping, and other compliance
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requirements of the final rule, including
an estimate of the classes of small
entities which would be subject to the
requirements of the report or record.
None of the actions in this final rule
would result in additional reporting,
recordkeeping, or compliance
requirements beyond those already
analyzed in Amendments 2, 3, and 5a to
the 2006 Consolidated HMS FMP.
Section 604(a)(5) of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act requires NMFS to
describe the steps taken to minimize the
economic impact on small entities
consistent with the stated objectives of
applicable statutes. Additionally, the
Regulatory Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C.
603(c)(1)—(4)) lists four general
categories of “‘significant” alternatives
that would assist an agency in the
development of significant alternatives.
These categories of alternatives are: (1)
Establishment of differing compliance
or reporting requirements or timetables
that take into account the resources
available to small entities; (2)
clarification, consolidation, or
simplification of compliance and
reporting requirements under the rule
for such small entities; (3) use of
performance rather than design
standards; and (4) exemptions from
coverage of the rule for small entities.
In order to meet the objectives of this
rule consistent with the Magnuson-
Stevens Act, NMFS cannot exempt
small entities or change the reporting

requirements only for small entities.
This rulemaking does not establish
management measures to be
implemented, but rather implements
previously adopted and analyzed
measures as adjustments, as specified in
Amendment 2, Amendment 3, and
Amendment 5a to the 2006
Consolidated HMS FMP and the EA for
the 2011 quota specifications rule. Thus,
in this rulemaking, NMFS adjusted the
base quotas established and analyzed in
Amendment 2, Amendment 3, and
Amendment 5a to the 2006
Consolidated HMS FMP by subtracting
the underharvest or adding the
overharvest as allowable, as specified
and allowable in existing regulations.
The adaptive management measures
such as flexible opening dates for the
fishing season and inseason adjustments
to shark trip limits implemented in this
rule are within a range previously
analyzed in the EA with the 2011 quota
specifications rule. Under current
regulations (§ 635.27(b)(2), all shark
fisheries close on December 31 of each
year and do not open until NMFS takes
action, such as this rulemaking to re-
open the fisheries. Thus, not
implementing these management
measures would negatively affect shark
fishermen and related small entities
such as dealers and would also not
provide management the flexibility in
furtherance of equitable fishing
opportunities, to the extent practicable,

for commercial shark fishermen in all
regions and areas. NMFS has limited
flexibility to exercise in carrying out the
measures and quotas in this rule.

Based on the 2013 ex-vessel price,
fully harvesting the unadjusted 2014
Atlantic shark commercial baseline
quotas could result in total fleet
revenues of $4,892,722 (see Table 2).
For the Gulf of Mexico blacktip shark
management group, there would be a
$37,778 gain to the regional fleet in
revenues due to underharvest in 2013.
The non-blacknose SCS management
group would also have a gain in revenue
due to underharvest in 2013. There
would be a $44,165 gain to the Gulf of
Mexico non-blacknose SCS management
group, while the Atlantic non-blacknose
SCS management group could see a
$171,109 gain in revenue. The
adjustment due to the overharvests in
2013 would result in a $13,900 loss to
the regional fleet in revenues in the Gulf
of Mexico aggregated LCS quota. The
adjustment due to the overharvests in
2012 would result in a 5-year quota
reduction for the blacknose shark
management group. There would be a
$599 loss to the Gulf of Mexico
blacknose shark management group,
while there would a $1,124 loss to the
Atlantic blacknose shark management
group. The adjustment due to the
overharvests in 2012 and 2013 would
result in a $1,407 loss to the fleet in
revenues in the porbeagle shark quota.

TABLE 2—AVERAGE EX-VESSEL PRICES PER LB DW FOR EACH SHARK MANAGEMENT GROUP, 2013 *

Year Species Region Price

2013 e Aggregated LCS ... GUIf Of MEXICO .oveiiiiiiieiieieeee e $0.47
AHANTC e 0.81

Blacktip Shark .......cccoevevininiiieeeeeeee GUIf Of MEXICO .t 0.41

Hammerhead Shark ........c.cccocoeeiiieesiee s GUIf Of MEXICO .ooveeieeeieeeeeee e 0.32

AANLC ©evveeeeiiee e 0.64

LCS RESEAICN .....coeeceeeeeciiee e BOth e 0.64

Sandbar Research ... BOth e 0.77

Non-Blacknose SCS GUIf Of MEXICO .oevveieeeiee e 0.32

AANLC ©evveeeiiceee e 0.70

Blacknose Shark ........cccccocvcvviiieeiiiieeeeiiee e GUIf Of MEXICO .oveevieeeieeeeeee e 0.81

AANLC ©evveeeiiceee e 0.83

Blue Shark .......cooeoiiiiiieeeeeeee e BOth oo 0.28

Porbeagle shark BOth e **1.15

Other Pelagic sharks ..........cccocerviniiiiiieeseens BOth e 1.71

Shark FINS .....ooeiiiieeeeeeee e GUIf Of MEXICO e 11.21

Atlantic 3.63

BOth oo 7.42

*The ex-vessel prices are based on 2013 dealer reports through October 25, 2013.
**Since the porbeagle shark management group was closed for 2013, there was no 2013 price data. Thus, NMFS used price data from 2012.

All of these changes in gross revenues
are similar to the changes in gross
revenues analyzed in the 2006
Consolidated HMS FMP and its
amendments. The FRFAs for those
amendments concluded that the
economic impacts on these small

entities, resulting from rules such as this
one that delay the season openings via
proposed and final rulemaking, were
expected to be minimal. The 2006
Consolidated HMS FMP and its
amendments, and the EA for the 2011
quota specifications rule, assumed

NMFS would be preparing annual
rulemakings and considered the FRFAs
in the economic and other analyses at
the time.

For this final rule, NMFS reviewed
the criteria at § 635.27(b)(3)(i) through
(b)(3)(vii) to determine when opening
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each fishery will provide equitable
opportunities for fishermen while also
considering the ecological needs of the
different species. Over- and/or
underharvests of 2013 and previous
fishing season quotas were examined for
the different species/complexes to
determine the effects of the 2014 final
quotas on fishermen across regional
fishing areas. The potential season
lengths and previous catch rates were
examined to ensure that equitable
fishing opportunities would be provided
to fishermen. Lastly, NMFS examined
the seasonal variation of the different
species/complex and the effects on
fishing opportunities. In addition to
these criteria, NMFS also considered
other relevant factors, such as public
comments before arriving at the final
opening dates for the 2014 Atlantic
shark management groups. For the 2014
fishing season, NMFS is opening the
fisheries for sandbar shark, Gulf of
Mexico blacktip shark, Gulf of Mexico
aggregated LCS, Gulf of Mexico
hammerhead shark, non-blacknose
shark SCS, blacknose shark, blue shark,
porbeagle shark, and pelagic shark
(other than porbeagle or blue sharks)
management groups on January 1, 2014.
The direct and indirect economic
impacts will be neutral on a short- and
long-term basis, because NMFS did not
change the opening dates of these
fisheries from the status quo.

NMFS is delaying the opening of the
aggregated LCS and hammerhead shark
management groups in the Atlantic
region until June 1, 2014. This delay
could result in short-term, direct, minor,
adverse economic impacts as fishermen
and dealers in the southern portion of
the Atlantic region would not be able to
fish for aggregated LCS and
hammerhead sharks starting in January,
but would still be able to fish earlier in
the 2014 fishing season compared to the
2010 through 2012 fishing seasons,
which did not start until July 15. Based
on public comment, Atlantic fishermen
in the southern portion of the region
prefer a delayed opening for the
potential to be fishing for aggregated
LCS and hammerhead sharks from
October through December. Therefore,
the delayed opening could have direct,
minor, beneficial economic impacts for
fishermen since there are limited
opportunities for fishermen to fish for
non-HMS in the southern portion of the
Atlantic region later in the year. In the
northern portion of the Atlantic region,
a delayed opening for the aggregated
LCS and hammerhead shark
management groups would have direct,
minor, beneficial economic impacts in
the short-term for fishermen as they

would have access to the aggregated
LCS and hammerhead shark quotas in
2014. Overall, delaying the opening
until June 1 would cause beneficial
cumulative economic impacts across the
region, since it would allow for a more
equitable distribution of the quotas
among constituents in this region. In
addition, delaying the opening until
June 1 would have minor, beneficial
ecological impacts in the short-term for
the Atlantic aggregated LCS and
hammerhead management groups since
it would reduce fishing pressure on
these species in 2013. The economic
impacts would be neutral on long-term
basis, because this delayed opening
would be for only the 2013 fishing
season.

Authority: 16 U.S.C. 971 et seq.; 16 U.S.C.
1801 et seq.

Dated: November 20, 2013.
Samuel D. Rauch III,

Deputy Assistant Administrator for
Regulatory Programs, performing the
functions and duties of the Assistant
Administrator for Fisheries, National Marine
Fisheries Service.

[FR Doc. 2013-28340 Filed 11-25-13; 8:45 am]
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Fisheries Off West Coast States;
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Through #34

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.

ACTION: Modification of fishing seasons;
request for comments.

SUMMARY: NOAA Fisheries announces
23 inseason actions in the ocean salmon
fisheries. These inseason actions
modified the commercial and
recreational salmon fisheries in the area
from the U.S./Canada Border to the
U.S./Mexico Border.

DATES: The effective dates for the
inseason actions are set out in this
document under the heading Inseason
Actions. Comments will be accepted
through December 11, 2013.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments,
identified by NOAA-NMFS-2012-0248,
by any one of the following methods:

e Electronic Submissions: Submit all
electronic public comments via the
Federal eRulemaking Portal. Go to
www.regulations.gov/
#!docketDetail, D=NOAA-NMFS-2012-
0248, click the “Comment Now!” icon,
complete the required fields, and enter
or attach your comments.

e Mail: William W. Stelle, Jr.,
Regional Administrator, West Coast
Region, NMFS, 7600 Sand Point Way
NE., Seattle, WA 981156349

e Fax:206-526—6736, Attn: Peggy
Mundy.

Instructions: Comments sent by any
other method, to any other address or
individual, or received after the end of
the comment period, may not be
considered by NMFS. All comments
received are a part of the public record
and will generally be posted for public
viewing on www.regulations.gov
without change. All personal identifying
information (e.g., name, address, etc.),
confidential business information, or
otherwise sensitive information
submitted voluntarily by the sender will
be publicly accessible. NMFS will
accept anonymous comments (enter
“N/A” in the required fields if you wish
to remain anonymous). Attachments to
electronic comments will be accepted in
Microsoft Word, Excel, or Adobe PDF
file formats only.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Peggy Mundy at 206—-526—4323.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Background

In the 2013 annual management
measures for ocean salmon fisheries (78
FR 25865, May 3, 2013), NMFS
announced the commercial and
recreational fisheries in the area from
the U.S./Canada Border to the U.S./
Mexico Border, beginning May 1, 2013,
and 2014 salmon seasons opening
earlier than May 1, 2014. NMFS is
authorized to implement inseason
management actions to modify fishing
seasons and quotas as necessary to
provide fishing opportunity while
meeting management objectives for the
affected species (50 CFR 660.409).
Inseason actions in the salmon fishery
may be taken directly by NMFS (50 CFR
660.409(a)—Fixed inseason
management provisions) or upon
consultation with the Pacific Fishery
Management Council (Council) and the
appropriate State Directors (50 CFR
660.409(b)—Flexible inseason
management provisions).

Management of the salmon fisheries is
generally divided into two geographic
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areas: North of Cape Falcon (U.S./
Canada Border to Cape Falcon, Oregon)
and south of Cape Falcon (Cape Falcon,
Oregon to the U.S./Mexico Border).

The fisheries affected by the inseason
actions in this document are all based
on quotas to manage impacts on specific
salmon stocks that constrain fisheries to

meet conservation objectives, annual
catch limits (ACLs), and consultation
standards for stocks listed under the
Endangered Species Act (ESA-listed).
Annual management measures allow for
adjusting quotas among fishing periods
on an impact neutral basis, as calculated
by the Salmon Technical Team (STT).

Inseason Actions

The table below lists the inseason
actions announced in this document in
the order the actions were adopted,
although the effective dates of the
actions do not necessarily maintain the
same chronological order.

Inseason action Effective date

Salmon fishery affected

No.
12 July 12,2013 ...
13 July 19, 2013 ..o
14 July 21, 2013 ..o
15 July 3, 2013 ..o
16 oo August 1, 2013 .......cceeeeee
17 e August 1, 2013 ...
18 e August 4, 2013 ........ccceeenee
19 e August 3, 2013 .......ccceeene
20 e August 3, 2013 .......cceeenee

August 9, 2013 ....
August 9, 2013 ...
August 9, 2013 ...
August 10, 2013
August 10, 2013

September 1, 2013
August 15, 2013
August 23, 2013
August 23, 2013
August 28, 2013
August 30, 2013
September 1, 2013 ...
September 6, 2013 ...
September 12, 2013

Commercial fishery from the Queets River, Washington to Cape Falcon, Oregon.
Recreational fishery from Queets River, Washington to Leadbetter Point, Washington (Westport

subarea).

Commercial fishery from the Oregon/California Border to Humboldt South Jetty (California Klam-

ath Management Zone or CA—-KMZ).

Commerecial fishery from the U.S./Canada Border to Queets River, Washington.
Commercial fishery from the U.S./Canada Border to the U.S./Mexico Border.
Commercial fishery from the Oregon/California Border to Humboldt South Jetty (California Klam-

ath Management Zone or CA—-KMZ).

Recreational fishery from Queets River, Washington to Leadbetter Point, Washington (Westport

subarea).

Commercial fishery from the Oregon/California Border to Humboldt South Jetty (California Klam-

ath Management Zone or CA—-KMZ).

Commercial fishery from Humbug Mountain, Oregon to the Oregon/California Border (Oregon

Klamath Management Zone or OR-KM2Z).

Commerecial fishery from the Queets River, Washington to Cape Falcon, Oregon.

Commercial fishery from the U.S.Canada Border to Cape Falcon, Oregon.

Commercial fishery from the U.S./Canada Border to Cape Falcon, Oregon.

Commercial fishery from Cape Falcon, Oregon to the U.S./Mexico Border.

Recreational fishery from U.S./Canada Border to Cape Alava, Washington (Neah Bay subarea)
and Cape Alava to Queets River, Washington (La Push subarea).

Recreational fishery from Cape Falcon, Oregon to Humbug Mountain, Oregon.

Commercial fishery from the U.S./Canada Border to Queets River, Washington.

Commercial fishery from Queets River to Cape Falcon, Oregon.

Recreational fishery from the U.S./Canada Border to Cape Falcon, Oregon.

Commercial and Recreational fisheries from the U.S./Canada Border to Cape Falcon, Oregon.

Commercial fishery from Queets River, Washington to Cape Falcon, Oregon.

Recreational fishery from Queets River, Washington to Cape Falcon, Oregon.

Commercial fishery from Queets River, Washington to Cape Falcon, Oregon.

Recreational fishery from Cape Falcon, Oregon to Humbug Mountain, Oregon.

Inseason Action #12

The Regional Administrator (RA)
consulted with representatives of the
Council, Washington Department of
Fish and Wildlife (WDFW) and Oregon
Department of Fish and Wildlife
(ODFW) on July 11, 2013.

The information considered during
this consultation related to catch-to-date
and fishery effort in the commercial
salmon fishery north of Cape Falcon.
Inseason action #12 adjusted the
landing limit for Chinook salmon in the
commercial salmon fishery from the
Queets River to Cape Falcon. This
action was taken to allow increased
access to salmon within the available
quota. On July 11, 2013, the states
recommended increasing the Chinook
salmon landing limit from 50 Chinook
salmon per vessel per open period to
100 Chinook salmon per vessel per open
period in the commercial fishery from
Queets River to Cape Falcon; the RA
concurred. Inseason action #12 took
effect on July 12, 2013 and remained in
effect until superseded by inseason

action #21 which took effect on August
9, 2013. Inseason action to modify
retention regulations is authorized by 50
CFR 660.409(b)(1)(ii).

Inseason Action #13

The RA consulted with
representatives of the Council, WDFW,
and ODFW on July 15, 2013.

The information considered during
this consultation related to catch-to-date
and fishery effort in the recreational
salmon fishery north of Cape Falcon.
Inseason action #13 adjusted the days of
week for the recreational salmon fishery
in the Westport subarea from 5 days per
week (Sunday through Thursday) to 7
days per week. This action was taken to
allow increased access to salmon within
the available quota. On July 15, 2013,
the states recommended increasing the
days per week the recreational fishery
was open in the Westport subarea; the
RA concurred. Inseason action #13 took
effect on July 19, 2013 and remained in
effect to the end of the season. Inseason
action to modify recreational fishing

days per calendar week is authorized by
50 CFR 660.409(b)(1)(iii).

Inseason Action #14

The RA consulted with
representatives of the Council, ODFW,
and California Department of Fish and
Wildlife (CDFW) on July 19, 2013.

The information considered during
this consultation related to catch-to-date
and fishery effort in the commercial
salmon fishery in the CA-KMZ.
Inseason action #14 closed the
commercial salmon fishery in the CA—
KMZ at 11:59 p.m., July 21, 2013. This
action was taken to prevent exceeding
the July quota for Chinook salmon in the
area. On July 19, 2013, the states
recommended closing the fishery; the
RA concurred. Inseason action #14 took
effect on July 21, 2013 and remained in
effect through July 31, 2013. Inseason
action to close a fishery when the quota
is projected to be caught is authorized
by 50 CFR 660.409(a)(1).
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Inseason Action #15

The RA consulted with
representatives of the Council, WDFW,
ODFW, and CDFW on July 25, 2013.

The information considered during
this consultation related to catch-to-date
and fishery effort in the commercial
salmon fishery north of Cape Falcon.
Inseason action #15 adjusted the
landing limit for Chinook salmon in the
commercial salmon fishery north of
Queets River from 50 Chinook salmon to
40 Chinook salmon, per vessel per open
period. This action was taken to
conserve available Chinook salmon
quota in the area. On July 25, 2013, the
states recommended this action; the RA
concurred. Inseason action #15 took
effect on July 26, 2013 and remained in
effect until the fishery north of Queets
River was closed on August 15, 2013 by
inseason action #27. Inseason action to
modify retention regulations is
authorized by 50 CFR 660.409(b)(1)(ii).

Inseason Action #16

The RA consulted with
representatives of the Council, WDFW,
ODFW, and CDFW on July 25, 2013.

The information considered during
this consultation related to catch-to-date
of halibut caught incidental to the
commercial salmon fishery north and
south of Cape Falcon. Inseason action
#16 adjusted the landing and possession
limit for incidental halibut from 15
halibut per trip to 5 halibut per trip.
This action was taken to slow landings
of incidental halibut to avoid exceeding
the quota set by the International Pacific
Halibut Commission. On July 25, 2013,
the states recommended this action; the
RA concurred. Inseason action #16 took
effect on August 1, 2013 and remained
in effect until superseded by inseason
action #23 on August 9, 2013. Inseason
action to modify retention regulations is
authorized by 50 CFR 660.409(b)(1)(ii).

Inseason Action #17

The RA consulted with
representatives of the Council, ODFW,
and CDFW on July 26, 2013.

The information considered during
this consultation related to Chinook
salmon landings in the CA-KMZ and
remaining quota available to transfer to
August. Inseason action #17 adjusted
the commercial salmon quota for August
in the CA-KMZ from 1,500 Chinook
salmon to 1,692 Chinook salmon. This
action was taken to allow access to
unutilized quota from the July fishery
within allowable impacts to
constraining stocks. The July fishery
had an adjusted quota of 2,547 Chinook
salmon; actual landings in July were
estimated to be 2,302 Chinook salmon;

therefore, 245 Chinook salmon quota
from July remained. The STT calculated
that transferring 245 Chinook salmon
from the July fishery to the August
fishery in the CA—-KMZ on an impact-
neutral basis for Klamath River fall
Chinook salmon (KRFC) would result in
an addition of 192 Chinook salmon to
the August quota, which was set
preseason at 1,500 Chinook salmon.
KRFC is the constraining stock for CA—
KMZ fisheries to meet ACLs and is used
as a surrogate for impacts to ESA-listed
California coastal Chinook salmon. On
July 26, 2013, the states recommended
adopting an adjusted quota of 1,692
Chinook salmon for the August
commercial fishery in the CA-KMZ; the
RA concurred. Inseason action #17 took
effect on August 1, 2013 and remained
in effect through August 31, 2013.
Inseason action to modify quotas and/or
fishing seasons is authorized by 50 CFR
660.409(b)(1)(i).

Inseason Action #18

The RA consulted with
representatives of the Council, WDFW,
and ODFW on August 1, 2013.

The information considered during
this consultation related to catch-to-date
and fishery effort in the recreational
salmon fishery north of Cape Falcon.
Inseason action #18 modified the daily
bag limit in the recreational salmon
fishery in the Westport subarea to allow
retention of up to two Chinook salmon
per day; previously, retention of only
one Chinook salmon per day was
allowed. This action was taken to allow
greater access to available Chinook
salmon quota. On August 1, 2013, the
states recommended this action; the RA
concurred. Inseason action #18 took
effect on August 4, 2013 and remained
in effect to the end of the season.
Inseason action to modify recreational
bag limits is authorized by 50 CFR
660.409(b)(1)(iii).

Inseason Action #19

The RA consulted with
representatives of the Council, ODFW,
and CDFW on August 2, 2013.

The information considered during
this consultation related to catch-to-date
and fishery effort in the commercial
salmon fishery in the CA-KMZ.
Inseason action #19 closed the
commercial salmon fishery in the CA—
KMZ at 11:59 p.m., August 3, 2013. This
action was taken to prevent exceeding
the August quota for Chinook salmon in
the area. On August 2, 2013, the states
recommended closing the fishery; the
RA concurred. Inseason action #19 took
effect on August 3, 2013 and remained
in effect through August 31, 2013.
Inseason action to close a fishery when

the quota is projected to be caught is
authorized by 50 CFR 660.409(a)(1).

Inseason Action #20

The RA consulted with
representatives of the Council, ODFW,
and CDFW on August 2, 2013.

The information considered during
this consultation related to Chinook
salmon landings in the OR—KMZ in June
and July, and remaining quota available
to transfer from July to August. Salmon
management measures allow for
transferring unused quota in the OR-
KMZ from one fishing period to the
next; such adjustments are made on an
impact-neutral basis to account for
impacts on constraining stocks. KRFC is
the constraining stock for OR—-KMZ
fisheries to meet ACLs and as a
surrogate for impacts to ESA-listed
California coastal Chinook salmon.
Inseason action #20 adjusted the
commercial salmon quotas for July and
August in the OR-KMZ and supersedes
inseason action #10 (76 FR 50347). This
action was taken to allow access to
unutilized quota from the June and July
fisheries within allowable impacts to
constraining stocks.

Inseason action #10, which took effect
on July 3, 2013 (76 FR 50347), adjusted
the July quota for the commercial
salmon fishery in the OR-KMZ, based
on remaining quota from June. Catch
data available at the time of the
consultation for inseason action #10
(July 3, 2013) indicated 1,525 of the
4,000 Chinook salmon quota for June
was caught, leaving 2,475 Chinook
salmon quota remaining; the STT
calculated the impact neutral rollover to
July at 1,782 Chinook salmon. Inseason
action #10 adjusted the July quota from
3,000 Chinook salmon to 4,782,
accordingly. During the August 2
consultation for inseason action #20,
updated catch information from June
was provided; corrected catch for June
was 1,556 Chinook salmon, rather than
1,525, leaving 2,444 Chinook salmon
remaining on the June quota rather than
2,475. The STT calculated the revised
impact neutral rollover to July at 1,760.
Therefore, the revised adjusted July
quota was 4,760 Chinook salmon.

July landings were estimated to be
3,962 Chinook salmon; therefore, 798
Chinook salmon from the July quota
remained. The STT calculated that
transferring 798 Chinook salmon from
the July fishery to the August fishery in
the OR—KMZ on an impact neutral basis
for KRFC would result in an addition of
714 Chinook salmon to the August
quota, which was set preseason at 2,000
Chinook salmon.

On August 2, 2013, the states
recommended adopting a revised
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adjusted quota of 4,760 Chinook salmon
for July and an adjusted quota of 2,714
Chinook salmon for August in the
commercial fishery in the OR-KMZ; the
RA concurred. Inseason action #20 took
effect on August 2, 2013 and remained
in effect to the end of the season.
Inseason action to modify quotas and/or
fishing seasons is authorized by 50 CFR
660.409(b)(1)(i).

Inseason Action #21

The RA consulted with
representatives of the Council, WDFW,
ODFW, and CDFW on August 8, 2013.

The information considered during
this consultation related to catch-to-date
and fishery effort in the commercial
salmon fishery north of Cape Falcon.
Inseason action #21 adjusted the
landing limit for Chinook salmon in the
commercial salmon fishery from Queets
River to Cape Falcon from 100 Chinook
salmon to 150 Chinook salmon per
vessel per open period. This action
superseded inseason action #12, and
was taken to taken to allow increased
access to salmon within the available
quota. On August 8, 2013, the states
recommended increasing the Chinook
salmon landing limit from 100 Chinook
salmon per vessel per open period to
150 Chinook salmon per vessel per open
period in the commercial fishery from
Queets River to Cape Falcon; the RA
concurred. Inseason action #21 took
effect on August 9, 2013 and remained
in effect until superseded by inseason
action #28 which took effect on August
23, 2013. Inseason action to modify
retention regulations is authorized by 50
CFR 660.409(b)(1)(ii).

Inseason Action #22

The RA consulted with
representatives of the Council, WDFW,
ODFW, and CDFW on August 8, 2013.

The information considered during
this consultation related to catch-to-date
and fishery effort in the commercial
salmon fishery north of Cape Falcon.
Inseason action #22 adjusted the
landing limit for coho salmon in the
commercial salmon fishery from U.S./
Canada Border to Cape Falcon from 40
to 80 marked coho per vessel per open
period. This action was taken to allow
increased access to salmon within the
available quota. On August 8, 2013, the
states recommended the adjustment to
the coho landing limit in the
commercial salmon fishery north of
Cape Falcon from 40 to 80 marked coho
per vessel per open period; the RA
concurred. Inseason action #22 took
effect on August 9, 2013 and remained
in effect until superseded by inseason
action #28 which took effect on August
23, 2013. Inseason action to modify

retention regulations is authorized by 50
CFR 660.409(b)(1)(ii).

Inseason Actions #23 and #24

The RA consulted with
representatives of the Council, WDFW,
ODFW, and CDFW on August 8, 2013.

The information considered during
this consultation related to catch-to-date
of halibut caught incidental to the
commercial salmon fishery north and
south of Cape Falcon. Inseason action
#23 closed retention of incidental
halibut north of Cape Falcon effective
August 9, 2013, the start of a new
fishing period north of Cape Falcon.
Inseason action #24 closed retention of
incidental halibut south of Cape Falcon
effective August 10, 2013 and required
landing and delivery of incidental
halibut to be completed by 11:59 p.m.,
August 11, 2013; the fishery south of
Cape Falcon was open seven days per
week, and required time for vessels to
return to port to land the catch. These
actions were taken due to projected
attainment of the quota set by the
International Pacific Halibut
Commission. On August 8, 2013, the
states recommended these actions; the
RA concurred. Inseason action #23 took
effect on August 9, 2013 and Inseason
action #24 took effect on August 10;
both inseason actions remained in effect
until the end of the season. Inseason
action to close a fishery when the quota
is projected to be caught is authorized
by 50 CFR 660.409(a)(1).

Inseason Action #25

The RA consulted with
representatives of the Council, WDFW,
ODFW, and CDFW on August 8, 2013.

The information considered during
this consultation related to catch-to-date
and fishery effort in the recreational
salmon fishery north of Cape Falcon.
Inseason action #25 modified the bag
limit in the recreational salmon fishery
in the Neah Bay and La Push subareas
to allow retention of no more than one
Chinook salmon per day; previously the
regulations allowed retention of two
Chinook salmon per day. This action
was taken to conserve remaining
Chinook salmon quota in these areas.
On August 8, 2013, the states
recommended this action; the RA
concurred. Inseason action #25 took
effect on August 10, 2013 and remained
in effect until superseded by inseason
action #29 on August 23, 2013. Inseason
action to modify recreational bag limits
is authorized by 50 CFR
660.409(b)(1)(iii).

Inseason Action #26

The RA consulted with
representatives of the Council, WDFW,
ODFW, and CDFW on August 8, 2013.

The information considered during
this consultation related to quota
remaining from the July mark-selective
recreational coho fishery from Cape
Falcon to the Oregon/California border.
The annual management measures
stated that remaining coho quota from
the July mark-selective fishery would be
transferred on an impact-neutral basis to
the September non-selective coho quota
from Cape Falcon to Humbug Mountain.
The July mark-selective fishery had a
quota of 10,500 marked coho salmon;
6,580 marked coho were caught, leaving
3,920 on the July mark-selective coho
quota. The STT calculated that
transferring 3,920 mark-selective coho
from July to the September non-mark-
selective fishery on an impact-neutral
basis for Oregon coast and lower
Columbia River natural coho stocks
would result in adding 3,580 to the
September quota. Inseason action #26
adjusted the non-mark-selective coho
quota, set preseason at 16,000, to 19,580
for the September recreational fishery in
the area from Cape Falcon to Humbug
Mountain. This action was taken to
allow access to unutilized coho salmon
quota from the July mark-selective
fishery, on an impact-neutral basis. On
August 8, 2013, the states recommended
adjusting the non-mark-selective coho
quota from 16,000 to 19,580 for the
September recreational salmon fishery
from Cape Falcon to Humbug Mountain;
the RA concurred. Inseason action #26
took effect on September 1, 2013 and
remained in effect until the end of the
season. Inseason action to modify
quotas and/or fishing seasons is
authorized by 50 CFR 660.409(b)(1)(i).

Inseason Action #27

The RA consulted with
representatives of the Council, WDFW,
and ODFW on August 15, 2013.

The information considered during
this consultation related to catch-to-date
and effort in the commercial salmon
fishery north of Cape Falcon. Inseason
action #27 closed the commercial
salmon fishery from U.S./Canada Border
to Queets River on August 15, 2013.
This action was taken to prevent
exceeding the Chinook salmon quota in
the area. On August 15, 2013 the states
recommended closing the commercial
salmon fishery north of Queets River
immediately to prevent exceeding the
area quota; the RA concurred. Inseason
action #27 took effect on August 15,
2013 and remained in effect until the
end of the season. Inseason action to
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close a fishery when the quota is
projected to be caught is authorized by
50 CFR 660.409(a)(1).

Inseason Action #28

The RA consulted with
representatives of the Council, WDFW,
and ODFW on August 22, 2013.

The information considered during
this consultation related to catch-to-date
and effort in the commercial salmon
fishery north of Cape Falcon. Inseason
action #28 closed the commercial
salmon fishery from Queets River to
Cape Falcon on August 23, 2013. This
action was taken to prevent exceeding
the Chinook salmon quota in the area
and permit the states to update landing
data to properly assess remaining quota.
On August 22, 2013, the states
recommended closing the commercial
salmon fishery north of Cape Falcon to
prevent exceeding the area quota; the
RA concurred. Inseason action #28 took
effect August 23, 2013 and remained in
effect until superseded by inseason
action #31, which took effect August 30,
2013. Inseason action to close a fishery
when the quota is projected to be caught
is authorized by 50 CFR 660.409(a)(1).

Inseason Action #29

The RA consulted with
representatives of the Council, WDFW,
and ODFW on August 22, 2013.

The information considered during
this consultation related to catch-to-date
and effort in the recreational salmon
fishery north of Cape Falcon. Inseason
action #29 changed the daily bag limits
in the recreational salmon fisheries in
Columbia River, Neah Bay, and La Push
subareas to allow retention of two
Chinook salmon; previously these
fisheries allowed retention of one
Chinook salmon. Inseason action #29
superseded inseason action #25 for
Neah Bay and La Push subareas. This
action was taken to allow greater access
to available Chinook salmon quota in
the recreational fishery. On August 22,
2013 the states recommended these bag
limit changes; the RA concurred.
Inseason action #29 took effect August
23, 2013 and remained in effect for the
rest of the season. Inseason action to
modify recreational bag limits is
authorized by 50 CFR 660.409(b)(1)(iii).

Inseason Action #30

The RA consulted with
representatives of the Council, WDFW,
and ODFW on August 28, 2013.

Inseason action #30 adjusted quotas
in the commercial and recreational
fisheries north of Cape Falcon by
transferring available quotas between
the commercial and recreational
fisheries on an impact-neutral basis as

determined by the STT. Quota may be
transferred between the recreational and
commercial fisheries north of Cape
Falcon if there is agreement among the
areas’ representatives on the Salmon
Advisory Subpanel (SAS), and if the
transfer would not result in exceeding
the preseason impact expectations on
any stocks (78 FR 25865, May 3, 2013).
The SAS agreed to transfer 3,200
Chinook salmon from the recreational
fishery quota to the commercial fishery
quota; the STT calculated the impact-
equivalent transfer as 2,000 Chinook
salmon added to the commercial fishery
quota. The SAS agreed to transfer 4,000
marked coho salmon from the
commercial fishery quota to the
recreational fishery quota; the STT
determined that no impact-equivalent
adjustment was required. The SAS
agreed to distribute the transferred coho
quota among the subareas as follows:
1,000 to Columbia River subarea, 1,480
to Westport subarea, 1,100 to La Push
subarea, and 420 to Neah Bay subarea.
These actions were taken to extend the
commercial and recreational fishing
seasons north of Cape Falcon without
exceeding the available quotas; without
these quota transfers, some fisheries
would close earlier than planned
preseason. On August 28, 2013, the
states recommended these quota
transfers; the RA concurred. Inseason
action took effect August 28, 2013 and
remained in effect through the end of
the season. Inseason action to modify
quotas and/or fishing seasons is
authorized by 50 CFR 660.409(b)(1)(i).

Inseason Action #31

The RA consulted with
representatives of the Council, WDFW,
and ODFW on August 28, 2013.

The information considered in this
consultation related to catch-to-date and
effort in the commercial salmon fishery
north of Cape Falcon. Inseason action
#31 reopened the commercial salmon
fishery from Queets River to Cape
Falcon, Friday through Tuesday,
beginning August 30, 2013, with a
landing and possession limit of 35
Chinook salmon and 40 marked coho
per vessel per open period. This action
superseded inseason action #28 which
closed the fishery on August 23 until
quota could be adjusted under inseason
action #30. On August 28, 2013 the
states recommended reopening the
commercial salmon fishery; the RA
concurred. Inseason action #31 took
effect on August 30, 2013 and remained
in effect until superseded by inseason
action #33 on September 6, 2013.
Inseason action to modify fishing
seasons and retention regulations is

authorized by 50 CFR 660.409(b)(1)(i)
and 50 CFR 660.409(b)(1)(ii).

Inseason Action #32

The RA consulted with
representatives of the Council, WDFW,
and ODFW on August 28, 2013.

The information considered in this
consultation related to catch-to-date and
effort in the recreational salmon fishery
north of Cape Falcon. Inseason action
#32 modified the recreational bag limit
in the Columbia River and Westport
subareas to allow retention of unmarked
coho. This action was taken to allow
access to available coho quota without
exceeding impacts on unmarked coho.
On August 28, 2013 the states
recommended allowing retention on
unmarked coho in the Columbia River
and Westport subareas; the RA
concurred. Inseason action #32 took
effect September 1, 2013 in Columbia
River subarea and September 6, 2013 in
Westport subarea, and remained in
effect until the end of the season.
Inseason action to modify retention
regulations is authorized by 50 CFR
660.409(b)(1)(ii).

Inseason Action #33

The RA consulted with
representatives of the Council, WDFW,
and ODFW on September 5, 2013.

The information considered in this
consultation related to catch-to-date and
effort in the commercial salmon fishery
north of Cape Falcon. Inseason action
#33 superseded inseason action #31 and
modified the landing and possession
limit in the commercial salmon fishery
in the area from Queets River to Cape
Falcon from 35 Chinook salmon and 40
marked coho to 75 Chinook salmon and
50 marked coho per vessel per open
period. This action was taken to allow
access to the remaining quota. On
September 5, 2013 the states
recommended this action; the RA
concurred. Inseason action #33 took
effect on September 6, 2013 and
remained in effect until the season
closed on September 17, 2013. Inseason
action to modify retention regulations is
authorized by 50 CFR 660.409(b)(1)(ii).

Inseason Action #34

The RA consulted with
representatives of the Council, ODFW,
and CDFW on September 11, 2013.

The information considered in this
consultation related to catch-to-date and
effort in the recreational salmon fishery
south of Cape Falcon. Inseason action
#34 modified the daily bag limit in the
recreational salmon fishery from Cape
Falcon to Humbug Mountain to all
salmon, two fish per day, seven days per
week; originally coho could only be
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retained Thursday through Saturday.
This action was taken to allow greater
access to available coho quota. On
September 11, 2013 the states
recommended this action; the RA
concurred. Inseason action #34 took
effect on September 12, 2013 and
remained in effect until the season
closed on September 30, 2013. Inseason
action to modify recreational bag limits
is authorized by 50 CFR
660.409(b)(1)(iii).

All other restrictions and regulations
remain in effect as announced for the
2013 ocean salmon fisheries and 2014
fisheries opening prior to May 1, 2014
(78 FR 25865, May 3, 2013) and
subsequent inseason actions (78 FR
30780, May 23, 2013; 78 FR 35153, June
12, 2013; and 78 FR 50347, August 19,
2013).

The RA determined that the best
available information indicated that
catch and effort projections supported
the above inseason actions
recommended by the states of
California, Oregon, and Washington.
The states manage the fisheries in state
waters adjacent to the areas of the U.S.
exclusive economic zone in accordance
with these Federal actions. As provided
by the inseason notice procedures of 50

CFR 660.411, actual notice of the
described regulatory actions was given,
prior to the time the action was
effective, by telephone hotline number
206-526-6667 and 800—662—9825, and
by U.S. Coast Guard Notice to Mariners
broadcasts on Channel 16 VHF-FM and
2182 kHz.

Classification

The Assistant Administrator for
Fisheries, NOAA (AA), finds that good
cause exists for this notification to be
issued without affording prior notice
and opportunity for public comment
under 5 U.S.C. 553(b)(B) because such
notification would be impracticable. As
previously noted, actual notice of the
regulatory actions was provided to
fishers through telephone hotline and
radio notification. These actions comply
with the requirements of the annual
management measures for ocean salmon
fisheries (78 FR 25865, May 3, 2013),
the West Coast Salmon Fishery
Management Plan (Salmon FMP), and
regulations implementing the Salmon
FMP, 50 CFR 660.409 and 660.411. Prior
notice and opportunity for public
comment was impracticable because
NMFS and the state agencies had
insufficient time to provide for prior

notice and the opportunity for public
comment between the time the catch
and effort projections were developed
and fisheries impacts calculated, and
the time the fishery modifications had
to be implemented in order to ensure
that fisheries are managed based on the
best available scientific information,
thus allowing fishers access to the
available fish at the time the fish were
available while ensuring that quotas are
not exceeded. The AA also finds good
cause to waive the 30-day delay in
effectiveness required under 5 U.S.C.
553(d)(3), as a delay in effectiveness of
these actions would allow fishing at
levels inconsistent with the goals of the
Salmon FMP and the current
management measures.

These actions are authorized by 50
CFR 660.409 and 660.411 and are
exempt from review under Executive
Order 12866.

Authority: 16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.

Dated: November 21, 2013.
Sean F. Corson,

Acting Deputy Director, Office of Sustainable
Fisheries, National Marine Fisheries Service.

[FR Doc. 2013-28316 Filed 11-25-13; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-P
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This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER
contains notices to the public of the proposed
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purpose of these notices is to give interested
persons an opportunity to participate in the
rule making prior to the adoption of the final
rules.

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Animal and Plant Health Inspection
Service

9 CFR Part 3
[Docket No. APHIS-2012-0106]

Petition To Promulgate Standards for
Bears Under the Animal Welfare Act
Regulations

AGENCY: Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, USDA.

ACTION: Notice of petition.

SUMMARY: We are notifying the public
that the Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service has received a
petition requesting that we amend the
Animal Welfare Act regulations to add
specific standards for the humane
handling, care, treatment, and
transportation of all species of bears
held in captivity except polar bears, for
which there are already standards. We
are making this petition available to the
public and soliciting comments
regarding the petition and any issues
raised by the petition that we should
take into account as we consider this
petition.

DATES: We will consider all comments
that we receive on or before January 27,
2014.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments
by either of the following methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
http://www.regulations.gov/#!document
Detail;D=APHIS-2012-0106-0001.

e Postal Mail/Commercial Delivery:
Send your comment to Docket No.
APHIS-2012-0106, Regulatory Analysis
and Development, PPD, APHIS, Station
3A-03.8, 4700 River Road Unit 118,
Riverdale, MD 20737-1238.

Supporting documents and any
comments we receive on this docket
may be viewed at http://
www.regulations.gov/#!docketDetail;
D=APHIS-2012-0106 or in our reading
room, which 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 holidays. To be
sure someone is there to help you,
please call (202) 799-7039 before
coming.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Dr.
Barbara Kohn, DVM, Senior Staff
Officer, USDA, APHIS, Animal Care,
4700 River Road Unit 84, Riverdale, MD
20737-1234; (301) 851-3751.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

The Animal Welfare Act (AWA, 7
U.S.C. 2131 et seq.) authorizes the
Secretary of Agriculture to promulgate
standards and other requirements
governing the humane handling, care,
treatment, and transportation of certain
animals by dealers, research facilities,
exhibitors, operators of auction sales,
and carriers and intermediate handlers.
The Secretary has delegated the
responsibility for enforcing the AWA to
the Administrator of the Animal and
Plant Health Inspection Service
(APHIS). Within APHIS, the
responsibility for administering the
AWA has been delegated to the Deputy
Administrator for Animal Care.
Regulations and standards promulgated
under the AWA are contained in Title
9 of the Code of Federal Regulations
(CFR), parts 1, 2 and 3. Part 1 contains
definitions for terms used in parts 2 and
3; part 2 contains licensing and
registration regulations, regulations
specific to research facilities, and
regulations governing veterinary care,
animal identification, recordkeeping,
access for inspection, confiscation of
animals, and handling, among other
requirements; and part 3 contains
specific standards for the humane
handling, care, treatment, and
transportation of categories of animals
covered under the AWA. Currently, part
3 comprises subparts A through E,
which contain specific standards for
dogs and cats, guinea pigs and hamsters,
rabbits, nonhuman primates, and
marine mammals (including polar
bears), and subpart F, which contains
general standards for warmblooded
animals other than the aforementioned
animals.

On September 25, 2012, APHIS
received a petition from People for the
Ethical Treatment of Animals requesting
that we initiate rulemaking proceedings
to amend part 3 to add specific

standards for all species of bears held in
captivity except polar bears, for which
there are specific standards in subpart E.
The petition states that the generic
standards in subpart F are inadequate to
ensure the humane handling, treatment,
and care of bears, and do not address
the complex and unique behavioral,
dietary, and physiological needs of
bears. The petition proposes specific
regulatory language to, among other
things, prohibit the use of barren and
pit-type enclosures, set minimum space
standards for primary housing, require
environmental enrichment and den and
pool access, and prescribe general
feeding schedules. The petition also
requests that APHIS hire a full-time
specialist with knowledge, background,
and experience in the proper husbandry
and care of bears to oversee the
implementation and enforcement of the
requested regulations.

We are making this petition available
to the public and soliciting comments to
help determine what action, if any, to
take in response to this request. The
petition and any comments submitted
are available for review as indicated
under ADDRESSES above. We welcome
all comments on the issues outlined in
the petition. In particular, we invite
responses to the following questions:

1. Do the current standards in subpart
F adequately ensure the humane
handling, treatment, and care of bears in
captivity?

2. In what respects are the standards
in subpart F inadequate for captive
bears?

3. Would prohibiting pit-type
enclosures adversely affect Native
Americans regulated under the AWA?

4. Do bears have unique needs that
should be addressed by special handling
and care? If so, why?

5. What scientific knowledge of
captive bears and their specific needs
has been gained since the standards in
subpart F were promulgated?

6. Should persons holding bears in
captivity be required to provide the
bears with environmental enrichment?
If so, why?

7. Should persons holding bears in
captivity be prohibited from housing
them in pits or other similar enclosures?
If so, why?

8. Are current standards for space
adequate for captive bears? If not, why,
and what would the minimal space
requirements for bears be?


http://www.regulations.gov/#!documentDetail;D=APHIS-2012-0106-0001
http://www.regulations.gov/#!documentDetail;D=APHIS-2012-0106-0001
http://www.regulations.gov/#!docketDetail
http://www.regulations.gov/#!docketDetail
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9. What are the physiological and
psychological needs of bears in
captivity, and would bear-specific
standards address them?

10. Is there evidence that a captive
bear housed in a particular type of
enclosure is more prone to disease or
injury, or more likely to develop
aggressive behavior habits than captive
bears housed in a different type of
enclosure?

11. Should persons holding bears in
captivity be required to provide bears
with the means to self-groom, with
enclosure mates, with the opportunity
and means to hibernate, and with pools?

12. Should there be a prohibition on
the sale or transportation of infant or
young bears in captivity?

13. Should exhibitors and dealers be
required to house captive bear cubs with
their mothers until after they are
naturally weaned?

14. Should exhibitors and dealers be
prohibited from declawing captive
bears?

15. Should exhibitors and dealers be
prohibited from permitting public
feeding of captive bears?

We encourage the submission of
scientific data, studies, or research to
support your comments and position,
including scientific data or research that
supports any industry or professional
standards that pertain to the care of
bears. We also invite data on the costs
and benefits associated with any
recommendations. We will consider all
comments and recommendations we
receive.

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

Done in Washington, DC, this 20th day of
November 2013.
Kevin Shea,

Administrator, Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service.

[FR Doc. 2013—-28312 Filed 11-25-13; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-34-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 52
[EPA-R05-OAR-2013-0501; FRL 9902—
27-Region 5]

Approval and Promulgation of Air
Quality Implementation Plans; lllinois

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

SUMMARY: EPA is proposing to approve
a revision to the Illinois state
implementation plan (SIP). The

submission amends the Illinois
Administrative Code by updating the
definition of ““Volatile organic material
(VOM) or Volatile organic compound
(VOQ)” to add trans-1,3,3,3-tetra-
flouropropene (HFO-1234ze) to the list
of compounds excluded from the
definition of VOM or VOC. This
revision is based on EPA’s 2012
rulemaking which added HFO-1234ze
to the list of chemical compounds that
are excluded from the Federal definition
of VOC because of their negligible
contribution to the formation of
tropospheric ozone.

DATES: Comments must be received on
or before December 26, 2013.
ADDRESSES: Submit your comments,
identified by Docket ID No. EPA-R05—
OAR-2013-0501, by one of the
following methods:

1. www.regulations.gov: Follow the
on-line instructions for submitting
comments.

2. Email: blakley.pamela@epa.gov.

3. Fax: (312) 692—2450.

4. Mail: Pamela Blakley, Chief,
Control Strategies Section, Air Programs
Branch (AR-18J), U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency, 77 West Jackson
Boulevard, Chicago, Illinois 60604.

5. Hand Delivery: Pamela Blakley,
Chief, Control Strategies Section, Air
Programs Branch (AR-18]), U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, 77
West Jackson Boulevard, Chicago,
Ilinois 60604. Such deliveries are only
accepted during the Regional Office
normal hours of operation, and special
arrangements should be made for
deliveries of boxed information. The
Regional Office official hours of
business are Monday through Friday,
8:30 a.m. to 4:30 p.m., excluding
Federal holidays.

Please see the direct final rule which
is located in the Rules section of this
Federal Register for detailed
instructions on how to submit
comments.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Charles Hatten, Environmental
Engineer, Control Strategies Section, Air
Programs Branch (AR-18]J),
Environmental Protection Agency,
Region 5, 77 West Jackson Boulevard,
Chicago, Illinois 60604, (312) 886—6031,
hatten.charles@epa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In the
Final Rules section of this issue of the
Federal Register, EPA is approving the
state’s SIP submittal as a direct final
rule without prior proposal because the
Agency views this as a noncontroversial
submittal and anticipates no adverse
comments. A detailed rationale for the
approval is set forth in the direct final
rule. If no adverse comments are

received in response to this 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.
Any parties interested in commenting
on this action should 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 located
in the Rules section of this issue of the
Federal Register.

Dated: October 17, 2013.
Susan Hedman,
Regional Administrator, Region 5.
[FR Doc. 2013—-27705 Filed 11-25-13; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 52

[EPA-R04-OAR-2013-0562; FRL-9903-16—
Region 4]

Approval and Promulgation of
Implementation Plans; North Carolina:
Non-Interference Demonstration for
Removal of Federal Low-Reid Vapor
Pressure Requirement for the
Greensboro/Winston-Salem/High Point
Area

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

SUMMARY: EPA is proposing to approve
the State of North Carolina’s April 12,
2013, State Implementation Plan (SIP)
revision associated with the currently
approved maintenance plan addressing
the 1997 8-hour national ambient air
quality standards (NAAQS) for the
Greensboro/Winston-Salem/High Point
(Triad) Area. Specifically, North
Carolina’s revision, including updated
modeling, shows that the Triad Area
would continue to maintain the 1997 8-
hour ozone standard if the currently
applicable Federal Reid Vapor Pressure
(RVP) standard for gasoline of 7.8
pounds per square inch (psi) were
modified to 9.0 psi for four portions
(Davidson, Forsyth, Guilford and Davie
Counties) of the “Triad Area” during the
high-ozone season. The State has
included a technical demonstration
with the revision to demonstrate that a
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less-stringent RVP standard of 9.0 psi in
these portions of this area would not
interfere with continued maintenance of
the 1997 8-hour Ozone NAAQS or any
other applicable standard. Approval of
this SIP revision is a prerequisite for
EPA’s consideration of an amendment
to the regulations to remove the
aforementioned portions of the Triad
Area from the list of areas that are
currently subject to the Federal 7.8 psi
RVP requirements. In addition, the
revised on-road mobile and non-road
mobile source emissions modeling
associated with the requested
modification to the RVP standard results
in the use of the updated Motor Vehicle
Emissions Simulator (MOVES) and
NONROAD2008 models which are the
most current versions of modeling
systems available for these sources. EPA
has preliminarily determined that North
Carolina’s April 12, 2013, SIP revision
with respect to the revisions to the
modeling and associated technical
demonstration associated with the
State’s request for the removal of the
Federal RVP requirements, and with
respect to the updated on-road mobile,
non-road mobile and area source
emissions, is consistent with the
applicable provisions of the Clean Air
Act (CAA or Act). Should EPA decide
to remove the subject portions of the
Triad Area from those areas subject to
the 7.8 psi Federal RVP requirements,
such action will occur in a subsequent
rulemaking.

DATES: Written comments must be
received on or before December 26,
2013.

ADDRESSES: Submit your comments,
identified by Docket ID Number EPA—
R04-0OAR-2013-0562 by one of the
following methods:

1. www.regulations.gov: Follow the
on-line instructions for submitting
comments.

2. Email: R4-RDS@epa.gov.

3. Fax: (404) 562—9019.

4. Mail: EPA-R04-OAR-2013-0562,
Regulatory Development Section, Air
Planning Branch, Air, Pesticides and
Toxics Management Division, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency,
Region 4, 61 Forsyth Street SW.,
Atlanta, Georgia 30303—8960.

5. Hand Delivery or Courier: Ms.
Lynorae Benjamin, Chief, Regulatory
Development Section, Air Planning
Branch, Air, Pesticides and Toxics
Management Division, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency,
Region 4, 61 Forsyth Street SW.,
Atlanta, Georgia 30303—8960. Such
deliveries are only accepted during the
Regional Office’s normal hours of
operation. The Regional Office’s official

hours of business are Monday through
Friday, 8:30 a.m. to 4:30 p.m., excluding
Federal holidays.

Instructions: Direct your comments to
Docket ID No. EPA-R04—OAR-2013—
0562. EPA’s policy is that all comments
received will be included in the public
docket without change and may be
made available online at
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information provided, unless
the comment includes information
claimed to be Confidential Business
Information (CBI) or other information
whose disclosure is restricted by statute.
Do not submit through
www.regulations.gov or email,
information that you consider to be CBI
or otherwise protected. The
www.regulations.gov Web site is an
“anonymous access” system, which
means EPA will not know your identity
or contact information unless you
provide it in the body of your comment.
If you send an email comment directly
to EPA without going through
www.regulations.gov, your email
address will be automatically captured
and included as part of the comment
that is placed in the public docket and
made available on the Internet. If you
submit an electronic comment, EPA
recommends that you include your
name and other contact information in
the body of your comment and with any
disk or CD-ROM you submit. If EPA
cannot read your comment due to
technical difficulties and cannot contact
you for clarification, EPA may not be
able to consider your comment.
Electronic files should avoid the use of
special characters, any form of
encryption, and be free of any defects or
viruses. For additional information
about EPA’s public docket visit the EPA
Docket Center homepage at http://
www.epa.gov/epahome/dockets.htm.

Docket: All documents in the
electronic docket are listed in the
www.regulations.gov index. Although
listed in the index, some information is
not publicly available, i.e., CBI or other
information whose disclosure is
restricted by statute. Certain other
material, such as copyrighted material,
is not placed on the Internet and will be
publicly available only in hard copy
form. Publicly available docket
materials are available either
electronically in www.regulations.gov or
in hard copy at the Regulatory
Development Section, Air Planning
Branch, Air, Pesticides and Toxics
Management Division, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency,
Region 4, 61 Forsyth Street SW.,
Atlanta, Georgia 30303—8960. EPA
requests that if at all possible, you
contact the person listed in the FOR

FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT section to
schedule your inspection. The Regional
Office’s official hours of business are
Monday through Friday, 8:30 a.m. to
4:30 p.m., excluding federal holidays.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Sean Lakeman of the Regulatory
Development Section, in the Air
Planning Branch, Air, Pesticides and
Toxics Management Division, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency,
Region 4, 61 Forsyth Street SW.,
Atlanta, Georgia 30303—8960. Mr.
Lakeman may be reached by phone at
(404) 562—9043, or via electronic mail at
lakeman.sean@epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Table of Contents

1. What is being proposed?

II. What is the background of the Triad Area?

III. What is the history of the gasoline
volatility requirement?

IV. What are the section 110(1) requirements?

V. What is EPA’s analysis of North Carolina’s
submittal?

VI. Proposed Action

VII. Statutory and Executive Order Reviews

I. What is being proposed?

The Triad Area in North Carolina is
currently designated attainment for the
1997 8-hour ozone NAAQS. The Area
was redesignated from nonattainment of
the 1997 8-hour ozone NAAQS on April
2, 2008. See 73 FR 17897. This
rulemaking proposes to approve a
revision to the Section 110(a)(1)
Maintenance Plan for 1997 8-hour ozone
standard for the Triad Area submitted
by the North Carolina Department of
Environment and Natural Resources (NC
DENR). Specifically, EPA is proposing
to approve revisions to the maintenance
plan, including updated modeling, that
show the Triad Area can continue to
maintain the 1997 ozone standard
without reliance on emissions
reductions based upon the use of
gasoline with an RVP of 7.8 psi in any
of the Triad Area counties during the
high ozone season—June 1 through
September 15.1 EPA is also proposing to
conclude that the new modeling
demonstrates that the area would
continue to attain the 1997 8-hour ozone
standard with the use of gasoline with

1 As discussed further below, a separate
rulemaking is required for relaxation of the current
requirement to use gasoline with an RVP of 7.8 psi
in the Area. This action proposes EPA’s evaluation
of the approvability of Florida’s revision to the
maintenance plan pursuant to section 110(l). The
decision regarding removal of Federal RVP
requirements pursuant to section 211(h) in the Area
includes other considerations evaluated at the
discretion of the Administrator. As such, the
determination regarding whether to remove the
Area from those areas subject to the section 211(h)
requirements is made through a separate rule
making action.
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an RVP of 9.0 psi throughout the Triad
Area during the high ozone season.
Consistent with section 110(1) of the
Act, EPA also proposes to conclude that
the use of gasoline with an RVP of 9.0
psi throughout the Triad Area during
the high ozone season would not
interfere with other applicable
requirements.

The new modeling conducted by
North Carolina to account for the
proposed relaxation of the applicable
RVP standard in portions of the Triad
Area also results in changes to the on-
road mobile, non-road mobile and area
source emissions associated with the
maintenance plan.2 As such, the North
Carolina revision updates the on-road
mobile, non-road mobile and area
source emissions for the Triad Area.
EPA is also proposing approval of this
revision.

This preamble is hereafter organized
into five parts. Section II provides the
background of the Triad Area
designation status with respect to the
various Ozone NAAQS. Section III
describes the applicable history of
federal gasoline regulation. Section IV
provides the Agency’s policy regarding
relaxation of the volatility standards.
Section V provides EPA’s analysis of the
information submitted by North
Carolina to support a relaxation of the
more stringent volatility standard in the
Triad Area and revisions to the on-road
mobile, nonroad mobile and area source
emissions associated with Maintenance
Plan for the Triad Area and provides
EPA’s analysis regarding the proposed
revision.

II. What is the background of the Triad
Area?

On November 6, 1991 (56 FR 56694),
EPA designated the Counties of
Davidson, Forsyth and Guilford in their
entirety and the portion of Davie County
bounded by the Yadkin River,
Dutchmans Creek, North Carolina
Highway 801, Fulton Creek and back to
Yadkin River in the Triad Area as
Moderate nonattainment for the 1-hour
ozone NAAQS. Among the requirements
applicable to nonattainment areas for
the 1-hour ozone NAAQS was the
requirement to meet certain volatility
standards (known as Reid Vapor
Pressure or RVP) for gasoline sold
commercially. See 55 FR 23658 (June
11, 1990). As discussed in greater detail
below, as part of the RVP requirements
associated with the nonattainment
designation, gasoline sold in the Triad
1-hour nonattainment area could not

2In addition to a less stringent RVP standard, the
new modeling also utilizes updated models for on-
road and off-road mobile emission sources.

exceed 7.8 psi RVP during the high-
ozone season months.

Following implementation of the 7.8
psi RVP requirement in the Triad Area,
on September 9, 1993, the Triad Area
was redesignated to attainment for the
1-hour ozone NAAQS, based on 1989—
1992 ambient air quality monitoring
data. See 58 FR 47391. North Carolina’s
November 13, 1992, 1-hour ozone
redesignation request did not include a
request for the removal of the 7.8 psi
RVP standard. The requirements
remained in place for the Area when it
was designated nonattainment for the
1997 8-hour ozone NAAQS that was
promulgated on July 18, 1997, and later
designated attainment for the 2008 8-
hour ozone NAAQS that was
promulgated March 12, 2008. See 77 FR
30088, May 21, 2012,

On April 30, 2004, EPA designated
and classified areas for the 1997 8-hour
ozone NAAQS (69 FR 23857)
unclassifiable/attainment or
nonattainment for the new 8-hour ozone
NAAQS. The Triad Area was designated
as nonattainment with a deferred
effective date as part of the Early Action
Compact (EAC) 3 program. (For more
information on the EAC program, see,
http://www.epa.gov/airquality/eac/
fs20080331 eac.html.) The Greensboro-
Winston Salem-High Point
nonattainment-deferred EAC Area for
the 1997 8-hour ozone NAAQS
expanded the Triad Area to include the
entire county of Davie, and Alamance,
Caswell, Randolph, and Rockingham
Counties in their entirety. The
Greensboro-Winston Salem-High Point
EAC Area attained the 1997 8-hour
ozone NAAQS with a design value of
0.083 parts per million (ppm) using
three years of quality assured data for
the years of 2005-2007. On February 6,
2008, EPA proposed that 13
nonattainment areas with deferred
effective dates, including the
Greensboro-Winston Salem-High Point
Area, be designated attainment for the
1997 8-hour ozone NAAQS. See 73 FR
6863. These areas met all of the
milestones of the EAC program and
demonstrated that they were in
attainment of the 1997 8-hour ozone
NAAQS as of December 31, 2007. This
rulemaking was finalized on April 2,
2008. See 73 FR 17897. Effective April
15, 2008, the Greensboro-Winston
Salem-High Point EAC Area was
designated as attainment for the 1997 8-

3 An EAC is an agreement between a State, local
governments and EPA to implement measures not
necessarily required by the Act in order to achieve
cleaner air as soon as possible. The program was
designed for areas that approach or monitor
exceedances of the 8-hour ozone standard, but are
in attainment for the 1-hour ozone NAAQS.

hour ozone NAAQS. However, these
attainment areas consequently were
required to submit a 10-year
maintenance plan under section
110(a)(1) of the CAA. As required, these
plans provide for continued attainment
and maintenance of the 1997 8-hour
ozone NAAQS for at least 10 years from
the effective date of these areas’
designation as attainment for the 1997
8-hour ozone NAAQS. These plans also
include components illustrating how
each area will continue to attain the
1997 8-hour ozone NAAQS and
provided contingency measures.

III. What is the history of the gasoline
volatility requirement?

On August 19, 1987 (52 FR 31274),
EPA determined that gasoline
nationwide had become increasingly
volatile, causing an increase in
evaporative emissions from gasoline-
powered vehicles and equipment.
Evaporative emissions from gasoline,
referred to as volatile organic
compounds (VOC), are precursors to the
formation of tropospheric ozone and
contribute to the nation’s ground-level
ozone problem. Exposure to ground-
level ozone can reduce lung function
(thereby aggravating asthma or other
respiratory conditions), increase
susceptibility to respiratory infection,
and may contribute to premature death
in people with heart and lung disease.

The most common measure of fuel
volatility that is useful in evaluating
gasoline evaporative emissions is RVP.
Under section 211(c) of CAA, EPA
promulgated regulations on March 22,
1989 (54 FR 11868), that set maximum
limits for the RVP of gasoline sold
during the high ozone season. These
regulations constituted Phase I of a two-
phase nationwide program, which was
designed to reduce the volatility of
commercial gasoline during the summer
ozone control season. On June 11, 1990
(55 FR 23658), EPA promulgated more
stringent volatility controls as Phase II
of the volatility control program. These
requirements established maximum
RVP standards of 9.0 psi or 7.8 psi
(depending on the State, the month, and
the area’s initial ozone attainment
designation with respect to the 1-hour
ozone NAAQS during the high ozone
season).

The 1990 CAA Amendments
established a new section, 211(h), to
address fuel volatility. Section 211(h)
requires EPA to promulgate regulations
making it unlawful to sell, offer for sale,
dispense, supply, offer for supply,
transport, or introduce into commerce
gasoline with an RVP level in excess of
9.0 psi during the high ozone season.
Section 211(h) prohibits EPA from
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establishing a volatility standard more
stringent than 9.0 psi in an attainment
area, except that EPA may impose a
lower (more stringent) standard in any
former ozone nonattainment area
redesignated to attainment.

On December 12, 1991 (56 FR 64704),
EPA modified the Phase II volatility
regulations to be consistent with section
211(h) of the CAA. The modified
regulations prohibited the sale of
gasoline with an RVP above 9.0 psi in
all areas designated attainment for
ozone, beginning in 1992. For areas
designated as nonattainment, the
regulations retained the original Phase II
standards published on June 11, 1990
(55 FR 23658).

As stated in the preamble to the Phase
II volatility controls and reiterated in
the proposed change to the volatility
standards published in 1991, EPA will
rely on states to initiate changes to
EPA’s volatility program that they
believe will enhance local air quality
and/or increase the economic efficiency
of the program within the statutory
limits.# In those rulemakings, EPA
explained that the governor of a state
may petition EPA to set a volatility
standard less stringent than 7.8 psi for
some month or months in a
nonattainment area. The petition must
demonstrate such a change is
appropriate because of a particular local
economic impact and that sufficient
alternative programs are available to
achieve attainment and maintenance of
the 1-hour ozone NAAQS. A current
listing of the RVP requirements for
states can be found on EPA’s Web site
at: http://www.epa.gov/otaq/fuels/
gasolinefuels/volatility/standards.htm.

As explained in the December 12,
1991 (56 FR 64704), Phase II
rulemaking, EPA believes that
relaxation of an applicable RVP
standard is best accomplished in
conjunction with the redesignation
process. In order for an ozone
nonattainment area to be redesignated
as an attainment area, section 107(d)(3)
of the Act requires the state to make a
showing, pursuant to section 175A of
the Act, that the area is capable of
maintaining attainment for the ozone
NAAQS for ten years after
redesignation. Depending on the area’s
circumstances, this maintenance plan
will either demonstrate that the area is
capable of maintaining attainment for
ten years without the more stringent
volatility standard or that the more
stringent volatility standard may be
necessary for the area to maintain its
attainment with the ozone NAAQS.

4See 55 FR 23658 (June 11, 1990), 56 FR 24242
(May 29, 1991) and 56 FR 64704 (Dec. 12, 1991).

Therefore, in the context of a request for
redesignation, EPA will not relax the
volatility standard unless the state
requests a relaxation and the
maintenance plan demonstrates, to the
satisfaction of EPA, that the area will
maintain attainment for ten years
without the need for the more stringent
volatility standard. As noted above,
however, North Carolina did not request
relaxation of the applicable 7.8 psi RVP
standard when the Triad Area was
redesignated to attainment for the either
the 1-hour or the 1997 8-hour ozone
NAAQS. Rather, North Carolina is now
seeking to relax the 7.8 psi RVP
standard after the Triad Area has been
redesignated to attainment for the 1997
8-hour ozone NAAQS. Accordingly, the
original modeling and maintenance
demonstration supporting the 1997 8-
hour ozone maintenance plan must be
revised to reflect continued attainment
under the relaxed 9.0 psi RVP standard
that the State has requested.

IV. What are the section 110(1)
requirements?

Section 110(l) requires that a revision
to the SIP not interfere with any
applicable requirement concerning
attainment and reasonable further
progress (RFP) (as defined in section
171), or any other applicable
requirement of the Act. EPA’s criterion
for determining the approvability of
North Carolina’s April 12, 2013, SIP
revision is whether this requested action
complies with section 110(1) of the
CAA. Because the modeling associated
with the current maintenance plan for
North Carolina is premised in part upon
the 7.8 psi RVP requirements, a request
to revise the maintenance plan
modeling to no longer rely on the 7.8 psi
RVP requirement is subject to the
requirements of CAA section 110(1).
Therefore, the State must demonstrate
that this revision will not interfere with
the attainment or maintenance of any of
the NAAQS or any other applicable
requirement of the CAA.

This section 110(1) non-interference
demonstration is a case-by-case
determination based upon the
circumstances of each SIP revision. EPA
interprets 110(1) as applying to all
NAAQS that are in effect, including
those that have been promulgated but
for which the EPA has not yet made
designations. The specific elements of
the 110(1) analysis contained in the SIP
revision depend on the circumstances
and emissions analyses associated with
that revision. EPA’s analysis of North
Carolina’s April 12, 2013, SIP revision,
including review of section 110(1)
requirements is provided below.

Finally, EPA notes that this
rulemaking is only proposing to approve
the State’s revision to its existing
maintenance plan for the Triad Area
showing that the area can continue to
maintain the standard without relying
upon gasoline with an RVP of 7.8 psi
being sold in the Triad Area during the
high ozone season. Consistent with CAA
section 211(h) and the Phase II volatility
regulations a separate rulemaking is
required for relaxation of the current
requirement to use gasoline with an
RVP of 7.8 psi in the Triad Area.

V. What is EPA’s analysis of North
Carolina’s submittal?

a. Overall Preliminary Conclusions for
Non-Interference Analyses for North
Carolina’s Request for Removal of the
Federal RVP Requirement

On April 12, 2013, NC DENR
submitted a revision to the maintenance
plan for the Triad 1-hour ozone
maintenance area. The revision updates
the on-road mobile, non-road mobile,
and area source emissions that would
result from modifying the RVP
summertime gasoline requirement from
7.8 psi to 9.0 psi for the Triad Area.
North Carolina’s April 12, 2013, SIP
revision also includes an evaluation of
the impact that the removal of the 7.8
psi RVP requirement would have on
maintenance of the 1997 and 2008
ozone standards and on other applicable
NAAQS. For the purposes of this
change, EPA is making the preliminary
determination that the applicable
NAAQSS5 of interest for the non-
interference demonstration required by
section 110(1) of the CAA are the carbon
monoxide (CO), ozone, particulate
matter (PM) and nitrogen dioxide (NO>)
standards.

VOC and NOx emissions are
precursors for ozone and PM, and NO,
is a component of NOx. In addition,
EPA also believes that, in this instance,
it is appropriate to also evaluate non-
interference with respect to the CO
NAAQS. Typically, EPA would not
expect the CO NAAQS to be affected by
a revision to RVP requirements because
VOC and NOx are not precursors to CO.
The revised modeling submitted by
North Carolina, however, demonstrates
a slight increase in CO emissions, and
as such, EPA believes a non-interference
review for CO is also appropriate in this
case.

There are no emissions reductions
attributable to the emissions of lead and
sulfur dioxide (SO,) from RVP
requirements. As a result, there is no

5The six NAAQS for which EPA establishes
health and welfare based standards are carbon
monoxide, lead, NO,, ozone, PM, and SO,.
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information indicating the proposed
revision would have any impact on
those NAAQS. Additionally, the Triad
Area is currently designated attainment
for the lead NAAQS, and is continuing
to attain the standard. As for the SO,
NAAQS, the Triad Area is not
designated nonattainment and there is
no available monitoring data indicating
an exceedance of the NAAQS.
Therefore, the analysis below focuses on
the impact of North Carolina’s requested
RVP change to the ozone, particulate
matter, NO, and CO NAAQS.

In North Carolina’s April 12, 2013,
SIP revision, the State provided a
technical demonstration to support the
request to modify the RVP summertime
gasoline requirement from 7.8 psi to 9.0
psi for the Triad Area. NC DENR
provided information regarding the
emissions trends from the maintenance
plans for the ozone NAAQS and
conducted a photochemical modeling
exercise to show that modifying the RVP
summertime gasoline requirement from
7.8 psi to 9.0 psi would have no impact
on the ozone and PM, s NAAQS.6

In the April 12, 2013, SIP revision, NC
DENR provided an updated analysis
utilizing EPA’s MOVES emission
modeling system to estimate emissions
for mobile sources. These mobile source
emissions are used as part of the
evaluation of the potential impacts to
the ozone NAAQS that might result
exclusively from changing the high
ozone season RVP requirements from
7.8 psi to 9.0 psi. The MOVES data
resulted in minor increases to the on-
road mobile and area source emissions.
The State then used the MOVES-
generated revised mobile source
emissions in the Triad Area that

resulted from the RVP program change
in photochemical grid modeling to
simulate the impact on ozone formation.
In addition to modeling the small RVP
changes over the Triad Area, NC DENR
also modeled the shutdown of three
coal-fired electric generating units
(EGUs) (Buck, Dan River, and
Riverbend), that were located in
counties adjacent to the Triad Area.
Combined-cycle natural gas units have
been built at two of these facilities
(Buck and Dan River) replacing the now
decommissioned coal-fired units. The
federally-enforceable emission limits
associated with these new combined-
cycle units were included with the
modeling conducted by NC DENR. The
modeling shows that relaxation of the
RVP standard to 9.0 psi would not
interfere with continued maintenance of
the ozone NAAQS in the Triad Area.

b. Non-Interference Analysis for the
Ozone NAAQS

As previously discussed, effective
November 6, 1991, the Triad Area
(which consisted of Davidson, Forsyth
and Guilford Counties in their entirety
and a portion of Davie County) was
designated as nonattainment for the 1-
hour ozone NAAQS. As a 1-hour ozone
nonattainment area, Davidson, Davie,
Forsyth and Guilford Counties were
subject to the federal RVP requirements
for high ozone season gasoline to aid the
Area with compliance with the ozone
NAAQS. On November 13, 1992, NC
DENR submitted a redesignation request
and maintenance plan for the 1-hour
ozone NAAQS.

On February 6, 2008, EPA proposed
that 13 nonattainment areas with
deferred effective dates, including the

TABLE 1—TRIAD AREA DESIGN VALUE

Greensboro-Winston Salem-High Point
Area, be designated attainment for the
1997 8-hour ozone NAAQS. See 73 FR
6863. These areas met all of the
milestones of the EAC program and
demonstrated that they were in
attainment of the 1997 8-hour ozone
NAAQS as of December 31, 2007.
Effective April 15, 2008, the
Greensboro-Winston Salem-High Point
EAC Area was designated as attainment
for the 1997 8-hour ozone NAAQS with
a design value of 0.083 ppm using three
years of quality assured data for the
years of 2005—2007.

Throughout this history, there is an
overall downward trend in ozone
concentration in the Triad Area that can
be attributed to Federal and State
programs that have led to significant
emissions reductions. The Triad Area is
continuing to meet the 1-hour and 1997
8-hour ozone NAAQS.7 With respect to
the 2008 ozone NAAQS, based on the
2010-2012 design values of 0.078 ppm
and 0.076 ppm, Triad Area monitors in
Forsyth and Guilford Counties,
respectively, are violating the 2008
ozone NAAQS. However, the
preliminary 2011-2013 design values
for Forsyth and Guilford Counties are
0.073 ppm and 0.072 ppm, respectively.

The 2008 ozone NAAQS is met when
the annual fourth-highest daily
maximum 8-hour average concentration,
averaged over 3 years is 0.075 ppm or
less. Currently (as shown in Table 1), all
ozone monitors in the Triad Area are
attaining the 1997 8-hour ozone
NAAQS, and all but three ozone
monitors (two located in Forsyth County
and one located in Guilford County) are
attaining the 2008 8-hour ozone
NAAQS.

County 2005-2007 DV | 2006—-2008 DV | 2007-2009 DV | 2008—-2010 DV | 2009—2011 DV | 2010-2012 DV
(ppm) (ppm) (ppm) (ppm) (ppm) (ppm)
CaSWEIl ..o 0.077 0.079 0.076 0.073 0.070 0.073
DAVIE weveeeeveeeeeseeeeseeeeseeseesesnessseenesneenenes 0.083 0.082 0.078 [ T A 0.073
FOISYN oo 0.081 0.081 0.077 0.076 0.075 0.078
Guilford ......... 0.082 0.082 0.079 0.076 0.074 0.076
Rockingham 0.078 0.080 0.078 0.075 0.071 0.073

------- indicates no data available.

On October 22, 2013, NC DENR
submitted a letter to EPA describing its
intention to early certify ozone
monitoring data for the Triad Area

6In addition there was not a significant increase
in CO and NO- emissions. See the non-interference
discussions below for more details.

7 The air quality design value for the 8-hour
ozone NAAQS is the 3-year average of the annual

based on 2011-2013 data. Once
certified, this data is expected to
demonstrate that all monitors in the
Triad Area are attaining the 2008 8-hour
ozone NAAQS based on 2011-2013

4th highest daily maximum 8-hour ozone
concentration. The level of the 2008 8-hour ozone
NAAQS is 0.075 ppm. The 2008 8-hour ozone
NAAQS is not met when the design value is greater
than 0.075 ppm.

data. EPA is proposing this action
contingent on the 2011-2013
monitoring data, showing continued
attainment of the 2008 ozone NAAQS,
being quality assured and certified prior

8 The Davie County monitor was moved to a new
location and began monitoring at the new location
in 2008. There was not enough data at this location
to calculate a 3 year averaged design value until
2012.
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to the Agency taking final action on this
proposed rule.

The primary precursors for ozone are
VOC and NOx emissions. Relaxation of
the RVP standard from 7.8 to 9.0 psi
results in a slight increase in emissions
of 0.16 tons per day (tpd) (a 0.28 percent
increase) in NOx, and 1.43 tpd (a 1.34
percent increase) in VOC for Davidson,
Forsyth, Guilford and Davie Counties.
While modeling showed a slight
increase in NOx and VOC emissions
resulting from the use of 9.0 psi RVP
gasoline as opposed to 7.8 psi RVP
gasoline, the most appropriate analysis
for purposes of evaluating non-
interference is whether the increase in
emissions would interfere with air
quality for the Triad Area. For this
demonstration, NC DENR chose to use
photochemical modeling which is
described below.

In addition to analyzing the
photochemical modeling provided by
North Carolina, EPA also notes that the
Triad Area is located within a NOx-
limited region.® A NOx-limited region is
one in which the concentration of ozone
is limited by the amount of NOx
emissions. As discussed above, NOx
and VOC are precursors to the formation
of ozone in the atmosphere. In a NOx-
limited area, high prevailing
concentrations of VOC from naturally-
occurring sources are present in the
atmosphere to contribute to ozone
formation. Consequently, reduction of
manmade, or anthropogenic, sources of
VOC emissions generally do not result
in reduced ozone formation. Instead,
reductions of NOx emissions provide a
more effective ozone reduction strategy
because reduced emissions of manmade
NOx emissions limit the amount of NOx
available in the atmosphere for ozone
formation. These circumstances help
support the reasonableness of the
modeling showing that the small
increase in VOC and even smaller
increase in NOx from the relaxation of
the RVP standard would not interfere
with continued maintenance of the
ozone NAAQS in the Triad Area.

NC DENR utilized EPA’s Mercury and
Air Toxics (MATS) modeling platform
to model changes in ozone and particle
matter pollution. The modeling years
used in the modeling included the 2005
base year and the 2016 future year. The
future year 2016 was chosen because it
is the latest MATS model data available.
The USEPA MATS modeling platform
was chosen because it is fairly recent,
has undergone full model performance,

9 See, e.g., The State of the Southern Oxidants
Study (SOS) Policy Relevant Findings in Ozone and
PM, 5 Pollution Research 1995-2003 (June 30,
2004), http://www.ncsu.edu/sos/pubs/sos3/State
of SOS_3.pdf.

and uses the MOVES mobile model to
generate on-road mobile emissions. The
USEPA MATS modeling used a national
36 kilometer (km) domain and an
eastern US 12 km domain. The NC
DENR modeling was performed using
the 12 km modeling domain. The EPA
is currently using 12 km modeling to
address the impacts of the proposed
Tier 3 Motor Vehicle and Emissions
Standards. Given that the EPA is using
the 12 km modeling for Tier 3, NC
DENR used the 12 km modeling to
estimate the impacts of the change in
summertime RVP to 9.0 psi.

The USEPA MATS modeling
conducted by NC DENR demonstrates
that the relaxation of the RVP 7.8
standard to 9.0 psi in the Triad 1-hour
ozone maintenance area is not necessary
to maintain the either the 1997 or 2008
ozone NAAQS. Both the 2005 base year
and the 2016 future year were used in
the modeling. In the modeling NC DENR
applied several conservative estimates
to determine the maximum impact of
RVP relaxation. These included:

(1) Selecting the most populous
county to represent on-road mobile
emissions for the other counties.
Guilford County was selected to
represent the “highest” level of
emissions increase expected because it
has the greatest population of vehicles
and vehicle miles traveled (VMT)
within the Triad maintenance area.

(2) Applying the maximum emissions
increase for a given hour to the entire
summertime period. Typically, the next
step is to run SMOKE 10 to temporally
and spatially allocate the MOVES
output. However, NC DENR was unable
to run the version of SMOKE used in the
MATS modeling. As an alternative, for
each pollutant, the average and
maximum increase at any hour was
calculated (see Table 2.3—8 of the NC
submittal). In order to generate very
conservative estimates of the impacts of
the RVP relaxation, the maximum
percent increase was applied to the
mobile emissions for all hours of the
June 1 to September 15 high-ozone
season RVP period for both the 2005
and 2016 emissions in Guilford,
Forsyth, Davie, and Davidson Counties
where the RVP relaxation is proposed.

(3) Using the highest emissions
increase for a given pollutant to
represent VOC emissions.

(4) The liberal application of grid
masking (i.e., the array of grid cells
where the RVP emissions changes were
applied). A grid cell was included in the

10 SMOKE, or “‘Sparse Matrix Operator Kernel
Emissions” is an emissions processing system
designed to create gridded, speciated, hourly
emissions for input into a variety of air quality
models. SMOKE supports area, biogenic, mobile

grid cell mask if as little as 20 percent
of the cell area includes one or more of
the counties where the RVP relaxation
is proposed. The grid cell mask includes
42 grid cells with an area of 6,048 km2.
A typical application of the mask would
include 32 grid cells with an area of
4,608 km2. By comparison, the total area
of the four counties is 4,935 km?2. The

20 percent threshold grid cell mask used
in the modeling will adjust the mobile
emissions in a larger area than the
actual area of the four counties and will
lead to conservative modeling results.

NC DENR used the Community
Multiscale Air Quality Modeling System
(CMAQ, v.4.71) to perform the air
quality runs. A total of six runs were
made from March 20, 2005 to September
30, 2005. A total of three runs were
made using the 2005 emissions. The
first run used the default 2005 MATS
emissions (BASE05). The second run
adjusted the mobile emissions due to
the change in RVP from 7.8 psi to 9.0
psi during the June 1 to September 15
RVP period (RVP05). The third run for
2005 included the RVP adjustments and
added expected NOx changes at the
Buck, Dan River, Riverbend power
plants. The 2016 model runs were run
in a similar fashion as the 2005 runs.
The first run used the default 2016
MATS emissions (BASE16). The second
run adjusted the mobile emissions due
to the change in RVP from 7.8 to 9.0 psi
during the June 1 to September 15 RVP
period (RVP16) and the third included
the RVP adjustments and added
expected NOx changes at the Buck, Dan
River, Riverbend power plants.

In this application, The Model
Attainment Test Software was used to
compute relative reduction factors
(RRFs) for each of the sensitivity runs at
the area monitors. The 2005 sensitivity
runs were compared to the Base05 run,
and the 2016 sensitivity runs were
compared to the Base16 run. RRF values
of 1.0005 or less would indicate less
than a 0.05 ppb rise within the base year
or future year modeling. The change in
ozone for monitors in and near the Triad
Area generated by the change in RVP in
the 2005 base year is shown in Table 2.
The other runs had similar results.
There is no appreciable change in ozone
concentrations due to the increase in
gasoline RVP.

See North Carolina’s April 12, 2013,
submittal for more information on the
modeling demonstration.

(both onroad and nonroad), and point source
emissions processing for criteria, particulate, and
toxic pollutants and is integrated with the on-road
emissions model MOBILE6 and MOVES.
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TABLE 2—CHANGE IN OzONE CONCENTRATIONS AND RRFS IN THE 2005 BASE YEAR MODELING WITH SUMMERTIME RVP

CHANGE TO 9.0 PSI

County Change from
RVP05 Ozone
Base05 ozone : Base05 to
County design value ! de&g(;gp\l/)a)uu(a 2 RRF RVPO5
(ppb) (ppb)
CASWEIL ettt et b e aeeeaeas 76.3 76.3 1.0002 0.0
Davie ......... 81.3 81.3 1.0002 0.0
Forsyth ... 78.0 78.0 1.0004 0.0
FOISYEN e e 73.0 73.0 1.0003 0.0
FOISYE e 76.0 76.0 1.0004 0.0
FOISYEN e e 80.0 80.0 1.0004 0.0
GUIIFOTT .ttt 77.0 77.0 1.0005 0.0
[T 711 o] o ST PRPUR 82.0 82.0 1.0005 0.0
ROCKINGNAM ... e 77.0 77.0 1.0003 0.0

1 Default 2005 MATS concentrations.

22005 concentrations with summertime RVP changed to 9.0 psi.

It should also be noted that in its
submission, North Carolina provided a
demonstration that there is no
appreciable change in future ozone
design value concentrations at any of
the area monitors when comparing
changes in ozone concentration and
RRF's in a future year scenario for 2016
that modeled summertime RVP at 9.0
psi. North Carolina’s model runs were
done solely for the purpose of
determining potential and relative
impact for changes in ozone
concentration due to a change of RVP to
9.0 psi. More information on the MATS
modeling can be found at http://
www.epa.gov/mats/actions.html.
Additional details on NC DENR'’s
updates to the EPA MATS modeling
platform to incorporate emissions in
North Carolina are included in the
State’s April 12, 2013, SIP revision.

To provide a full evaluation, the State
also compared total man-made
(anthropogenic) emissions of VOC and
NOx for the years 2007 (base year),
2011, and 2018 using a RVP of 7.8 psi
for Davidson, Forsyth, Guilford and
Davie Gounties (the remaining Counties
are currently using a RVP of 9.0 psi) to
emissions generated for the year 2018,
using a RVP of 9.0 psi.

There are four different man-made
emission inventory source
classifications: (1) Point, (2) area, (3) on-
road mobile and (4) non-road mobile.

(1) Point sources are those stationary
sources that emit more than 10 tons per
year of VOC or 100 tons per year of

NOZx from a single facility. The source
emissions are tabulated from data
collected by direct on-site
measurements of emissions or mass
balance calculations utilizing emission
factors from EPA’s AP—42, Compilation
of Air Pollutant Emission Factors. For
the projected year’s inventory, point
sources are adjusted by growth factors
based on Standard Industrial
Classification codes. The growth factors
are generated using the EPA’s Economic
Growth Analysis System version 5.0
(E-GAS 5.0) program.

(2) Area sources are those stationary
sources whose emissions are relatively
small but due to the large number of
these sources, the collective emissions
could be significant (i.e., dry cleaners,
service stations, etc.). For area sources,
emissions are estimated by multiplying
an emission factor by some known
indicator of collective activity such as
production, number of employees, or
population. These types of emissions
are estimated on the county level. For
the projected year’s inventory, area
source emissions are changed by
population growth, projected
production growth, or when applicable,
by E-GAS 5.0 growth factors.

(3) On-road mobile sources are those
vehicles that travel on the roadways. For
on-road mobile sources, the MOVES
model data represent the new motor
vehicle emission budgets for the Triad
Area. The MOVES model uses the road
class VMT and other operating
conditions as input parameters to

generate an output file that contains
estimated emissions. For the projected
years inventories, the on-road mobile
sources emissions are calculated by
running the MOVES mobile model for
the future year with the projected VMT
to generate emissions that take into
consideration expected Federal tailpipe
standards, fleet turnover and new fuel
standards.

(4) Non-road mobile sources are
equipment that can move but do not use
the roadways (i.e., lawn mowers,
construction equipment, railroad
locomotives, aircraft). With the
exception of the railroad locomotives
and aircraft engines, the emissions from
this category are calculated using the
EPA’s NONROAD2008a non-road
mobile model. The railroad locomotive
and aircraft engine emissions are
estimated by taking an activity and
multiply by an emission factor. All
emissions are also estimated at the
county level. Total off-road mobile
source emissions represent the sum of
emissions generated by the NONROAD
2008a model and emissions calculated
for aircraft and railroad locomotives.

Despite the small increases in
emissions projected for the less-
stringent RVP standard of 9.0 psi, the
Triad Area continues to demonstrate a
downward trend in NOx and VOGC
emissions through 2018. Tables 3 and 4
below provide the emissions inventory
estimates for all source categories for the
1-hour ozone maintenance area.

TABLE 3—ANTHROPOGENIC VOC EMISSIONS (fpd) FOR THE TRIAD 1-HOUR MAINTENANCE AREA

Based on RVP of 7.8 Based on RVP

County of 9.0

2007 2011 2018 2018
[ F- 1Y/ (o F=To o SRS 19.31 17.60 14.29 14.50
Davie * 8.04 7.79 8.43 8.43
Forsyth 36.62 32.63 32.69 33.18
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TABLE 3—ANTHROPOGENIC VOC EMISSIONS (fpd) FOR THE TRIAD 1-HOUR MAINTENANCE AREA—Continued

Based on RVP of 7.8 Based on RVP

County of 9.0

2007 2011 2018 2018
(1011} (o] o ISP PPIPRPP 58.31 53.71 51.10 51.83
L] - | UPOPRP 122.28 111.73 106.51 107.94

*Emissions are for the entire County.

TABLE 4—ANTHROPOGENIC NOx EMISSIONS (fpd) FOR THE TRIAD 1-HOUR MAINTENANCE AREA

Based on RVP of 7.8 Based on RVP

County of 9.0

2007 2011 2018 2018
[ = 1Y/ o =Yoo LTSRN 21.99 17.94 9.88 9.91
Davie* .... 6.08 4.41 2.75 2.75
Forsyth 35.88 24.47 16.50 16.54
Guilford 57.68 44.76 28.00 28.09
TOMAL ettt e eae e te e e e e be e e aaeeneas 121.63 91.58 57.13 57.29

*Emissions are for the entire County.

As Tables 3 and 4 indicate, NOx and
VOC emissions in the Triad 1-hour
ozone maintenance area will continue to
decrease, even with the increase in high
ozone season fuel RVP to 9.0 psi. The
slight increase in emissions resulting
from the control program change is
being mitigated area-wide by a steady
decrease in tailpipe emissions, which is
the result of a cleaner new vehicle fleet
replacing the older fleet and other
Federal and State emissions reduction
programs.

In light of the current designations,
monitoring and emissions data, and the
submitted modeling, including the fact
that the NOx emissions inventories are
projected to continue to significantly
decrease, EPA has preliminarily
determined that the slight increase in
NOx and VOC emissions associated
with the request RVP change will not
interfere with the Area’s ability to
maintain the 1997 and 2008 8-hour
ozone NAAQS. More details on the
individual non-interference analyses for
the PM, 5, NO, and CO NAAQS are
provided below.

c. Non-Interference Analysis for the PM
NAAQS

The precursors for PM, s are NOx,
SO,, VOC and ammonia. For the Triad
Area, on-road mobile, non-road mobile
and area sources are not considered to
be large contributors to directly emitted
PM, 5 or indirectly formed fine
particulate matter less than 2.5
micrometers (PM, ) concentrations. As
mentioned earlier in this rulemaking,

the RVP requirements result in
emissions benefits for VOC and NOx;,
and as such EPA focused on these
precursors for the analysis of the
potential impact of North Carolina’s SIP
change. However, as described in North
Carolina’s April 12, 2013, submission,
directly emitted PM> s is a very small
component of the overall PM, s ambient
concentrations. Instead the primary
species impacting PM, s concentrations
are the secondarily formed sulfates and
organic carbons. Sulfates are formed
through the chemical reaction of SO,
and ammonia and the majority of the
organic carbons come from natural
sources like trees. See ‘“Redesignation
Demonstration and Maintenance Plan
for the Hickory (Catawba County) and
Greensboro/Winston-Salem/High Point
(Davidson and Guilford Counties) Fine
Particulate Matter Nonattainment
Areas,” submitted to EPA on December
18, 2009, Figure 4-2, p. 4—4, which can
be accessed at www.regulations.gov
using docket ID No. EPA-R04-OAR-
2009-1010. A 2009 analysis of SO,
emissions, which is a primary
contributor to the formation of PM, s
within North Carolina, found about 3.3
percent of total SO, emissions came
from on-road, non-road and area sources
combined, while the remaining 96.7
percent came from point sources.

On July 18, 1997 (62 FR 36852), EPA
established an annual PM, s NAAQS at
15.0 micrograms per cubic meter (ug/
m?) based on a 3-year average of annual
mean PM, 5 concentrations. At that time,

EPA also established a 24-hour NAAQS
of 65 pg/ms3. See 40 CFR 50.7. On
October 17, 2006 (71 FR 61144), EPA
retained the 1997 annual PM, s NAAQS
at 15.0 ug/m3 based on a 3-year average
of annual mean PM; s concentrations,
and promulgated a new 24-hour
NAAQS of 35 pg/m3 based on a 3-year
average of the 98th percentile of 24-hour
concentrations. On January 15, 2013 (78
FR 3086), EPA established an annual
primary PM, s NAAQS at 12.0 pg/m3
based on a 3-year average of annual
mean PM, s concentrations. At that time,
EPA retained the 2006 24-hour NAAQS
at 35 pg/m3 based on a 3-year average

of the 98th percentile of 24-hour
concentrations.

On January 5, 2005 (70 FR 944),
Davidson and Guilford Counties in the
Triad Area were designated
nonattainment for the 1997 annual
PM, 5 standard and all other Counties
were designated Unclassifiable/
Attainment. On November 13, 2009 (74
FR 58688), all counties in the Triad
Area were designated unclassifiable/
attainment for the 2006 24-hour PM, 5
standard. On November 18, 2011, EPA
redesignated Davidson and Guilford
Counties to attainment for the 1997
annual PM, 5 standard based on the
measured air quality data and the 10-
year maintenance plan submitted. See
76 FR 71455.

As Table 5 indicates the PM, s annual
and 24-hour design values demonstrate
attainment of the respective NAAQS
and have been decreasing.
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TABLE 5—PM., s DESIGN VALUES
Year 2008-2010 2009-2011 2010-2012
Annual Design Value

Caswell 9.9 8.9 8.9
Davidson 121 111 111
Forsyth ........... 10.9 10.0 9.7
Guilford 10.8 9.8 9.4
CASWEID ettt e e e e et e e e e e e e ———ee e e e e e e a————eeaeeaann—araaeeeeaaaanrareaeeeaaanes 19 18 18
[0 F2 1Y o Yo T o SRS 23 21 21
FOPSYIN e ettt 23 21 20
[T 111 (oo IS 22 21 21

EPA Annual PM, s NAAQS: 15 pg/m3.
EPA 24-hour PM,.s NAAQS: 35 pg/ms.

In light of the slight increase in VOC
and NOx emissions from the relaxation
of the RVP controls in Davidson, Davie,
Forsyth and Guilford Counties, EPA has
preliminarily determined that a change
to the Federal RVP requirement for
Davidson, Davie, Forsyth and Guilford
Counties would not interfere with the
Triad Area maintaining the 1997 PM, 5
annual or the 2006 24-hour PM, 5
standards. The photochemical modeling
analysis discussed above was also used
to calculate the changes in PM s due to
the RVP Program change. The analysis
showed no change in particle pollution
at any of the monitors.

d. Non-Interference Analysis for the
2010 NO> NAAQS

On February 17, 2012 (77 FR 9532),
EPA finalized designations for 2010 NO,
NAAQS. Counties in North Carolina,
including those in the Triad Area, were
designated unclassifiable/attainment for
the 2010 NO, NAAQS. Based on North

Carolina’s April 12, 2013, SIP revision,
the potential increase in the NOx
emissions associated with the requested
less-stringent RVP standard is
approximately a quarter of a ton per day
between June 1st and September 15th. It
is reasonable to believe that North
Carolina’s requested change for its high
ozone season RVP requirement would
not cause the Area to be out of
compliance with the 2010 NO, NAAQS
because the slight projected NOx
emissions increase would be mitigated
by a steady decrease in tailpipe
emissions, which is the result of cleaner
new vehicle fleet replacing the older
fleet. In light of the current designation,
monitoring and emissions trend data
and the submitted modeling, including
the fact that NOx emissions inventories
are projected to continue to significantly
decrease,!! EPA has preliminarily
determined that a change to the Federal
RVP requirements for the Triad Area

would not interfere with the continued
decline in NOx emissions, nor with
attainment or maintenance of the 2010
NO, NAAQS.

e. Non-Interference Analysis for the CO
NAAQS

Forsyth County in the Triad Area was
previously designated nonattainment for
the 8-hour CO NAAQS. See 56 FR
56694, November 6, 1991.
Subsequently, Forsyth County attained
the 8-hour CO NAAQS and was
redesignated from nonattainment to
attainment on September 21, 1994,
based on the measured air quality data
and the 10-year maintenance plan
submitted. See 59 FR 48399. The 8-hour
CO NAAQS is 9 ppm and the 1-hour CO
NAAQS is 35 ppm. As provided in
Table 6 below, monitoring data from
2008-2011 shows Forsyth County is
well below the 8-hour and 1-hour CO
NAAQS.

TABLE 6—AMBIENT AIR QUALITY CO 8-HOUR AND 1-HOUR DESIGN VALUES (PPM)

County ‘ Monitor ID ‘ 2009 ‘ 2010 ‘ 2011 ‘ 2012
8-hr NAAQS
FOISYth .o ‘ 370670023 ‘ 1.7 ‘ 1.9 ‘ 21 ‘ 1.2
1-hr NAAQS
FOISYt .o s ‘ 370670023 ‘ 2.3 ‘ 2.7 ‘ 2.6 ‘ 1.8

It is estimated that Triad Area on-road
CO emissions will increase
approximately 5 tons per day in 2016 if
the applicable RVP requirement is
relaxed to 9.0 psi in the Triad Area. This
increase equates to a less than a 1.0
percent increase in the total inventory of
all anthropogenic sources for the Triad
Area. In light of the slight increase in

11 See table 5, above.

CO emissions EPA has preliminarily
determined that a change to the Federal
RVP requirement for Greensboro/
Winston-Salem/High Point would not
interfere with the Winston-Salem/
Forsyth County Area maintaining the
CO NAAQS.

VI. Proposed Action

EPA is proposing to approve the State
of North Carolina’s April 12, 2013,
revision to its 110(a)(1) Maintenance
Plan for the Triad 1997 8-hour Ozone
Maintenance Area. Specifically, EPA is
proposing to approve the State’s
showing that the Triad Area can
continue to maintain the 1997 ozone
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standard without emissions reductions
associated with the use of gasoline with
an RVP of 7.8 psi in the four Triad Area
counties during the high ozone season—
June 1 through September 15.

In addition, due to the updated
modeling reflecting a change in the
applicable RVP standard, the North
Carolina revision also includes an
updated on-road mobile, non-road
mobile and area source emissions for
the Triad Area. EPA is also proposing
approval of this revision.

EPA has preliminarily determined
that North Carolina’s April 12, 2013, SIP
revision, including the technical
demonstration associated with the
State’s request for the removal of the
Federal RVP requirements, and the
updated on-road mobile, non-road
mobile and area source emissions are
consistent with the applicable
provisions of the CAA. Should EPA
decide to remove subject portions of the
Triad Area from those areas subject to
the 7.8 psi Federal RVP requirements,
such action will occur in a separate,
subsequent rulemaking.

VII. Statutory and Executive Order
Reviews

Under the CAA, the Administrator is
required to approve a SIP submittal that
complies with the provisions of the Act
and applicable federal regulations. 42
U.S.C. 7410(k); 40 CFR 52.02(a). Thus,
in reviewing SIP submissions, EPA’s
role is to approve state choices,
provided that they meet the criteria of
the CAA. Accordingly, this proposed
action merely approves state law as
meeting Federal requirements and does
not impose additional requirements
beyond those imposed by state law. For
that reason, this proposed action:

¢ Is not a “significant regulatory
action” subject to review by the Office
of Management and Budget under
Executive Order 12866 (58 FR 51735,
October 4, 1993);

¢ does not impose an information
collection burden under the provisions
of the Paperwork Reduction Act (44
U.S.C. 3501 et seq.);

e is certified as not having a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities
under the Regulatory Flexibility Act (5
U.S.C. 601 et seq.);

e does not contain any unfunded
mandate or significantly or uniquely
affect small governments, as described
in the Unfunded Mandates Reform Act
0f 1995 (Pub. L. 104-4);

¢ does not have Federalism
implications as specified in Executive
Order 13132 (64 FR 43255, October 7,
1999);

¢ is not an economically significant
regulatory action based on health or
safety risks subject to Executive Order
13045 (62 FR 19885, April 23, 1997);

¢ is not a significant regulatory action
subject to Executive Order 13211 (66 FR
28355, May 22, 2001);

e is not subject to requirements of
Section 12(d) of the National
Technology Transfer and Advancement
Act of 1995 (15 U.S.C. 272 note) because
application of those requirements would
be inconsistent with the CAA; and

¢ does not provide EPA with the
discretionary authority to address, as
appropriate, disproportionate human
health or environmental effects, using
practicable and legally permissible
methods, under Executive Order 12898
(59 FR 7629, February 16, 1994).

In addition, this proposed rule does
not have tribal implications as specified
by Executive Order 13175 (65 FR 67249,
November 9, 2000), because the SIP is
not approved to apply in Indian country
located in the state, and EPA notes that
it will not impose substantial direct
costs on tribal governments or preempt
tribal law.

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52
Environmental protection, Air
pollution control, Intergovernmental
relations, Lead, Reporting and
recordkeeping requirements.
Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq.

Dated: November 12, 2013.
Beverly H. Banister,
Acting Regional Administrator, Region 4.
[FR Doc. 2013-28371 Filed 11-25-13; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Fish and Wildlife Service

50 CFR Part 17

[Docket No. FWS-R6-ES-2013-0120;
4500030113]

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife
and Plants; Initiation of Status Review
of Arctic Grayling in the Upper
Missouri River System

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice of initiation of status
review.

SUMMARY: We, the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service (Service), under the
authority of the Endangered Species Act
of 1973, as amended (Act), announce
the initiation of a status review of the
Arctic grayling (Thymallus arcticus)
upper Missouri River system distinct

population segment (DPS). We conduct
status reviews to determine whether the
entity meets the definition of an
endangered or threatened species under
the Act. Following this status review,
we will issue a proposed listing rule or
a not warranted finding for the Arctic
grayling upper Missouri River system
DPS. Through this document, we
encourage all interested parties to
provide us information regarding the
Arctic grayling in the upper Missouri
River basin.

DATES: To allow us adequate time to
conduct this review, we request that we
receive information no later than
December 26, 2013. Information
submitted electronically using the
Federal eRulemaking Portal (see
ADDRESSES section, below) must be
received by 11:59 p.m. Eastern Time on
the closing date. After December 26,
2013, you must submit information
using the U.S. mail or hand-delivery
option provided in the ADDRESSES
section below. Please note that we may
not be able to address or incorporate
information that we receive after the
above requested date.

ADDRESSES: You may submit
information by one of the following
methods:

(1) Electronically: Go to the Federal
eRulemaking Portal: http://
www.regulations.gov. In the Search box,
enter FWS-R6-ES-2013-0120, which is
the docket number for this rulemaking.
Then, in the Search panel on the left
side of the screen, under the Document
Type heading, click on the Proposed
Rules link to locate this document. You
may submit a comment by clicking on
“Comment Now!”

(2) By hard copy: Submit by U.S. mail
or hand-delivery to: Public Comments
Processing, Attn: FWS-R6-ES-2013-
0120; Division of Policy and Directives
Management; U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service; 4401 N. Fairfax Drive, MS
2042-PDM; Arlington, VA 22203.

We request that you send information
only by the methods described above.
We will post all submissions on
http://www.regulations.gov. This
generally means that we will post any
personal information you provide us
(see the Request for Information section
below for more information).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Jodi
Bush, Field Supervisor, Montana Field
Office, 585 Shepard Way, Suite 1,
Helena, MT 59601; telephone (406) 449—
5225, extension 205. If you use a
telecommunications device for the deaf
(TDD), please call the Federal
Information Relay Service (FIRS) at
1-800-877-8339.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
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Background

The Arctic grayling is a fish belonging
to the family Salmonidae (salmon, trout,
charr, whitefishes), subfamily
Thymallinae (graylings), and is
represented by a single genus,
Thymallus (Scott and Crossman 1973,
pp- 301-302; Behnke 2002, pp. 327—
331). Arctic grayling have long, thin
bodies with deeply forked tails, and
adults typically average 254 to 330
millimeters (10 to 13 inches) in length.
Coloration varies from silvery or
iridescent blue and lavender, to dark
blue (Behnke 2002, pp. 327-328). Arctic
grayling have a prominent sail-like
dorsal fin, which is large and vividly
colored with rows of orange to bright
green spots, and often has an orange
border. Dark spots often appear on the
body toward the head (Behnke 2002, pp.
327-328).

Arctic grayling are native to Arctic
Ocean drainages of northwestern
Canada and Alaska; the Peace,
Saskatchewan, and Athabasca River
drainages in Alberta, eastward to
Hudson Bay and westward to the Bering
Straits; and eastern Siberia and northern
Eurasia (Scott and Crossman 1973, pp.
301-302). Arctic grayling also are native
to Pacific coast drainages of Alaska and
Canada as far south as the Stikine River
in British Columbia (Scott and
Crossman 1973, pp. 301-302; Nelson
and Paetz 1991, pp. 253—-256; Behnke
2002, pp. 327-331).

Pleistocene glaciations isolated two
North American populations of Arctic
grayling outside of Canada and Alaska
(Vincent 1962, pp. 23-31). One
population occurred in streams and
rivers of the Great Lakes region of
northern Michigan, but was extirpated
in the 1930s (Hubbs and Lagler 1949, p.
44; Scott and Crossman 1973, p. 301).
The second population (Arctic grayling
of the upper Missouri River) inhabits
watersheds in the upper Missouri River
basin upstream of Great Falls, Montana.
This population is the subject of our
status review.

Previous Federal Actions

We have reviewed the status of the
Arctic grayling several times since 1982.
Most recently, on September 8, 2010, we
published a revised 12-month finding
for the Arctic grayling (75 FR 54708). In
that finding, we determined that fluvial
(stream dwelling) and adfluvial
(residing in lakes and spawning in
streams) Arctic grayling of the upper

Missouri River did constitute a DPS
under the Act. Therefore, we found that
the upper Missouri River DPS was a
listable entity under the Act, and we
further found that listing the DPS was
warranted but precluded by higher
priority listing actions.

On May 10, 2011, we filed a multiyear
work plan as part of a proposed
settlement agreement with Wild Earth
Guardians and others in a consolidated
case in the U.S. District Court for the
District of Columbia. On September 9,
2011, the Court accepted our agreement
with the plaintiffs in Endangered
Species Act Section 4 Deadline Litig.,
Misc. Action No. 10-377 (EGS), MDL
Docket No. 2165 (D. DC) (known as the
“MDL case’’), which requires the
Service to submit to the Federal
Register for publication either a
proposed rule or a not-warranted
finding for the Arctic grayling on or
before September 30, 2014.

For additional information on the
biology or previous Federal actions on
the Arctic grayling, including Federal
actions prior to 2010, see the September
8, 2010, revised 12-month finding
(75 FR 54708).

Request for Information

To ensure that the status review and,
if warranted, our subsequent listing
determination are based on the best
available scientific and commercial
information, and to provide an
opportunity to any interested parties to
provide information for consideration
during the status assessment, we are
requesting information concerning the
Arctic grayling in the upper Missouri
River system. We request information
from other concerned governmental
agencies, Native American tribes, the
scientific community, industry, and any
other interested party. Specifically, we
are seeking:

(1) General information concerning
the taxonomy, biology, ecology,
genetics, and status of the Arctic
grayling of the upper Missouri River
system.

(2) Specific information on the
conservation status of Arctic grayling in
the upper Missouri River system,
including information on distribution,
abundance, and population trends.

(3) Specific information on factors
that that may affect the continued
existence of the Arctic grayling in the
upper Missouri River, which may
include habitat modification or

destruction, overutilization, disease,
predation, the inadequacy of existing
regulatory mechanisms, or other natural
or manmade factors.

(4) Specific information on planned
and ongoing conservation actions
designed to improve Arctic grayling
habitat or reduce threats to Arctic
grayling in the upper Missouri River
system.

(5) Habitat selection, use, and any
changes or trends in the amount and
distribution of Arctic grayling habitat.

(6) Habitat requirements for feeding,
breeding, and sheltering, including
particular physical or biological features
that are essential to the conservation of
Arctic grayling and where such physical
or biological features are found.

(7) Whether any of these features may
require special management
considerations or protection.

(8) Specific areas outside the
geographical area occupied by the DPS
that may be essential for the
conservation of the Arctic grayling in
the upper Missouri River system.

(9) The possible benefits and impacts
(including economic impacts) of a
possible critical habitat designation for
the Arctic grayling.

(10) Whether the designation of
critical habitat for the Arctic grayling
would be beneficial to the conservation
of the Arctic grayling in the upper
Missouri River system or whether the
identification of specific areas as critical
habitat may increase threats to the DPS
or its habitat.

If you submit information, we request
you support it with documentation such
as data, maps, bibliographic references,
methods used to gather and analyze the
data, or copies of any pertinent
publications, reports, or letters by
knowledgeable sources. Section
4(b)(1)(A) of the Act directs that
determinations as to whether any
species is an endangered or threatened
species must be made “solely on the
basis of the best scientific and
commercial data available.”

You may submit your information
concerning this status review by one of
the methods listed in the ADDRESSES
section. If you submit information that
includes personal identifying
information, you may request at the top
of your document that we withhold this
personal identifying information from
public review. However, we cannot
guarantee that we will be able to do so.
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Dated: November 12, 2013.
Stephen Guertin,
Acting Director, Fish and Wildlife Service.
[FR Doc. 2013—-28171 Filed 11-25-13; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-55-P
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Submission for OMB Review;
Comment Request

The Department of Agriculture has
submitted the following information
collection requirement(s) to OMB for
review and clearance under the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995,
Public Law 104-13. Comments
regarding (a) Whether the collection of
information is necessary for the proper
performance of the functions of the
agency, including whether the
information will have practical utility;
(b) the accuracy of the agency’s estimate
of burden including the validity of the
methodology and assumptions used; (c)
ways to enhance the quality, utility and
clarity of the information to be
collected; (d) ways to minimize the
burden of the collection of information
on those who are to respond, including
through the use of appropriate
automated, electronic, mechanical, or
other technological collection
techniques or other forms of information
technology should be addressed to: Desk
Officer for Agriculture, Office of
Information and Regulatory Affairs,
Office of Management and Budget
(OMB), OIRA Submission@
OMB.EOP.GOYV or fax (202) 395-5806
and to Departmental Clearance Office,
USDA, OCIO, Mail Stop 7602,
Washington, DC 20250-7602.
Comments regarding these information
collections are best assured of having
their full effect if received within 30
days of this notification. Copies of the
submission(s) may be obtained by
calling (202) 720-8958.

An agency may not conduct or
sponsor a collection of information
unless the collection of information
displays a currently valid OMB control
number and the agency informs
potential persons who are to respond to
the collection of information that such
persons are not required to respond to
the collection of information unless it

displays a currently valid OMB control
number.

Food and Nutrition Service

Title: Supplemental Nutrition
Assistance Program: State Options

OMB Control Number: 0584—-0496

Summary of Collection: The Food,
Conservation and Energy Act of 2008,
Public Law 110-246, Section 4001—
4002, amended the Food and Nutrition
Act of 2008 to rename the Food Stamp
Program the “Supplemental Nutrition
Assistance Program (SNAP). The Act
establishes SNAP as a means-tested
program under which needy households
may apply for and receive assistance to
supplement their ability to purchase
food. The Act specifies national
eligibility standards and imposes certain
administrative requirements on State
agencies in administering the program.
The program is directly administered by
State welfare agencies, which are
responsible for determining the
eligibility of applicant households and
issuing benefits to those households
entitled to benefits under the Act.

Need and Use of the Information: FNS
will collect information from State
agencies on how the various SNAP
implementation options will be
determined. The information collected
will be used by FNS to establish quality
control reviews, standards and self-
employment costs.

Description of Respondents: State,
Local or Tribal Government.

Number of Respondents: 52.

Frequency of Responses:
Recordkeeping; Reporting: Annually.

Total Burden Hours: 316.

Ruth Brown,

Departmental Information Collection
Clearance Officer.

[FR Doc. 2013-28317 Filed 11-25-13; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-30-P

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Submission for OMB Review;
Comment Request

November 21, 2013.

The Department of Agriculture has
submitted the following information
collection requirement(s) to OMB for
review and clearance under the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995,
Public Law 104—-13. Comments
regarding (a) whether the collection of
information is necessary for the proper

performance of the functions of the
agency, including whether the
information will have practical utility;
(b) the accuracy of the agency’s estimate
of burden including the validity of the
methodology and assumptions used; (c)
ways to enhance the quality, utility and
clarity of the information to be
collected; (d) ways to minimize the
burden of the collection of information
on those who are to respond, including
through the use of appropriate
automated, electronic, mechanical or
other technological collection
techniques or other forms of information
technology.

Comments regarding this information
collection received by December 26,
2013 will be considered. Written
comments should be addressed to: Desk
Officer for Agriculture, Office of
Information and Regulatory Affairs,
Office of Management and Budget
(OMB), New Executive Office Building,
725—17th Street NW., Washington, DC
20503. Commenters are encouraged to
submit their comments to OMB via
email to: OIRA_Submission@
omb.eop.gov or fax (202) 395-5806 and
to Departmental Clearance Office,
USDA, OCIO, Mail Stop 7602,
Washington, DC 20250-7602. Copies of
the submission(s) may be obtained by
calling (202) 720-8681.

An agency may not conduct or
sponsor a collection of information
unless the collection of information
displays a currently valid OMB control
number and the agency informs
potential persons who are to respond to
the collection of information that such
persons are not required to respond to
the collection of information unless it
displays a currently valid OMB control
number.

National Agricultural Statistics Service

Title: Pesticide Protection Equipment.

OMB Control Number: 0535-NEW.

Summary of Collection: The primary
objectives of the National Agricultural
Statistics Service (NASS) are to prepare
and issue state and national estimates of
crop production, livestock production,
economic statistics, and environmental
statistics related to agriculture and to
conduct the Census of Agriculture and
its follow-on surveys. NASS has been
asked by The National Institute for
Occupational Safety and Health
(NIOSH) to assist in its efforts to reduce
the risks of illness and injury associated
with pesticide exposure due to incorrect
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personal protective equipment (PPE)
practices. NIOSH is mandated to
conduct research and make
recommendations for the prevention of
work-related disease and injury under
Section 20 of the Occupational Safety
and Health Act, 29 U.S.C. 669 and
Section 501 of the Federal Mine Safety
and Health Act, 30 U.S.C. 951. General
authority for these data collection
activities by NASS is granted under
U.S.C. Title 7, Section 2204(a). This
pilot study project will concentrate on
assessing pesticide safety practices
among Pennsylvania crop farm
operators who have personally applied
pesticides for crop production using
methods other than aerial applications
and enclosed cab vehicles.

Need and Use of the Information: The
Pesticide Safety Practices among
Pennsylvania Farms Survey will use a
sampling universe defined as crop
growers in PA. The survey will be
conducted in a two step process. First,
the screening phrase will consist of an
information letter, blank screening form
and a postage paid return envelope.
Finally, operations will be selected from
the screening phase to conduct the
survey. The primary goals of the project
are: (1) To determine the extent to
which PA crop growers use appropriate
PPE practices; and (2) when applicable,
to identify the factors that cause
incorrect PPE practices, and (3) when
applicable, identify the factors that
would motivate a crop grower to start
using correct practices. Without this
information NIOSH is not able to verify
whether these applicators are using
correct practices and potentially at
increased risk for pesticide exposure
and related illnesses.

Description of Respondents: PA crop
producers who applied pesticides in the
past six months using a method other
than helicopters, airplanes, or
equipment pulled by enclosed cab
tractors or ATVs.

Number of Respondents: 3,000.

Frequency of Responses: Reporting:
One time.

Total Burden Hours: 822.

Charlene Parker,

Departmental Information Collection
Clearance Officer.
[FR Doc. 2013-28307 Filed 11-25-13; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 3410-20-P

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Agricultural Research Service

Notice of Availability for the Final
Environmental Assessment (EA) and
Finding No Significant Impact (FONSI)
for the Cotton Quality Research
Station Land Transfer

AGENCY: Agricultural Research Service,
USDA.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that
the U.S. Department of Agriculture
(USDA) Agricultural Research Service
(ARS) has made a FONSI for transferring
the land and real estate at the Cotton
Quality Research Station (CQRS) in
Clemson, SC, to Clemson University.
The FONSI document is based on
impact analysis documented in the EA
that was issued for 30-day public
comment beginning July 18, 2013, and
that was finalized on August 28, 2013.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Cal
Mather, Environmental Protection
Specialist, USDA ARS SHEMB, NCAUR,
1815 North University Street, Room
2060, Peoria, Illinois 61604; Telephone:
309-681-6608 or email: cal.mather@
ars.usda.gov. You may contact Mr.
Mather for a copy of the FONSI
document. Copies of the Final EA and
FONSI are also available for public
inspection during normal business
hours at the following Web site and
locations:

o www.clemson.edu/usda-property

e Former CQRS, 133 Old Cherry
Road, Clemson, SC 29631

e Strom Thurmond Institute, Special
Collections, 230 Kappa St., Clemson, SC
29634
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In
accordance with the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of
1969, as amended, and the Federal Land
Policy and Management Act of 1976
(FLPMA), as amended, the United States
Department of Agriculture USDA has
prepared an EA for the proposed
transfer of approximately 10 acres of
land and facilities at the Cotton Quality
Research Station (CQRS) from the USDA
Agricultural Research Service ARS in
Clemson, South Carolina, to Clemson
University Research Farm Services. As a
condition of the transfer, Clemson
University is committed to using the
property for agricultural research for a
period of 25 years, supporting the
strategic goals of USDA and establishing
a Beginning Farmers and Ranchers
Program in accordance with the
Memorandum of Understanding,
effective March 27, 2013. Clemson
University will assume responsibility

and maintenance of the constructed
facilities and land to be conveyed from
USDA.

The property was developed to
function as a cotton gin and was
converted by USDA for use in the ARS
research program. USDA ARS and
Clemson University have both utilized
the property for agricultural research
and development programs since the
1970s. The facility was closed under
Public Law (PL) 112-55, Consolidated
and Further Continuing Appropriations
Act, 2012. In August 2012, a 5-year
revocable permit was issued between
USDA and Clemson University that
allows Clemson University to utilize the
Property for a Beginning Farmers and
Ranchers Program and conduct a wide
range of research, teaching, extension,
and demonstration activities. Since
August 2012 it has been operated by
Clemson University under this permit.
Under the terms of the PL, the Secretary
of Agriculture has the authority to
formally transfer the Property from
USDA to Clemson University.

The property transfer will be done
with no monetary cost to Clemson
University and a Quit Claim Deed will
be prepared by the USDA to convey the
title/property rights to the University.
The Quit Claim Deed will incorporate
any use restrictions identified by the
NEPA process, as well as the 25-year
use restriction for agricultural and
natural resources research as required
by Section 732 of the PL.

Two alternatives are analyzed in the
Final EA, the No Action Alternative and
the Proposed Action. The Final EA
addresses potential impacts of these
alternatives on the natural and human
environment.

e Alternative 1—No Action. The
USDA would retain possession of the 10
acres of land and facilities at the 133
Old Cherry Road Property. USDA would
no longer operate and/or maintain the
property and current research
operations at the property would cease.
USDA does not have adequate resources
to operate and/or maintain the property,
which would likely fall into disrepair.

e Alternative 2—Proposed Action.
The USDA would formally transfer 10
acres of land at the 133 Old Cherry Road
Property to Clemson University. As a
condition of the transfer, Clemson
University would commit to using the
Property for agricultural and natural
resources research for a period of 25
years, supporting the strategic goals of
USDA and establishing a Beginning
Farmers and Ranchers Program.
Clemson University would assume
responsibility and maintenance of the
constructed facilities and land to be
conveyed from USDA.
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In addition, one alternative was
considered in the Final EA but
eliminated from detailed study. In this
alternative, USDA would retain
possession of the land and it would be
transferred to the General Services
Administration for disposal. Since it
cannot reasonably be determined who
would ultimately take possession of the
property and how it would be utilized,
it was not analyzed in detail in the EA.

The USDA used and coordinated the
NEPA commenting process to satisfy the
public involvement process for Section
106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (16 U.S.C. 470(f) as
provided for in 36 CFR 800.2(d)(3)). One
public comment was received during
the public comment period but it did
not identify any substantial evidence
regarding adverse environmental
impacts resulting from the proposed
land transfer and did not warrant a
change in the Final EA.

Based on its analysis of the Final EA for
the property transfer, ARS has found
that transferring the land and buildings
to Clemson University would have no
significant impact on the quality of the
human environment. Therefore, ARS
will not prepare an Environmental
Impact Statement for this proposed
action.

Dated: November 19, 2013.
Caird E. Rexroad, Jr.,

Associate Administrator, Agricultural
Research Service.

[FR Doc. 2013-28238 Filed 11-25-13; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 0518-03-P

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Animal and Plant Health Inspection
Service

[Docket No. APHIS-2012-0064]

Notice of Determination; New and
Revised Treatments for the Imported
Fire Ant Program

AGENCY: Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, USDA.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: We are advising the public
that we are adding or revising certain
treatment schedules for the Imported
Fire Ant Program in the Plant Protection
and Quarantine (PPQ) Treatment
Manual. In a previous notice, we made
available to the public for review and
comment a treatment evaluation
document that discussed the existing
treatment schedules, described the new
treatment schedules, and explained why
these changes are necessary. We also
made available an environmental
assessment that explained pesticide use

in the new and revised treatments in the
imported fire ant program. Based on the
treatment evaluation document, the
environmental assessment, and the
comments we received, we are
announcing our determination to add
those new and revised treatments to the
PPQ Treatment Manual.

DATES: Effective Date: November 26,
2013.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
Charles Brown, Director, Emergency
Management, Emergency and Domestic
Programs, PPQ, APHIS, 4700 River Road
Unit 135, Riverdale, MD 20737-1236;
(301) 851-2119.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

The imported fire ant, Solenopsis
invicta Buren and Solenopsis richteri
Forel, is an aggressive, stinging insect
that, in large numbers, can seriously
injure or even kill livestock, pets, and
humans. The imported fire ant feeds on
crops and builds large, hard mounds
that damage farm and field machinery.
Imported fire ants are notorious
hitchhikers and are readily transported
long distances when articles such as soil
and nursery stock are shipped outside
the infested area.

The Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service (APHIS) works to
prevent further imported fire ant spread
by enforcing a Federal quarantine and
cooperating with imported fire ant-
infested States to mitigate the risks
associated with the movement of
regulated articles such as nursery stock
and used soil-moving equipment.

The regulations in “Subpart—
Imported Fire Ant” (7 CFR 301.81
through 301.81-11, referred to below as
the regulations) are intended to prevent
the imported fire ant from spreading
throughout its ecological range within
the country. The regulations quarantine
infested States or infested areas within
States and restrict interstate movement
of regulated articles to prevent the
artificial spread of the imported fire ant.

Sections 301.81—4 and 301.81-5 of the
regulations provide, among other things,
that regulated articles requiring
treatment prior to interstate movement
must be treated in accordance with 7
CFR part 305, which contains our
phytosanitary treatment regulations.

In § 305.2, paragraph (b) states that
approved treatment schedules are set
out in the Plant Protection and
Quarantine (PPQ) Treatment Manual.?

1The PPQ Treatment Manual is available on the
Internet at http://www.aphis.usda.gov/import_
export/plants/manuals/index.shtml or by
contacting the Animal and Plant Health Inspection
Service, Plant Protection and Quarantine, Manuals

Section 305.3 sets out a process for
adding, revising, or removing treatment
schedules in the PPQ Treatment
Manual. In that section, paragraph (a)
sets out the process for adding, revising,
or removing treatment schedules when
there is no immediate need to make a
change.

In accordance with § 305.3(a)(1), we
published a notice 2 in the Federal
Register on March 6, 2013 (78 FR
14510-14511, Docket No. APHIS-2012—
0064), in which we announced the
availability, for review and comment, of
a treatment evaluation document (TED)
we prepared to discuss the existing
treatment schedules, describe the new
treatment schedules, and explain why
certain changes were necessary. In
addition, we prepared an environmental
assessment (EA) entitled, “Pesticide Use
in the Imported Fire Ant Program”
(March 2012) to document our review
and analysis of the environmental
impacts associated with the new
pesticides and new uses for previously
approved pesticides.

We solicited comments on the notice
for 60 days ending on May 6, 2013. We
received four comments by that date,
from a State agriculture department, an
organization of State plant pest
regulatory agencies, an industry
association, and a private citizen. All
four commenters supported the changes
to the PPQ Treatment Manual described
in the TED. Therefore, in accordance
with § 305.3, we are announcing the
Administrator’s determination to add
the new and revised treatment
schedules for use for the imported fire
ant program to the PPQ Treatment
Manual.

We are also announcing that we have
prepared a finding of no significant
impact (FONSI) for this action. The
FONSI, which is based on the EA and
the comments we received, documents
our conclusion that the updates to the
PPQ Treatment Manual will not have a
significant impact on the quality of the
human environment.

The EA and FONSI were prepared in
accordance with: (1) The National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969
(NEPA), as amended (42 U.S.C. 4321 et
seq.), (2) regulations of the Council on
Environmental Quality for
implementing the procedural provisions
of NEPA (40 CFR parts 1500-1508), (3)
USDA regulations implementing NEPA
(7 CFR part 1b), and (4) APHIS’ NEPA

Unit, 92 Thomas Johnson Drive, Suite 200,
Frederick, MD 21702.

2To view the notice, the treatment evaluation
document, the environmental assessment, and the
comments we received, go to http://
www.regulations.gov/#!docketDetail;D=APHIS-
2012-0064.
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Implementing Procedures (7 CFR part
372).

Done in Washington, DG, this 20th day of
November 2013.
Kevin Shea,

Administrator, Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service.

[FR Doc. 2013-28322 Filed 11-25-13; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-34-P

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Forest Service

Ashley Resource Advisory Committee

AGENCY: Forest Service, USDA.
ACTION: Notice of meeting cancellation.

SUMMARY: The Ashley Resource
Advisory Committee (RAC) meeting
scheduled on the date below is
cancelled. The meeting was scheduled
to meet in Vernal, Utah. The RAC is
authorized under the Secure Rural
Schools and Community Self-
Determination Act (the Act) (Pub. L.
110-343) and operates in compliance
with the Federal Advisory Committee
Act (FACA) (Pub. L. 92—-463).

DATES: The cancelled meeting was

scheduled for 6:00 p.m. on February 28,
2013.

ADDRESSES: The cancelled meeting was
to be held at the Ashley National Forest
Supervisor’s Office, Conference Room,
355 North Vernal Avenue, Vernal, Utah.
Written comments concerning this
cancellation may be submitted as
described under FOR FURTHER
INFORMATION CONTACT.

All comments, including names and
addresses when provided, are placed in
the record and are available for public
inspection and copying. The public may
inspect comments received at the
Ashley National Forest Supervisor’s
Office. Please call ahead to facilitate
entry into the building to view
comments.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Louis Haynes, RAC Coordinator, by
phone at 435-781-5105 or email at:
Ihaynes@fs.fed.us.

Individuals who use
telecommunication devices for the deaf
(TDD) may call the Federal Information
Relay Service (FIRS) at 1-800-877-8339
between 8:00 a.m. and 8:00 p.m.,
Eastern Standard Time, Monday
through Friday.

Dated: November 5, 2013.

John R. Erickson,

Forest Supervisor.

[FR Doc. 2013-28189 Filed 11-25-13; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-11-M

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Economic Development Administration

Notice of Petitions by Firms for
Determination of Eligibility To Apply
for Trade Adjustment Assistance

AGENCY: Economic Development
Administration, Department of
Commerce.

ACTION: Notice and opportunity for
public comment.

Pursuant to Section 251 of the Trade
Act 1974, as amended (19 U.S.C. 2341
et seq.), the Economic Development
Administration (EDA) has received
petitions for certification of eligibility to
apply for Trade Adjustment Assistance
from the firms listed below.
Accordingly, EDA has initiated
investigations to determine whether
increased imports into the United States
of articles like or directly competitive
with those produced by each of these
firms contributed importantly to the
total or partial separation of the firm’s
workers, or threat thereof, and to a
decrease in sales or production of each
petitioning firm.

LIST OF PETITIONS RECEIVED BY EDA FOR CERTIFICATION ELIGIBILITY TO APPLY FOR TRADE ADJUSTMENT ASSISTANCE

[11/07/2013 through 11/20/2013]

Firm name Firm address Daitr?vgcsxt:iggi?odnfor Product(s)
DryCase, LLC .....cocciviiiieceeeceeieee 349 Military Cutoff Road, Wilmington, 11/08/2013 | The firm manufactures waterproof bags
NC 28405. for electronic devices.
Benchmark Clothing Company, Inc. | 1521 East McFadden Suite F, Santa 11/08/2013 | The firm manufacturers flame resistant
(dba—Benchmark  Clothing and Ana, CA 92705. garments.
Benchmark FR).

Any party having a substantial
interest in these proceedings may
request a public hearing on the matter.
A written request for a hearing must be
submitted to the Trade Adjustment
Assistance for Firms Division, Room
71030, Economic Development
Administration, U.S. Department of
Commerce, Washington, DC 20230, no
later than ten (10) calendar days
following publication of this notice.

Please follow the requirements set
forth in EDA’s regulations at 13 CFR
315.9 for procedures to request a public
hearing. The Catalog of Federal
Domestic Assistance official number
and title for the program under which
these petitions are submitted is 11.313,
Trade Adjustment Assistance for Firms.

Dated: November 20, 2013.
Michael DeVillo,
Eligibility Examiner.
[FR Doc. 2013-28302 Filed 11-25-13; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-WH-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Foreign Trade Zones Board
[B-98-2013]

Foreign-Trade Zone (FTZ) 93—Raleigh/
Durham, North Carolina; Notification of
Proposed Production Activity;
GlaxoSmithKline, PLC (Pharmaceutical
Products); Zebulon, North Carolina

The Triangle ] Council of
Governments, grantee of FTZ 93,
submitted a notification of proposed

production activity to the FTZ Board on
behalf of GlaxoSmithKline, PLC
(GlaxoSmithKline), located in Zebulon,
North Carolina. The notification
conforming to the requirements of the
regulations of the FTZ Board (15 CFR
400.22) was received on November 18,
2013.

The GlaxoSmithKline facility is
located within Site 6 of FTZ 93. The
facility is used for the production and
packaging of pharmaceutical products.
Pursuant to 15 CFR 400.14(b), FTZ
activity would be limited to the specific
foreign-status materials and components
and specific finished products listed in
the submitted notification (as described
below) and subsequently authorized by
the FTZ Board.

Production under FTZ procedures
could exempt GlaxoSmithKline from
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customs duty payments on the foreign
status components used in export
production. On its domestic sales,
GlaxoSmithKline would be able to
choose the duty rates during customs
entry procedures that apply to inhalers,
tablets, and capsules which treat a
variety of medical conditions (duty rates
range from free to 6.4%) for the foreign
status inputs noted below. Customs
duties also could possibly be deferred or
reduced on foreign status production
equipment.

The finished products include devices
such as respiratory placebo inhalers,
Relenza anti-viral inhalers, Seretide/
Advair, Serevent and Flovent diskus
respiratory inhalers, Advair and
Ventolin HFA respiratory inhalers, and
the following tablets and capules—
Lovaza antihyperlipidemic, Paxil
depression, Avandamet metabolic,
Avandary metabolic, Avandia
metabolic, Lamictal central nervous
system (CNS), Potiga CNS, Amerge CNS,
Horizant CNS, Imitrex CNS, Lamictal
ODT CNS, Requip/Requip XL CNS,
Treximet CNS, Telzir anti-viral, Valtrex
anti-viral, Zovirax anti-viral,
Wellbutrin/Buproprion depression,
Zantac gastrointestinal (GI), Zofran GI,
Votrient urology, Coreg CR
cardiovascular, Rythmol cardiovascular,
Innopran XL hypertension, Jalyn
urology, Avodart urology, Lanoxin
cardiovascular, Malarone anti-malarial,
Promacta immune thrombocytopenia
(ITP), and Tykerb oncology.

The components and materials
sourced from abroad include corn
starch, carnuba wax, lactose
monohydrate, fluticasone/salmeterol
placebo diskus (a type of inhaler),
respiratory placebo inhaler, silica
colloidal anhydrous, precipitated
calcium carbonate, pharmaceutical talc,
zephex 134a propellant, mannitol,
magnesium stearate, stearic acid,
potassium sorbate, propafenon hcl,
bupropion hydrochloride, melphalan,
albuterol sufate, salbuterol sulfate,
salmeterol, vilanterol trifenatate,
umeclidinium api, paracetamol,
ezogabine (retigabine), paracetamol,
metformin hydrochloride, ranitidine
hydrochloride, zanamivir, ondansetron
hydrochloride, abacavir sulfate,
valacyclovir hydrochloride, lamotrigine,
rosiglitazone maleate, paroxetine
hydrochloride, lamivudine, zidovudine,
pazopanib, fluticasone propionate,
fluticasone furoate, dutasteride, Lovaza
capsules, breo ellipta inhalers, avodart
capsules, flovent diskus, Paxil tablets,
lexiva oral suspension, sumatriptan
succinate/naproxen (Treximet),
abacavir/lamivudine tablets (epzicom)
tablets, atovaquone and proguanil hcl
tablets, combivir tablets, dolutegravir

tablets, epivir tablets, epzicom tablets,
malarone tablets, ziagen tablets, Zantac
tablets, mekinist tablets, trametinib
tablets, pazopanib tablets, tafinlar
capsules, votrient tablets, coreg cr
capsules, flolan for injection,
propafenon sr, Rythmol (proafenon) sr,
Amerge tablets, imigran injection,
imitrex bulk pack, sumatriptan
succinate 85mg/naproxen, lamictal,
parnate tablets, ondansetron odt bulk,
requip tablets, soriatane (acitretin)
capsules, Zofran, Ventolin actuator dose
counter, Advair diskus, Advair diskus
inhalation powder, fluticasone/
salmeterol aerosol inhalers, Ventolin
samples, Seretide, argatroban, arixtra,
Avandamet tablets, Avandia tablets,
dutasteride-tamsulosin hcl fdc capsules,
eltrombopag, flolan sterile diluent, Jalyn
fixed dose combination capsules,
panadol tablets, opadry (an excipient),
starch pregel, Avandamet placebo
tablets, placebo diskus, nasal spray
demo pack, respiratory placebo,
triacetin, crospovidone, povidone,
spectracel, alginic acid ep, 20 micron
aluminum powder, empty aerosol cans,
pressure can spray valves, diskus
subassemblies, multi-dose powder
inhalers, novel dry powder inhalers,
multi-dose powder inhaler subassembly
and placebo, multi-dose powder inhaler
diskus devices, actuators—and their
dose counters and assemblies (duty
rates range from free to 6.5%).

Public comment is invited from
interested parties. Submissions shall be
addressed to the FTZ Board’s Executive
Secretary at the address below. The
closing period for their receipt is
January 6, 2014.

A copy of the notification will be
available for public inspection at the
Office of the Executive Secretary,
Foreign-Trade Zones Board, Room
21013, U.S. Department of Commerce,
1401 Constitution Avenue NW.,
Washington, DC 20230-0002, and in the
“Reading Room” section of the FTZ
Board’s Web site, which is accessible
via www.trade.gov/ftz.

For further information, contact
Diane.Finver@trade.gov or (202) 482—
1367.

Dated: November 19, 2013.

Andrew McGilvray,

Executive Secretary.

[FR Doc. 2013-28353 Filed 11-25-13; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Foreign-Trade Zones Board
[B-99-2013]

Notification of Proposed Production
Activity, Hitachi Automotive Systems
Americas, Inc., Subzone 29F,
(Automotive Electric-Hybrid Drive
System Components), Harrodsburg,
Kentucky

The Louisville and Jefferson County
Riverport Authority, grantee of FTZ 29,
submitted a notification of proposed
production activity to the FTZ Board on
behalf of Hitachi Automotive Systems
Americas, Inc. (HIAMS-HK), operator of
Subzone 29F, at its facilities located in
Harrodsburg, Kentucky. The notification
conforming to the requirements of the
regulations of the FTZ Board (15 CFR
400.22) was received on November 12,
2013.

HIAMS-HK already has authority to
produce various automotive
components, including mass air sensors,
throttle bodies and chambers, starter
motors, motor/generator units,
alternators, distributors, other static
converters, inverter modules, rotors/
stators, batteries, ignition coils, sensors
and modules, fuel injectors, emissions
control equipment, valves, pumps, and
electronic control units for engines and
transmissions within Subzone 29F. The
current request would add finished
products (lithium-ion hybrid battery
pack assemblies, electrical power
steering modules, and electronic torque,
traction and transmission control
modules) and certain foreign
components to the scope of authority.
Pursuant to 15 CFR 400.14(b), FTZ
activity would be limited to the specific
foreign-status components and specific
finished products described in the
submitted notification (as described
below) and subsequently authorized by
the FTZ Board.

Production under FTZ procedures
could exempt HIAMS-HK from customs
duty payments on the foreign status
components used in export production.
On its domestic sales, HTAMS-HK
would be able to choose the duty rates
during customs entry procedures that
apply to lithium-ion hybrid battery pack
assemblies, rotors A&B, stators A&B,
electrical power steering modules, and
electronic torque, traction and
transmission control modules (free—
3.4%) for the foreign status inputs noted
below and in the existing scope of
authority. Customs duties also could
possibly be deferred or reduced on
foreign status production equipment.

The components and materials
sourced from abroad include: Plastic
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grommets; rubber drain tubes; bushings;
gaskets; lead/tin solder; parts of
batteries (covers, cover assemblies, cell
case assemblies, insulator covers, cells,
inlet/outlet harness holders, inlet/outlet
ducts); resolver rotors; and, battery
control units (duty rate ranges from free
t0 5.3%).

Public comment is invited from
interested parties. Submissions shall be
addressed to the FTZ Board’s Executive
Secretary at the address below. The
closing period for their receipt is
January 6, 2014.

A copy of the notification will be
available for public inspection at the
Office of the Executive Secretary,
Foreign-Trade Zones Board, Room
21013, U.S. Department of Commerce,
1401 Constitution Avenue NW.,
Washington, DC 20230-0002, and in the
“Reading Room” section of the FTZ
Board’s Web site, which is accessible
via www.trade.gov/ftz.

For Further Information Contact:
Pierre Duy at Pierre.Duy@trade.gov or
(202) 482-1378.

Dated: November 19, 2013.
Andrew McGilvray,
Executive Secretary.
[FR Doc. 2013-28351 Filed 11-25-13; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Foreign-Trade Zones Board
[Order No. 1920]

Reorganization of Foreign-Trade Zone
18 (Expansion of Service Area) Under
Alternative Site Framework, San Jose,
California

Pursuant to its authority under the Foreign-
Trade Zones Act of June 18, 1934, as
amended (19 U.S.C. 81a—81u), the Foreign-
Trade Zones Board (the Board) adopts the
following Order:

Whereas, the Board adopted the
alternative site framework (ASF) (15
CFR 400.2(c)) as an option for the
establishment or reorganization of
zones;

Whereas, the City of San Jose, grantee
of Foreign-Trade Zone 18, submitted an
application to the Board (FTZ Docket B—
72—2013, docketed 07-01-2013) for
authority to expand the service area of
the zone to include all of Santa Clara
County, California, the cities of Santa
Cruz and Scotts Valley in Santa Cruz
County, California, and the cities of
Fremont, Hayward, Newark and Union
City in Alameda County, California, as
described in the application, adjacent to
the San Jose U.S. Customs and Border
Protection port of entry;

Whereas, notice inviting public
comment was given in the Federal
Register (78 FR 40691-40692, 07—08—
2013) and the application has been
processed pursuant to the FTZ Act and
the Board’s regulations; and,

Whereas, the Board adopts the
findings and recommendations of the
examiner’s report, and finds that the
requirements of the FTZ Act and the
Board’s regulations are satisfied;

Now, therefore, the Board hereby
orders:

The application to reorganize FTZ 18
to expand the service area under the
ASF is approved, subject to the FTZ Act
and the Board’s regulations, including
Section 400.13, and to the Board’s
standard 2,000-acre activation limit for
the zone.

Signed at Washington, DC, this 8th day of
November 2013.

Paul Piquado,

Assistant Secretary of Commerce for
Enforcement and Compliance, Alternate
Chairman, Foreign-Trade Zones Board.

Andrew McGilvray,

Executive Secretary.

[FR Doc. 2013-28350 Filed 11-25-13; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration
[A-570-904]

Certain Activated Carbon From the
People’s Republic of China: Final
Results of Antidumping Duty
Administrative Review; 2011-2012

AGENCY: Enforcement and Compliance,
formerly Import Administration,
International Trade Administration,
Department of Commerce.

SUMMARY: The Department of Commerce
(“Department”’) published its
Preliminary Results of the fifth
antidumping duty administrative review
on certain activated carbon from the
People’s Republic of China (“PRC”) on
May 8, 2013, in which we gave
interested parties an opportunity to
comment on the Preliminary Results.
Based upon our analysis of the
comments and information received, we
made changes to the margin calculations
for these final results of the
antidumping duty administrative
review. The final weighted-average
dumping margins are listed below in the
“Final Results of the Reviews”” section

1 See Certain Activated Carbon From the People’s
Republic of China: Preliminary Results of the
Fourth Antidumping Duty Administrative Review;
2011-2012, 78 FR 26748 (May 8, 2013)
(“Preliminary Results”).

of this notice. The period of review
(“POR”) is April 1, 2011, through March
31, 2012.

DATES: Effective Date: November 26,
2013.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Bob
Palmer or Emeka Chukwudebe, AD/CVD
Operations, Office V, Enforcement and
Compliance, International Trade
Administration, U.S. Department of
Commerce, 14th Street and Constitution
Avenue NW., Washington, DC 20230;
telephone: (202) 482—9068, or (202)
482-0219, respectively.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Background

The Department published the
Preliminary Results on May 8, 2012.2 In
accordance with 19 CFR
351.309(c)(1)(ii), we invited parties to
comment on our Preliminary Results.3
On June 5, 2013, the Department fully
extended the time limit for completion
of the final results of this administrative
review.? On August 29, 2013, the
Department extended the deadline for
interested parties to submit case briefs
and rebuttal briefs to September 5, 2013,
and September 11, 2013, respectively.
On September 5, 2013, Petitioners,®
Albemarle,® Cherishmet,” Calgon
Tianjin,® Huahui,? and Jacobi 10
submitted case briefs.1* On September
6, 2013, the Department extended the
rebuttal brief deadline to September 13,
2013. On September 13, 2013,

2 See id.

3 See id., 78 FR at 26749.

4 See Memorandum to Christian Marsh, Deputy
Assistant Secretary, Antidumping and
Countervailing Duty Operations, through James
Doyle, Office Director, Office 9, Antidumping and
Countervailing Duty Operations, from Bob Palmer,
International Trade Compliance Analyst, Office 9,
Antidumping and Countervailing Duty Operations:
Certain Activated Carbon from the People’s
Republic of China: Extension of Deadline for Final
Results of Antidumping Duty Administrative
Review, dated June 5, 2013.

5Calgon Carbon Corporation and Cabot Norit
Americas Inc. (collectively, “Petitioners”).

6 Albemarle Corporation (‘‘Albemarle”).

7 Beijing Pacific Activated Carbon Products Co.,
Ltd., Ningxia Guanghua Cherishmet Activated
Carbon Co., Ltd., and Cherishmet Inc., (collectively,
“Cherishmet”).

8 Calgon Carbon (Tianjin) Co., Ltd. (“Calgon
Tianjin”).

9Ningxia Huahui Activated Carbon Co., Ltd.
(“Huahui”).

10Jacobi Carbons AB and its affiliates, Tianjin
Jacobi International Trading Co. Ltd., Jacobi
Carbons Industry (Tianjin) Co., Ltd., and Jacobi
Carbons, Inc. (collectively, “Jacobi”).

11Jacobi Carbons AB and its affiliates, Tianjin
Jacobi International Trading Co. Ltd., Jacobi
Carbons Industry (Tianjin) Co., Ltd., and Jacobi
Carbons, Inc. (collectively, “Jacobi”). Carbon
Activated Corporation, a U.S. importer domestic
interested party, submitted a letter supporting
respondents’ case brief arguments.
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Petitioners, Albemarle, and Huahui
submitted rebuttal briefs.12

As explained in the memorandum
from the Assistant Secretary for
Enforcement and Compliance, the
Department has exercised its discretion
to toll deadlines for the duration of the
closure of the Federal Government from
October 1, through October 16, 2013.13
Therefore, all deadlines in this segment
of the proceeding have been extended
by 16 days. The revised deadline for the
final results of this review is now
November 20, 2013.

Verification

Pursuant to 19 CFR 351.307(b)(iv), we
conducted verification of Jacobi’s
section C questionnaire responses.14

Final Determination Not To Revoke
Order in Part

In the Preliminarily Results, we
announced our intention to not revoke
the Order in part with respect to Jacobi
under section 751 of the Tariff Act Of
1930, as amended (“‘the Act”), because
we find that Jacobi has not satisfied the
requirements of 19 CFR 351.222(b).15
We have received no further
information following the issuance of
the Preliminary Results that would
warrant revocation of the order with
regard to Jacobi. No parties have
commented on our preliminary decision
not to revoke the Order in part.
Therefore, we will not revoke the Order
with respect to Jacobi because they have
not met the regulatory criteria for
revocation set forth in 19 CFR
351.222(b).16

12 Gee Petitioners’ Rebuttal Brief, dated
September 13, 2013 and Albemarle/Huahui’s
Rebuttal Brief, dated September 13, 2013.

13 See Memorandum for the Record from Paul
Piquado, Assistant Secretary for Enforcement and
Compliance, “Deadlines Affected by the Shutdown
of the Federal Government” (October 18, 2013).

14 See “Memorandum to the File through
Catherine Bertrand, Program Manager, Office 9,
from Emeka Chukwudebe, International Trade
Analyst, Office 9, and Robert Palmer, Senior
International Trade Analyst, Office 9, re:
“Verification of the CEP Sales Response of Jacobi
Carbons AB in the Antidumping Duty
Administrative Review of Certain Activated Carbon
from the People’s Republic of China,” dated August
7, 2013.

15 See Preliminary Results, 78 FR at 26749; see
also Notice of Antidumping Duty Order: Certain
Activated Carbon from the People’s Republic of
China, 72 FR 20988 (April 27,2007) (“Order™).

16 The Department recently modified the section
of its regulations concerning the revocation of
antidumping and countervailing duty orders in
whole or in part, but that modification does not
apply to this administrative review. See
Modification to Regulation Concerning the
Revocation of Antidumping and Countervailing
Duty Orders, 77 FR 29875 (May 21, 2012). Reference
to 19 CFR 351.222(b) thus refers to the Department’s
regulations prior to the modification.

Scope of the Order

The merchandise subject to the Order
is certain activated carbon.1” The
products are currently classifiable under
the Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the
United States (“HTSUS”) subheading
3802.10.00. Although the HTSUS
subheading is provided for convenience
and customs purposes, the written
description of the scope of the order
remains dispositive.18

Analysis of Comments Received

All issues raised in the case and
rebuttal briefs by parties are addressed
in the Issues & Decision Memo. A list of
the issues which parties raised is
attached to this notice as an Appendix.
The Issues & Decision Memo is a public
document and is on file in the Central
Records Unit (“CRU”’), Room 7046 of
the main Department of Commerce
building, as well as electronically via
Enforcement and Compliance’s
Antidumping and Countervailing Duty
Centralized Electronic Service System
(“IA ACCESS”). IA ACCESS is available
to registered users at http://
iaaccess.trade.gov and it is available to
all parties in the CRU. In addition, a
complete version of the Issues &
Decision Memo can be accessed directly
on the internet at http://trade.gov/
enforcement. The signed Issues &
Decision Memo and the electronic
version of the Issues & Decision Memo
are identical in content.

Changes Since the Preliminary Results

Based on our review of the record and
comments received from interested
parties regarding our Preliminary
Results, we have made certain revisions
to the margin calculations for Jacobi,
Huahui, and the non-examined, separate
rate respondents.19 Further, the
Surrogate Values Memo 2° contains
descriptions of our changes to the
surrogate values.

Separate Rate Respondents

In our Preliminary Results, we
determined that the following

17 See Certain Activated Carbon from the People’s
Republic of China: Issues and Decision
Memorandum for the Final Results of the Fifth
Antidumping Duty Administrative Review,”
(“Issues & Decision Memo”) dated concurrently
with this notice for a complete description of the
Scope of the Order.

18 See Order.

19 See Issues & Decision Memo and the company-
specific analysis memoranda for further explanation
regarding these changes.

20 See Memorandum to the File, through
Catherine Bertrand, Program Manager, Office V,
from Emeka Chukwudebe, Case Analyst, Office V,
Certain Activated Carbon from the People’s
Republic of China (“PRC”): Surrogate Values for the
Final Results,” dated concurrently with this notice
(“Surrogate Values Memo”).

companies met the criteria for separate
rate status: Jacobi, Huahui, Cherishmet;
Datong Jugiang Activated Carbon Co.,
Ltd.; Datong Municipal Yunguang
Activated Carbon Co., Ltd.; Jilin Bright
Future Chemicals Company, Ltd.;
Ningxia Mineral and Chemical Limited;
Shanxi DMD Corporation; Shanxi
Sincere Industrial Co., Ltd.; Shanxi
Industry Technology Trading Co., Ltd.;
Sinoacarbon International Trading Co.,
Ltd.; Tancarb Activated Carbon Co.,
Ltd.; Tangshan Solid Carbon Co., Ltd.;
and Tianjin Maijin Industries Co., Ltd.21
We have received no comments or
argument since the issuance of the
Preliminary Results that provides a basis
for reconsideration of these
determinations. Therefore, the
Department continues to find that the
companies listed above meet the criteria
for a separate rate.

Rate for Non-Examined Separate Rate
Respondents

In the Preliminary Results,22 and
consistent with the Department’s
practice,23 we assigned the non-
examined, separate rate companies a
rate calculated using the ranged total
sales quantities from the public version
of the submissions from the
individually-examined respondents
with weighted-average dumping
margins that are not zero or de minimis
(i.e., less than 0.5 percent) 24 from the
public versions of their submissions.25
No parties have comments on this
methodology. For the final results, we
continue to find this approach to be
consistent with the intent of section
735(c)(5)(A) of the Act and our use of
section 735(c)(5)(A) of the Act as
guidance when we establish the rate for
respondents not examined individually
in an administrative review.26

Because the calculated net U.S. sales
values for the individually-examined
respondents with weighted-average
dumping margins that are not zero or de

21 See Preliminary Results, at 78 FR 26749.

22 See id., and accompanying Decision
Memorandum at 9.

23 See Certain Frozen Warmwater Shrimp From
the Socialist Republic of Vietnam: Final Results and
Final Partial Rescission of Antidumping Duty
Administrative Review, 76 FR 56158, 56160
(September 12, 2011) (“Vietnam Shrimp”’); see also
Galvanized Steel Wire From the People’s Republic
of China: Preliminary Determination of Sales at
Less Than Fair Value and Postponement of Final
Determination, 77 FR 68407, 68415 (November 4,
2011) (“Galvanized Wire LTFV”).

24 See Jacobi’s Response to the Department’s
Supplemental Section A Questionnaire (Public
Version) dated October 31, 2012, at Exhibit 1; see
also Huahui’s Public Version of Exhibit A—1 for the
Section A Response, dated August 13, 2012.

25 See id.

26 See Vietnam Shrimp, 76 FR at 56160; see also
Galvanized Wire LTFV, 77 FR at 68415.
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minimis are business-proprietary
figures, we find that $0.16 U.S. Dollars/
kilogram (“USD/kg”), which we
calculated using the publicly available
figures of U.S. sales quantities for these
firms, is the best reasonable proxy for
the weighted-average dumping margin
based on the calculated U.S. sales
quantities of these respondents.2?

PRC-Wide Entity

In the Preliminary Results, the
Department determined that those

companies which did not demonstrate
eligibility for a separate rate are
properly considered part of the PRC-
wide entity.28 Since the Preliminary
Results, we received no comments
regarding these findings. Therefore, we
continue to treat these entities as part of
the PRC-wide entity.

Rate for the PRC-Wide Entity

The Department used the rate of 2.42
USD/kg in the most recently completed
administrative review of this

antidumping order for the PRC-wide
entity.2® Because nothing on the record
of the instant review calls into question
the reliability of this rate, we find it
appropriate to continue to apply the rate
of 2.42 USD/kg to the PRC-wide entity
for these final results.3°

Final Results of the Review

The weighted-average dumping
margins for this POR are as follows:

V\éeight_ed-avera_ge
umping margin
Exporter (dgllagrs perg
kilogram) 31

Jacobi Group 32 $0.03
Ningxia Huahui Activated Carbon Co., Ltd. .. 0.39
Calgon Carbon (Tianjin) Co., Ltd. .......c......... 0.16
Datong Jugiang Activated Carbon Co., Ltd. ..........cccecuee. 0.16
Datong Municipal Yunguang Activated Carbon Co., Ltd. ......ccccceiiiiiiiiiiiie e 0.16
Jilin Bright Future Chemicals Company, Ltd. ..........c.......... 0.16
Ningxia Guanghua Cherishmet Activated Carbon Co., Ltd.33 0.16
Ningxia Mineral and Chemical Limited 0.16
Shanxi DMD Corporation 0.16
Shanxi Sincere Industrial Co., Ltd. .......ccccoeeeeiiiiiiieeeeees 0.16
Shanxi Industry Technology Trading Co., Ltd. . 0.16
Sinoacarbon International Trading Co., Ltd. ...................... 0.16
Tancarb Activated Carbon Co., Ltd. ... 0.16
Tangshan Solid Carbon Co., Ltd. .... 0.16
Tianjin Maijin Industries Co., Ltd. . 0.16
PRC-Wide Entity 34 242

Assessment Rates

Pursuant to section 751(a)(2)(A) of the
Act and 19 CFR 351.212(b), the
Department will determine, and CBP
shall assess, antidumping duties on all
appropriate entries covered by this
review. The Department intends to issue
assessment instructions to CBP 15 days
after the publication date of these final

27 See “Memorandum to the File from Emeka
Chukwudebe, Case Analyst, Office V, AD/CVD
Operations, Re: Calculation of Separate Rate,” dated
concurrently with this notice.

28 The PRC-Wide entity includes Datong
Locomotive Coal & Chemicals Co., Ltd., Ningxia
Lingzhou Foreign Trade Co., Ltd. and Shanxi
Qixian Foreign Trade Corporation. See Preliminary
Results, 78 FR at 26749.

29 See Certain Activated Carbon From the
People’s Republic of China: Final Results and
Partial Rescission of Third Antidumping Duty
Administrative Review, 76 FR 67142, 67145
(October 31, 2011).

30 See Administrative Review of Certain Frozen
Warmwater Shrimp From the People’s Republic of
China: Final Results and Partial Rescission of
Antidumping Duty Administrative Review, 76 FR
51940, 51942 (August 19, 2011) (where the
Department used the rate for the PRC-wide entity
from the previous review).

31]n the second administrative review of this
order, the Department determined that it would
calculate per-unit assessment and cash deposit rates
for all future reviews. See Certain Activated Carbon
From the People’s Republic of China: Final Results

results of this review. In accordance
with 19 CFR 351.212(b)(1), we are
calculating importer- (or customer-)
specific assessment rates for the
merchandise subject to this review. As
the Department stated in the most recent
administrative review,3% we will
continue to direct CBP to assess
importer-specific assessment rates based
on the resulting per-unit (i.e., per-
kilogram) rates by the weight in

and Partial Rescission of Second Antidumping Duty
Administrative Review, 75 FR 70208, 70211
(November 17, 2010).

321n the third administrative review, the
Department found Jacobi, Tianjin Jacobi
International Trading Co. Ltd., and Jacobi Carbons
Industry (Tianjin) (collectively, “Jacobi Group”) are
a single entity and, because there were no changes
to the facts which supported that decision, we
continued to find these companies part of a single
entity in the fourth administrative review. Because
there have been no changes to the facts which
supported that decision in the present review, we
will assign this rate to the companies in the single
entity. See Preliminary Results, and accompanying
Decision Memorandum, at 16, at ““Affiliation and
Collapsing”; see also Certain Activated Carbon
From the People’s Republic of China: Final Results
and Partial Rescission of Third Antidumping Duty
Administrative Review, 76 FR 67142 (October 31,
2011) (“AR3 Carbon”); Certain Activated Carbon
From the People’s Republic of China; 2010-2011;
Final Results of Antidumping Duty Administrative
Review, 77 FR 67337, 67339 at footnote 22
(November 9, 2012) (““AR4 Carbon™).

331n the first administrative review, the
Department found Beijing Pacific Activated Carbon

kilograms of each entry of the subject
merchandise during the POR.
Specifically, we calculated importer-
specific duty assessment rates on a per-
unit rate basis by dividing the total
amount of dumping for each importer
by the total sales quantity of subject
merchandise sold to that importer
during the POR. For any individually
examined respondent whose weighted-
average dumping margin is above de

Products Co., Ltd., Ningxia Guanghua Cherishmet
Activated Carbon Co., Ltd., and Ningxia Guanghua
Activated Carbon Co., Ltd. are a single entity and,
because there were no changes to the facts which
supported that decision, we continued to find these
companies to be part of a single entity in the
present review. Because there have been no changes
to the facts which supported that decision in the
present review, we will assign this rate to the
companies in the single entity. See Certain
Activated Carbon From the People’s Republic of
China: Notice of Preliminary Results of the
Antidumping Duty Administrative Review and
Extension of Time Limits for the Final Results, 74
FR 21317 (May 7, 2009), unchanged in First
Administrative Review of Certain Activated Carbon
from the People’s Republic of China: Final Results
of Antidumping Duty Administrative Review, 74 FR
57995 (November 10, 2009); AR4 Carbon, 77 FR at
67339 at footnote 23.

34 The PRC-wide entity includes Datong
Locomotive Goal & Chemicals Co., Ltd., Ningxia
Lingzhou Foreign Trade Co., Ltd. and Shanxi
Qixian Foreign Trade Corporation.

35 See AR4 Carbon, 77 FR at 67339.
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minimis (i.e., 0.50 percent), the
Department will calculate importer-
specific assessment rates on the basis of
the ratio of the total amount of dumping
calculated for the importer’s examined
sales and the total entered value of
sales.36 We will instruct CBP to assess
antidumping duties on all appropriate
entries covered by this review when the
importer-specific assessment rate is
above de minimis. Where either the
respondent’s weighted-average dumping
margin is zero or de minimis, or an
importer-specific assessment rate is zero
or de minimis, we will instruct CBP to
liquidate the appropriate entries
without regard to antidumping duties.

The Department announced a
refinement to its assessment practice in
NME cases. Pursuant to this refinement
in practice, for entries that were not
reported in the U.S. sales databases
submitted by companies individually
examined during this review, the
Department will instruct CBP to
liquidate such entries at the NME-wide
rate. In addition, if the Department
determines that an exporter under
review had no shipments of the subject
merchandise, any suspended entries
that entered under that exporter’s case
number (i.e., at that exporter’s rate) will
be liquidated at the NME-wide rate. For
a full discussion of this practice, see
NME Antidumping Proceedings.

Cash Deposit Requirements

The following cash deposit
requirements will be effective upon
publication of the final results of this
administrative review for all shipments
of the subject merchandise from the PRC
entered, or withdrawn from warehouse,
for consumption on or after the
publication date, as provided by section
751(a)(2)(C) of the Act: (1) For Jacobi,
Huahui and the non-examined, separate
rate respondents, the cash deposit rate
will be equal to their weighted-average
dumping margins established in the
final results of this review, except if the
rate is zero or de minimis, then no cash
deposit will be required; (2) for
previously investigated or reviewed PRC
and non-PRC exporters not listed above
that have separate rates, the cash
deposit rate will continue to be the
exporter-specific rate published for the
most recently completed segment of this
proceeding; (3) for all PRC exporters of
subject merchandise that have not been
found to be entitled to a separate rate,
the cash deposit rate will be the equal

36 See Antidumping Proceedings: Calculation of
the Weighted-Average Dumping Margin and
Assessment Rate in Certain Antidumping
Proceedings: Final Modification, 77 FR 8101
(February 14, 2012) (“NME Antidumping
Proceedings”).

to the weighted-average dumping
margin for the PRC-wide entity
established in the final results of this
review; and (4) for all non-PRC
exporters of subject merchandise which
have not received their own rate, the
cash deposit rate will be the rate
applicable to the PRC exporters that
supplied that non-PRC exporter. These
cash deposit requirements, when
imposed, shall remain in effect until
further notice.

Disclosure

We intend to disclose the calculations
performed within five days of the date
of publication of this notice to parties in
this proceeding in accordance with 19
CFR 351.224(b).

Notification to Importers Regarding the
Reimbursement of Duties

This notice also serves as a final
reminder to importers of their
responsibility under 19 CFR
351.402(f)(2) to file a certificate
regarding the reimbursement of
antidumping duties prior to liquidation
of the relevant entries during this POR.
Failure to comply with this requirement
could result in the Department’s
presumption that reimbursement of
antidumping duties has occurred and
the subsequent assessment of double
antidumping duties.

Notification Regarding Administrative
Protective Order

This notice also serves as a reminder
to parties subject to administrative
protective order (“APO”) of their
responsibility concerning the return or
destruction of proprietary information
disclosed under APO in accordance
with 19 CFR 351.305(a)(3), which
continues to govern business
proprietary information in this segment
of the proceeding. Timely written
notification of the return or destruction
of APO materials, or conversion to
judicial protective order, is hereby
requested. Failure to comply with the
regulations and terms of an APO is a
violation which is subject to sanction.

We are issuing and publishing these
final results of administrative review
and notice in accordance with sections
751(a)(1) and 777(i) of the Act.

Dated: November 20, 2013.
Paul Piquado,

Assistant Secretary for Enforcement and
Compliance.

Appendix—Issues & Decision
Memorandum

Comment 1: Whether Albemarle Corporation
is a Domestic Interested Party

Comment 2: Use of an Alternative
Comparison Method in Administrative

Reviews

Comment 3: Withdrawal of the Targeted
Dumping Regulation

Comment 4: Differential Pricing Analysis

Comment 5: Whether to Include Indonesian
Imports in GTA Data

Comment 6: Carbonized Material Surrogate
Value

Comment 7: Truck Freight

Comment 8: Hauhui’s Carton Surrogate Value

Comment 9: Steam

Comment 10: Brokerage and Handling

A. Container Weight
B. Letter of Credit Fees

Comment 11: Water

Comment 12: Chemical Purity Adjustment

Comment 13: Adverse Facts Available for
Certain Packing Factors

Comment 14: Calculation for Inland Freight
and U.S. Credit Expenses

Comment 15: Accurate Liquidation
Instructions

Comment 16: Huahui’s FOPs for Powdered
Activated Carbon

[FR Doc. 2013-28359 Filed 11-25-13; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
International Trade Administration

Application(s) for Duty-Free Entry of
Scientific Instruments

Pursuant to Section 6(c) of the
Educational, Scientific and Cultural
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub.
L. 89-651, as amended by Public Law
106-36; 80 Stat. 897; 15 CFR part 301),
we invite comments on the question of
whether instruments of equivalent
scientific value, for the purposes for
which the instruments shown below are
intended to be used, are being
manufactured in the United States.

Comments must comply with 15 CFR
301.5(a)(3) and (4) of the regulations and
be postmarked on or before December
16, 2013. Address written comments to
Statutory Import Programs Staff, Room
3720, U.S. Department of Commerce,
Washington, DC 20230. Applications
may be examined between 8:30 a.m. and
5:00 p.m. at the U.S. Department of
Commerce in Room 3720.

Docket Number: 13—-030. Applicant:
South Dakota State University, Box 2202
N Rotunda, Brookings, SD 57007.
Instrument: iMIC Andromeda.
Manufacturer: Till Photonics, Germany.
Intended Use: The instrument will be
used to fluorescently label the
macrophage colony stimulating factor
(MCSF) and other signaling molecules
in live primary bone marrow
macrophages (BMMs). This instrument
is the only confocal using a single micro
lens disk, making it the only spinning
disk system available that meets the
needs for fast, multi fluorophore and
Fluorescence Resonance Energy
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Transfer experiments over a range of
objective lens magnifications.
Furthermore, it is the only instrument
that can rapidly interchange custom
dichtroich mirrors, which is essential
for experiments relying on new
fluorescent proteins. Justification for
Duty-Free Entry: There are no
instruments of the same general
category manufactured in the United
States. Application accepted by
Commissioner of Customs: September
20, 2013.

Docket Number: 13-043. Applicant:
University of Colorado at Boulder, 1111
Engineering Drive 428 UCB, ECOT 514,
University of Colorado at Boulder,
Boulder, CO 80309. Instrument: Cyclic
Triaxial Testing Device. Manufacturer:
Wille Geotechnik, Germany. Intended
Use: The instrument will be used to
study the response of soils under
monotonic static loading compared to
1-D and 2-D cyclic loading, evaluate
the influence of load amplitude and
frequency content on the response of
soils in terms of shear modulus and
damping versus strain, and evaluate the
influence of soil-content on its dynamic
properties. It is critical to have the
capability to simulate realistic static and
dynamic stress conditions to the soil
samples, which is facilitated by the
instrument. The key specification in the
research that was satisfied by the
instrument is the ability to apply cyclic
loading at high frequencies (up to about
30Hz) to simulate earthquake loading.
The instrument is also capable of testing
soil samples larger than 70mm, the
pressure system/pressure controller has
a resolution of 0.1 KPa which provides
greater accuracy, and the load frame
capacity for both static and dynamic
loading is 25 KN. Justification for Duty-
Free Entry: There are no instruments of
the same general category manufactured
in the United States. Application
accepted by Commissioner of Customs:
September 26, 2013.

Dated: November 19, 2013.
Gregory W. Campbell,

Director of Subsidies Enforcement,
Enforcement and Compliance.

[FR Doc. 2013-28357 Filed 11-25-13; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
International Trade Administration

University of California, Berkely, et al.;
Notice of Decision on Application for
Duty-Free Entry of Scientific
Instruments

This is a decision pursuant to Section
6(c) of the Educational, Scientific, and

Cultural Materials Importation Act of
1966 (Pub. L. 89-651, as amended by
Pub. L. 106-36; 80 Stat. 897; 15 CFR
part 301). Related records can be viewed
between 8:30 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. in
Room 3720, U.S. Department of
Commerce, 14th and Constitution Ave.
NW., Washington, DC.

Docket Number: 13—-002. Applicant:
University of California, Berkeley,
Berkeley, CA 94720. Instrument: High
Speed Atomic Force Microscope
(HSAFM). Manufacturer: Research
Institute of Biomolecule Metrology
(RIBM), Japan. Intended Use: See notice
at 78 FR 7399-7400, February 1, 2013.
Comments: None received. Decision:
Approved. We know of no instruments
of equivalent scientific value to the
foreign instruments described below, for
such purposes as this is intended to be
used, that was being manufactured in
the United States at the time of order.
Reasons: The instrument will be used
for a number of experiments including
tracking the enzymatic activity of an
RNA II polymerase along its template, a
DNA gene, while synthesizing the
messenger RNA. Having access to higher
scan rates in an aqueous environment
will provide an unprecedented view of
transcription through nucleosomal
DNA. By visualizing transcription steps,
it is possible to precisely follow in real
time the dynamics of events that
accompany transcription by RNAP II
through the nucleosome including
spontaneous DNA unwrapping from the
core particle, histone transfer, and
histone dissociation under different
conditions while determining the main
factors that regulate nucleosome
stability/instability during transcription.
In addition to this capability, the
instrument will have the time and
spatial resolution to visualize individual
tubulin subunits as they arrive at the
microtubule end and will complement
cryo-EM studies at near nanometer
resolution on stabilized intermediates in
the assembly process. The unique
characteristics of this instrument are the
ability to capture images at a rate of up
to 15—20 frames per second, reading
scan rates as high as 25 frames per
second, resonant frequencies of 3.5 MHz
in air and 1.2 MHz in water, spring
constants of 0.2 N m~!, a quality factor
in water of ~2, and a response time in
water of ~0.5 microseconds.

Dated: November 19, 2013.
Gregory W. Campbell,

Director, Subsidies Enforcement Office,
Enforcement and Compliance.

[FR Doc. 2013-28354 Filed 11-25-13; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

RIN 0648-BD80

Takes of Marine Mammals Incidental to
Specified Activities; Target and Missile
Launch Activities at San Nicolas
Island, California

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.

ACTION: Notice; receipt of application for
letter of authorization; request for
comments and information.

SUMMARY: NMFS has received a request
from the U.S. Navy (Navy), Naval Air
Warfare Center Weapons Division
(NAWCWD) for authorization to take
marine mammals incidental to missile
launches from San Nicolas Island (SNI)
from June 2014 through January 2019.
Pursuant to the Marine Mammal
Protection Act (MMPA), NMFS is
announcing our receipt of the Navy’s
request for the development and
implementation of regulations
governing the incidental taking of
marine mammals and inviting
information, suggestions, and comments
on the Navy’s application and request.

DATES: Comments and information must
be received no later than December 26,
2013.

ADDRESSES: Comments on the
application should be addressed to
Michael Payne, Chief, Permits and
Conservation Division, Office of
Protected Resources, National Marine
Fisheries Service, 1315 East-West
Highway, Silver Spring, MD 20910—
3225. The mailbox address for providing
email comments is ITP.Magliocca@
noaa.gov. NMFS is not responsible for
email comments sent to addresses other
than the one provided here. Comments
sent via email, including all
attachments, must not exceed a 10-
megabyte file size.

Instructions: All comments received
are a part of the public record and will
generally be posted to http://
www.nmfs.noaa.gov/pr/permits/
incidental . htm without change. All
Personal Identifying Information (for
example, name, address, etc.)
voluntarily submitted by the commenter
may be publicly accessible. Do not
submit Confidential Business
Information or otherwise sensitive or
protected information.

A copy of the Navy’s application may
be obtained by visiting the internet at:
http://www.nmfs.noaa.gov/pr/permits/
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incidental htm#applications.
Documents cited in this notice may also
be viewed, by appointment, during
regular business hours, at the
aforementioned address.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Michelle Magliocca, Office of Protected
Resources, NMFS, (301) 427—8401.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

Sections 101(a)(5)(A) and (D) of the
MMPA (16 U.S.C. 1361 et seq.) direct
the Secretary of Commerce to allow,
upon request, the incidental, but not
intentional, taking of small numbers of
marine mammals by United States
citizens who engage in a specified
activity (other than commercial fishing)
within a specific geographical region if
certain findings are made and either
regulations are issued or, if the taking is
limited to harassment, a notice of a
proposed authorization is provided to
the public for review.

Authorization for incidental takings
shall be granted if NMFS finds that the
taking will have a negligible impact on
the species or stock(s), will not have an
unmitigable adverse impact on the
availability of the species or stock(s) for
subsistence uses (where relevant), and if
the permissible methods of taking and
requirements pertaining to the
mitigation, monitoring and reporting of
such takings are set forth. NMFS has
defined “‘negligible impact” in 50 CFR
216.103 as ““. . . an impact resulting
from the specified activity that cannot
be reasonably expected to, and is not
reasonably likely to, adversely affect the
species or stock through effects on
annual rates of recruitment or survival.”

With respect to military readiness
activities, the MMPA defines
“harassment” as: “(i) any act that
injures or has the significant potential to
injure a marine mammal stock in the
wild [Level A Harassment]; or (ii) any
act that disturbs or is likely to disturb
a marine mammal or marine mammal
stock in the wild by causing disruption
of natural behavioral patterns,
including, but not limited to, migration,
surfacing, nursing, breeding, feeding, or
sheltering, to a point where such
behavioral patterns are abandoned or
significantly altered [Level B
Harassment].”

Summary of Request

On July 24, 2013, NMFS received an
application from the Navy requesting
regulations governing a Letter of
Authorization (LOA) for the take of
three species of marine mammals
incidental to NAWCWD’s missile
launches from SNI over 5 years:

northern elephant seal (Mirounga
angustirostris), Pacific harbor seal
(Phoca vitulina), and California sea lion
(Zalophus californianus). The Navy is
requesting a 5-year LOA proposed to be
conducted from 2014 through 2019.
These activities are classified as military
readiness activities. The Navy states that
these activities may expose some of the
marine mammals present around SNI to
elevated sound levels from up to 40
missile launches per year. The Navy is
requesting authorization to take three
marine mammal species by Level B
harassment.

Description of the Specified Activity

In the application submitted to
NMFS, the Navy requests authorization
to take marine mammals incidental to
conducting up to 40 missile launches a
year from SNI. A detailed description of
the proposed activity, including
duration, location, and missiles
involved, are provided in the Navy’s
application (pages 5—-14). In summary,
NAWCWD plans to continue a launch
program for missiles and targets from
several launch sites on SNI. Some
launches are used for practicing
defensive drills and some launches may
be conducted for testing new types of
targets. Missiles vary from tactical and
developmental weapons to target
missiles used to test defensive strategies
and other weapons systems. Up to 200
missiles may be launched over a 5-year
period, but the number and type of
launch varies depending on operational
needs.

Information Solicited

Interested persons may submit
information, suggestions, and comments
concerning the Navy’s request (see
ADDRESSES). All input related to the
Navy’s request and NMFS’ role in
governing the incidental taking of
marine mammals will be considered by
NMFS when developing, if appropriate,
the most effective regulations governing
the issuance of LOAs.

Dated: November 21, 2013.
Donna S. Wieting,

Director, Office of Protected Resources,
National Marine Fisheries Service.

[FR Doc. 2013-28342 Filed 11-25-13; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

RIN 0648—XA832

Taking and Importing Marine
Mammals; Taking Marine Mammals
Incidental to Missile Launch
Operations From San Nicolas Island,
CA

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service, National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration,
Department of Commerce.

ACTION: Notice of issuance of a Letter of
Authorization.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
Marine Mammal Protection Act
(MMPA), as amended, and
implementing regulations, notification
is hereby given that a letter of
authorization (LOA) has been issued to
the Naval Air Warfare Center Weapons
Division, U.S. Navy (Navy), to take three
species of seals and sea lions incidental
to missile launch operations from San
Nicolas Island (SNI), California, a
military readiness activity.

DATES: Effective December 1, 2013,
through June 2, 2014.

ADDRESSES: The LOA and supporting
documentation are available for review
on the Internet at: http://
www.nmfs.noaa.gov/pr/permits/
incidental htm#applications.
Documents cited in this notice may be
viewed, by appointment, during regular
business hours, at the aforementioned
address and at the Southwest Regional
Office, NMFS, 501 West Ocean
Boulevard, Suite 4200, Long Beach, CA
90802.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Michelle Magliocca, Office of Protected
Resources, NMFS, 301-427-8401, or
Monica DeAngelis, NMFS, 562—-980—
3232.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

Section 101(a)(5)(A) of the MMPA (16
U.S.C. 1361 et seq.) directs NMFS to
allow, upon request, the incidental, but
not intentional, taking of small numbers
of marine mammals by U.S. citizens
who engage in a specified activity (other
than commercial fishing) within a
specified geographical region if certain
findings are made and regulations are
issued. However, for military readiness
activities, the National Defense
Authorization Act (Pub. L. 108-136)
removed the “small numbers” and
“specified geographical region”
limitations. Under the MMPA, the term


http://www.nmfs.noaa.gov/pr/permits/incidental.htm#applications
http://www.nmfs.noaa.gov/pr/permits/incidental.htm#applications
http://www.nmfs.noaa.gov/pr/permits/incidental.htm#applications

Federal Register/Vol. 78, No. 228/ Tuesday, November

26, 2013/ Notices 70539

“take” means to harass, hunt, capture,
or kill, or to attempt to harass, hunt,
capture, or kill marine mammals.

Authorization may be granted for
periods up to 5 years if NMFS finds,
after notification and opportunity for
public comment, that the taking will
have a negligible impact on the species
or stock(s) of marine mammals and will
not have an unmitigable adverse impact
on the availability of the species or
stock(s) for subsistence uses (where
relevant). In addition, NMFS must
prescribe regulations that include
permissible methods of taking and other
means of effecting the least practicable
adverse impact on the species and its
habitat and on the availability of the
species for subsistence uses, paying
particular attention to rookeries, mating
grounds, and areas of similar
significance. The regulations must
include requirements for monitoring
and reporting of such taking.

Regulations governing the taking of
northern elephant seals (Mirounga
angustirostris), Pacific harbor seals
(Phoca vitulina richardsi), and
California sea lions (Zalophus
californianus), by harassment,
incidental to missile launch operations
at SNI, were issued on June 2, 2009, and
remain in effect until June 2, 2014 (74
FR 26580, June 3, 2009). For detailed
information on this action, please refer
to that document. The regulations
include mitigation, monitoring, and
reporting requirements for the
incidental take of marine mammals
during missile launches at SNI.

Summary of Request

On September 24, 2013, NMFS
received a request for an LOA renewal
pursuant to the aforementioned
regulations that would authorize take of
pinnipeds, by harassment, incidental to
missile launch operations from SNI. The
request covers the remaining 6 months
of the Navy’s current regulations.

Summary of Activity Conducted During
2012-2013

As described in the Navy’s annual
monitoring report, the missile launch
operations conducted by the Navy
during this time period were within the
scope and amounts authorized by the
2012-2013 LOA, and the levels of take
remain within the scope and amounts
contemplated by the final rule and
detailed in the 2012-2013 LOA. A total
of eight launches took place using two
missile types on seven different days.

Planned Activities and Estimated Take
for 2013-2014

During 2013-2014, the Navy expects
to conduct the same type and amount of

launches identified in the 2012—-2013
LOA. Therefore, NMFS is authorizing
the same amount of take authorized in
2012.

2012-2013 Monitoring

The Navy conducted the monitoring
required by the 2012—-2013 LOA and
described in the Monitoring Plan, which
included acoustic monitoring of missile
launches and visual monitoring of
pinnipeds. The Navy submitted their
2012-2013 Monitoring Report, which is
posted on NMFS’ Web site (http://
www.nmfs.noaa.gov/pr/permits/
incidental.htm), within the required
timeframe. In summary, visual
monitoring shows that pinnipeds
startled and moved in response to
launch sounds and most individuals
returned to normal behavior within 5
minutes.

Authorization

The Navy complied with the
requirements of the 2012-2013 LOA and
NMEF'S has determined that there was no
evidence of pinniped injuries or
mortalities related to vehicle launches
from SNI. The Navy’s activities fell
within the scope of the activities
analyzed in the 2009 rule, and the
observed take did not exceed that
authorized in the 2012-2013 LOA.
NMFS has determined that this action
continues to have a negligible impact on
the affected species or stocks of marine
mammals on SNI. Accordingly, NMFS
has issued an LOA to the Navy
authorizing the take of marine
mammals, by harassment, incidental to
missile launch activities from SNI. The
provision requiring that the activities
not have an unmitigable adverse impact
on the availability of the affected
species or stock for subsistence uses
does not apply for this action.

Dated: November 21, 2013.

Donna S. Wieting,

Director, Office of Protected Resources,
National Marine Fisheries Service.

[FR Doc. 2013-28343 Filed 11-25-13; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-P

COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING
COMMISSION

Sunshine Act Meeting

AGENCY HOLDING THE MEETING:
Commodity Futures Trading
Commission.

TIME AND DATE: 10:00 a.m., Friday,
December 13, 2013.

PLACE: 1155 21st St. NW., Washington,
DC, 9th Floor Commission Conference
Room.

STATUS: Closed.

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED:
Surveillance, Enforcement Matters, and
Examinations. In the event that the
times, dates or locations of this or any
future meetings change, an
announcement of the change, along with
the new time, date and location of the
meeting will be posted on the
Commission’s Web site at http://
www.cftc.gov.

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE INFORMATION:
Melissa D. Jurgens, 202—418-5516.

Natise Stowe,

Executive Assistant.

[FR Doc. 2013-28536 Filed 11-22-13; 4:15 pm]
BILLING CODE 6351-01-P

COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING
COMMISSION

Sunshine Act Meeting

AGENCY HOLDING THE MEETING:
Commodity Futures Trading
Commission.

TIME AND DATE: 10:00 a.m., Friday,
December 6, 2013.

PLACE: 1155 21st St. NW., Washington,
DC, 9th Floor Commission Conference
Room.

STATUS: Closed.

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED:
Surveillance, Enforcement Matters, and
Examinations. In the event that the
times, dates or locations of this or any
future meetings change, an
announcement of the change, along with
the new time, date and location of the
meeting will be posted on the
Commission’s Web site at http://
www.cftc.gov.

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE INFORMATION:
Melissa D. Jurgens, 202—418-5516.

Natise Stowe,

Executive Assistant.

[FR Doc. 2013-28534 Filed 11-22-13; 4:15 pm]
BILLING CODE 6351-01-P

CORPORATION FOR NATIONAL AND
COMMUNITY SERVICE

Proposed Information Collection;
Comment Request

AGENCY: Corporation for National and
Community Service.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Corporation for National
and Community Service (CNCS), as part
of its continuing effort to reduce
paperwork and respondent burden,
conducts a pre-clearance consultation
program to provide the general public
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and federal agencies with an
opportunity to comment on proposed
and/or continuing collections of
information in accordance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995
(PRA95) (44 U.S.C. 3506(c)(2)(A)). This
program helps to ensure that requested
data can be provided in the desired
format, reporting burden (time and
financial resources) is minimized,
collection instruments are clearly
understood, and the impact of collection
requirement on respondents can be
properly assessed.

Currently, CNCS is soliciting
comments concerning its revised Martin
Luther King, Jr. Day of Service
Application Instructions. Submission of
the Martin Luther King, Jr. Day of
Service Application Instructions is
required to be considered for funding.

Copies of the information collection
request can be obtained by contacting
the office listed in the Addresses section
of this Notice.

DATES: Written comments must be
submitted to the individual and office
listed in the ADDRESSES section by
January 27, 2014.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments,
identified by the title of the information
collection activity, by any of the
following methods:

(1) By mail sent to: Corporation for
National and Community Service,
Florida State Office; Attention Ms. Gail
Killeen, State Program Specialist, Suite
115; 3615 McCrory Place, Orlando, FL,
32803.

(2) By hand delivery or by courier to
the mail address given in paragraph (1)
above, between 9:00 a.m. and 4:00 p.m.
Eastern Time, Monday through Friday,
except Federal holidays.

(3) By fax to: (407) 648-6116,
Attention Ms. Gail Killeen, State
Program Specialist.

(3) Electronically through mlkgrants@
cns.gov or www.regulations.gov.

Individuals who use a
telecommunications device for the deaf
(TTY-TDD) may call 1-800-833-3722
between 8:00 a.m. and 8:00 p.m. Eastern
Time, Monday through Friday.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Gail
Killeen, (407) 648-6118, or by email at
gkilleen@cns.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: CNCS is
particularly interested in comments
that:

e Evaluate whether the proposed
collection of information is necessary
for the proper performance of the
functions of CNCS, including whether
the information will have practical
utility;

e Evaluate the accuracy of the
agency’s estimate of the burden of the

proposed collection of information,
including the validity of the
methodology and assumptions used;

e Enhance the quality, utility, and
clarity of the information to be
collected; and

¢ Minimize the burden of the
collection of information on those who
are expected to respond, including the
use of appropriate automated,
electronic, mechanical, or other
technological collection techniques or
other forms of information technology
(e.g., permitting electronic submissions
of responses).

Background

The Martin Luther King, Jr. Day of
Service Grant application is completed
by applicant organizations interested in
supporting a Martin Luther King, Jr. Day
of Service Program. The application is
completed electronically via the
Corporation’s web-based system,
eGrants.

Current Action

CNCS seeks to renew the current
information collection. Minor revisions
are proposed, including new
instructions for Year Two (2) and Year
Three (3) Continuation Applications.
The revised application instructions
also now require selection of up to two
CNCS National Performance Measures
in 2014.

The information collection will
otherwise be used in the same manner
as the existing application. CNCS seeks
to continue using the current
application until the revised application
is approved by OMB. The current
application is due to expire on 10/31/
2014.

Type of Review: Renewal.

Agency: Corporation for National and
Community Service.

Title: Martin Luther King, Jr. Day of
Service Grants.

OMB Number: 3045-0110.

Agency Number: None.

Affected Public: Eligible applicants
for Martin Luther King, Jr., Day of
Service grants.

Total Respondents: 80.

Frequency: Annual.

Average Time per Response: 11 hours.

Estimated Total Burden Hours: 880
hours.

Total Burden Cost (capital/startup):
None.

Total Burden Cost (operating/
maintenance): None.

Comments submitted in response to
this notice will be summarized and/or
included in the request for Office of
Management and Budget approval of the
information collection request; they will
also become a matter of public record.

Dated: November 20, 2013.
Michael Berning,
Director, Office of Field Liaison.
[FR Doc. 2013-28285 Filed 11-25-13; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6050-28—P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Office of the Secretary

Meeting of the National Commission
on the Structure of the Air Force

AGENCY: Director of Administration and
Management, DoD.

ACTION: Notice of advisory committee
meeting correction.

SUMMARY: The Department of Defense is
publishing this notice to correct a
previously announced notice of a
Federal advisory committee closed
meeting of the National Commission on
the Structure of the Air Force (“the
Commission”) (78 FR 68826—68828,
November 15, 2013).

DATES: Dates of Closed Meeting,
including Hearing and Commission
Discussion: Monday, November 18,
2013 through Tuesday, November 19,
2013, from 9:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. each
day.

ADDRESSES: 2521 South Clark Street,
Suite 525, Crystal City, VA 22202 and,
as necessary, a secure video
teleconferencing line.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mrs.
Marcia Moore, Designated Federal
Officer, National Commission on the
Structure of the Air Force, 1950 Defense
Pentagon, Room 3A874, Washington,
DC 20301-1950. Email:
marcia.l.moore12.civ@mail.mil. Desk
(703) 545-9113. Facsimile (703) 692—
5625.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Due to
difficulties finalizing the meeting
agenda for the scheduled meeting of the
National Commission on the Structure
of the Air Force for November 18-19,
2013, the requirements of 41 CFR 102—
3.150(a) were not met. Accordingly, the
Advisory Committee Management
Officer for the Department of Defense,
pursuant to 41 CFR 102-3.150(b),
waives the 15-calendar day notification
requirement.

Purpose of Meeting: This meeting was
held under the provisions of the Federal
Advisory Committee Act (FACA) of
1972 (5 U.S.C., Appendix, as amended),
the Government in the Sunshine Act of
1976 (5 U.S.C. 552b, as amended), and
41 CFR 102-3.150. The previous
announcement of the November 19,
2013 closed meeting was published on
Friday, November 15, 2013, but is
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modified by this Federal Register notice
to acknowledge the closed meeting was
increased to two days whereas it was
originally scheduled for only one day,
and to update the November 19 agenda
to include testimonies from the
Secretary of the Air Force and Chief of
Staff, as shown in the agenda items in
this notice. This meeting was the third
in a series of three meetings held for the
Commissioners to consider information
and data from a variety of sources that
will be presented and aggregated by
employing several data, analytic and
decision support tools that contain
classified information.

Agenda: The updated agenda items
were:

—The role of airpower in the post-
Afghanistan national security
situations likely to be encountered by
the Air Force capabilities and Airmen
and the implications for the structure
of the Air Force. This discussion will
be organized into three categories.
The “Away Game,” will involve
emerging demands on Air Force
capabilities such as: Intelligence,
Surveillance and reconnaissance,
Remotely Piloted Aircraft, Space,
Cyber, Special Operations, and
Building Partnership Capacity.
Commissioners will also explore the
implications of rising demands and
expectations for the “Home Game” in
missions such as Homeland Defense,
Homeland Security, and Defense
Support to Civil Agencies. This will
include implications for the structure
of the Air Force from the growing
threat of the “Away Game” involving
simultaneous attacks on the
Homeland. The third area of
discussion will be on the continuing
growth of demand on traditional Air
Force core functions including: Air
Superiority, Air Mobility, Global
Precision Attack, Nuclear Deterrence
Operations, Command and Control,
Personnel Recovery, Agile Combat
Support, Training and Education, and
other specific mission sets such as
security forces, civil engineering and
science and technology.

—Testimony from the Honorable Eric
Fanning, Acting Secretary of the U.S.
Air Force and General Mark A. Welsh
111, Chief of Staff of the U.S. Air Force.

Their testimonies will provide the key
decisions the Air Force is considering
if forced to make sequester cuts based
on its Program Objective
Memorandum (POM) for fiscal year
(FY) 2015 and the alternate POM. The
Commission is particularly interested
in the Air Force’s considerations to
change the force mix and capabilities
across the components of the

Department of Defense as part of the
FY 15 alternate POM and the
anticipated challenges caused by
those changes. The Commission is
also interested in human capital,
specific mission sets, and trade-offs
the Air Force envisions among other
major program areas such as
modernization readiness,
procurement, manpower, research
development test and evaluation.

—Projections and assumptions about

future resource levels that will be
available to organize, train and equip
the Air Force. This will include
assumptions about how the Budget
Control Act and Sequestration
legislation will affect Total
Obligational Authority and associated
planning, programming and budgeting
flexibility. Commissioners will also
consider the impact of strategic
choices on Air Force capabilities and
force structure options derived from
the selection of national priorities
among modernization, technology,
recapitalization, readiness, capacity
and force structure. In this discussion
Commissioners will consider the
various approaches to how to
calculate and apply cost methods and
data to questions of force structure.

—The root causes of legislative and

bureaucratic development of the force
structure issues that led to the
creation of the Commission in 2013.
They will consider how these issues
are rooted in the American militia
heritage and the history of the Air
Force since 1947. This discussion will
extend to accounting for the socio-
cultural dimensions of force structure
issues ranging from the fundamental
relationship of the American people
to their military and to sub-cultures
within the Air Force.

—How to institutionalize the shift in the

fundamental role of the reserve
components from a strategic reserve to
an operational reserve with associated
expectations. Commissioners will also
consider the force mix options they
are prepared to assess in terms of
relative weight of force structure in
each of the components.
Commissioners will consider whether
to recommend that the Department of
Defense invert the force sizing
planning paradigm from sizing to
meet the expected wartime surge to an
approach that begins with the Steady
State Requirement then resource the
components to provide the nation
with a meaningful surge capacity for
the strategy. They will also address
considerations for measuring and
assessing Active, Reserve and Guard
Effectiveness—both cost and mission
effectiveness.

—Alternative approaches to how the

nation should direct, control and
guide the active, reserve and National
Guard Air Forces, including:

Whether, and if so how, to simplify
Title 10, Title 32 and other
governing legislative authorities;

How to re-balance the current mix of
Active, Reserve and Guard
components into and across any
and all mission functions;

Whether, and if so how, to reorganize
the Air Force Active, Reserve and
National Guard into less than 3
components;

Can the Air Force move to a periodic
readiness schedule without creating
a “hollow force;”

Does component “ownership” of
aircraft matter anymore and how
can the Associate Unit paradigm be
adapted to the future;

Approaching future force integration
of new systems capabilities by
means of a Concurrent Proportional
resourcing method across the
components to replace today’s
priority of equipping the Active
Component first;

Accelerating the adoption of a
“Continuum of Service” model to
facilitate the ability of Airmen to
move from any component into
another at multiple points in their
career path without prejudice;

Enhancing the total force through
equalized opportunities across the
components for professional and
technical education and shared
experiences.

Recognizing in promotion and
selection processes differing but
equivalent ends, ways, and means
of professional development

Fundamental shift in policy goals for
“Deploy-to-Dwell,” “Mobilization-
to-Dwell,” and associated metrics
for the post-Afghanistan period, as
well as how deployment credit will
be accounted.

Reconsider the nation’s needs for
Overseas Basing and the capacity of
continental United States’
infrastructure afforded by
investments in Reserve and Guard
basing capacities available to the
Total Force.

Meeting Accessibility: In accordance

with section 10(d) of the FACA, 5 U.S.C.
552b, and 41 CFR 102-3.155, the DoD
determined that the meeting scheduled
for November 18-19, 2013 was closed to
the public in its entirety. Specifically,
the Director of Administration and
Management, with the coordination of
the DoD FACA Attorney, has
determined in writing that this meeting
was closed to the public because it
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discussed classified information and
matters covered by 5 U.S.C. 552b(c)(1).

Written Comments: Pursuant to 41
CFR 102—3.105(j) and 102-3.140 and
section 10(a)(3) of the FACA, the public
or interested organizations may submit
written comments to the Commission in
response to the stated agenda of the
open and/or closed meeting or the
Commission’s mission. The Designated
Federal Officer (DFO) will review all
submitted written statements before
forwarding to the Commission. Written
comments should be submitted to Mrs.
Marcia Moore, DFO, via facsimile or
electronic mail, the preferred modes of
submission. Each page of the comment
must include the author’s name, title or
affiliation, address, and daytime phone
number. All contact information may be
found in the FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT section. While written
comments are forwarded to the
Commissioners upon receipt, note that
all written comments on the
Commission’s charge, as described in
the “Background” section, must be
received by November 29, 2013, to be
considered by the Commissioners for
the final report. The postmark deadline
to mail comments was November 8,
2013.

Background

The National Commission on the
Structure of the Air Force was
established by the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2013
(Pub. L. 112-239). The Department of
Defense sponsor for the Commission is
the Director of Administration and
Management, Mr. Michael L. Rhodes.
The Commission is tasked to submit a
report, containing a comprehensive
study and recommendations, by
February 1, 2014 to the President of the
United States and the Congressional
defense committees. The report will
contain a detailed statement of the
findings and conclusions of the
Commission, together with its
recommendations for such legislation
and administrative actions it may
consider appropriate in light of the
results of the study. The comprehensive
study of the structure of the U.S. Air
Force will determine whether, and how,
the structure should be modified to best
fulfill current and anticipated mission
requirements for the U.S. Air Force in
a manner consistent with available
resources.

The evaluation factors under
consideration by the Commission are for
a U.S. Air Force structure that—(a)
meets current and anticipated
requirements of the combatant
commands; (b) achieves an appropriate
balance between the regular and reserve

components of the Air Force, taking
advantage of the unique strengths and
capabilities of each; (c) ensures that the
regular and reserve components of the
Air Force have the capacity needed to
support current and anticipated
homeland defense and disaster
assistance missions in the United States;
(d) provides for sufficient numbers of
regular members of the Air Force to
provide a base of trained personnel from
which the personnel of the reserve
components of the Air Force could be
recruited; (e) maintains a peacetime
rotation force to support operational
tempo goals of 1:2 for regular members
of the Air Forces and 1:5 for members
of the reserve components of the Air
Force; and (f) maximizes and
appropriately balances affordability,
efficiency, effectiveness, capability, and
readiness.

Dated: November 21, 2013.
Aaron Siegel,

Alternate OSD Federal Register Liaison
Officer, Department of Defense.

[FR Doc. 2013-28308 Filed 11-25-13; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 5001-06-P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Office of the Secretary

Reserve Forces Policy Board (RFPB);
Notice of Federal Advisory Committee
Meeting

AGENCY: Office of the Secretary of
Defense, Reserve Forces Policy Board,
DoD.

ACTION: Notice of Federal Advisory
Committee meeting.

SUMMARY: The Department of Defense is
publishing this notice to announce that
the following Federal Advisory
Committee meeting of the Reserve
Forces Policy Board will take place. The
purpose of the meeting is to obtain,
review and evaluate information related
to strategies, policies, and practices
designed to improve and enhance the
capabilities, efficiency, and
effectiveness of the Reserve
Components.

DATES: Thursday, December 12, 2013,
from 9:10 a.m. to 4:40 p.m.
ADDRESSES: The address is the
Pentagon, Room 3E863, and Arlington,
VA. An escort may be required as
discussed in the meeting accessibility
section.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
CAPT Steven Knight, Designated
Federal Officer, (703) 681-0608 (Voice),
(703) 681-0002 (Facsimile), Email—
steven.p.knight.mil@mail. mil. Mailing

address is Reserve Forces Policy Board,
5113 Leesburg Pike, Suite 601, Falls
Church, VA 22041. Web site: http://
ra.defense.gov/rfpb/. The most up-to-
date changes to the meeting can be
found on the Reserve Forces Policy
Board Web site.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
meeting is being held under the
provisions of the Federal Advisory
Committee Act of 1972 (FACA) (5
U.S.C., Appendix, as amended), the
Government in the Sunshine Act of
1976 (5 U.S.C. 552b, as amended), and
41 CFR 102-3.150.

Purpose of the Meeting: The purpose
of the meeting is to obtain, review and
evaluate information related to
strategies, policies, and practices
designed to improve and enhance the
capabilities, efficiency, and
effectiveness of the Reserve
Components.

Agenda: The Reserve Forces Policy
Board will hold a meeting from 9:10
a.m. until 4:40 p.m.

The portion of the meeting from 2:40
p.m. to 4:40 p.m. will be closed to the
public. The open portion of the meeting
will consist of remarks from Admiral
Gary Roughead, USN (Ret), General
Ronald Fogelman USAF (Ret), and the
Honorable Michele Flournoy. They will
share their views as the Department
balances force structure and missions
with increased fiscal constraints that
may have a profound impact on the
Reserve Components. A General Officer
from the United Kingdom has been
invited to provide remarks on the
reforms being made to the British Army.
The three Reserve Forces Policy Board
subcommittees will also provide
updates on their past recommendations
to the Secretary of Defense. The
Subcommittee on the Operational
Reserve plans to discuss medical
readiness. The Subcommittee on the
Homeland plans to discuss National
Security Special Event funding issues
and give the Reserve Forces Policy
Board an update regarding the status of
U.S. Northern Command’s identification
of Defense Support of Civilian
Authorities requirements. The
Subcommittee on Personnel plans to
discuss Warrior Care Policy findings.
The closed portion of the meeting will
consist of remarks from the Secretary of
the Air Force whom will likely address
future strategies for use of the Reserve
Component, issues impacting reserve
organizations, the right balance of
Active and Reserve Component forces,
and force structure management. The
Cyber Policy Task Group will update
the Board on its current findings
concerning the logical mission fit for
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Reserve Component members with
regards to cyber security.

Meeting Accessibility: Pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 552b, as amended and 41 CFR
102—3.140 through 102-3.165, and
subject to the availability of space, the
meeting is open to the public from 9:10
a.m. to 2:30 p.m. Seating is based on a
first-come, first-served basis. All
members of the public who wish to
attend the public meeting must contact
Captain Steven Knight, the Designated
Federal Officer, not later than 12:00
p.m. on Friday, December 6, 2013, as
listed in the FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT section to make arrangements
for a Pentagon escort, if necessary.
Public attendees requiring escort should
arrive at the Pentagon Metro Entrance
with sufficient time to complete security
screening no later than 8:45 a.m. on
December 12, 2013. To complete the
security screening, please be prepared to
present two forms of identification. One
must be a picture identification card. In
accordance with section 10(d) of the
FACA, 5 U.S.C. 552b, and 41 CFR 102—-
3.155, the Department of Defense has
determined that the portion of this
meeting scheduled to occur from 2:40
p-m. until 4:40 p.m. will be closed to the
public. Specifically, the Acting Under
Secretary of Defense (Personnel and
Readiness), in coordination with the
DoD FACA Attorney, has determined in
writing that this portion of the meeting
will be closed to the public, because it
is likely to disclose matters covered by
5 U.S.C. 552b(c)(1).

Written Statements: Pursuant to 41
CFR 102-3.105(j) and 102-3.140 and
section 10(a)(3) of the FACA, interested
persons may submit written statements
to the Reserve Forces Policy Board at
any time. Written statements should be
submitted to the Reserve Forces Policy
Board’s Designated Federal Officer at
the address or facsimile number listed
in the FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT section. If statements pertain to
a specific topic being discussed at the
planned meeting, then these statements
must be submitted no later than five (5)
business days prior to the meeting in
question. Written statements received
after this date may not be provided to
or considered by the Reserve Forces
Policy Board until its next meeting. The
Designated Federal Officer will review
all timely submitted written statements
and provide copies to all the committee
members before the meeting that is the
subject of this notice. Please note that
since the Reserve Forces Policy Board
operates under the provisions of the
FACA, all submitted comments and
public presentations will be treated as
public documents and will be made
available for public inspection,

including, but not limited to, being

posted on the Board’s Web site.
Dated: November 20, 2013.

Aaron Siegel,

Alternate OSD Federal Register Liaison
Officer, Department of Defense.

[FR Doc. 2013-28237 Filed 11-25-13; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 5001-06-P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Office of the Secretary

[Docket ID: DoD-2013—-0S-0221]

Privacy Act of 1974; System of
Records

AGENCY: Defense Information Systems
Agency, DoD.

ACTION: Notice to add a new system of
records.

SUMMARY: The Defense Information
Systems Agency proposes to add a new
system of records, KWHC 08, entitled
“DefenseReady”, to its inventory of
record systems subject to the Privacy
Act of 1974, as amended. This system
will manage personnel and security
records for the purpose of validation,
analysis, and appraisal throughout the
lifecycle. This system is used to track
travel, security, sensitive items such as
access/accountable badges, ownership
and employment data of White House
Communications Agency (WHCA)
employees for the White House
community.

DATES: This proposed action will be
effective on December 27, 2013 unless
comments are received which result in
a contrary determination. Comments
will be accepted on or before December
26, 2013.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments,
identified by docket number and title,
by any of the following methods:

e Federal Rulemaking Portal: http://
www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments.

e Mail: Federal Docket Management
System Office, 4800 Mark Center Drive,
East Tower, 2nd Floor, Suite 02G09,
Alexandria, VA 22350-3100.

Instructions: All submissions received
must include the agency name and
docket number for this Federal Register
document. The general policy for
comments and other submissions from
members of the public is to make these
submissions available for public
viewing on the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov as they are
received without change, including any
personal identifiers or contact
information.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Jeanette Weathers-Jenkins 6916 Cooper
Avenue, Fort Meade, MD 20755-7901 or
telephone: (301) 225-8158.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Defense Information Systems Agency
notices for systems of records subject to
the Privacy Act of 1974 (5 U.S.C. 552a),
as amended, have been published in the
Federal Register and are available from
the address in FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT or at http://dpclo.defense.gov/
privacy/SORNs/component/disa/
index.html.

The proposed system report, as
required by 5 U.S.C. 552a(r) of the
Privacy Act of 1974, as amended, was
submitted on November 21, 2013, to the
House Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform, the Senate
Committee on Governmental Affairs,
and the Office of Management and
Budget (OMB) pursuant to paragraph 4c
of Appendix I to OMB Circular No. A—
130, “Federal Agency Responsibilities
for Maintaining Records About
Individuals,” dated February 8, 1996
(February 20, 1996, 61 FR 6427).

Dated: November 21, 2013.
Aaron Siegel,

Alternate OSD Federal Register Liaison
Officer, Department of Defense.

KWHC 08

SYSTEM NAME:
DefenseReady

SYSTEM LOCATION:

White House Communications
Agency, 2743 Defense Blvd. SW., Bldg
399, Anacostia Annex, Washington DC
20373-5117.

CATEGORIES OF INDIVIDUALS COVERED BY THE
SYSTEM:

Current and former Military
personnel, Federal Government
employees and DoD Contractors
supporting the White House
Communications Agency (WHCA).

CATEGORIES OF RECORDS IN THE SYSTEM:

Full name, office room, building,
home address, home of record, civilian
education level, gender, race, marital
status, previous work experience, date
of birth, Social Security Number (SSN),
DoD ID Number, communications
devices (e.g., blackberries, secure travel
phones), vehicles (makes, models and
licenses plates) evaluations/job
performance, deployment status,
sensitive items (e.g., access and
accountable badges), awards,
decorations and medals.

AUTHORITY FOR MAINTENANCE OF THE SYSTEM:

5 U.S.C. 1303 Investigations; 5 U.S.C.
3301, Civil service; 44 U.S.C. 3101,
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Administrative Procedure Act; DoDI
5025.01, DoD Directives Program; and
E.O. 9397 (SSN), as amended.

PURPOSE(S):

To manage personnel and security
records for the purpose of validation,
analysis, and appraisal throughout the
lifecycle. This system is used to track
travel, security, sensitive items such as
access/accountable badges, ownership
and employment data of White House
Communications Agency (WHCA)
employees for the White House
community.

ROUTINE USES OF RECORDS MAINTAINED IN THE
SYSTEM, INCLUDING CATEGORIES OF USERS AND
THE PURPOSES OF SUCH USES:

In addition to those disclosures
generally permitted under 5 U.S.C.
552a(b) of the Privacy Act of 1974, as
amended, these records contained
therein may specifically be disclosed
outside the DoD as a routine use
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552a(b)(3) as
follows:

The DoD Blanket Routine Uses set
forth at the beginning of the DISA’s
compilation of systems of records
notices may apply to this system.

POLICIES AND PRACTICES FOR STORING,
RETRIEVING, ACCESSING, RETAINING, AND
DISPOSING OF RECORDS IN THE SYSTEM:

STORAGE:
Electronic storage media.

RETRIEVABILITY:

Retrieved by name, SSN or other
aforementioned unique identifiers.

SAFEGUARDS:

The facility is guarded 24 hours a day,
365 days a year and is on a military
installation. The room is inside a
Sensitive Compartmented Information
Facility (SCIF).

RETENTION AND DISPOSAL:

Disposition pending (until the
National Archives and Records
Administration approves retention and
disposal schedule, records will be
treated as permanent].

SYSTEM MANAGER(S) AND ADDRESS:

White House Communications
Agency, Washington Area
Communications Command,
Information Systems Division,
Enterprise Architect Branch, 2743
Defense Blvd. SW., Bldg 399, Anacostia
Annex, Washington, DC 20373-5117.

NOTIFICATION PROCEDURE:

Individuals seeking to determine
whether information about themselves
is contained in this system of records
should address written inquiries to

White House Communications Agency,
2743 Defense Blvd. SW., Anacostia
Annex, Washington, DC 20373-5117.

The full name of the requesting
individual will be required to determine
if the system contains a record about
him or her.

The requester may also visit one of
the system managers listed on the
WHCA intranet. As proof of identity the
requester must present a current DISA
identification badge or a driver’s
license.

RECORD ACCESS PROCEDURES:

Individuals seeking to determine
whether information about themselves
is contained in this system of records
should address written inquiries to
White House Communications Agency,
2743 Defense Blvd. SW., Anacostia
Annex, Washington, DC 20373-5117.

The full name of the requesting
individual will be required to determine
if the system contains a record about
him or her.

The requester may also visit one of
the system managers listed on the
WHCA intranet. As proof of identity the
requester must present a current DISA
identification badge or a driver’s
license.

CONTESTING RECORD PROCEDURES:

DISAs rules for accessing records, for
contesting content and appealing initial
agency determinations are published in
DISA Instruction 210-225-2; 32 CFR
part 316; or may be obtained from the
systems manager.

RECORD SOURCE CATEGORIES:
From the individual.

EXEMPTIONS CLAIMED FOR THE SYSTEM:
None.

[FR Doc. 2013-28323 Filed 11-25-13; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 5001-06-P

DELAWARE RIVER BASIN
COMMISSION

Notice of Public Hearing and Business
Meeting

Notice is hereby given that the
Delaware River Basin Commission will
hold a public hearing on Tuesday,
December 3, 2013. A conference session
and business meeting will be held the
following day on Wednesday, December
4, 2013. The hearing, conference session
and business meeting are open to the
public and will be held at the
Washington Crossing Historic Park
Visitor Center, 1112 River Road,
Washington Crossing, Pennsylvania.

Public Hearing. The public hearing on
December 3, 2013 will begin at 1:30

p.m. Hearing items will include draft
dockets and resolutions for projects
subject to the Commission’s review. The
list of projects scheduled for hearing,
including project descriptions, is
currently available in a long form of this
notice posted on the Commission’s Web
site, www.drbc.net. Draft dockets
scheduled for hearing are posted on the
Web site approximately ten days prior
to the hearing date. Written comments
on draft dockets and resolutions
scheduled for hearing on December 3
will be accepted through the close of the
hearing that day. After the hearing on all
scheduled matters has been completed,
there will be an opportunity for public
dialogue. Because hearings on
particular projects may be postponed to
allow additional time for the
commission’s review, interested parties
are advised to check the Web site
periodically prior to the hearing date.
Any postponements will be duly noted
there.

Public Meeting. The public meeting
on December 4, 2013 will begin at 12:15
p-m. and will consist of a conference
session followed by a business meeting.
The conference session will include
presentations by staff on (a) new
interactive mapping capability, and (b)
the updated PCB criterion formally
proposed by the Commission in August
2013. The business meeting will include
the following items: adoption of the
Minutes of the Commission’s September
12, 2013 business meeting,
announcements of upcoming meetings
and events, a report on hydrologic
conditions, reports by the Executive
Director and the Commission’s General
Counsel, and consideration of any items
for which a hearing has been completed
or is not required. In addition to those
items for which the public hearing is
completed on December 3, 2013, the
Commissioners may consider action on
revised water quality criteria for PCBs
and pH, for which public hearings were
completed on September 10 and
October 24, 2013, respectively.

There will be no opportunity for
additional public comments at the
December 4 business meeting on
hearing items for which the hearing was
completed on December 3 or a previous
date. Commission consideration on
December 4 of items for which the
public hearing is closed may result in
either approval of the item (docket or
resolution) as proposed, approval with
changes, denial, or deferral. When the
Commissioners defer an action, they
may announce an additional period for
written comment on the item, with or
without an additional hearing date, or
they may take additional time 