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This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER
contains regulatory documents having general
applicability and legal effect, most of which
are keyed to and codified in the Code of
Federal Regulations, which is published under
50 titles pursuant to 44 U.S.C. 1510.

The Code of Federal Regulations is sold by
the Superintendent of Documents. Prices of
new books are listed in the first FEDERAL
REGISTER issue of each week.

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Agricultural Marketing Service

7 CFR Part 906

[Doc. No. AMS-FV-14-0054; FV14-906-3
IR]

Oranges and Grapefruit Grown in
Lower Rio Grande Valley in Texas;
Decreased Assessment Rate

AGENCY: Agricultural Marketing Service,
USDA.

ACTION: Interim rule with request for
comments.

SUMMARY: This rule decreases the
assessment rate established for the
Texas Valley Citrus Committee
(Committee) for the 2014—15 and
subsequent fiscal periods from $0.16 to
$0.11 per 7/10-bushel carton or
equivalent of oranges and grapefruit
handled. The Committee locally
administers the marketing order, which
regulates the handling of oranges and
grapefruit grown in the Lower Rio
Grande Valley in Texas. Assessments
upon orange and grapefruit handlers are
used by the Committee to fund
reasonable and necessary expenses of
the program. The fiscal period begins
August 1 and ends July 31. The
assessment rate will remain in effect
indefinitely unless modified,
suspended, or terminated.

DATES: Effective August 15, 2014.
Comments received by October 14,
2014, will be considered prior to
issuance of a final rule.

ADDRESSES: Interested persons are
invited to submit written comments
concerning this rule. Comments must be
sent to the Docket Clerk, Marketing
Order and Agreement Division, Fruit
and Vegetable Program, AMS, USDA,
1400 Independence Avenue SW., STOP
0237, Washington, DC 20250-0237; Fax:
(202) 720-8938; or Internet: http://
www.regulations.gov. Comments should

reference the document number and the
date and page number of this issue of
the Federal Register and will be
available for public inspection in the
Office of the Docket Clerk during regular
business hours, or can be viewed at:
http://www.regulations.gov. All
comments submitted in response to this
rule will be included in the record and
will be made available to the public.
Please be advised that the identity of the
individuals or entities submitting the
comments will be made public on the
internet at the address provided above.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Doris Jamieson, Marketing Specialist or
Christian D. Nissen, Regional Director,
Southeast Marketing Field Office,
Marketing Order and Agreement
Division, Fruit and Vegetable Program,
AMS, USDA; Telephone: (863) 324—
3375, Fax: (863) 325—8793, or Email:
Doris.Jamieson@ams.usda.gov or
Christian.Nissen@ams.usda.gov.

Small businesses may request
information on complying with this
regulation by contacting Jeffrey Smutny,
Marketing Order and Agreement
Division, Fruit and Vegetable Program,
AMS, USDA, 1400 Independence
Avenue SW., STOP 0237, Washington,
DC 20250-0237; Telephone: (202) 720—
2491, Fax: (202) 720-8938, or Email:
Jeffrey.Smutny@ams.usda.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This rule
is issued under Marketing Agreement
and Order No. 906, as amended (7 CFR
part 906), regulating the handling of
oranges and grapefruit grown in the
Lower Rio Grande Valley in Texas,
hereinafter referred to as the “order.”
The order is effective under the
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act
of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674),
hereinafter referred to as the “Act.”

The Department of Agriculture
(USDA) is issuing this rule in
conformance with Executive Orders
12866, 13563, and 13175.

This rule has been reviewed under
Executive Order 12988, Civil Justice
Reform. Under the marketing order now
in effect, orange and grapefruit handlers
are subject to assessments. Funds to
administer the order are derived from
such assessments. It is intended that the
assessment rate as issued herein will be
applicable to all assessable oranges and
grapefruit beginning August 1, 2014,
and continue until amended,
suspended, or terminated.

The Act provides that administrative
proceedings must be exhausted before
parties may file suit in court. Under
section 608c(15)(A) of the Act, any
handler subject to an order may file
with USDA a petition stating that the
order, any provision of the order, or any
obligation imposed in connection with
the order is not in accordance with law
and request a modification of the order
or to be exempted therefrom. Such
handler is afforded the opportunity for
a hearing on the petition. After the
hearing, USDA would rule on the
petition. The Act provides that the
district court of the United States in any
district in which the handler is an
inhabitant, or has his or her principal
place of business, has jurisdiction to
review USDA'’s ruling on the petition,
provided an action is filed not later than
20 days after the date of the entry of the
ruling.

This rule decreases the assessment
rate established for the Committee for
the 2014-15 and subsequent fiscal
periods from $0.16 to $0.11 per 7/10-
bushel carton or equivalent of oranges
and grapefruit handled.

The Texas orange and grapefruit
marketing order provides authority for
the Committee, with the approval of
USDA, to formulate an annual budget of
expenses and collect assessments from
handlers to administer the program (7
CFR 906.34). The members of the
Committee are producers and handlers
of Texas oranges and grapefruit. They
are familiar with the Committee’s needs
and the costs for goods and services in
their local area and are thus in a
position to formulate an appropriate
budget and assessment rate. The
assessment rate is formulated and
discussed in a public meeting. Thus, all
directly affected persons have an
opportunity to participate and provide
input.

For the 2012-13 and subsequent fiscal
periods, the Committee recommended,
and USDA approved, an assessment rate
that would continue in effect from fiscal
period to fiscal period unless modified,
suspended, or terminated by USDA
upon recommendation and information
submitted by the Committee or other
information available to USDA.

The Committee met on June 5, 2014,
and recommended 2014-15
expenditures of $809,500 and an
assessment rate of $0.11 per 7/10-bushel
carton or equivalent of oranges and
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grapefruit handled. In comparison, last
year’s budgeted expenditures were
$1,353,300. The assessment rate of $0.11
is $0.05 lower than the rate currently in
effect. The Committee reviewed and
recommended 2014-15 expenditures of
$809,500, which includes a decrease in
the marketing program and management
fees. The Committee considered
proposed expenses and recommended
decreasing the assessment rate to more
closely align assessment income to the
lower budget.

The major expenditures
recommended by the Committee for the
2014-15 year include $503,000 for the
Mexican fruit fly control program,
$175,000 for management and
compliance, and $100,000 for marketing
and promotion. Budgeted expenses for
these items in 2013—-14 were $503,000,
$200,000, and $600,000, respectively.

The assessment rate recommended by
the Committee was derived by dividing
anticipated expenses by expected
shipments of Texas oranges and
grapefruit. Orange and grapefruit
shipments for the 2014-2015 year are
estimated at 8.2 million 7/10-bushel
cartons or equivalent, which should
provide $902,000 in assessment income.
That is approximately $92,500 above the
anticipated expenses of $809,500;
therefore income derived from handler
assessments will be adequate to cover
budgeted expenses. Excess funds will be
added to the reserve, (currently $0.00),
which will be kept within the maximum
permitted by the order (approximately
one fiscal period’s expenses as stated in
§906.35).

The assessment rate established in
this rule will continue in effect
indefinitely unless modified,
suspended, or terminated by USDA
upon recommendation and information
submitted by the Committee or other
available information.

Although this assessment rate is
effective for an indefinite period, the
Committee will continue to meet prior
to or during each fiscal period to
recommend a budget of expenses and
consider recommendations for
modification of the assessment rate. The
dates and times of Committee meetings
are available from the Committee or
USDA. Committee meetings are open to
the public and interested persons may
express their views at these meetings.
USDA will evaluate Committee
recommendations and other available
information to determine whether
modification of the assessment rate is
needed. Further rulemaking will be
undertaken as necessary. The
Committee’s 2014—15 budget and those
for subsequent fiscal periods will be

reviewed and, as appropriate, approved
by USDA.

Initial Regulatory Flexibility Analysis

Pursuant to requirements set forth in
the Regulatory Flexibility Act (RFA) (5
U.S.C. 601-612), the Agricultural
Marketing Service (AMS) has
considered the economic impact of this
rule on small entities. Accordingly,
AMS has prepared this initial regulatory
flexibility analysis.

The purpose of the RFA is to fit
regulatory actions to the scale of
businesses subject to such actions in
order that small businesses will not be
unduly or disproportionately burdened.
Marketing orders issued pursuant to the
Act, and the rules issued thereunder, are
unique in that they are brought about
through group action of essentially
small entities acting on their own
behalf.

There are approximately 170
producers of oranges and grapefruit in
the production area and 13 handlers
subject to regulation under the
marketing order. Small agricultural
producers are defined by the Small
Business Administration (SBA) as those
having annual receipts of less than
$750,000, and small agricultural service
firms are defined as those whose annual
receipts are less than $7,000,000. (13
CFR 121.201)

According to Committee data and
information from the National
Agricultural Statistics Service, the
weighted average grower price for Texas
citrus during the 2012-13 season was
around $12.98 per box and total
shipments were near 8.5 million boxes.
Using the weighted average price and
shipment information, and assuming a
normal distribution, the majority of
growers would have annual receipts of
less than $750,000. In addition, based
on available information, the majority of
handlers have annual receipts of less
than $7,000,000 and could be
considered small businesses under
SBA’s definition. Thus, the majority of
producers and handlers of Texas citrus
may be classified as small entities.

This rule decreases the assessment
rate established for the Committee and
collected from handlers for the 2014-15
and subsequent fiscal periods from
$0.16 to $0.11 per 7/10-bushel carton or
equivalent of Texas citrus. The
Committee recommended 2014-15
expenditures of $809,500 and an
assessment rate of $0.11 per 7/10-bushel
carton or equivalent handled. The
assessment rate of $0.11 is $0.05 lower
than the 2013—14 rate. The quantity of
assessable oranges and grapefruit for the
2014-15 fiscal period is estimated at 8.2
million 7/10-bushel cartons. Thus, the

$0.11 rate should provide $902,000 in
assessment income and be adequate to
meet this year’s expenses.

The major expenditures
recommended by the Committee for the
2014-15 year include $503,000 for the
Mexican fruit fly control program,
$175,000 for management and
compliance, and $100,000 for marketing
and promotion. Budgeted expenses for
these items in 2013—14 were $503,000,
$200,000, and $600,000, respectively.

The Committee reviewed and
recommended 2014-15 expenditures of
$809,500, which includes decreases in
the amount budgeted for the marketing
program and management. The
Committee considered proposed
expenses and recommended decreasing
the assessment rate to more closely align
assessment income to the lower budget.

Prior to arriving at this budget, the
Committee considered information from
various sources, such as the
Committee’s Budget and Personnel
Committee and the Market Development
Committee. Alternate expenditure levels
were discussed by these groups, based
upon the relative value of various
research and promotion projects to the
Texas citrus industry. The assessment
rate of $0.11 per 7/10-bushel carton or
equivalent of assessable oranges and
grapefruit was then determined by
considering the total recommended
budget in relation to the quantity of
assessable oranges and grapefruit,
estimated at 8.2 million 7/10-bushel
cartons for the 2014—15 fiscal period.
Based on estimated shipments, the
recommended assessment rate of $0.11
should provide $902,000 in assessment
income. This is approximately $92,500
above the anticipated expenses of
$809,500, which the Committee
determined to be acceptable as any
assessments collected above
expenditures are to be added to
reserves.

A review of historical information and
preliminary information pertaining to
the upcoming fiscal period indicates
that the grower price for the 2014-15
season could range between $3.02 and
$19.22 per 7/10-bushel carton or
equivalent of oranges and grapefruit.
Therefore, the estimated assessment
revenue for the 2014-15 fiscal period, as
a percentage of total grower revenue,
could range between .5 and 3.6 percent.

This action decreases the assessment
obligation imposed on handlers.
Assessments are applied uniformly on
all handlers, and some of the costs may
be passed on to producers. However,
decreasing the assessment rate reduces
the burden on handlers, and may reduce
the burden on producers.
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In addition, the Committee’s meeting
was widely publicized throughout the
Texas citrus industry and all interested
persons were invited to attend the
meeting and participate in Committee
deliberations on all issues. Like all
Committee meetings, the June 5, 2014,
meeting was a public meeting and all
entities, both large and small, were able
to express views on this issue. Finally,
interested persons are invited to submit
comments on this interim rule,
including the regulatory and
informational impacts of this action on
small businesses.

In accordance with the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995, (44 U.S.C.
Chapter 35), the order’s information
collection requirements have been
previously approved by the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB) and
assigned OMB No. 0581-0189 Generic
Fruit Crops. No changes in those
requirements as a result of this action
are necessary. Should any changes
become necessary, they would be
submitted to OMB for approval.

This action imposes no additional
reporting or recordkeeping requirements
on either small or large Texas orange
and grapefruit handlers. As with all
Federal marketing order programs,
reports and forms are periodically
reviewed to reduce information
requirements and duplication by
industry and public sector agencies.

AMS is committed to complying with
the E-Government Act, 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.

USDA has not identifiedp any relevant
Federal rules that duplicate, overlap, or
conflict with this rule.

A small business guide on complying
with fruit, vegetable, and specialty crop
marketing agreements and orders may
be viewed at: http://www.ams.usda.gov/
MarketingOrdersSmallBusinessGuide.
Any questions about the compliance
guide should be sent to Jeffrey Smutny
at the previously mentioned address in
the FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT
section.

After consideration of all relevant
material presented, including the
information and recommendation
submitted by the Committee and other
available information, it is hereby found
that this rule, as hereinafter set forth,
will tend to effectuate the declared
policy of the Act.

Pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 553, it is also
found and determined upon good cause
that it is impracticable, unnecessary,
and contrary to the public interest to
give preliminary notice prior to putting

this rule into effect, and that good cause
exists for not postponing the effective
date of this rule until 30 days after
publication in the Federal Register
because: (1) The 2014-15 fiscal period
begins on August 1, 2014, and the
marketing order requires that the rate of
assessment for each fiscal period apply
to all assessable oranges and grapefruit
handled during such fiscal period; (2)
this action decreases the assessment rate
for assessable oranges and grapefruit
grown in Texas beginning with the
2014-15 fiscal period; (3) handlers are
aware of this action which was
recommended by the Committee at a
public meeting and is similar to other
assessment rate actions issued in past
years; and (4) this interim rule provides
a 60-day comment period, and all
comments timely received will be
considered prior to finalization of this
rule.

List of Subjects in 7 CFR Part 906

Grapefruit, Marketing agreements,
Oranges, Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements.

For the reasons set forth in the
preamble, 7 CFR part 906 is amended as
follows:

PART 906—ORANGES AND
GRAPEFRUIT GROWN IN LOWER RIO
GRANDE VALLEY IN TEXAS

m 1. The authority citation for 7 CFR
part 906 continues to read as follows:

Authority: 7 U.S.C. 601-674.

m 2. Section 906.235 is revised to read
as follows:

§906.235 Assessment rate.

On and after August 1, 2014, an
assessment rate of $0.11 per 7/10-bushel
carton or equivalent is established for
oranges and grapefruit grown in the
Lower Rio Grande Valley in Texas.

Dated: August 11, 2014.

Rex A. Barnes,

Associate Administrator, Agricultural
Marketing Service.

[FR Doc. 2014-19306 Filed 8-13—14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-02-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 27

[Docket No. FAA—-2014-0560; Special
Conditions No. 27-033-SC]

Special Conditions: Robinson Model
R44 and R44 Il Helicopters, Installation
of HeliSAS Autopilot and Stabilization
Augmentation System (AP/SAS)

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final special conditions; request
for comments.

SUMMARY: These special conditions are
issued for the modification of the
Robinson Helicopter Company Model
R44 and R44 II helicopters. These model
helicopters will have a novel or unusual
design feature after installation of the
HeliSAS helicopter autopilot/
stabilization augmentation system (AP/
SAS) that has potential failure
conditions with more severe adverse
consequences than those envisioned by
the existing applicable airworthiness
regulations. These special conditions
contain the added safety standards the
Administrator considers necessary to
ensure the failures and their effects are
sufficiently analyzed and contained.
DATES: The effective date of these
special conditions is August 4, 2014. We
must receive your comments on or
before September 29, 2014.

ADDRESSES: Send comments identified
by docket number [FAA—-2014-0560]
using any of the following methods:

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

e Mail: Send comments to Docket
Operations, M—30, U.S. Department of
Transportation (DOT), 1200 New Jersey
Avenue SE., Room W12-140, West
Building Ground Floor, Washington, DC
20590-0001.

e Hand Delivery of Courier: Deliver
comments to the Docket Operations, in
Room W12-140 of the West Building
Ground Floor at 1200 New Jersey
Avenue SE., Washington, DC between 9
a.m., and 5 p.m., Monday through
Friday, except federal holidays.

e Fax:Fax comments to Docket
Operations at 202—493-2251.

Privacy: The FAA will post all
comments it receives, without change,
to http://regulations.gov, including any
personal information the commenter
provides. Using the search function of
the docket Web site, anyone can find
and read the electronic form of all
comments received into any FAA
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docket, including the name of the
individual sending the comment (or
signing the comment for an association,
business, labor union, etc.). DOT’s
complete Privacy Act Statement can be
found in the Federal Register published
on April 11, 2000 (65 FR 19477-19478),
as well as at http://DocketsInfo.dot.gov.
Docket: Background documents or
comments received may be read at
http://www.regulations.gov. Follow the
online instructions for accessing the
docket or go to the Docket Operations in
Room W12-140 of the West Building
Ground Floor at 1200 New Jersey
Avenue SE., Washington, DC, between 9
a.m., and 5 p.m., Monday through
Friday, except Federal holidays.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mark Wiley, Aviation Safety Engineer,
FAA, Rotorcraft Directorate, Regulations
and Policy Group (ASW-111), 2601
Meacham Blvd., Fort Worth, Texas
76137; telephone (817) 222-5134;
facsimile (817) 222-5961; or email to
mark.wiley@faa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Reason for No Prior Notice and
Comment Before Adoption

The FAA has determined that notice
and opportunity for public comment are
unnecessary because the substance of
these special conditions has been
subjected to the notice and comment
period previously and has been derived
without substantive change from those
previously issued. As it is unlikely that
we will receive new comments, the FAA
finds that good cause exists for making
these special conditions effective upon
issuance.

Comments Invited

While we did not precede this with a
notice of proposed special conditions,
we invite interested people to take part
in this action by sending written
comments, data, or views. The most
helpful comments reference a specific
portion of the special conditions,
explain the reason for any
recommended change, and include
supporting data.

We will consider all comments we
receive by the closing date for
comments. We will consider comments
filed late if it is possible to do so
without incurring expense or delay. We
may change these special conditions
based on the comments we receive.

If you want us to let you know we
received your mailed comments on
these special conditions, send us a pre-
addressed, stamped postcard on which
the docket number appears. We will
stamp the date on the postcard and mail
it back to you.

Background

On November 1, 2006, the Robinson
Helicopter Company applied to amend
type certificate (TC) Number H11NM to
install a HeliSAS AP/SAS on the
Robinson Helicopter Company model
R44 and R44 II helicopters. The
Robinson Helicopter Company model
R44 and R44 II helicopters are 14 CFR
part 27 normal category, single
reciprocating engine, conventional
helicopters designed for civil operation.
These helicopter models are capable of
carrying up to four passengers with one
pilot, and have a maximum gross weight
of up to 2,500 pounds, depending on the
model configuration. The major design
features include a 2-blade, fully
articulated main rotor, an anti-torque
tail rotor system, a skid landing gear,
and a visual flight rule basic avionics
configuration. Robinson Helicopter
Company proposes to modify these
model helicopters by installing a two-
axis HeliSAS AP/SAS.

Type Certification Basis

Under 14 CFR 21.101, Robinson
Helicopter Company must show that the
model R44 and R44 II helicopters, as
modified by the installed HeliSAS AP/
SAS, continue to meet the applicable
regulations in effect on the date of
application for the change to the type
certificate. The baseline of the
certification basis for the unmodified
Robinson Helicopter Company model
R44 and R44 II helicopters is listed in
TC Number H11NM. Additionally,
compliance must be shown to any
applicable equivalent level of safety
findings, exemptions, and special
conditions prescribed by the
Administrator as part of the certification
basis.

The Administrator has determined the
applicable airworthiness regulations
(that is, 14 CFR part 27), as they pertain
to this amended TC, do not contain
adequate or appropriate safety standards
for the Robinson Helicopter Company
model R44 and R44 II helicopters
because of a novel or unusual design
feature. Therefore, special conditions
are prescribed under § 21.16.

In addition to the applicable
airworthiness regulations and special
conditions, the Robinson Helicopter
Company must show compliance of the
HeliSAS AP/SAS amended TC altered
model R44 and R44 II helicopters with
the noise certification requirements of
14 CFR part 36.

The FAA issues special conditions, as
defined in §11.19, in accordance with
§11.38 and they become part of the type
certification basis under §21.101(d).

Novel or Unusual Design Features

The HeliSAS AP/SAS incorporates
novel or unusual design features for
installation in a Robinson Helicopter
Company model R44 and R44 II
helicopter, TC Number H11NM. This
HeliSAS AP/SAS performs non-critical
control functions, since these model
helicopters have been certificated to
meet the applicable requirements
independent of this system. However,
the possible failure conditions for this
system, and their effect on the
continued safe flight and landing of the
helicopters, are more severe than those
envisioned by the present rules.

Discussion

The effect on safety is not adequately
covered under § 27.1309 for the
application of new technology and new
application of standard technology.
Specifically, the present provisions of
§27.1309(c) do not adequately address
the safety requirements for systems
whose failures could result in
catastrophic or hazardous/severe-major
failure conditions, or for complex
systems whose failures could result in
major failure conditions. The current
regulations are inadequate because
when § 27.1309(c) were promulgated, it
was not envisioned that this type of
rotorcraft would use systems that are
complex or whose failure could result in
“catastrophic” or “hazardous/severe-
major” effects on the rotorcraft. This is
particularly true with the application of
new technology, new application of
standard technology, or other
applications not envisioned by the rule
that affect safety.

To comply with the provisions of the
special conditions, we require that
Robinson Helicopter Company provide
the FAA with a systems safety
assessment (SSA) for the final HeliSAS
AP/SAS installation configuration that
will adequately address the safety
objectives established by a functional
hazard assessment (FHA) and a
preliminary system safety assessment
(PSSA), including the fault tree analysis
(FTA). This will ensure that all failure
conditions and their resulting effects are
adequately addressed for the installed
HeliSAS AP/SAS. The SSA process,
FHA, PSSA, and FTA are all parts of the
overall safety assessment process
discussed in FAA Advisory Circular 27—
1B (Certification of Normal Category
Rotorcraft) and Society of Automotive
Engineers document Aerospace
Recommended Practice 4761
(Guidelines and Methods for
Conducting the Safety Assessment
Process on Civil Airborne Systems and
Equipment).
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These special conditions require that
the HeliSAS AP/SAS installed on
Robinson Helicopter Company model
R44 and R44 II helicopter meet the
requirements to adequately address the
failure effects identified by the FHA,
and subsequently verified by the SSA,
within the defined design integrity
requirements.

Failure Condition Categories. Failure
conditions are classified, according to
the severity of their effects on the
rotorcraft, into one of the following
categories:

1. No Effect. Failure conditions that
would have no effect on safety. For
example, failure conditions that would
not affect the operational capability of
the rotorcraft or increase crew workload;
however, could result in an
inconvenience to the occupants,
excluding the flight crew.

2. Minor. Failure conditions which
would not significantly reduce rotorcraft
safety, and which would involve crew
actions that are well within their
capabilities. Minor failure conditions
would include, for example, a slight
reduction in safety margins or
functional capabilities, a slight increase
in crew workload such as routine flight
plan changes or result in some physical
discomfort to occupants.

3. Major. Failure conditions which
would reduce the capability of the
rotorcraft or the ability of the crew to
cope with adverse operating conditions
to the extent that there would be, for
example, a significant reduction in
safety margins or functional capabilities,
a significant increase in crew workload
or result in impairing crew efficiency,
physical distress to occupants,
including injuries, or physical
discomfort to the flight crew.

4. Hazardous/Severe-Major.

a. Failure conditions which would
reduce the capability of the rotorcraft or
the ability of the crew to cope with
adverse operating conditions to the
extent that there would be:

(1) A large reduction in safety margins
or functional capabilities;

(2) physical distress or excessive
workload that would impair the flight
crew’s ability to the extent that they
could not be relied on to perform their
tasks accurately or completely; or

(3) possible serious or fatal injury to
a passenger or a cabin crewmember,
excluding the flight crew.

b. “Hazardous/severe-major” failure
conditions can include events that are
manageable by the crew by the use of
proper procedures, which, if not
implemented correctly or in a timely
manner, may result in a catastrophic
event.

5. Catastrophic—Failure conditions
which would result in multiple fatalities
to occupants, fatalities or incapacitation
to the flight crew, or result in loss of the
rotorcraft.

Radio Technical Commission for
Aeronautics, Inc. (RTCA) Document
DO-178C (Software Considerations in
Airborne Systems And Equipment
Certification) provides software design
assurance levels most commonly used
for the major, hazardous/severe-major,
and catastrophic failure condition
categories. The HeliSAS AP/SAS system
equipment must be qualified for the
expected installation environment. The
test procedures prescribed in RTCA
Document DO-160G (Environmental
Conditions and Test Procedures for
Airborne Equipment) are recognized by
the FAA as acceptable methodologies
for finding compliance with the
environmental requirements. Equivalent
environment test standards may also be
acceptable. This is to show that the
HeliSAS AP/SAS system performs its
intended function under any foreseeable
operating condition, which includes the
expected environment in which the
HeliSAS AP/SAS is intended to operate.
Some of the main considerations for
environmental concerns are installation
locations and the resulting exposure to
environmental conditions for the
HeliSAS AP/SAS system equipment,
including considerations for other
equipment that may be affected
environmentally by the HeliSAS AP/
SAS equipment installation. The level
of environmental qualification must be
related to the severity of the considered
failure conditions and effects on the
rotorcraft.

Applicability

These special conditions are
applicable to the HeliSAS AP/SAS
installed as an amended TC approval in
Robinson Helicopter Company model
R44 and R44 II helicopters, TC Number
H11NM.

Conclusion

This action affects only certain novel
or unusual design features for a HeliSAS
AP/SAS amended TC installed on two
model helicopters. It is not a rule of
general applicability and affects only
the applicant who applied to the FAA
for approval of these features.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 27

Aircraft, Aviation safety.

The authority citation for these
special conditions is as follows:

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7572, 49 U.S.C.

106(g), 40105, 40113, 44701-44702, 44704,
44709, 44711, 44713, 44715, 45303.

The Special Conditions

Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority delegated to me by the
Administrator, the following special
conditions are issued as part of the
Robinson Helicopter Company amended
type certificate basis for the installation
of a HeliSAS helicopter autopilot/
stabilization augmentation system (AP/
SAS) on model R44 and R44 II
helicopters, Type Certificate Number
H11NM. In addition to the requirements
of §27.1309(c), HeliSAS AP/SAS
installations on Robinson Helicopter
company model R44 and R44 II
helicopters must be designed and
installed so that the failure conditions
identified in the functional hazard
assessment (FHA) and verified by the
system safety assessment (SSA), after
design completion, are adequately
addressed in accordance with the
following requirements.

Requirements

The Robinson Helicopter Company
must comply with the existing
requirements of § 27.1309 for all
applicable design and operational
aspects of the HeliSAS AP/SAS with the
failure condition categories of “‘no
effect,” and “minor,” and for non-
complex systems whose failure
condition category is classified as
“major.” The Robinson Helicopter
Company must comply with the
requirements of these special conditions
for all applicable design and operational
aspects of the HeliSAS AP/SAS with the
failure condition categories of
“catastrophic” and “hazardous severe/
major,” and for complex systems whose
failure condition category is classified
as “major.” A complex system is a
system whose operations, failure
conditions, or failure effects are difficult
to comprehend without the aid of
analytical methods (for example, FTA,
Failure Modes and Effect Analysis,
FHA).

System Design Integrity Requirements

Each of the failure condition
categories defined in these special
conditions relate to the corresponding
aircraft system integrity requirements.
The system design integrity
requirements for the HeliSAS AP/SAS,
as they relate to the allowed probability
of occurrence for each failure condition
category and the proposed software
design assurance level, are as follows:

1. “Major”—For systems with
“major” failure conditions, failures
resulting in these major effects must be
shown to be remote, a probability of
occurrence on the order of between 1 x
1075to 1 x 10~ 7 failures/hour, and
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associated software must be developed,
at a minimum, to the Level C software
design assurance level.

2. “Hazardous/Severe-Major”’—For
systems with “hazardous/severe-major”
failure conditions, failures resulting in
these hazardous/severe-major effects
must be shown to be extremely remote,
a probability of occurrence on the order
of between 1 x10~7 to 1 x 109 failures/
hour, and associated software must be
developed, at a minimum, to the Level
B software design assurance level.

3. “Catastrophic”—For systems with
“catastrophic” failure conditions,
failures resulting in these catastrophic
effects must be shown to be extremely
improbable, a probability of occurrence
on the order of 1 x 10 9 failures/hour
or less, and associated software must be
developed, at a minimum, to the Level
A design assurance level.

System Design Environmental
Requirements

The HeliSAS AP/SAS system
equipment must be qualified to the
appropriate environmental level for all
relevant aspects to show that it performs
its intended function under any
foreseeable operating condition,
including the expected environment in
which the HeliSAS AP/SAS is intended
to operate. Some of the main
considerations for environmental
concerns are installation locations and
the resulting exposure to environmental
conditions for the HeliSAS AP/SAS
system equipment, including
considerations for other equipment that
may be affected environmentally by the
HeliSAS AP/SAS equipment
installation. The level of environmental
qualification must be related to the
severity of the considered failure
conditions and effects on the rotorcraft.

Test & Analysis Requirements

Compliance with the requirements of
these special conditions may be shown
by a variety of methods, which typically
consist of analysis, flight tests, ground
tests, and simulation, as a minimum.
Compliance methodology is related to
the associated failure condition
category. If the HeliSAS AP/SAS is a
complex system, compliance with the
requirements for failure conditions
classified as “major” may be shown by
analysis, in combination with
appropriate testing to validate the
analysis. Compliance with the
requirements for failure conditions
classified as ““hazardous/severe-major”’
may be shown by flight-testing in
combination with analysis and
simulation, and the appropriate testing
to validate the analysis. Flight tests may
be limited for “hazardous/severe-major”

failure conditions and effects due to
safety considerations. Compliance with
the requirements for failure conditions
classified as “catastrophic” may be
shown by analysis, and appropriate
testing in combination with simulation
to validate the analysis. Very limited
flight tests in combination with
simulation are used as a part of a
showing of compliance for
“catastrophic” failure conditions. Flight
tests are performed only in
circumstances that use operational
variations, or extrapolations from other
flight performance aspects to address
flight safety.

These special conditions require that
the HeliSAS AP/SAS system installed
on a Robinson Helicopter Company
model R44 or R44 II helicopter, Type
Certificate Number H11NM, meet these
requirements to adequately address the
failure effects identified by the FHA,
and subsequently verified by the SSA,
within the defined design system
integrity requirements.

Issued in Fort Worth, Texas on August 4,
2014.

Lance T. Gant,

Acting Manager, Rotorcraft Directorate,
Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 2014-19211 Filed 8-13-14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 71

[Docket No. FAA-2014-0104; Airspace
Docket No. 13—AEA-4]

RIN 2120-AA66
Amendment and Revocation of Jet
Routes; Northeast United States

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

SUMMARY: This action modifies jet routes
J-64 and J-80, and removes jet route J—
77, in the northeastern United States.
The FAA is taking this action to remove
segments that are receiving minimal to
no usage due to other more efficient
routes in the area. This action
eliminates the unneeded route
segments, reduces aeronautical chart
clutter and improves chart readability.
DATES: Effective date 0901 UTC,
September 18, 2014. The Director of the
Federal Register approves this
incorporation by reference action under
1 CFR part 51, subject to the annual
revision of FAA Order 7400.9 and
publication of conforming amendments.

ADDRESSES: FAA Order 7400.9X,
Airspace Designations and Reporting
Points, and subsequent amendments can
be viewed online at http://www.faa.gov/
air_traffic/publications/. The Order is
also available for inspection at 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.

FAA Order 7400.9, Airspace
Designations and Reporting Points, is
published yearly and effective on
September 15. For further information,
you can contact the Airspace Policy and
ATC Procedures Group, Federal
Aviation Administration, 800
Independence Avenue SW.,
Washington, DC, 20591; telephone: 202—
267-8783.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Paul
Gallant, Airspace Policy and
Regulations Group, Office of Airspace
Services, Federal Aviation
Administration, 800 Independence
Avenue SW., Washington, DC 20591;
telephone: (202) 267-8783.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

History

The FAA published in the Federal
Register a notice of proposed
rulemaking (NPRM) to amend jet routes
J-64 and ]J-80, and cancel jet route J-77,
in the northeastern United States (79 FR
13948, March 12, 2014). Interested
parties were invited to participate in
this rulemaking effort by submitting
written comments on the proposal. One
comment was received expressing
support for the proposal.

The Rule

This action amends Title 14, Code of
Federal Regulations (14 CFR) part 71 by
modifying two jet routes and cancelling
one jet route in the northeastern United
States to remove inefficient or
minimally used route segments. This
action makes the following
modifications to the routes:

J-64: ]-64 extends between Los
Angeles, CA, and Robbinsville, NJ. This
route now terminates at the intersection
of the Ravine, PA, 102° radial and the
Lancaster, PA, 044° radial, instead of
Robbinsville, NJ. This new termination
point is the charted SARAA fix, which
is approximately 65 nautical miles
northwest of Robbinsville, NJ.

J-77:]-77 is removed. Numerous
other routes are available for navigation
between the Baltimore, MD, area and
Boston, MA.

J-80: J-80 extends between Oakland,
CA, and Bangor, ME. This route now
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terminates at Bellaire, OH, eliminating
the segments between Bellaire, OH, and
Bangor, ME. RNAV route Q—480 and jet
route J-581 provide alternative routing
between Bellaire, OH, and Bangor, ME.

Except for editorial changes, this rule
is the same as published in the NPRM.

Jet routes are published in paragraph
2004 of FAA Order 7400.9X dated
August 7, 2013, and effective September
15, 2013, which is incorporated by
reference in 14 CFR 71.1. The jet routes
and VOR Federal airways listed in this
document will be subsequently
published in the Order.

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. Therefore, this regulation: (1) Is
not a “‘significant regulatory action”
under Executive Order 12866; (2) is not
a “significant rule” under Department of
Transportation (DOT) Regulatory
Policies and Procedures (44 FR 11034;
February 26, 1979); and (3) does not
warrant preparation of a regulatory
evaluation because the anticipated
impact is so minimal. Since this is a
routine matter that only affects air traffic
procedures and air navigation, it is
certified that this rule, when
promulgated, does not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities under the
criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility Act.

The FAA’s authority to issue rules
regarding aviation safety is found in
Title 49 of the United States Code.
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.

This rulemaking is promulgated
under the authority described in
Subtitle VII, Part A, Subpart I, Section
40103. Under that section, the FAA is
charged with prescribing regulations to
assign the use of the airspace necessary
to ensure the safety of aircraft and the
efficient use of airspace. This regulation
is within the scope of that authority
because it modifies the route structure
as required to preserve the safe and
efficient flow of air traffic within the
National Airspace System.

Environmental Review

The FAA has determined that this
action qualifies for categorical exclusion
under the National Environmental
Policy Act in accordance with FAA
Order 1050.1E, “Environmental
Impacts: Policies and Procedures,”
paragraph 311a. This action is not
expected to cause any potentially
significant environmental impacts, and

no extraordinary circumstances exist
that warrant preparation of an
environmental assessment.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71

Airspace, Incorporation by reference,
Navigation (air).

Adoption of the Amendment

In consideration of the foregoing, the
Federal Aviation Administration
amends 14 CFR part 71 as follows:

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF CLASS A,
B, C, D, AND E AIRSPACE AREAS; AIR
TRAFFIC SERVICE ROUTES; AND
REPORTING POINTS

m 1. The authority citation for part 71
continues to read as follows:

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

§71.1 [Amended]

m 2. The incorporation by reference in
14 CFR 71.1 of FAA Order 7400.9X%,
Airspace Designations and Reporting
Points, dated August 7, 2013 and
effective September 15, 2013, is
amended as follows:

Paragraph 2004—]Jet Routes

* * * * *

J-64 [Amended]

From Los Angeles, CA, via INT Los
Angeles 083° and Hector, CA, 226° radials;
Hector; Peach Springs, AZ; Tuba City, AZ;
Rattlesnake, NM; Pueblo, CO; Hill City, KS;
Pawnee City, NE; Lamoni, IA; Bradford, IL;
via the INT of the Bradford 089° and the Fort
Wayne, IN, 280° radials; Fort Wayne;
Ellwood City, PA; Ravine, PA; to INT Ravine
102° and Lancaster, PA, 044° radials.

J-77 (Removed)

J-80 (Amended)

From Oakland, CA; Manteca, CA; Coaldale,
NV; Wilson Creek, NV; Milford, UT; Grand
Junction, CO; Red Table, CO; Falcon, CO;
Goodland, KS; Hill City, KS; Kansas City,
MO; Spinner, IL; Brickyard, IN; to Bellaire,
OH.

Issued in Washington, DC, on August 6,
2014.
Gary A. Norek,
Manager, Airspace Policy and Regulations
Group.
[FR Doc. 2014-19043 Filed 8-13-14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 71

[Docket No. FAA-2014-0501; Airspace
Docket No. 14-AGL-11]

RIN 2120-AA66

Amendment of Air Traffic Service
(ATS) Routes in the Vicinity of Grand
Rapids, MI

AGENCY: Federal Aviation

Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule; technical
amendment.

SUMMARY: This action amends the legal
descriptions of Jet Route J-34 and VHF
omnidirectional range (VOR) Federal
airways V-274, V-285, and V-510, in
the vicinity of Grand Rapids, MI. The
FAA is taking this action because the
name of the Grand Rapids, MI, VOR/
Distance Measure Equipment (VOR/
DME) facility, which is included in the
descriptions of the above routes, is
being changed to the Victory VOR/DME.

DATES: Effective Dates: 0901 UTC,
November 13, 2014. The Director of the
Federal Register approves this
incorporation by reference action under
1 CFR part 51, subject to the annual
revision of FAA Order 7400.9 and
publication of conforming amendments.

ADDRESSES: FAA Order 7400.9X,
Airspace Designations and Reporting
Points, and subsequent amendments can
be viewed online at http://www.faa.gov/
air traffic/publications/. The Order is
also available for inspection at 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.

FAA Order 7400.9, Airspace
Designations and Reporting Points, is
published yearly and effective on
September 15. For further information,
you can contact the Airspace Policy and
Regulations Group, Federal Aviation
Administration, 800 Independence
Avenue SW., Washington, DC 20591;
telephone: 202-267-8783.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Colby Abbott, Airspace Policy and
Regulations Group, Office of Airspace
Services, Federal Aviation
Administration, 800 Independence
Avenue SW., Washington, DC 20591;
telephone: (202) 267—8783.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:


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
http://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/publications/
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Background

The Gerald R. Ford International
Airport, Grand Rapids, ML, is located 5.7
miles north of the Grand Rapids VOR/
DME. The airport and the VOR/DME
have the same three-letter identifier
(GRR) which has caused some safety
concerns. In addition to the airport and
the VOR/DME having the same
identifier, pilots and air traffic
controllers routinely refer to both as
“Grand Rapids.” Cases have been
observed where GPS-equipped aircraft
have navigated via the GRR airport
rather than the GRR VOR/DME as
expected by air traffic control (ATC), or
vice versa, as well as ATC instructions
issued relative to the airport or VOR/
DME having been mistaken by pilots as
relative to the other. To preclude this in
the future, the name of the VOR/DME
facility is being changed to Victory
VOR/DME with the new three-letter
identifier “VIO.”

The Rule

This action amends Title 14 Code of
Federal Regulations (14 CFR) part 71 by
amending the legal descriptions of Jet
Route J-34 and VOR Federal airways V-
274, V=285, and V=510 to reflect the
name change of one of the navigation
aids used to define the routes. To
eliminate confusion, and potential flight
safety issues, the Grand Rapids VOR/
DME is renamed the Victory VOR/DME
and is assigned a new three-letter
identifier (VIO). The VOR/DME name
change does not alter the current
alignment of the affected routes.

Since this action merely involves
editorial changes in the legal
descriptions of the above ATS routes,
and does not involve a change in the
dimensions or operating requirements of
the affected routes, I find that notice and
public procedures under 5 U.S.C. 553(b)
are unnecessary.

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. Therefore, this regulation: (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. Since this is a
routine matter that only affects air traffic
procedures and air navigation, it is
certified that this rule, when
promulgated, does not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial

number of small entities under the
criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility Act.

The FAA’s authority to issue rules
regarding aviation safety is found in
Title 49 of the United States Code.
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.

This rulemaking is promulgated
under the authority described in
Subtitle VII, Part A, Subpart I, Section
40103. Under that section, the FAA is
charged with prescribing regulations to
assign the use of the airspace necessary
to ensure the safety of aircraft and the
efficient use of airspace. This regulation
is within the scope of that authority as
it revises the legal descriptions of jet
routes and VOR Federal airways in the
vicinity of Grand Rapids, MI, to
eliminate pilot confusion.

Jet Routes are published in paragraph
2004 and Domestic VOR Federal
airways are published in paragraph
6010(a), respectively, of FAA Order
7400.9X, dated August 7, 2013, and
effective September 15, 2013, which is
incorporated by reference in 14 CFR
71.1. The domestic Jet Routes and VOR
Federal airways listed in this document
will be published subsequently in the
Order.

Environmental Review

The FAA has determined that this
action qualifies for categorical exclusion
under the National Environmental
Policy Act in accordance with FAA
Order 1050.1E, Environmental Impacts:
Policies and Procedures, paragraph
311a. This airspace action consists of
editorial changes only and is not
expected to cause any potentially
significant environmental impacts, and
no extraordinary circumstances exist
that warrant preparation of an
environmental assessment.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71

Airspace, Incorporation by reference,
Navigation (air).

Adoption of the Amendment

In consideration of the foregoing, the
Federal Aviation Administration
amends 14 CFR part 71 as follows:

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF CLASS A,
B, C, D, AND E AIRSPACE AREAS; AIR
TRAFFIC SERVICE ROUTES; AND
REPORTING POINTS

m 1. The authority citation for 14 CFR
part 71 continues to read as follows:

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

§71.1 [Amended]

m 2. The incorporation by reference in

14 CFR 71.1 of the Federal Aviation
Administration Order 7400.9X, Airspace
Designations and Reporting Points,
dated August 7, 2013, and effective
September 15, 2013, is amended as
follows:

Paragraph 2004. Jet Routes

* * * * *

J-34 [Amended]

From Hoquiam, WA; Olympia, WA; Moses
Lake, WA; Helena, MT; Billings, MT; Dupree,
SD; Redwood Falls, MN; Nodine, MN; Dells,
WI; Badger, WI; Victory, MI; Carleton, MI;
Dryer, OH; Bellaire, OH; INT Bellaire 133°
and Kessel, WV, 276° radials; Kessel; to INT
Kessel 097° and Armel, VA, 292° radials.

Paragraph 6010(a)—Domestic VOR Federal
Airways
* * * * *

V-274 [Amended]

From Pullman, MI; Victory, MI; to
Saginaw, ML

* * * * *

V-285 [Amended]

From Brickyard, IN; Kokomo, IN; Goshen,
IN; INT Goshen 038° and Kalamazoo, MI,
191° radials; Kalamazoo; INT Kalamazoo
014° and Victory, MI, 167° radials; Victory;
White Cloud, MI; Manistee, MI; to Traverse
City, ML

* * * * *

V-510 [Amended]

From Dickinson, ND; INT Dickinson 078°
and Bismarck, ND, 290° radials, 28 miles, 38
MSL, Bismarck; INT Bismarck 067° and
Jamestown, ND, 279° radials, 14 miles, 65
miles, 34 MSL, Jamestown; Fargo, ND; INT
Fargo 110° and Alexandria, MN, 321° radials;
Alexandria; INT Alexandria 110° and
Gopher, MN, 321° radials; Gopher; INT
Gopher 109° and Nodine, MN, 328° radials;
Nodine; to Dells, WI. From Oshkosh, WI;
Falls, WL; INT Falls 114° and Muskegon, MI,
295° radials; Muskegon; INT Muskegon 154°
and Victory, MI, 284° radials, Victory (7
miles wide, 3 miles N and 4 miles S of the
centerline); Victory; to Lansing, MI. From
Buffalo, NY; INT Buffalo 045° and Rochester,
NY, 273° radials; to Rochester.

Issued in Washington, DC, on August 7,
2014.
Gary A. Norek,

Manager, Airspace Policy and Regulations
Group.

[FR Doc. 2014-19208 Filed 8-13—14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 71

[Docket No. FAA—-2013-0990; Airspace
Docket No. 13-AGL-8]

RIN 2120-AA66

Modification and Establishment of Air
Traffic Service (ATS) Routes in the
Vicinity of Huntingburg, IN

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This action modifies VOR
Federal airway V-243 and establishes
area navigation (RNAV) route T-325 in
the vicinity of Huntingburg, IN. The
FAA is taking this action due to the
scheduled decommissioning of the
Huntingburg, IN (HNB), VHF
Omnidirectional Range (VOR)/Distance
Measuring Equipment (DME) facility,
which provides navigation guidance for
a portion of V-243.

DATES: Effective date 0901 UTC,
November 13, 2014. The Director of the
Federal Register approves this
incorporation by reference action under
1 CFR part 51, subject to the annual
revision of FAA Order 7400.9 and
publication of conforming amendments.

ADDRESSES: FAA Order 7400.9X,
Airspace Designations and Reporting
Points, and subsequent amendments can
be viewed online at http://www.faa.gov/
air traffic/publications/. The Order is
also available for inspection at 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.

FAA Order 7400.9, Airspace
Designations and Reporting Points, is
published yearly and effective on
September 15. For further information,
you can contact the Airspace Policy and
Regulations Group, Federal Aviation
Administration, 800 Independence
Avenue SW., Washington, DC 20591;
telephone: 202-267-8783.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Colby Abbott, Airspace Policy and
Regulations Group, Office of Airspace
Services, Federal Aviation
Administration, 800 Independence
Avenue SW., Washington, DC 20591;
telephone: (202) 267—-8783.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

History

The FAA published in the Federal
Register a notice of proposed
rulemaking (NPRM) to amend VOR
Federal airway V-243 and establish
RNAV route T-325, in the Huntingburg,
IN, area (78 FR 78302, December 26,
2013). Interested parties were invited to
participate in this rulemaking effort by
submitting written comments on the
proposal. Two comments were received.
The Aircraft Owners and Pilots
Association supported the modification,
but encouraged the FAA to utilize
stakeholders in developing a national
air traffic service route modernization
plan.

The second commenter requested
inclusion of the WEGEE fix in the T-325
routing, even if it and/or the BUNKA fix
had to be moved to accommodate, and
that the route have a single course
change using the APALO fix for that
course change. In considering the
commenter’s request, the FAA
determined the WEGEE fix supports a
reporting point on VOR Federal airway
V=305, an instrument departure
procedure from Indianapolis
International Airport, and an instrument
approach procedure to a different
airport. Additionally, the BUNKA fix
supports a reporting point on VOR
Federal airway V-221, a holding
pattern, and five instrument approach
procedures to three different airports.
To minimize changes to the National
Airspace System (NAS) infrastructure,
beyond the decommissioning of the
Huntingburg VOR/DME, and to avoid a
host of cascading route and procedure
changes that would be required by
moving the WEGEE and BUNKA fixes,
this action establishes RNAV route T—
325 as proposed in the NPRM.

The Rule

The FAA is amending Title 14, Code
of Federal Regulations (14 CFR) part 71
by modifying VOR Federal airway V—
243 and establishing RNAV route T—
325. The scheduled decommissioning of
the HNB VOR/DME facility has made
this action necessary. The route
modification and establishment actions
are outlined below.

V-243:V-243, previously extending
between the Craig, FL, VOR/Tactical Air
Navigation (VORTAG) and the Terre
Haute, IN, VORTAG, is modified to
retain the airway routing between the
Craig, FL, VORTAC and Bowling Green,
KY, VORTAC. The route segment
between the Bowling Green, KY,
VORTAC and the Terre Haute, IN,
VORTAC is removed. The new RNAV
route T-325, described below, replaces
the V-243 route segment removed.

T-325: T-325 is established between
the Bowling Green, KY, VORTAC and
the Terre Haute, IN, VORTAG, replacing
the V-243 route segment removed as
described above. The RNAV route
segments between the Bowling Green,
KY, VORTAC and the APALO, IN,
waypoint (WP) fix and between the
BUNKA, IN, WP fix and the Terre
Haute, IN, VORTAC overlay the V-243
route segments that were removed. The
route segment between the APOLO and
BUNKA WP fixes provides a shorter and
almost direct RNAV routing between the
Bowling Green, KY, and Terre Haute,
IN, VORTAC facilities. Additionally, T—
325 uses existing waypoints to
minimize changes to the NAS
infrastructure and to retain the existing
functionality and supported procedures
by the waypoints used to describe the
route.

In the NPRM, the geographic
coordinates published for the Bowling
Green, KY, and Terre Haute, IN,
VORTAC facilities in the T-325 route
description contained errors and are
corrected in this rule. The Bowling
Green, KY, VORTAC coordinates are
changed from “lat. 36°55"43” N., long.
086°26’36” W.” to “lat. 36°55’44” N.,
long. 086°26"36” W.”’; and the Terre
Haute, IN, VORTAC coordinates are
changed from “lat. 39°29'20” N., long.
087°14’56” W.” to “lat. 39°29'20” N.,
long. 087°14’57” W.” With the exception
of these changes, this rule is the same
as that proposed in the NPRM.

Domestic VOR Federal airways are
published in paragraph 6010(a) and low
altitude RNAV routes (T) are published
in paragraph 6011, respectively, of FAA
Order 7400.9X dated August 7, 2013,
and effective September 15, 2013, which
is incorporated by reference in 14 CFR
71.1. The VOR Federal airway and low
altitude RNAV route listed in this
document will be subsequently
published in the Order.

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. Therefore, this regulation: (1) Is
not a “‘significant regulatory action”
under Executive Order 12866; (2) is not
a ‘“significant rule” under Department of
Transportation (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. Since this is a routine
matter that only affects air traffic
procedures and air navigation, it is
certified that this rule, when
promulgated, does not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
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number of small entities under the
criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility Act.

The FAA’s authority to issue rules
regarding aviation safety is found in
Title 49 of the United States Code.
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.

This rulemaking is promulgated
under the authority described in
Subtitle VII, Part A, Subpart I, Section
40103. Under that section, the FAA is
charged with prescribing regulations to
assign the use of the airspace necessary
to ensure the safety of aircraft and the
efficient use of airspace. This regulation
is within the scope of that authority as
it modifies the route structure as
necessary to preserve the safe and
efficient flow of air traffic within the
NAS.

Environmental Review

The FAA has determined that this
action qualifies for categorical exclusion

under the National Environmental
Policy Act in accordance with FAA
Order 1050.1E, “Environmental
Impacts: Policies and Procedures,”
paragraph 311a. This airspace action is
not expected to cause any potentially
significant environmental impacts, and
no extraordinary circumstances exist
that warrant preparation of an
environmental assessment.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71

Airspace, Incorporation by reference,
Navigation (air).

Adoption of the Amendment

In consideration of the foregoing, the
Federal Aviation Administration
amends 14 CFR part 71 as follows:

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF CLASS A,
B, C, D, AND E AIRSPACE AREAS; AIR
TRAFFIC SERVICE ROUTES; AND
REPORTING POINTS

m 1. The authority citation for part 71
continues to read as follows:

T-325 Bowling Green, KY to Terre Haute, IN [New]

Bowling Green, KY (BWG)

RENRO, KY
LOONE, KY
APALO, IN
BUNKA, IN
Terre Haute, IN (TTH)

Issued in Washington, DC, on August 7,
2014.

Gary A. Norek,

Manager, Airspace Policy and Regulations
Group.

[FR Doc. 2014—19204 Filed 8-13-14; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Bureau of Industry and Security

15 CFR Part 700
[Docket No. 0912311453-4308-03]
RIN 0694-AE81

Revisions to Defense Priorities and
Allocations System Regulations

AGENCY: Bureau of Industry and
Security, Department of Commerce.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This rule clarifies existing
standards and procedures by which the
Bureau of Industry and Security (BIS)
may require that certain contracts or
orders that promote the national defense
be given priority over other contracts or
orders. It also sets new standards and

VORTAC (Lat.
WP (Lat.
WP (Lat.
WP (Lat.
WP (Lat.
VORTAC (Lat.

procedures for such prioritization with
respect to contracts or orders for
emergency preparedness activities.
Finally, this rule sets new standards and
procedures by which BIS may allocate
materials, services and facilities to
promote the national defense. This rule
implements provisions in the Defense
Production Act Reauthorization of 2009
(September 30, 2009) (herein the
Reauthorization Act) regarding
publication of regulations providing
standards and procedures for
prioritization of contracts and orders
and for allocation of materials, services,
and facilities to promote the national
defense under emergency and non-
emergency conditions.

DATES: Effective Date: September 15,
2014.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Liam McMenamin, Defense Programs
Division, Office of Strategic Industries
and Economic Security at (202) 482—
2233, liam.mcmenamin@bis.doc.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

This rule updates and expands the
Defense Priorities and Allocations
System (DPAS) regulations (15 CFR part

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

§71.1 [Amended]

m 2. The incorporation by reference in
14 CFR 71.1 of FAA Order 7400.9X,
Airspace Designations and Reporting
Points, dated August 7, 2013 and
effective September 15, 2013, is
amended as follows:

Paragraph 6010(a)—Domestic VOR Federal
Airways

* * * * *

V-243 [Amended]

From Craig, FL; Waycross, GA; Vienna,
GA; LaGrange, GA; INT LaGrange 342° and
Choo Choo, GA, 189° radials; Choo Choo; to
Bowling Green, KY.

Paragraph 6011—United States Area
Navigation Routes

* * * * *

36°5544” N., long. 086°26’36” W.)
37°28’51” N., long. 086°39'19” W.)
37°44’14” N., long. 086°45'18” W.)
38°00"21” N., long. 086°51°35” W.)
39°04'57” N., long. 087°09'07” W.)
39°29'20” N., long. 087°14'57” W.)

700). BIS relies upon and uses the DPAS
regulations to implement priority and
allocation actions involving industrial
resources. The DPAS has two principal
components—priorities and allocations.
Under the priorities component,
contracts needed to support programs
that have been approved for priorities
support are required to be given priority
over other contracts to facilitate
expedited delivery in promotion of the
U.S. national defense. Such contracts
may be between the government and
private parties or between private
parties. Under the allocations
component, materials, services, and
facilities may be allocated to promote
the national defense. For both
components, the term “national
defense” means programs for military
and energy production or construction,
homeland security, stockpiling, space,
emergency preparedness, and critical
infrastructure protection and
restoration. The term also includes
foreign military and critical
infrastructure assistance.

The Reauthorization Act (123 Stat.
2006) (Pub. L. 111-67) required agencies
with priorities and allocations
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authorities to issue rules establishing
standards and procedures by which
those authorities will be used to
promote the national defense, under
both emergency and non-emergency
conditions. Pursuant to the
Reauthorization Act, BIS issued two
proposed rules to amend its DPAS
regulations. The first such proposed rule
was published on June 7, 2010 (75 FR
32122) (herein the first proposed rule).
BIS received one comment in response
to that rule. Based on that comment and
on its internal deliberations, BIS
concluded that sufficient changes would
be needed from its proposal to require
a second proposed rule. Accordingly,
BIS published a second proposed rule
on January 31, 2014 (79 FR 5332)
(herein the second proposed rule). The
principal differences between the first
proposed rule and the second proposed
rule are summarized in the latter at 79
FR 5332 and not repeated here. BIS
received no comments on the second
proposed rule. Therefore, BIS is
publishing the text that it proposed in
the second proposed rule, without
substantive change, as this final rule.
The Reauthorization Act requires each
Federal agency that is delegated
priorities and allocations authority
consistent with section 101 of the
Defense Production Act (50 U.S.C. app.
2071, et seq.) to issue final rules
establishing standards and procedures
by which that authority is used to
promote the national defense, during
both emergency and non-emergency
conditions. In the Reauthorization Act,
Congress further directed that, to the
extent practicable, the Federal agencies
with priorities and allocations authority
should work together to develop a
consistent and unified Federal priorities
and allocations system. In order to meet
this mandate, BIS worked in
conjunction with the Departments of
Agriculture (USDA), Defense (DoD),
Energy (DOE), Health and Human
Services (HHS), Homeland Security
(DHS), and Transportation (DOT) to
develop common provisions based on
the DPAS that can be used by each
Department in its own regulation. The
regulations promulgated, or to be
promulgated, by each Department with
delegated DPA Title I authority
comprise the Federal priorities and
allocations system.

Summary of Changes to the DPAS Made
by This Rule

The following lists provide highlights
of the changes to the DPAS
implemented by this rule. A more
detailed explanation of the changes and
reasons therefor appears in the preamble
to the second proposed rule. Because

this final rule adopts the changes to the
DPAS that were in the second proposed
rule for the reasons set forth in the
preamble to that rule without
substantive change, BIS is not repeating
them in full here. Interested persons
may read them at 79 FR 5332, 5332—
5341, January 31, 2014.

Highlights of Changes Related to
Priorities

e The scope of reasons for which
rated orders may be issued has been
expanded to include homeland security,
emergency preparedness, and critical
infrastructure protection and restoration
activities.

e The definitions section has been
expanded to include definitions of
terms related to allocations and terms
related to emergency preparedness
activities.

o Most rated orders will continue to
require acceptance or rejection within
10 or 15 days depending on the type of
rating; however, rated orders for
emergency preparedness requirements
may require acceptance or rejection
within a shorter timeframe but no less
than six hours for emergencies that have
occurred, or 12 hours if needed to
prepare for an imminent hazard.

e Procedures for persons to obtain
priority ratings for items supporting
homeland security, emergency
preparedness, critical infrastructure
protection and restoration, and
information about how persons in the
United States may seek such assistance
have been added.

e Procedures for persons in Canada to
obtain priority ratings for items in the
United States and information about
how persons in the United States may
seek assistance in obtaining defense
items in Canada have been updated and
moved into a separate section.

e Procedures for persons in foreign
nations other than Canada to obtain
priority ratings for items in the United
States and information about how
persons in the United States may seek
assistance in obtaining defense items
from Australia, Finland, Italy, the
Netherlands, Sweden and the United
Kingdom have been updated and moved
into a separate section. This section has
been expanded to provide procedures
for international organizations to obtain
priority ratings.

e The table in Schedule I to part 700
has been updated to list all programs
currently approved for priorities
support and the delegate agency for
each program.

Highlights of Changes Related to
Allocations

e The rule provides that allocations
will be used only when there is
insufficient supply of a material,
service, or facility to satisfy national
defense requirements through the use of
the priorities authority, or when the use
of the priorities authority would cause
a severe and prolonged disruption in the
supply of materials, services, or
facilities available to support normal
U.S. economic activities, and precludes
use of allocations to ration materials or
services at the retail level.

e No allocation action may be used to
control the general distribution of a
material in the civilian market unless
the Department of Commerce makes,
and the President approves, a finding
that the requirements of the national
defense for such material cannot
otherwise be met without creating a
significant dislocation of the normal
distribution of such material in the
civilian market to such a degree as to
create appreciable hardship.

e The rule specifies the minimum
information that must be included in an
allocation order and provides for issuing
the order directly to affected persons or
through publication of a constructive
notice in the Federal Register. All
allocation orders must explain the
relationship between the allocation
order and any previously or
subsequently issued rated or unrated
orders and the start and end dates of the
order.

¢ Allocation orders must be accepted
and complied with. A person who is
subject to an allocation order who
believes that compliance is not possible
must notify the Office of Strategic
Industries and Economic Security. An
allocation must be complied with to the
extent possible until the Department of
Commerce notifies the person that the
order has been changed or cancelled.

Regulatory Requirements

1. Executive Orders 13563 and 12866
direct agencies to assess all costs and
benefits of available regulatory
alternatives and, if regulation is
necessary, to select regulatory
approaches that maximize net benefits
(including potential economic,
environmental, public health and safety
effects, distribute impacts, and equity).
Executive Order 13563 emphasizes the
importance of quantifying both costs
and benefits, of reducing costs, of
harmonizing rules, and of promoting
flexibility. This rule has been
designated a “‘significant regulatory
action” under Executive Order 12866.
Accordingly, the rule has been reviewed
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by the Office of Management and
Budget (OMB).

2. Notwithstanding any other
provision of law, no person is required
to respond to, nor shall any person be
subject to a penalty for failure to comply
with a collection of information, subject
to the requirements of the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995 (44 U.S.C. 3501
et seq.) (PRA), unless that collection of
information displays a currently valid
OMB control number. This regulation
contains two collections previously
approved by OMB. OMB control
number 0694—0053 authorizes the
requirement that recipients of rated
orders notify the party placing the order
whether or not they will fulfill the rated
order. BIS believes that this rule will not
materially change the burden imposed
by this collection. OMB control number
0694-0057 authorizes the collection of
information that parties must send to
BIS when seeking special priorities
assistance or priority rating authority.
BIS believes that this rule will not
materially change the burden imposed
by this collection. Send comments
regarding this burden estimate or any
other aspect of these collections of
information, including suggestions for
reducing the burden, to Jasmeet K.
Seehra, Office of Management and
Budget, by email at jseehra@
omb.eop.gov or by fax to (202) 395-7285
and to Liam McMenamin,
liam.mecmenamin@bis.doc.gov.

3. This rule does not contain policies
with Federalism implications as that
term is defined under E.O. 13132.

4. The Regulatory Flexibility Act
(RFA), as amended by the Small
Business Regulatory Enforcement
Fairness Act of 1996 (SBREFA), 5 U.S.C.
601 et seq., generally requires an agency
to prepare a regulatory flexibility
analysis of any rule subject to the notice
and comment rulemaking requirements
under the Administrative Procedure Act
(5 U.S.C. 553) or any other statute.
Under section 605(b) of the RFA,
however, if the head of an agency
certifies that a rule will not have a
significant impact on a substantial
number of small entities, the statute
does not require the agency to prepare
a regulatory flexibility analysis.
Pursuant to section 605(b), the Chief
Counsel for Regulation, Department of
Commerce, certified to the Chief
Counsel for Advocacy, Small Business
Administration that this rule will not
have a significant impact on a
substantial number of small entities for
the reasons explained below. No other
law requires such an analysis.
Consequently, no regulatory flexibility
analysis is required and none has been

prepared. The factual support for this
certification is provided below.

Number of Small Entities

Small entities include small
businesses, small organizations and
small governmental jurisdictions. For
purposes of assessing the impacts of this
rule on small entities, a small business,
as described in the Small Business
Administration’s Table of Small
Business Size Standards Matched to
North American Industry Classification
System Codes (Effective January 22,
2014), has a maximum annual revenue
of $35.5 million and a maximum of
1,500 employees (for some business
categories, these numbers are lower). A
small governmental jurisdiction is a
government of a city, town, school
district or special district with a
population of less than 50,000. A small
organization is any not-for-profit
enterprise which is independently
owned and operated and is not
dominant in its field.

This rule sets criteria under which
BIS (or agencies to which BIS delegates
authority) will authorize prioritization
of certain orders or contracts as well as
criteria under which BIS would issue
orders allocating resources or
production facilities. This rule would
affect organizations that enter into
contracts to supply materials, services
and facilities that are necessary for the
national defense (broadly defined to
include “Programs for military and
energy production or construction,
military or critical infrastructure
assistance to any foreign nation,
homeland security, stockpiling, space,
and any directly related activity’’). BIS’s
experience in administering its
priorities authority indicates that for-
profit businesses are the organizations
that provide such materials, services
and facilities. If it becomes necessary to
exercise allocations authority, the same
types of materials, services and facilities
and the same types of providers are the
ones likely to be affected. Therefore, BIS
believes that two of the categories of
small entities identified by the RFA,
small organizations and small
government jurisdictions, are unlikely
to experience any economic impact as a
result of this rule. However, BIS has no
basis on which to estimate the number
of small businesses that are likely to be
affected by this rule.

Impact

BIS believes that any impact that this
rule might have on small businesses
would be minor. The rule has two
principal components: Prioritization
and allocation. Prioritization is the
process that is, by far, more likely to be

used. Under prioritization, BIS
designates certain orders, which may be
placed by Government or by private
entities, and assigned under one of two
possible priority levels. Once so
designated, such orders are referred to
as “rated orders.” The recipient of a
rated order must give it priority over an
unrated order. The recipient of a rated
order with the higher priority rating
must give that order priority over any
rated orders with the lower priority
rating and over unrated orders. A
recipient of a rated order may place one
or more orders at the same priority level
with suppliers and subcontractors for
supplies and services necessary to fulfill
the recipient’s rated order and the
suppliers and subcontractors must treat
the request from the rated order
recipient as a rated order with the same
priority level as the original rated order.
The rule does not require recipients to
fulfill rated orders if the price or terms
of sale are not consistent with the price
or terms of sale of similar non-rated
orders. The rule provides a defense from
liability for damages or penalties for
actions or inactions made in compliance
with the rule.

BIS expects that this rule will not
result in any increase in the use of rated
orders. The changes to the provisions of
15 CFR part 700 that apply to rated
orders are primarily simplifications and
clarifications. The standards under
which a rated order would be issued are
not changed by this rule.

Although rated orders could require a
firm to fill one order prior to filling
another, they would not require a
reduction in the total volume of orders
nor would they require the recipient to
reduce prices or provide rated orders
with more favorable terms than a similar
non-rated order. Under these
circumstances, the economic effects on
the rated order recipient of substituting
one order for another are likely to be
offsetting, resulting in no net loss.

Allocations could be used to control
the general distribution of materials or
services in the civilian market. Specific
allocation actions that BIS might take
are set-asides, directives and allotments.
A set-aside is an official action that
requires a person to reserve resource
capacity in anticipation of receipt of
rated orders. A directive is an official
action that requires a person to take or
refrain from taking certain actions in
accordance with its provisions. A
directive can require a person to stop or
reduce production of an item, prohibit
the use of selected items, or divert
supply of one type of product to
another, or to supply a specific quantity,
size, shape, and type of an item within
a specific time period. An allotment is
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an official action that specifies the
maximum quantity of a material, service
or facility authorized for use in a
specific program or application.

According to available records, BIS
has not taken any actions under its
existing allocations authority in decades
and any future allocations actions
would be used only in extraordinary
circumstances. As required by section
101(b) of the Defense Production Act of
1950, as amended, (50 U.S.C. app.
2071), hereinafter “DPA,” and by
Section 201(e) of Executive Order 13603
of March 16, 2012, BIS may implement
allocations to control the general
distribution of a material in the civilian
market only if the Department of
Commerce made, and the President
approved, a finding (1) that the material
[or service] is a scarce and critical
material [or service] essential to the
national defense, and (2) that the
requirements of the national defense for
such material [or service] cannot
otherwise be met without creating a
significant dislocation of the normal
distribution of such material [or service]
in the civilian market to such a degree
as to create appreciable hardship. The
term ‘‘national defense” is defined to
mean ‘“‘programs for military and energy
production or construction, military or
critical infrastructure assistance to any
foreign nation, homeland security,
stockpiling, space, and any related
activity. Such term includes emergency
preparedness activities conducted
pursuant to title VI of the Robert T.
Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency
Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5195 et seq.)
and critical infrastructure protection
and restoration.”

Even a narrower use of allocations
authority under this rule will be subject
to the policy that this rule will set forth
in 15 CFR 700.30, providing that
allocations will be used only when there
is insufficient supply of a material,
service, or facility to satisfy national
defense requirements through use of
priorities authority or when the use of
priorities authority would cause a
severe and prolonged disruption in the
supply of materials, services or facilities
available to support normal U.S.
economic activity.

Any allocation actions taken by BIS
would also have to comply with Section
701(e) of the DPA (50 U.S.C. app.
2151(e)), which provides that “small
business concerns shall be accorded, to
the extent practicable, a fair share of the
such material, in proportion to the share
received by such business concerns
under normal conditions, giving such
special consideration as may be possible
to emerging business concerns.”

Conclusion

Although BIS cannot determine
precisely the number of small entities
that would be affected by this rule, BIS
believes that the overall impact on such
entities would not be significant. With
respect to priorities authority, this rule
is not likely to increase the number of
priority rated contracts compared to the
number being issued currently.
Therefore the priorities authorities’
provisions of this rule are unlikely to
have any economic impact. BIS’s lack of
recent experience with allocations
makes gauging the impact of an
allocation, should one occur, difficult.
However, because (1) all allocation
actions require planning that includes
evaluation of the impact on the civilian
market, (2) allocations to control the
general distribution of a material in the
civilian market may be imposed only
after a determination by the President,
and (3) BIS has taken no allocation
actions in decades, one can expect
allocations will be a rare occurrence
going forward. BIS believes that the
expected unchanged level of contract
prioritizations, planning and review
requirements and requirements of
section 701 of the DPA, which are
directed at protecting the interests of
small businesses, provide reasonable
assurance that any impact on small
business will not be significant. For the
reasons set forth above, the Chief
Counsel for Regulations at the
Department of Commerce certified that
this action would not have a significant
impact on a substantial number of small
entities.

List of Subjects in 15 CFR Part 700

Administrative practice and
procedure, Business and industry,
Government contracts, National defense,
Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Strategic and critical
materials.

For the reasons stated in the
preamble, 15 CFR part 700 is amended
as follows:

PART 700—[AMENDED]

m 1. The authority citation for part 700
is revised to read as follows:

Authority: 50 U.S.C. App. 2061, et seq.; 42
U.S.C. 5195, et seq.; 50 U.S.C. App 468; 10
U.S.C. 2538; 50 U.S.C. 82; E.O. 12656, 53 FR
226, 3 CFR, 1988, Comp. 585; E.O. 12742, 56
FR 1079, 3 CFR, 1991 Comp. 309; E.O. 13603,
77 FR 16651, 3 CFR, 2012 Comp., p. 225.

m 2. Section 700.1 is revised to read as
follows:

§700.1 Purpose of this part.

This part implements the Defense
Priorities and Allocations System

(DPAS) that is administered by the
Department of Commerce, Bureau of
Industry and Security. The DPAS
implements the priorities and
allocations authority of the Defense
Production Act, including use of that
authority to support emergency
preparedness activities pursuant to Title
VI of the Robert T. Stafford Disaster
Relief and Emergency Assistance Act
(42 U.S.C. 5195 et seq.), and the
priorities authority of the Selective
Service Act and related statutes, all with
respect to industrial resources. The
DPAS establishes procedures for the
placement, acceptance, and
performance of priority rated contracts
and orders and for the allocation of
materials, services, and facilities. The
guidance and procedures in this part are
generally consistent with the guidance
and procedures provided in other
regulations issued under Executive
Order 13603 authority.

m 3. Section 700.2 is revised to read as
follows:

§700.2 Introduction.

(a) Certain national defense and
energy programs (including military,
emergency preparedness, homeland
security, and critical infrastructure
protection and restoration activities) are
approved for priorities and allocations
support. A complete list of currently
approved programs is provided at
Schedule I to this part.

(b) The Department of Commerce
administers the DPAS and may exercise
priorities and allocations authority to
ensure the timely delivery of industrial
items to meet approved program
requirements.

(c) The Department of Commerce has
delegated authority to place priority
ratings on contracts or orders necessary
or appropriate to promote the national
defense to certain government agencies
that issue such contracts or orders. Such
delegations include authority to
authorize recipients of rated orders to
place ratings on contracts or orders to
contractors, subcontractors, and
suppliers. Schedule I to this part
includes a list of agencies to which the
Department of Commerce has delegated
authority.

m 4.In § 700.3, paragraphs (a), (b), and
(e) are revised to read as follows:

§700.3 Priority ratings and rated orders.
(a) Rated orders are identified by a
priority rating and a program
identification symbol. Rated orders take
precedence over all unrated orders as
necessary to meet required delivery
dates. Among rated orders, DX rated
orders take precedence over DO rated
orders. Program identification symbols
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indicate which approved program is
attributed to the rated order.

(b) Persons receiving rated orders
must give them preferential treatment as
required by this part.

* * * * *

(e) Persons may place a priority rating
on orders only when they are in receipt
of a rated order, have been explicitly
authorized to do so by the Department
of Commerce or a Delegate Agency, or
are otherwise permitted to do so by this
part.

§§700.4, 700.5, 700.6, and 700.7 [Removed
and Reserved]

m 5. Sections 700.4, 700.5, 700.6, and
700.7 are removed and reserved.

m 6. Section 700.8 is revised to read as
follows:

§700.8 Definitions.

The definitions in this section apply
throughout this part:

Allocation. The control of the
distribution of materials, services or
facilities for a purpose deemed
necessary or appropriate to promote the
national defense.

Allocation order. An official action to
control the distribution of materials,
services, or facilities for a purpose
deemed necessary or appropriate to
promote the national defense.

Allotment. An official action that
specifies the maximum quantity of a
material, service, or facility authorized
for a specific use to promote the
national defense.

Approved program. A program
determined as necessary or appropriate
for priorities and allocations support to
promote the national defense by the
Secretary of Defense, the Secretary of
Energy, or the Secretary of Homeland
Security, under the authority of the
Defense Production Act and Executive
Order 13603, or the Selective Service
Act and Executive Order 12742.

Construction. The erection, addition,
extension, or alteration of any building,
structure, or project, using materials or
products which are to be an integral and
permanent part of the building,
structure, or project. Construction does
not include maintenance and repair.

Critical infrastructure. Any systems
and assets, whether physical or cyber-
based, so vital to the United States that
the degradation or destruction of such
systems and assets would have a
debilitating impact on national security,
including, but not limited to, national
economic security and national public
health or safety.

Defense Production Act. The Defense
Production Act of 1950, as amended (50
U.S.C. App. 2061, et seq.).

Delegate Agency. A government
agency authorized by delegation from
the Department of Commerce to place
priority ratings on contracts or orders
needed to support approved programs.

Directive. An official action which
requires a person to take or refrain from
taking certain actions in accordance
with its provisions.

Emergency preparedness. All
activities and measures designed or
undertaken to prepare for or minimize
the effects of a hazard upon the civilian
population, to deal with the immediate
emergency conditions which would be
created by the hazard, and to effectuate
emergency repairs to, or the emergency
restoration of, vital utilities and
facilities destroyed or damaged by the
hazard. Emergency preparedness
includes the following:

(1) Measures to be undertaken in
preparation for anticipated hazards
(including the establishment of
appropriate organizations, operational
plans, and supporting agreements, the
recruitment and training of personnel,
the conduct of research, the
procurement and stockpiling of
necessary materials and supplies, the
provision of suitable warning systems,
the construction or preparation of
shelters, shelter areas, and control
centers, and, when appropriate, the
nonmilitary evacuation of the civilian
population);

(2) Measures to be undertaken during
a hazard (including the enforcement of
passive defense regulations prescribed
by duly established military or civil
authorities, the evacuation of personnel
to shelter areas, the control of traffic and
panic, and the control and use of
lighting and civil communications); and

(3) Measures to be undertaken
following a hazard (including activities
for firefighting, rescue, emergency
medical, health and sanitation services,
monitoring for specific dangers of
special weapons, unexploded bomb
reconnaissance, essential debris
clearance, emergency welfare measures,
and immediately essential emergency
repair or restoration of damaged vital
facilities).

Hazard. An emergency or disaster
resulting from:

(1) A natural disaster, or

(2) An accidental or man-caused
event.

Homeland security. Includes efforts:

(1) To prevent terrorist attacks within
the United States;

(2) To reduce the vulnerability of the
United States to terrorism;

(3) To minimize damage from a
terrorist attack in the United States; and
(4) To recover from a terrorist attack

in the United States.

Industrial resources. All materials,
services, and facilities, including
construction materials, the authority for
which has not been delegated to other
agencies under Executive Order 13603.
This term also includes the term “item”
as defined and used in this part.

Item. Any raw, in process, or
manufactured material, article,
commodity, supply, equipment,
component, accessory, part, assembly,
or product of any kind, technical
information, process, or service.

Maintenance and repair and/or
operating supplies (MRO). (1)
Maintenance is the upkeep necessary to
continue any plant, facility, or
equipment in working condition.

(2) Repair is the restoration of any
plant, facility, or equipment to working
condition when it has been rendered
unsafe or unfit for service by wear and
tear, damage, or failure of parts.

(3) Operating supplies are any items
carried as operating supplies according
to a person’s established accounting
practice. Operating supplies may
include hand tools and expendable
tools, jigs, dies, fixtures used on
production equipment, lubricants,
cleaners, chemicals and other
expendable items.

(4) MRO does not include items
produced or obtained for sale to other
persons or for installation upon or
attachment to the property of another
person, or items required for the
production of such items; items needed
for the replacement of any plant,
facility, or equipment; or items for the
improvement of any plant, facility, or
equipment by replacing items which are
still in working condition with items of
a new or different kind, quality, or
design.

National defense. Programs for
military and energy production or
construction, military or critical
infrastructure assistance to any foreign
nation, homeland security, stockpiling,
space, and any directly related activity.
Such term includes emergency
preparedness activities conducted
pursuant to Title VI of The Robert T.
Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency
Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5195 et seq.)
and critical infrastructure protection
and restoration.

Official action. An action taken by the
Department of Commerce under the
authority of the Defense Production Act,
the Selective Service Act and related
statutes, and this part. Such actions
include the issuance of rating
authorizations, directives, letters of
understanding, demands for
information, inspection authorizations,
administrative subpoenas and allocation
orders.
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Person. Any individual, corporation,
partnership, association, or any other
organized group of persons, or legal
successor or representative thereof; or
any authorized State or local
government or agency thereof; and for
purposes of administration of this part,
includes the United States Government
and any authorized foreign government
or international organization or agency
thereof, delegated authority as provided
in this part.

Priorities authority. The authority of
the Department of Commerce, pursuant
to Section 101 of the Defense
Production Act, to require priority
performance of contracts and orders for
industrial resource items for use in
approved programs.

Priority rating. An identifying code
assigned by a Delegate Agency or
authorized person placed on all rated
orders and consisting of the rating
symbol and the program identification
symbol.

Production equipment. Any item of
capital equipment used in producing
materials or furnishing services that has
a unit acquisition cost of $2,500 or
more, an anticipated service life in
excess of one year, and the potential for
maintaining its integrity as a capital
item.

Program identification symbols.
Abbreviations used to indicate which
approved program is supported by a
rated order.

Rated order. A prime contract, a
subcontract, or a purchase order in
support of an approved program issued
in accordance with the provisions of
this part.

Selective Service Act. Section 18 of
the Selective Service Act of 1948 (50
U.S.C. app. 468).

Set-aside. An official action that
requires a person to reserve materials,
services, or facilities capacity in
anticipation of the receipt of rated
orders.

Stafford Act. Title VI (Emergency
Preparedness) of the Robert T. Stafford
Disaster Relief and Emergency
Assistance Act, as amended (42 U.S.C.
5195, et seq.).

Working day. Any day that the
recipient of an order is open for
business.

m 7. Section 700.10 is revised to read as
follows:

§700.10 Authority.

(a) Delegations to the Department of
Commerce. The priorities and
allocations authorities of the President
under Title I of the Defense Production
Act with respect to industrial resources
have been delegated to the Secretary of
Commerce under Executive Order 13603

of March 16, 2012 (3 CFR, 2012 Comp.,
p- 225). The priorities authorities of the
President under the Selective Service
Act and related statutes with respect to
industrial resources have also been
delegated to the Secretary of Commerce
under Executive Order 12742 of January
8, 1991 (3 CFR, 1991 Comp. 309).

(b) Delegations by the Department of
Commerce. The Department of
Commerce has authorized the Delegate
Agencies to assign priority ratings to
orders for industrial resources needed
for use in approved programs.

(c) Jurisdiction limitations. (1) The
priorities and allocations authority for
certain items have been delegated under
Executive Order 13603, other executive
orders, or Interagency Memoranda of
Understanding between other agencies.
Unless otherwise agreed to by the
concerned agencies, the provisions of
this part are not applicable to those
other items which include:

(i) Food resources, food resource
facilities, livestock resources, veterinary
resources, plant health resources, and
the domestic distribution of farm
equipment and commercial fertilizer
(delegated to the Department of
Agriculture);

(ii) All forms of energy (delegated to
the Department of Energy);

(iii) Health resources (delegated to the
Department of Health and Human
Services);

(iv) All forms of civil transportation
(delegated to the Department of
Transportation); and

(v) Water resources (delegated to the
Department of Defense/U.S. Army Corps
of Engineers).

(2) The priorities and allocations
authority set forth in this part may not
be applied to communications services
subject to Executive Order 13618 of July
6, 2012—Assignment of National
Security and Emergency Preparedness
Communications Functions (3 CFR,
2012 Comp., p. 273).

m 8. Section 700.11 is amended by
revising the second sentence of
paragraph (b) to read as follows:

§700.11 Priority ratings.
* * * * *

(b) Program identification symbols.
* * * The list of approved programs
and their identification symbols is
found in Schedule I to this part. * * *

* * * * *

m 9. Section 700.12 is revised to read as
follows:

§700.12 Elements of a rated order.

(a) Elements required for all rated
orders. (1) The appropriate priority
rating and program identification
symbol (e.g., DO-A1, DX-A4, DO-N1).

(2) A required delivery date or dates.
The words “immediately” or ““as soon
as possible” do not constitute a delivery
date. When a “requirements contract,”
“basic ordering agreement,” “prime
vendor contract,” or similar
procurement document bearing a
priority rating contains no specific
delivery date or dates, but provides for
the furnishing of items from time-to-
time or within a stated period against
specific purchase orders, such as
“calls,” “requisitions,” and “delivery
orders,” the purchase orders supporting
such contracts or agreements must
specify a required delivery date or dates
and are to be considered as rated as of
the date of their receipt by the supplier
and not as of the date of the original
procurement document.

(3) The written signature on a
manually placed order, or the digital
signature or name on an electronically
placed order, of an individual
authorized to sign rated orders for the
person placing the order. The signature,
manual or digital, certifies that the rated
order is authorized under this part and
that the requirements of this part are
being followed.

(4) A statement that reads in
substance: ‘“This is a rated order
certified for national defense use and
you are required to follow all the
provisions of the Defense Priorities and
Allocations System regulations (15 CFR
part 700).”

(b) Additional element required for
certain emergency preparedness rated
orders. If a rated order is placed for the
purpose of emergency preparedness
requirements and expedited action is
necessary or appropriate to meet these
requirements, the following statement
must be included in the order: “This
rated order is placed for the purpose of
emergency preparedness. It must be
accepted or rejected within [Insert a
time limit no less than the minimum
applicable time limit specified in
§700.13(d)(2)].”

m 10. Section 700.13 is amended by
revising paragraph (d) to read as
follows:

§700.13 Acceptance and rejection of rated
orders.
* * * * *

(d) Customer notification
requirements. (1) Except as provided in
paragraph (d)(2) of this section, a person
must accept or reject a rated order in
writing (hard copy), or in electronic
format, within fifteen (15) working days
after receipt of a DO rated order and
within ten (10) working days after
receipt of a DX rated order. If the order
is rejected, the person must give reasons
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in writing or electronically for the
rejection.

(2) If a rated order is placed for the
purpose of emergency preparedness
requirements and expedited action is
necessary or appropriate to meet these
requirements and the order includes the
statement set forth in § 700.12(b), a
person must accept or reject the rated
order and transmit the acceptance or
rejection in writing or in an electronic
format within the time specified in the
rated order. The minimum times for
acceptance or rejection that such orders
may specify are six (6) hours after
receipt of the order if the order is issued
by an authorized person in response to
a hazard that has occurred, or twelve
(12) hours after receipt if the order is
issued by an authorized person to
prepare for an imminent hazard.

(3) If a person has accepted a rated
order and subsequently finds that
shipment or performance will be
delayed, the person must notify the
customer immediately, give the reasons
for the delay, and advise of a new
shipment or performance date. If
notification is given verbally, written
(hard copy) or electronic confirmation
must be provided within one working
day of the verbal notice.

m 11. Section 700.14 is amended by
adding a sentence at the end of the
examples paragraph in paragraph (b)
and by revising paragraph (c)(2) to read
as follows:

§700.14 Preferential scheduling.
* * * * *

(b) L

Examples: * * * However, if business
operations cannot be altered to meet
both the June 3 and July 15 delivery
dates, then the DX rated order must be
given priority over the DO rated order.

(C) * x %

(2) If a person is unable to resolve
rated order delivery or performance
conflicts under this section, the person
should promptly seek special priorities
assistance as provided in subpart H of
this part. If the person’s customer
objects to the rescheduling of delivery
or performance of a rated order, the
customer should promptly seek special
priorities assistance as provided in
subpart H of this part. For any rated
order against which delivery or
performance will be delayed, the person
must notify the customer as provided in
§700.13(d)(3).

* * * * *

m 12. Section 700.15 is amended by
revising the second sentence of
paragraph (a), the example following
paragraph (a), the second sentence of
paragraph (b), and by adding paragraph
(c) to read as follows:

§700.15 Extension of priority ratings.

(a) * * * The person must use the
priority rating indicated on the
customer’s rated order, except as
otherwise provided in this part or as
directed by the Department of
Commerce.

Example: If a person is in receipt of
a DO-A3 rated order for a navigation
system and needs to purchase
semiconductors for its manufacture, that
person must use a DO-A3 rated order to
obtain the needed semiconductors.

(b) * * * Therefore, the inclusion of
the rating will continue from contractor
to subcontractor to supplier throughout
the entire supply chain.

(c) A person must use rated orders
with suppliers to obtain items needed to
fill an emergency preparedness rated
order. That person must require
acceptance or rejection, and
transmission of that acceptance or
rejection by the supplier within the time
limit stated in the rated order that is
being filled.

m 13. Section 700.16 is amended by
revising paragraphs (d), (e), and (f) to
read as follows:

§700.16 Changes or cancellations of
priority ratings and rated orders.
* * * * *

(d) The following amendments do not
constitute a new rated order: a change
in shipping destination; a reduction in
the total amount of the order; an
increase in the total amount of the order
which has negligible impact upon
deliveries; a minor variation in size or
design (prior to the start of production);
or a change which is agreed upon
between the supplier and the customer.
(e) A person must cancel any rated
orders that the person (or a predecessor
in interest) has placed with suppliers or
cancel the priority ratings on those
orders if the person no longer needs the
items in those orders to fill a rated
order.

(f) A person adding a rating to an
unrated order, or changing or cancelling
a priority rating must promptly notify
all suppliers to whom the order was
sent of the addition, change or
cancellation.

m 14. Section 700.17 is amended by
revising paragraphs (d)(1)(ii) and (f) to
read as follows:

§700.17 Use of rated orders.
* * * * *
d EE

%1]) * % %

(ii) The elements of a rated order, as
required by § 700.12, are included on
the order with the statement required in
§700.12(a)(4) modified to read in
substance: “This purchase order

contains rated order quantities certified
for national defense use, and you are
required to follow all the provisions of
the Defense Priorities and Allocations
System regulations (15 CFR part 700) as
it pertains to the rated quantities.”
* * * * *

(f) A person is not required to place
a priority rating on an order for less than
$75,000, or one half of the Simplified
Acquisition Threshold (as established in
the Federal Acquisition Regulation
(FAR)) (see FAR section 2.101),
whichever amount is greater, provided
that delivery can be obtained in a timely
fashion without the use of the priority
rating.
m 15. Section 700.18 is revised to read
as follows:

§700.18 Limitations on placing rated
orders.

(a) General limitations. (1) A person
may not place a rated order pursuant to
this part unless the person is in receipt
of a rated order, has been explicitly
authorized to do so by the Department
of Commerce or a Delegate Agency or is
otherwise permitted to do so by this

art.

(2) Rated orders may not be used to
obtain:

(i) Delivery on a date earlier than
needed;

(ii) A greater quantity of the item than
needed, except to obtain a minimum
procurable quantity;

(iii) Items in advance of the receipt of
a rated order, except as specifically
authorized by the Department of
Commerce (see § 700.41(c) for
information on obtaining authorization
for a priority rating in advance of a rated
order); or

(iv) Any of the following items unless
specific priority rating authority has
been obtained from a Delegate Agency
or the Department of Commerce:

(A) Items for plant improvement,
expansion or construction, unless they
will be physically incorporated into a
construction project covered by a rated
order; or

(B) Production or construction
equipment or items to be used for the
manufacture of production equipment
(for information on requesting priority
rating authority, see § 700.41).

(v) Any items related to the
development of chemical or biological
warfare capabilities or the production of
chemical or biological weapons, unless
such development or production has
been authorized by the President or the
Secretary of Defense.

(3) Separate rated orders may not be
placed solely for obtaining minimum
procurable quantities on each order if
the minimum procurable quantity
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would be sufficient to cover more than
one rated order.

(b) Specific item limitations.
Notwithstanding any authorization or
requirement to place a rated order stated
elsewhere in this part, no person may
place a rated order to obtain the
following items unless such order is
authorized by an official action of the
Department of Commerce.

(1) Copper raw materials.

) Crushed stone.

) Gravel.

% Sand.

) Slag

) Steam heat, central.

(8) Waste paper.

m 16. Section 700.21 is revised to read
as follows:

(2

(3
(4
(5
(6
(7

§700.21 Application for priority rating
authority.

(a) For projects believed to maximize
domestic energy supplies, a person may
request priority rating authority for
scarce, critical, and essential supplies of
materials, equipment, and services
(related to the production of materials or
equipment, or the installation, repair, or
maintenance of equipment) by
submitting a request to the Department
of Energy. Further information may be
obtained from the Department of
Energy, Office of Electricity Delivery
and Energy Reliability, 1000
Independence Avenue SW.,
Washington, DC 20585.

(b) If the Department of Energy
notifies the Department of Commerce
that the project maximizes domestic
energy supplies and that the materials,
equipment, or services are critical and
essential, the Department of Commerce
will determine whether the items in
question are scarce, and, if they are
scarce, whether there is a need to use
the priorities authority.

(1) Scarcity implies an unusual
difficulty in obtaining the materials,
equipment, or services in a time frame
consistent with the timely completion of
the energy project. In determining
scarcity, the Department of Commerce
may consider factors such as the
following:

(i) Value and volume of material or
equipment shipments;

(ii) Consumption of material and
equipment;

(ii1) Volume and market trends of
imports and exports;

(iv) Domestic and foreign sources of

pply;

) I}\IIormal levels of inventories;
i) Rates of capacity utilization;
vii) Volume of new orders; and
viii) Lead times for new orders

(2) In finding whether there is a need

to use the priorities authority, the

(
(v
(
(

Department of Commerce may consider
alternative supply solutions and other
measures.

(c) After the Department of Commerce
has conducted its analysis, it will advise
the Department of Energy whether the
two findings have been satisfied. If the
findings are satisfied, the Department of
Commerce will authorize the
Department of Energy to grant the use of
a priority rating to the applicant.

(d) Schedule I to this part includes a
list of approved programs to support the
maximization of domestic energy
supplies. A Department of Energy
regulation setting forth the procedures
and criteria used by the Department of
Energy in making its determination and
findings is published in 10 CFR part
216.

m 17. The heading of subpart F is
revised to read as follows:

Subpart F—Allocation Actions

m 18. Section 700.30 is revised to read
as follows:

§700.30 Policy.

(a) Allocation orders will:

(1) Be used only when there is
insufficient supply of a material,
service, or facility to satisfy national
defense requirements through the use of
the priorities authority or when the use
of the priorities authority would cause
a severe and prolonged disruption in the
supply of materials, services, or
facilities available to support normal
U.S. economic activities; and

(2) Not be used to ration materials or
services at the retail level.

(b) Allocation orders, when used, will
be distributed equitably among the
suppliers of the materials, services, or
facilities being allocated and not require
any person to relinquish a
disproportionate share of the civilian
market.

m 19. Section 700.31 is revised to read
as follows:

§700.31 General procedures.

Before the Department of Commerce
uses its allocations authority to address
a supply problem within its resource
jurisdiction, it will develop a plan that
includes:

(a) A copy of the written
determination made in accordance with
section 202 of Executive Order 13603,
that the program or programs that would
be supported by the allocation action
are necessary or appropriate to promote
the national defense;

(b) A detailed description of the
situation to include any unusual events
or circumstances that have created the
requirement for an allocation action;

(c) A statement of the specific
objective(s) of the allocation action;

(d) A list of the materials, services, or
facilities to be allocated;

(e) A list or description of the sources
of the materials, services, or facilities
that will be subject to the allocation
action;

(f) A detailed description of the
provisions that will be included in the
allocations orders, including the type(s)
of allocations orders, the percentages or
quantity of capacity or output to be
allocated for each purpose, the
relationship with previously or
subsequently received priority rated and
unrated contracts and orders, and the
duration of the allocation action (e.g.,
anticipated start and end dates);

(g) An evaluation of the impact of the
proposed allocation action on the
civilian market; and

(h) Proposed actions, if any, to
mitigate disruptions to civilian market
operations.

m 20. In subpart F, add §§700.32,
700.33, 700.34, 700.35, and 700.36 to
read as follows:

§700.32 Controlling the general
distribution of a material in the civilian
market.

No allocation action by the
Department of Commerce may be used
to control the general distribution of a
material in the civilian market unless
the conditions of paragraphs (a), (b), and
(c) of this section are met.

(a) The Secretary has made a written
finding that:

(1) Such material is a scarce and
critical material essential to the national
defense, and

(2) The requirements of the national
defense for such material cannot
otherwise be met without creating a
significant dislocation of the normal
distribution of such material in the
civilian market to such a degree as to
create appreciable hardship.

(b) The Secretary has submitted the
finding for the President’s approval
through the Assistant to the President
and National Security Advisor and the
Assistant to the President for Homeland
Security and Counterterrorism.

(c) The President has approved the
finding.

(d) In this section, the term,
“Secretary” means the Secretary of
Commerce or his or her designee.

§700.33 Types of allocations orders.

There are three types of allocations
orders available for communicating
allocation actions.

(a) Set-aside. A set-aside is an official
action that requires a person to reserve
materials, services, or facilities capacity
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in anticipation of the receipt of rated
orders.

(b) Directive. A directive is an official
action that requires a person to take or
refrain from taking certain actions in
accordance with its provisions. For
example, a directive can require a
person to: stop or reduce production of
an item; prohibit the use of selected
materials, services, or facilities; or divert
the use of materials, services, or
facilities from one purpose to another.
(c) Allotment. An allotment is an official
action that specifies the maximum
quantity of a material, service, or facility
authorized for a specific use to promote
the national defense.

§700.34 Elements of an allocation order.

Allocation orders may be issued
directly to the affected persons or by
constructive notice to the parties
through publication in the Federal
Register. This section describes the
elements that each order must include.

(a) Elements to be included in all
allocation orders. (1) A detailed
description of the required allocation
action(s), including its relationship to
previously or subsequently received DX
rated orders, DO rated orders and
unrated orders.

(2) Specific start and end calendar
dates for each required allocation
action.

(b) Elements to be included in orders
issued directly to affected persons. (1) A
statement that reads in substance: “This
is an allocation order certified for
national defense use. [Insert the name of
the person receiving the order] is
required to comply with this order, in
accordance with the provisions of the
Defense Priorities and Allocations
System regulations (15 CFR part 700).”

(2) The written signature on a
manually placed order, or the digital
signature or name on an electronically
placed order, of an authorized official or
employee of the Department of
Commerce.

(c) Elements to be included in an
allocation order that gives constructive
notice through publication in the
Federal Register. (1) A statement that
reads in substance: “This is an
allocation order certified for national
defense use. [Insert the name(s) of the
person(s) to whom the order applies or
a description of the class of persons to
whom the order applies] is (are)
required to comply with this order, in
accordance with the provisions of the
Defense Priorities and Allocations
System regulations (15 CFR part 700).”

(2) The order must be signed by an
authorized official or employee of the
Department of Commerce.

§700.35 Mandatory acceptance of an
allocation order.

(a) Except as otherwise specified in
this section, a person shall accept and
comply with every allocation order
received.

(b) A person shall not discriminate
against an allocation order in any
manner such as by charging higher
prices for materials, services, or
facilities covered by the order or by
imposing terms and conditions for
contracts and orders involving allocated
materials, services, or facilities that
differ from the person’s terms and
conditions for contracts and orders for
the materials, services, or facilities prior
to receiving the allocation order.

(c) If a person is unable to comply
fully with the required action(s)
specified in an allocation order, the
person must notify the Office of
Strategic Industries and Economic
Security immediately, explain the
extent to which compliance is possible,
and give the reasons why full
compliance is not possible. If
notification is given verbally, written or
electronic confirmation must be
provided within one working day. Such
notification does not release the person
from complying with the order to the
fullest extent possible, until the person
is notified by the Department of
Commerce that the order has been
changed or cancelled.

§700.36 Changes or cancellations of
allocation orders.

An allocation order may be changed
or cancelled by an official action from
the Department of Commerce. Notice of
such changes or cancellations may be
provided directly to persons to whom
the order being cancelled or modified
applies or constructive notice may be
provided by publication in the Federal
Register.

m 21. Section 700.50 is amended by
revising the first sentence of paragraph
(a) and revising paragraph (b) to read as
follows:

§700.50 General provisions.

(a) Once a priority rating has been
authorized pursuant to this part, further
action by the Department of Commerce
generally is not needed. * * *

(b) Special priorities assistance can be
provided for any reason consistent with
this part, such as assisting in obtaining
timely deliveries of items needed to
satisfy rated orders or authorizing the
use of priority ratings on orders to
obtain items not otherwise ratable under
this part. If the Department of
Commerce is unable to resolve the
problem or to authorize the use of a
priority rating and believes additional

assistance is warranted, the Department
of Commerce may forward the request to
another agency, identified in
§700.10(c), as appropriate, for action.

* * * * *

§700.51—[Amended]

m 22. Section 700.51 is amended by:

m a. Removing the word ““regulation”
and adding in its place the word ‘“‘part”
in paragraph (a), introductory text;

m b. Adding the phrase “the Department
of”” immediately preceding the word
“Commerce” in the first sentence of
paragraph (c)(1);

m c. Adding the phrase ““the Department
of” immediately preceding the word
“Commerce” in paragraph (c)(3),
introductory text;

m d. Adding the word “and” at the end
of paragraph (c)(3)(iv);

m e. Removing paragraph (c)(3)(v); and
m f. Redesignating paragraph (c)(3)(vi) as
paragraph (c)(3)(v).

§700.53—[Amended]

m 23. Section 700.53 is amended by
adding the words “‘the Department of”
between the word “or” and the word
“Commerce” in the introductory text.

§700.54—[Amended]

W 24. Section 700.54 is amended by
adding the words “‘the Department of”’
between the word “and”” and the word
“Commerce” in the introductory text.
m 25. Section 700.55 is revised to read
as follows:

§700.55 Homeland security, emergency
preparedness, and critical infrastructure
protection and restoration assistance
programs within the United States.

Any person requesting priority rating
authority or requiring assistance in
obtaining rated items supporting
homeland security, emergency
preparedness, and critical infrastructure
protection and restoration related
activities should submit a request for
such assistance or priority rating
authority to the Office of Policy and
Program Analysis, Federal Emergency
Management Agency, Department of
Homeland Security, 500 C Street SW.,
Washington, DC 20472; telephone: (202)
646—3520; Fax: (202) 646—4060; Email:
fema-dpas@dhs.gov, Web site: http://
www.fema.gov/defense-production-act-
program-division.

m 26. In subpart H, §§ 700.56, 700.57,
and 700.58 are added to read as follows:

§700.56 Military assistance programs with
Canada.

(a) To promote military assistance to
Canada, this section provides for
authorizing priority ratings to persons in
Canada to obtain items in the United
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States in support of approved programs.
Although priority ratings have no legal
authority outside of the United States,
this section also provides information
on how persons in the United States
may obtain informal assistance in
Canada in support of approved
programs.

(b) The joint United States-Canadian
military arrangements for the defense of
North America and the integrated nature
of the United States and Canadian
defense industries require close
coordination and the establishment of a
means to provide mutual assistance to
the defense industries located in both
countries.

(c) The Department of Commerce
coordinates with the Canadian Public
Works and Government Services Canada
on all matters of mutual concern
relating to the administration of this
part.

(d) Any person in the United States
ordering defense items in Canada in
support of an approved program should
inform the Canadian supplier that the
items being ordered are to be used to fill
a rated order. The Canadian supplier
should be informed that if production
materials are needed from the United
States by the supplier or the supplier’s
vendor to fill the order, the supplier or
vendor should contact the Canadian
Public Works and Government Services
Canada for authority to place rated
orders in the United States: Public
Works and Government Services
Canada, Acquisitions Branch, Business
Management Directorate, Phase 3, Place
du Portage, Level 0A1, 11 Laurier Street,
Gatineau, Quebec, K1A 0S5, Canada;
Telephone: (819) 956—6825; Fax: (819)
956—7827, or electronically at DGA
Prioritesdedefense. ACQBDefence
Priorities@tpsgc-pwgsc.gc.ca.

(e) Any person in Canada producing
defense items for the Canadian
government may also obtain priority
rating authority for items to be
purchased in the United States by
applying to the Canadian Public Works
and Government Services Canada,
Acquisitions Branch, Business
Management Directorate, in accordance
with its procedures.

(f) Persons in Canada needing special
priorities assistance in obtaining
defense items in the United States may
apply to the Canadian Public Works and
Government Services Canada,
Acquisitions Branch, Business
Management Directorate, for such
assistance. Public Works and
Government Services Canada will
forward appropriate requests to the
Department of Commerce.

g) Any person in the United States
requiring assistance in obtaining items

in Canada must submit a request
through the Delegate Agency to the
Office of Strategic Industries and
Economic Security, U.S. Department of
Commerce on Form BIS-999. The
Department of Commerce will forward
appropriate requests to the Canadian
Public Works and Government Services
Canada.

§700.57 Military assistance programs with
other nations and international
organizations.

(a) Scope. To promote military
assistance to foreign nations and
international organizations (for
example, the North Atlantic Treaty
Organization or the United Nations),
this section provides for authorizing
priority ratings to persons in foreign
nations or international organizations to
obtain items in the United States in
support of approved programs.
Although priority ratings have no legal
authority outside of the United States,
this section also provides information
on how persons in the United States
may obtain informal assistance in
Australia, Finland, Italy, The
Netherlands, Sweden, and the United
Kingdom in support of approved
programs.

(b) Foreign nations and international
organizations. (1) Any person in a
foreign nation other than Canada, or any
person in an international organization,
requiring assistance in obtaining items
in the United States or priority rating
authority for items to be purchased in
the United States, should submit a
request for such assistance or priority
rating authority to: the Department of
Defense DPAS Lead in the Office of the
Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense
for Manufacturing and Industrial Base
Policy, 3330 Defense Pentagon, Room
3B854, Washington, DC 20301;
Telephone: (703) 697—0051; Fax: (703)
695—4885; Email: MIBP@osd.mil, Web
site: http://www.acq.osd.mil/mibp.

(i) If the end product is being acquired
by a U.S. Government agency, the
request should be submitted to the
Department of Defense DPAS Lead
through the U.S. contract administration
representative.

(ii) If the end product is being
acquired by a foreign nation or
international organization, the request
must be sponsored prior to its
submission to the Department of
Defense DPAS Lead by the government
of the foreign nation or the international
organization that will use the end
product.

(2) If the Department of Defense
endorses the request, it will be
forwarded to the Department of
Commerce for appropriate action.

(c) Requesting assistance in Australia,
Finland, Italy, The Netherlands,
Sweden, and the United Kingdom. (1)
The Department of Defense has entered
into bilateral security of supply
arrangements with Australia, Finland,
Italy, The Netherlands, Sweden, and the
United Kingdom that allow the
Department of Defense to request the
priority delivery for Department of
Defense contracts, subcontracts, and
orders from companies in these
countries.

(2) Any person in the United States
requiring assistance in obtaining the
priority delivery of a contract,
subcontract, or order in Australia,
Finland, Italy, The Netherlands,
Sweden, or the United Kingdom to
support an approved program should
contact the Department of Defense
DPAS Lead in the Office of the Deputy
Assistant Secretary of Defense for
Manufacturing and Industrial Base
Policy for assistance. Persons in
Australia, Finland, Italy, The
Netherlands, Sweden, and the United
Kingdom should request assistance in
accordance with paragraph (b)(1) of this
section.

§700.58 Critical infrastructure assistance
programs to foreign nations and
international organizations.

(a) Scope. To promote critical
infrastructure assistance to foreign
nations, this section provides for
authorizing priority ratings to persons in
foreign nations or international
organizations (for example the North
Atlantic Treaty Organization or the
United Nations) to obtain items in the
United States in support of approved
programs.

(b) Foreign nations or international
organizations. Any person in a foreign
nation or representing an international
organization requiring assistance in
obtaining items to be purchased in the
United States for support of critical
infrastructure protection and restoration
should submit a request for such
assistance or priority rating authority to
the Office of Policy and Program
Analysis, Federal Emergency
Management Agency, Department of
Homeland Security, 500 C Street SW.,
Washington, DC 20472; telephone: (202)
646—3520; Fax: (202) 646—4060; Email:
fema-dpas@dhs.gov, Web site: http://
www.fema.gov/defense-production-act-
program-division.

m 27. Section 700.60 is revised to read
as follows:

§700.60 General provisions.

(a) The Department of Commerce
may, from time-to-time, take specific
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official actions to implement or enforce
the provisions of this part.

(b) Some of these official actions
(rating authorizations and letters of
understanding) are discussed in this
subpart. Official actions that pertain to
compliance (administrative subpoenas,
demands for information, and
inspection authorizations) are discussed
in § 700.71(c). Directives are discussed
in §700.62.

m 28. Section 700.61 is amended by
revising the heading and paragraph (a)
introductory text to read as follows:

§700.61 Rating authorizations.

(a) A rating authorization is an official
action granting specific priority rating
authority that:

* * * * *

§700.62 [Amended]

m 29. Section 700.62 is amended by
removing ‘“Directive”” wherever it
appears and by adding in its place
“directive”.

§700.63 [Amended]

m 30. Section 700.63 is amended by:

m a. Revising the section heading to read
“Letters of understanding”’;

m b. Removing “Letter of
Understanding” wherever it appears
and adding in its place “letter of
understanding”’;

m c. Adding the words ‘‘the Department
of” immediately preceding the word
“Commerce” in paragraph (a); and

m d. Removing “Letters of
Understanding” and adding in its place
“letters of understanding” in paragraph

(b).
§700.70 [Amended]

m 31. Section 700.70 is amended by:
m a. Removing paragraph (b);

m b. Redesignating paragraph (c) as
paragraph (b); and

m c. Removing the word ““regulation”
wherever it appears and adding in its
place the word ““part”.

m 32. Section 700.71 is revised to read
as follows:

§700.71 Audits and investigations.

(a) Audits and investigations are
official actions involving the
examination of books, records,
documents, other writings and
information to ensure that the
provisions of the Defense Production
Act, the Selective Service Act and
related statutes, and this part have been
properly followed. An audit or
investigation may also include
interviews and a systems evaluation to
detect problems or failures in the
implementation of this part.

(b) When undertaking an audit,
investigation, or other inquiry, the
Department of Commerce shall:

(1) Define the scope and purpose in
the official action given to the person
under investigation, and

(2) Have ascertained that the
information sought or other adequate
and authoritative data are not available
from any Federal or other responsible
agency.

(c) In administering this part, the
Department of Commerce may issue the
following documents, which constitute
official actions:

(1) Administrative subpoenas. An
administrative subpoena requires a
person to appear as a witness before an
official designated by the Department of
Commerce to testify under oath on
matters of which that person has
knowledge relating to the enforcement
or the administration of the Defense
Production Act, the Selective Service
Act and related statutes, or this part. An
administrative subpoena may also
require the production of books, papers,
records, documents and physical objects
or property.

(2) Demand for information. A
demand for information requires a
person to furnish to a duly authorized
representative of the Department of
Commerce any information necessary or
appropriate to the enforcement or the
administration of the Defense
Production Act, the Selective Service
Act, or this part.

(3) Inspection authorizations. An
inspection authorization requires a
person to permit a duly authorized
representative of the Department of
Commerce to interview the person’s
employees or agents, to inspect books,
records, documents, other writings and
information in the person’s possession
or control at the place where that person
usually keeps them, and to inspect a
person’s property when such interviews
and inspections are necessary or
appropriate to the enforcement or the
administration of the Defense
Production Act, the Selective Service
Act, or this part.

(d) The production of books, records,
documents, other writings and
information will not be required at any
place other than where they are usually
kept if, prior to the return date specified
in the administrative subpoena or
demand for information, a duly
authorized official of the Department of
Commerce is furnished with copies of
such material that are certified under
oath to be true copies. As an alternative,
a person may enter into a stipulation
with a duly authorized official of the
Department of Commerce as to the
content of the material.

(e) An administrative subpoena,
demand for information, or inspection
authorization shall include the name,
title or official position of the person to
be served, the evidence sought to be
adduced, and its general relevance to
the scope and purpose of the audit,
investigation, or other inquiry. If
employees or agents are to be
interviewed; if books, records,
documents, other writings, or
information are to be produced; or if
property is to be inspected; the
administrative subpoena, demand for
information, or inspection authorization
will describe them with particularity.

(f) Service of documents shall be
made in the following manner:

(1) Service of a demand for
information or inspection authorization
shall be made personally, or by certified
mail—return receipt requested at the
person’s last known address. Service of
an administrative subpoena shall be
made personally. Personal service may
also be made by leaving a copy of the
document with someone at least 18
years of age at the person’s last known
dwelling or place of business.

(2) Service upon other than an
individual may be made by serving a
partner, corporate officer, or a managing
or general agent authorized by
appointment or by law to accept service
of process. If an agent is served, a copy
of the document shall be mailed to the
person named in the document.

(3) Any individual 18 years of age or
older may serve an administrative
subpoena, demand for information, or
inspection authorization. When
personal service is made, the individual
making the service shall prepare an
affidavit as to the manner in which
service was made and the identity of the
person served, and return the affidavit,
and in the case of subpoenas, the
original document, to the issuing officer.
In case of failure to make service, the
reasons for the failure shall be stated on
the original document.

m 33. Section 700.72 is amended by
revising the first sentence of paragraph
(a) to read as follows:

§700.72 Compulsory process.

(a) If a person refuses to permit a duly
authorized representative of the
Department of Commerce to have access
to any premises or source of information
necessary to the administration or
enforcement of the Defense Production
Act or this part, the Department of
Commerce may seek compulsory

process. * * *
* * * * *

m 34. Section 700.73 is revised to read
as follows:
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§700.73 Notification of failure to comply.

(a) At the conclusion of an audit,
investigation, or other inquiry, or at any
other time, the Department of
Commerce may inform the person in
writing where compliance with the
requirements of the Defense Production
Act, the Selective Service Act and
related statutes, or this part were not
met.

(b) In cases where the Department of
Commerce determines that failure to
comply with the provisions of the
Defense Production Act, the Selective
Service Act and related statutes, or this
part was inadvertent, the person may be
informed in writing of the particulars
involved and the corrective action to be
taken. Failure to take corrective action
may then be construed as a willful
violation of the Defense Production Act,
this part, or an official action.

m 35. Section 700.74 is revised to read
as follows:

§700.74 Violations, penalties, and
remedies.

(a) Willful violation of the provisions
of Title I or Sections 705 or 707 of the
Defense Production Act, the priorities
provisions of the Selective Service Act
and related statutes or this part is a
crime and upon conviction, a person
may be punished by fine or
imprisonment, or both. The maximum
penalty provided by the Defense
Production Act is a $10,000 fine, or one
year in prison, or both. The maximum
penalty provided by the Selective
Service Act is a $50,000 fine, or three
years in prison, or both.

(b) The government may also seek an
injunction from a court of appropriate
jurisdiction to prohibit the continuance
of any violation of, or to enforce
compliance with, the Defense
Production Act, this part, or an official
action.

(c) In order to secure the effective
enforcement of the Defense Production
Act, this part, and official actions, the
following are prohibited (see section
704 of the Defense Production Act; see
also, for example, sections 2 and 371 of
Title 18 United States Code):

(1) No person may solicit, influence or
permit another person to perform any
act prohibited by, or to omit any act
required by, the Defense Production
Act, this part, or an official action.

(2) No person may conspire or act in
concert with any other person to
perform any act prohibited by, or to
omit any act required by, the Defense
Production Act, this part, or an official
action.

(3) No person shall deliver any item
if the person knows or has reason to
believe that the item will be accepted,

redelivered, held, or used in violation of
the Defense Production Act, this part, or
an official action. In such instances, the
person must immediately notify the
Department of Commerce that, in
accordance with this section, delivery
has not been made.

m 36. Section 700.80 is amended by
revising paragraphs (a)(1) and (2), (b),
and (c) to read as follows:

§700.80 Adjustments or exceptions.

(a] R

(1) A provision of this part or an
official action results in an undue or
exceptional hardship on that person not
suffered generally by others in similar
situations and circumstances; or

(2) The consequence of following a
provision of this part or an official
action is contrary to the intent of the
Defense Production Act, the Selective
Service Act and related statutes, or this
part.

(b) Each request for adjustment or
exception must be in writing and
contain a complete statement of all the
facts and circumstances related to the
provision of this part or official action
from which adjustment is sought and a
full and precise statement of the reasons
why relief should be provided.

(c) The submission of a request for
adjustment or exception shall not
relieve any person from the obligation of
complying with the provisions of this
part or official action in question while
the request is being considered unless
such interim relief is granted in writing
by the Office of Strategic Industries and
Economic Security. The Office of
Strategic Industries and Economic
Security shall respond to requests for
adjustment of or exceptions to
compliance with the provisions of this
part or an official action within 25
(twenty-five) days, not including
Saturdays, Sundays or Government
holidays, of the date of receipt.

* * * * *

m 37. Section 700.81 is amended by
revising paragraphs (a), (b), and (g), to
read as follows:

§700.81 Appeals.

(a) Any person who has had a request
for adjustment or exception denied by
the Office of Strategic Industries and
Economic Security under § 700.80, may
appeal to the Assistant Secretary for
Export Administration, Department of
Commerce, who shall review and
reconsider the denial. Such appeals
should be submitted to the Office of the
Assistant Secretary for Export
Administration, Bureau of Industry and
Security, Department of Commerce,
Room 3886, Washington, DC 20230, Ref:
DPAS Appeals.

(b) Appeals of denied requests for
exceptions from or adjustments to
compliance with the provisions of this
part or an official action must be
received by the Assistant Secretary for
Export Administration no later than 45
days after receipt of a written notice of
denial from the Office of Strategic
Industries and Economic Security. After
this 45-day period, an appeal may be
accepted at the discretion of the
Assistant Secretary for Export
Administration.

* * * * *

(g) The submission of an appeal under
this section shall not relieve any person
from the obligation of complying with
the provisions of this part or official
action in question while the appeal is
being considered, unless such relief is
granted in writing by the Assistant

Secretary for Export Administration.
* * * * *

§700.90—[Amended]

m 38. Section 700.90 is amended by
removing the word “‘regulation” and
adding in its place the word “part”.

§700.91—[Amended]

m 39. Section 700.91 is amended by:

m a. Removing the word “‘regulation”
wherever it appears and adding in its
place the word ““part”;

m b. Adding the phrase ‘“the Department
of” immediately preceding the word
“Commerce” wherever it appears; and
m c. Removing ““705(e)’”” and adding in
its place ““705(d)”” wherever it appears.

§700.92—[Amended]

m 40. Section 700.92 is amended by:

m a. Removing the word “‘regulation”
wherever it appears in the heading and
in paragraphs (a), (b) and (c) and adding
in its place the word “part”;

m b. Adding the phrase ““‘the Department
of” immediately preceding the word
“Commerce” wherever it appears; and
m c. Removing the phrase “the
regulations” and adding in its place
“any provision of this part” in the first
sentence of paragraph (d).

m 41. Section 700.93 is revised to read
as follows:

§700.93 Communications.

General communications concerning
this part, including how to obtain copies
of this part and explanatory
information, requests for guidance or
clarification, may be addressed to the
Office of Strategic Industries and
Economic Security, Room 3876,
Department of Commerce, Washington,
DC 20230, Ref: DPAS; telephone (202)
482-3634, email DPAS@bis.doc.gov.
Request for priorities assistance under
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§ 700.50, adjustments or exceptions
under § 700.80,

or appeals under

§700.81, must be submitted in the

manner specified in those sections.

m 42. Schedule I to part 700 is revised
to read as follows:

The programs listed in thi

have been approved for priorities
support under this part by the

Department of Defense,! the
of Energy or the Department

Schedule I to Part 700—Approved
Programs and Delegate Agencies

Homeland Security, in accordance with
section 202 of Executive Order 13603.
They have equal preferential status. The
Department of Commerce has
authorized the delegate agencies listed
in the third column to use this part in
support of those programs assigned to
them, as indicated below.2

s schedule

Department
of

Program identi-
fication symbol

Approved program

Agency(ies)

Defense Programs

ATFCTATE o
Missiles ...
Ships
Tank—Automotive ..
Weapons
Ammunition
Electronic and communications equipment
Military building supplies
Production equipment (for defense contractor’'s account)
Production equipment (Government owned)
Food resources (combat rations)
Department of Defense construction ..
Maintenance, repair, and operating supplies (MRO)
partment of Defense facilities.
Miscellaneous

for Dé:

Department of Defense.
Department of Defense.
Department of Defense.
Department of Defense.
Department of Defense.
Department of Defense.
Department of Defense.
Department of Defense.
Department of Defense.
Department of Defense.
Department of Defense.
Department of Defense.
Department of Defense.

Department of Defense.

anada

Canadian military programs
Canadian production and construction
Canadian atomic energy program

Department of Commerce.
Department of Commerce.
Department of Commerce.

Military Assistance to Other Fo

reign Nations

Gl e Certain munitions items purchased by foreign governments | Department of Commerce.

through domestic commercial channels for export.
G2 i Certain direct defense needs of foreign governments other | Department of Commerce.

than Canada.
[CTC P Foreign nations (other than Canada) production and construc- | Department of Commerce.

tion.

Critical Infrastructure Assistance to Foreign Nations
G4 i ‘ Foreign critical infrastructure programs ..........ccccceevevneriieeeen. ‘ Department of Commerce.
Co-Production

J1 ‘ F—16 Co-Production Program .........ccccecerereenineenenieseseeeene ‘ Departments of Commerce and Defense.

Atomic Energy Programs

CONSITUCLION ...

Operations—including maintenance, repair, and operating
supplies (MRO).

Privately owned facilities

Department of Energy.
Department of Energy.

Department of Energy.

Domestic Energy Prog

rams

Exploration, production, refining, and transportation
CONSEIVALION .....oceviiiiieiieeee e
Construction, repair, and maintenance

Department of Energy.
Department of Energy.
Department of Energy.

Other Defense, Energy, and Related Programs

1 Department of Defense includes: The Office of
the Secretary of Defense, the Military Departments,
the Joint Staff, the Combatant Commands, the
Defense Agencies, the Defense Field Activities, all

Certain combined orders (see section 700.17(c))
Private domestic production
Private domestic construction
Maintenance, repair, and operating supplies (MRO)

other organizational entities in the D

and Space Administration as associa

Defense, and, for purposes of this part, the Central
Intelligence Agency and the National Aeronautics

Department of Commerce.
Department of Commerce.
Department of Commerce.
Department of Commerce.

2The Department of Commerce is also listed as
an agency in the third column for programs where
its authorization is necessary to place rated orders.

epartment of

ted agencies.
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Program identi-
fication symbol

Approved program

Agency(ies)

H8 e Designated Programs .........coooueeeiieieiniiee e Department of Commerce.

KT e Federal supply itemS ........ccooiiiiiiiiiec e General Services Administration.
Homeland Security Programs

NT e Federal emergency preparedness, mitigation, response, and | Department of Homeland Security.

N2 s St;(teg,o}/:crzll, tribal government emergency preparedness, miti- | Department of Homeland Security.

Chemical, biological,
measures.
N7 e,
N8 . Miscellaneous .......................

gation, response, and recovery.
Intelligence and warning Systems ............ccocevirieienicienienene
Border and transportation security ..........cccccceeiieeeinieenn.
Domestic counter-terrorism, including law enforcement
radiological,

Critical infrastructure protection and restoration ............cc.cc.....

and nuclear counter-

Department of Homeland Security.
Department of Homeland Security.
Department of Homeland Security.
Department of Homeland Security.

Department of Homeland Security.
Department of Homeland Security.

Dated: August 8, 2014.
Matthew S. Borman,

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Export
Administration.

[FR Doc. 2014-19168 Filed 8—13—14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-JT-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Bureau of Economic Analysis

15 CFR Part 801

[Docket No. 140424374-4639-01]

RIN 0691-XC025

Direct Investment Surveys: BE-13,

Survey of New Foreign Direct
Investment in the United States

AGENCY: Bureau of Economic Analysis,
Commerce.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This final rule amends
regulations of the Department of
Commerce’s Bureau of Economic
Analysis (BEA) to reinstate the reporting
requirements for the BE-13, Survey of
New Foreign Direct Investment in the
United States, which was discontinued
in 2009. This survey will better measure
Commerce Department efforts through
the “Build It Here, Sell It Everywhere”
initiative to expand foreign business
investment in the United States and
ensure complete coverage of BEA’s
other foreign direct investment
statistics. This survey collects
information on the acquisition or
establishment of U.S. business
enterprises by foreign investors, which
was collected on the previous BE-13
survey, and information on expansions
by existing U.S. affiliates of foreign
companies, which was not previously
collected. This mandatory survey will
be conducted under the authority of the
International Investment and Trade in

Services Survey Act (the Act). Unlike
other BEA surveys conducted pursuant
to the Act, a response would be required
from persons subject to the reporting
requirements of the BE-13, Survey of
New Foreign Direct Investment in the
United States, whether or not they are
contacted by BEA, in order to insure
that respondents subject to the
requirements for foreign direct
investments in the U.S. are identified.
DATES: This final rule is effective
September 15, 2014.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Barbara Hubbard, Chief, Direct
Transactions and Positions Branch (BE—
49NI), Bureau of Economic Analysis,
U.S. Department of Commerce,
Washington, DC 20230; phone (202)
606—9846.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On May
28, 2014, BEA published a notice of
proposed rulemaking that set forth
revised reporting criteria for the BE-13,
Survey of New Foreign Direct
Investment in the United States (79 FR
30503—-30506). No comments on the
proposed rule were received. Thus the
proposed rule is adopted without
change. This final rule adds 15 CFR
801.7 to set forth the reporting
requirements for the BE-13, Survey of
New Foreign Direct Investment in the
United States.

BEA conducts the BE-13 survey
under the authority of the International
Investment and Trade in Services
Survey Act (22 U.S.C. 3101-3108).

By rule issued in 2012 (77 FR 24373),
BEA established guidelines for
collecting data on international trade in
services and direct investment through
notices, rather than through rulemaking.
This final rule amends the regulations to
provide for a revised BE-13 survey and
requires a response from persons subject
to the reporting requirements of the BE—
13, whether or not they are contacted by
BEA, in order to ensure complete

coverage of new foreign direct
investments.

The BE-13 survey collects data on the
acquisition or establishment of U.S.
business enterprises by foreign investors
and the expansion of existing U.S.
affiliates of foreign companies to
establish new production facilities. The
data collected on the survey are used to
measure the amount of new foreign
direct investment in the United States,
assess the impact on the U.S. economy,
and based on this assessment, make
informed policy decisions regarding
foreign direct investment in the United
States. Foreign direct investment in the
United States is defined as the
ownership or control, directly or
indirectly, by one foreign person
(foreign parent) of 10 percent or more of
the voting securities of an incorporated
U.S. business enterprise, or an
equivalent interest of an unincorporated
U.S. business enterprise, including a
branch.

BEA will make the survey available
via eFile, BEA’s electronic filing system.
Survey respondents will be notified of
their obligation to file in November
2014 and BEA will collect data
retroactively back to January 1, 2014.
Thereafter, notifications will be mailed
to respondents as BEA becomes aware
of a potentially reportable investment or
when annual cost updates are needed.
The forms are due no later than 45 days
after the acquisition is completed, the
new legal entity is established, the
expansion is begun, or the cost update
is requested.

Description of Changes

The changes amend the regulations
and the survey forms for the BE-13
survey. These amendments include
changes in reporting requirements and
questionnaire design as well as data
items collected.
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Under the revised regulations, U.S.
affiliates report information on
expansions, acquisitions, and
establishments of U.S. business
enterprises by foreign investors. Unlike
other BEA surveys conducted pursuant
to the Act, persons subject to the
reporting requirements of the BE-13,
Survey of New Foreign Direct
Investment in the United States, are
required to respond whether or not they
are contacted by BEA.

Depending on the type of investment
transaction, U.S. affiliates shall report
their information on one of six forms—
BE-13A, BE-13B, BE-13C, BE-13D, BE—-
13E, or BE-13 Claim for Exemption. The
reporting requirements for the six forms
are:

a. Form BE-13A—Report for a U.S.
business enterprise when a foreign
entity acquires a voting interest
(directly, or indirectly through an
existing U.S. affiliate) in that enterprise,
segment, or operating unit and (i) the
total cost of the acquisition is greater
than $3 million, (ii) the U.S. business
enterprise will operate as a separate
legal entity, and (iii) by this acquisition,
at least 10 percent of the voting interest
in the acquired entity is now held
(directly or indirectly) by the foreign
entity.

b. Form BE-13B—Report for a U.S.
business enterprise when a foreign
entity, or an existing U.S. affiliate of a
foreign entity, establishes a new legal
entity in the United States and (i) the
projected total cost to establish the new
legal entity is greater than $3 million,
and (ii) the foreign entity owns 10
percent or more of the new business
enterprise’s voting interest (directly or
indirectly).

c. Form BE-13C—Report for an
existing U.S. affiliate of a foreign parent
when it acquires a U.S. business
enterprise or segment that it then
merges into its operations and the total
cost to acquire the business enterprise is
greater than $3 million.

d. Form BE-13D—Report for an
existing U.S. affiliate of a foreign parent
when it expands its operations to
include a new facility where business is
conducted and the projected total cost
of the expansion is greater than $3
million.

e. Form BE-13E—Report for a U.S.
business enterprise that previously filed
a BE-13B or BE-13D indicating that the
established or expanded entity is still
under construction.

f. Form BE-13 Claim for Exemption—
Report for a U.S. business enterprise
that (i) was contacted by BEA but does
not meet the requirements for filing
forms BE-13A, BE-13B, BE-13C, or BE—
13D, or (ii) whether or not contacted by

BEA, met all requirements for filing on
Forms BE-13A, BE-13B, BE-13C, or
BE-13D except the $3 million reporting
threshold.

In addition to the changes in the
reporting criteria and form design, BEA
hereby adds and deletes some data
items from the information collected on
the previous BE-13 survey. The
following items are added to the survey:

1. Equity and debt components of the
foreign parent funding;

2. A question asking if the new U.S.
operation will have research and
development activities;

3. A question asking if the new
operation is under construction;

4. Employment projections;

5. Actual and projected construction
expenditures by type and by year.

BEA is eliminating the following
items from the new BE-13 survey:
Investment incentives, sales by industry
(total sales and the overall industry code
for the new operation is still collected),
equity ownership interest (voting
interest is still collected), address of the
foreign parent (country is still
collected), and acres of U.S. land
owned.

Executive Order 12866

This final rule has been determined to
be not significant for purposes of E.O.
12866.

Executive Order 13132

This final rule does not contain
policies with Federalism implications
sufficient to warrant preparation of a
Federalism assessment under E.O.
13132.

Paperwork Reduction Act

The collection of information in this
final rule was submitted to the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB)
pursuant to the requirements of the
Paperwork Reduction Act (PRA). OMB
approved the information collection
under OMB control number 0608-0035.

Notwithstanding any other provisions
of law, no person is required to respond
to, nor shall any person be subject to a
penalty for failure to comply with, a
collection of information subject to the
requirements of the PRA unless that
collection displays a currently valid
OMB control number.

The BE-13 survey is expected to
result in the filing of reports from
approximately 1,350 U.S. affiliates each
year. The respondent burden for this
collection of information will vary from
one company to another, but is
estimated to average 1.6 hours per
response, including time for reviewing
instructions, searching existing data
sources, gathering and maintaining the

data needed, and completing and
reviewing the collection of information.
Thus the total respondent burden for
this survey is estimated at 2,160 hours,
compared to 900 hours for the previous
BE-13 survey. The increase in burden
hours is due to the increase in the
number of respondents expected to file.

Written comments regarding the
burden-hour estimates or other aspects
of the collection-of-information
requirements contained in the final rule
should be sent to both BEA via email at
Barbara.Hubbard@bea.gov or by FAX at
(202) 606-2894, and to OMB, O.LR.A.,
Paperwork Reduction Project 0608—
0035, Attention PRA Desk Officer for
BEA, via email at pbugg@omb.eop.gov
or by FAX at (202) 395-7245.

Regulatory Flexibility Act

The Chief Counsel for Regulation,
Department of Commerce, certified at
the proposed rule stage to the Chief
Counsel for Advocacy, Small Business
Administration, under the provisions of
the Regulatory Flexibility Act (RFA), 5
U.S.C. 605(b), that this final rule will
not have a significant economic impact
on a substantial number of small
entities. The factual basis for the
certification was published in the
proposed rule and is not repeated here.
No comments were received regarding
the certification or the economic impact
of the rule more generally. No final
regulatory flexibility analysis was
prepared.

List of Subjects in 15 CFR Part 801

Economic statistics, Foreign
investment in the United States,
International transactions, Penalties,
Reporting and record keeping
requirements.

Dated: July 30, 2014
Brian Moyer,

Acting Director, Bureau of Economic
Analysis.

For reasons set forth in the preamble,
BEA amends 15 CFR part 801 as
follows:

PART 801—SURVEY OF
INTERNATIONAL TRADE IN SERVICES
BETWEEN U.S. AND FOREIGN
PERSONS AND SURVEYS OF DIRECT
INVESTMENT

m 1. The authority citation for 15 CFR
part 801 continues to read as follows:

Authority: 5 U.S.C. 301; 15 U.S.C. 4908;
22 U.S.C. 3101-3108; E.O. 11961 (3 CFR,
1977 Comp., p. 86), as amended by E.O.
12318 (3 CFR, 1981 Comp. p. 173); and E.O.
12518 (3 CFR, 1985 Comp. p. 348).

m 2. Revise § 801.3 to read as follows:
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§801.3 Reporting requirements.

Except for surveys subject to
rulemaking in § 801.7, reporting
requirements for all other surveys
conducted by the Bureau of Economic
Analysis shall be as follows:

(a) Notice of specific reporting
requirements, including who is required
to report, the information to be reported,
the manner of reporting, and the time
and place of filing reports, will be
published by the Director of the Bureau
of Economic Analysis in the Federal
Register prior to the implementation of
a survey;

(b) In accordance with section
3104(b)(2) of title 22 of the United States
Code, persons notified of these surveys
and subject to the jurisdiction of the
United States shall furnish, under oath,
any report containing information
which is determined to be necessary to
carry out the surveys and studies
provided for by the Act; and

(c) Persons not notified in writing of
their filing obligation by the Bureau of
Economic Analysis are not required to
complete the survey.

m 3. Revise § 801.4 to read as follows:

§801.4 Recordkeeping requirements.

In accordance with section 3104(b)(1)
of title 22 of the United States Code,
persons subject to the jurisdiction of the
United States shall maintain any
information essential for carrying out
the surveys and studies provided for by
the Act.

m 4. Add §801.7 toread as follows:

§801.7 Rules and regulations for the BE-
13, Survey of New Foreign Direct
Investment in the United States.

The BE-13, Survey of New Foreign
Direct Investment in the United States is
conducted to collect data on the
acquisition or establishment of U.S.
business enterprises by foreign investors
and the expansion of existing U.S.
affiliates of foreign companies to
establish a new production facility. All
legal authorities, provisions, definitions,
and requirements contained in §§801.1
through 801.2 and §§ 801.4 through
801.6 are applicable to this survey.
Specific additional rules and regulations
for the BE—13 survey are given in
paragraphs (a) through (d) of this
section. More detailed instructions are
given on the report forms and
instructions.

(a) Response required. A response is
required from persons subject to the
reporting requirements of the BE-13,
Survey of New Foreign Direct
Investment in the United States,
contained herein, whether or not they
are contacted by BEA. Also, persons, or
their agents, that are contacted by BEA

about reporting in this survey, either by
sending them a report form or by
written inquiry, must respond in writing
pursuant this section. This may be
accomplished by filing the properly
completed BE-13 report (BE-13A, BE—
13B, BE-13C, BE-13D, BE-13E, or BE—
13 Claim for Exemption) within 45 days
of being contacted.

(b) Who must report. A BE—13 report
is required of any U.S. company in
which:

(1) A foreign direct investment in the
United States relationship is created;

(2) An existing U.S. affiliate of a
foreign parent establishes a new U.S.
legal entity, expands its U.S. operations,
or acquires a U.S. business enterprise,
or;
(3) A U.S. business enterprise that
previously filed a BE-13B or BE-13D
indicating that the established or
expanded entity is still under
construction. Foreign direct investment
is defined as the ownership or control
by one foreign person (foreign parent) of
10 percent or more of the voting
securities of an incorporated U.S.
business enterprise, or an equivalent
interest of an unincorporated U.S.
business enterprise, including a branch.

(c) Forms to be filed. Depending on
the type of investment transaction, U.S.
affiliates shall report their information,
on one of six forms—BE-13A, BE-13B,
BE-13C, BE-13D, BE-13E, or BE-13
Claim for Exemption.

(1) Form BE-13A—Report for a U.S.
business enterprise when a foreign
entity acquires a voting interest
(directly, or indirectly through an
existing U.S. affiliate) in that enterprise,
segment, or operating unit and:

(i) The total cost of the acquisition is
greater than $3 million;

(ii) The U.S. business enterprise will
operate as a separate legal entity, and;

(iii) By this acquisition, at least 10
percent of the voting interest in the
acquired entity is now held (directly or
indirectly) by the foreign entity.

(2) Form BE-13B—Report for a U.S.
business enterprise when a foreign
entity, or an existing U.S. affiliate of a
foreign entity, establishes a new legal
entity in the United States and:

(i) The projected total cost to establish
the new legal entity is greater than $3
million, and;

(ii) The foreign entity owns 10 percent
or more of the new business enterprise’s
voting interest (directly or indirectly).

(3) Form BE-13C—Report for an
existing U.S. affiliate of a foreign parent
when it acquires a U.S. business
enterprise or segment that it then
merges into its operations and the total
cost to acquire the business enterprise is
greater than $3 million.

(4) Form BE-13D—Report for an
existing U.S. affiliate of a foreign parent
when it expands its operations to
include a new facility where business is
conducted and the projected total cost
of the expansion is greater than $3
million.

(5) Form BE-13E—Report for a U.S.
business enterprise that previously filed
a BE-13B or BE-13D indicating that the
established or expanded entity is still
under construction. This form will
collect updated cost information and
will be collected annually until
construction is complete.

(6) Form BE—13 Claim for Not Filing—
Report for a U.S. business enterprise
that:

(i) Was contacted by BEA but does not
meet the requirements for filing forms
BE-13A, BE-13B, BE-13C, or BE-13D;
or

(ii) Whether or not contacted by BEA,
met all requirements for filing on Forms
BE-13A, BE-13B, BE-13C, or BE-13D
except the $3 million reporting
threshold.

(d) Due date. The BE-13 forms are
due no later than 45 days after the
acquisition is completed, the new legal
entity is established, the expansion is
begun, or the cost update is requested.

[FR Doc. 2014-19256 Filed 8—-13—14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-06—-P

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

34 CFR Chapter Il
[CFDA Number: 84.224D.]

Final Priority; Rehabilitation Services
Administration—Assistive Technology
Alternative Financing Program

AGENCY: Office of Special Education and
Rehabilitative Services, Department of
Education.

ACTION: Final priority.

SUMMARY: The Assistant Secretary for
Special Education and Rehabilitative
Services announces a priority under the
Assistive Technology Alternative
Financing Program administered by the
Rehabilitation Services Administration
(RSA). The Assistant Secretary may use
this priority for competitions in fiscal
year (FY) 2014 and later years. This
priority is designed to ensure that the
Department funds high-quality assistive
technology (AT) alternative financing
programs (AFPs) that meet rigorous
standards in order to enable individuals
with disabilities to access and acquire
assistive technology devices and
services necessary to achieve education,
community living, and employment
goals.
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DATES: Effective Date: This priority is
effective September 15, 2014.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Robert Groenendaal, U.S. Department of
Education, 400 Maryland Avenue SW.,
Room 5025, Potomac Center Plaza
(PCP), Washington, DC 20202-2800.
Telephone: (202) 245-7393 or by email:
robert.groenendaal@ed.gov.

If you use a telecommunications
device for the deaf (TDD) or a text
telephone (TTY), call the Federal Relay
Service (FRS), toll free, at 1-800-877—
8339.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Purpose of Program: The purpose of
the Assistive Technology Alternative
Financing Program (AFP) is to support
programs that provide for the purchase
of AT devices, such as a low-interest
loan fund, an interest buy-down
program, a revolving loan fund, a loan
guarantee, or an insurance program. The
Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2014
(the Act) requires applicants for these
grants to provide an assurance that, and
information describing the manner in
which, the AFP will expand and
emphasize consumer choice and
control. It also specifies that State
agencies and community-based
disability organizations that are directed
by and operated for individuals with
disabilities are eligible to compete.
Language in the Explanatory Statement
accompanying the Act provides that
successful applicants must emphasize
consumer choice and control and build
programs that will provide financing for
the full array of AT devices and services
and ensure that all people with
disabilities, regardless of type of
disability or health condition, age, level
of income, and residence, have access to
the program. In addition, the language
provides that applicants should
incorporate credit-building activities in
their programs, including financial
education and information about other
possible funding sources.

Program Authority: Consolidated
Appropriations Act, 2014 (Pub. L. 113-76).

We published a notice of proposed
priority for this competition in the
Federal Register on May 13, 2014 (79
FR 27230). That notice contained
background information and our reasons
for proposing this particular priority.

Except for minor editorial and
technical revisions, there are no
differences between the proposed
priority and this final priority.

Public Comment: In response to our
invitation in the notice of proposed
priority, 16 parties submitted comments
on the proposed priority. Generally, we
do not address technical or other minor
changes.

Analysis of Comments and Changes:
An analysis of the comments and of any
changes in the priority since publication
of the notice of proposed priority
follows.

Comment: Two commenters suggested
that there should be a provision for a
multi-State consortium to apply. One
commenter, however, expressed
opposition to multi-State consortia AT
loan programs because of a concern that
these consortia would duplicate State
programs. This commenter proposed
that AFPs should have knowledge of
State-specific AT resources.

Discussion: There is nothing in the
priority or regulations that prevents a
multi-State consortium from applying.
Under 34 CFR 75.127, eligible parties
may apply as a group for a grant; and
“consortium” is a term that may be used
to refer to a group of eligible parties. We
will clarify in the notice inviting
applications for this competition that
multi-State groups or consortia are
eligible to apply.

We agree with the commenter that
grantees should be knowledgeable about
State-specific AT resources, and believe
that the applicable selection criteria
address this concern. Specifically,
among the selection criteria in 34 CFR
75.210(a) that the Secretary may
consider when determining the need for
a proposed project is the magnitude of
the need for the services to be provided
or the activities to be carried out and the
extent to which specific gaps or
weaknesses in services, infrastructure,
or opportunities have been identified
and will be addressed by the proposed
project, including the nature and
magnitude of those gaps or weaknesses.
We will use the peer review process to
determine how well an applicant
addresses the needs of the service area
identified in the application.

Changes: None.

Comment: Seven commenters
expressed opposition to the competitive
preference points. On the other hand,
three commenters supported the
proposed competitive preference
priorities, citing the need for AFPs in
every State. One commenter suggested
that priority points be awarded to
existing AFPs with a history of
successful operation.

Discussion: Twenty of the States and
outlying areas have not received
funding for AT AFPs. While all States
and outlying areas can apply, our
objective is to establish AFPs in States
that have not previously received
funding from the Federal government
for this purpose and to expand small or
underfunded AFPs that have received
less than $1 million from competitions
under title III of the Assistive

Technology Act of 1998 (AT Act of
1998) during FYs 2000 through 2006, or
under the Appropriations Acts for FY
2012 and 2013. By awarding
competitive preference points to
applicants, we intend to address the
need for the development of AFPs from
these unserved or underfunded areas so
individuals with disabilities across the
nation have the opportunity to receive
services and purchase AT devices
through alternative loan programs.

Changes: None.

Comment: Two commenters suggested
that consumers be entitled to exercise
choice and control with respect to the
makeup of the board of directors of
grantees; and that the boards should
include a majority of members with
disabilities. One of these commenters
questioned whether family members
should be counted toward this majority.

Discussion: The Act and the priority
require that grantees emphasize and
expand consumer choice and control,
including oversight of the program.
Although we encourage grantees to
include individuals with disabilities
and their family members on their
boards of directors, the requirement in
the Act does not specifically apply to
the composition of the grantees’ boards.
It applies to the involvement of
consumers in the implementation of a
program’s administration and policy
decisions. This could be achieved in a
number of ways, including having a
majority of the members of the project’s
board of directors or loan review
committee be individuals with
disabilities. In addition, consumer
choice and control applies to consumers
who are receiving financial loans having
choices and control over the selection of
devices and vendors.

Each applicant is required to submit
an assurance that, and information
describing the manner in which, the
AFP will expand and emphasize
consumer choice and control. As AFPs
must be designed to allow individuals
with disabilities and their family
members, guardians, advocates, and
authorized representatives to purchase
AT devices or services, the consumer
choice and control requirement applies
to family members of individuals with
disabilities. As such, a family member
could serve on a board of directors or
loan review committee. We will use the
competitive process to determine the
extent to which an application proposes
to achieve consumer choice and control.

Changes: None.

Comment: One commenter supported
credit-building activities as an
important component of AFPs. This
commenter proposed that grantees be
required to provide financial education
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and counseling to consumers to improve
their financial capability, knowledge,
and skills and advance their economic
stability.

Discussion: The final priority requires
applicants to submit an assurance that
the AFP will incorporate credit-building
activities into their programs, including
financial education and information
about other possible funding sources.
We will use the competitive process to
determine the extent to which an
applicant proposes to meet this
requirement.

Changes: None.

Comment: One commenter
recommended that the Department
consider a State’s size, population,
number of people with disabilities, and
other unique qualities in evaluating a
grant application.

Discussion: Our objectives are to
establish AFPs in States and outlying
areas that have not previously received
funding from the Federal government
for this purpose and to expand small or
underfunded AFPs that have received
less than $1 million from competitions
under title IIT of the AT Act of 1998
during FYs 2000 through 2006 or under
the Appropriations Acts for FYs 2012
and 2013. However, we note that the
“Need for Project” selection criterion in
34 CFR 75.210(a) includes “‘the
magnitude of the need for the services
to be provided or the activities to be
carried out by the proposed project’” and
the “extent to which specific gaps or
weaknesses in services, infrastructure,
or opportunities have been identified
and will be addressed by the proposed
project.” We believe that this selection
criterion addresses the commenter’s
suggestion that we consider a State’s
size, population, number of people with
disabilities, and other unique qualities
in evaluating a grant application. We
encourage applicants to address these
factors in the “Need for Project” section
of the application. We also note that the
State Grant for Assistive Technology
program, a formula grant program
funded under the AT Act of 1998, as
amended, that provides grants to every
State and outlying area and considers a
grantee’s size and population in making
awards, authorizes grantees to develop
programs that are similar to the AFPs as
one of their activities.

Changes: None.

Comment: One commenter suggested
that the Department support existing
AFPs that have been effective but have
little or no Federal funding remaining.

Discussion: All States and outlying
areas are eligible to apply. However, we
believe that the States and outlying
areas that have not previously received
funding from the Federal government

for this purpose or that have small or
underfunded AFPs that have received
less than $1 million from competitions
under title III of the AT Act of 1998
during FYs 2000 through 2006 or under
the Appropriations Acts for FY 2012
and 2013 should receive competitive
priority.

Changes: None.

Comment: One commenter suggested
that no new programs be established
with less than $3 million. According to
this commenter, without this amount of
funding, a State cannot meet the need
for loans. This commenter also
recommended that RSA encourage any
State that has less than $1 million in
loanable funds to freeze the program
until adequate resources are available.

Discussion: The Act provided a total
of $2 million for the AT AFP
competition, which is $1 million less
than the minimum amount
recommended by the commenter. We
agree that small AFPs should have the
opportunity to acquire additional funds,
and are establishing a competitive
preference priority for programs that
received less than $1 million in funds
from competitions under title III of the
AT Act of 1998 during FYs 2000
through 2006 or under the
Appropriations Acts for FYs 2012 and
2013. However, we do not agree that an
AFP needs a minimum of $3 million to
be effective or that an AFP with less
than $1 million in loanable funds
should be frozen. Many of the programs
that received less than $1 million in
Federal funding in the past make
significant numbers of alternative
financing loans and have proved
themselves to be beneficial to
individuals with disabilities in their
States.

Changes: None.

Comment: Two commenters suggested
that RSA should support only
consumer-controlled, non-profit or
community-based organizations as
grantees under this program in FY 2014.

Discussion: Because the Act states
who is eligible for an award, we do not
have the authority to change the
program’s eligibility requirements.
Specifically, the Act states, “State
agencies and community-based
disability organizations that are directed
by and operated for individuals with
disabilities shall be eligible to
compete.”

Changes: None.

Comment: One commenter expressed
support for the 10 percent limit on
indirect expenses, and suggested that
RSA collect fiscal expenditure data on
an annual basis to ensure compliance.

Discussion: For each 12-month budget
period, grantees must recalculate their

allowable indirect cost rate, which may
not exceed 10 percent of the portion of
the grant award that is used annually for
program administration related to the
AFP. RSA supports the 10 percent limit
on indirect expenses and will monitor
grantees to ensure compliance with this
requirement.

Changes: None.

Final Priority:

Assistive Technology Alternative
Financing Program.

The Assistant Secretary for Special
Education and Rehabilitative Services
announces a priority to fund one-year
grant awards to support AFPs that assist
individuals with disabilities to obtain
financial assistance for AT devices and
services.

Under this priority, applicants must
establish or expand one or more of the
following types of AFPs:

(1) A low-interest loan fund.

(2) An interest buy-down program.

(3) A revolving loan fund.

(4) A loan guarantee or insurance
program.

(5) Another mechanism that is
approved by the Secretary.

AFPs must be designed to allow
individuals with disabilities and their
family members, guardians, advocates,
and authorized representatives to
purchase AT devices or services. If
family members, guardians, advocates,
and authorized representatives
(including employers who have been
designated by an individual with a
disability as an authorized
representative) receive AFP support to
purchase AT devices or services, the
purchase must be solely for the benefit
of an individual with a disability.

To be considered for funding, an
applicant must identify the type or
types of AFP(s) to be supported by the
grant and submit all of the following
assurances:

(1) Permanent Separate Account: An
assurance from the applicant that—

(a) All funds that support the AFP,
including funds repaid during the life of
the program, will be deposited in a
permanent separate account and
identified and accounted for separately
from any other funds;

(b) If the grantee administering the
program invests funds within this
account, the grantee will invest the
funds in low-risk securities in which a
regulated insurance company may
invest under the law of the State; and

(c) The grantee will administer the
funds with the same judgment and care
that a person of prudence, discretion,
and intelligence would exercise in the
management of the financial affairs of
that person.
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(2) Permanence of the Program: An
assurance that the AFP will continue on
a permanent basis.

An applicant’s obligation to
implement the AFP consistent with all
of the requirements, including reporting
requirements, continues until there are
no longer any funds available to operate
the AFP and all outstanding loans have
been repaid. If a grantee decides to
terminate its AFP while there are still
funds available to operate the program,
the grantee must return the funds
remaining in the permanent separate
account to the U.S. Department of the
Treasury except for funds being used for
grant purposes, such as loan guarantees
for outstanding loans. However, before
closing out its grant, the grantee also
must return any principal and interest
remitted to it on outstanding loans and
any other funds remaining in the
permanent separate account, such as
funds being used as loan guarantees for
those loans.

(3) Consumer Choice and Control: An
assurance that, and information
describing the manner in which, the
AFP will expand and emphasize
consumer choice and control.

(4) Supplement-Not-Supplant: An
assurance that the funds made available
through the grant to support the AFP
will be used to supplement and not
supplant other Federal, State, and local
public funds expended to provide
alternative financing mechanisms.

(5) Use and Control of Funds: An
assurance that funds comprised of the
principal and interest from the account
described in paragraph (1) Permanent
Separate Account of this priority will be
available solely to support the AFP.

This assurance regarding the use and
control of funds applies to all funds
derived from the AFP, including the
original Federal award, AFP funds
generated by either interest-bearing
accounts or investments, and all
principal and interest paid by borrowers
of the AFP who are extended loans from
the permanent separate account.

(6) Indirect Costs: An assurance that
the percentage of the funds used for
indirect costs will not exceed 10 percent
of the portion of the grant award that is
used annually for program
administration (excluding funds used
for loan activity).

For each 12-month budget period,
grantees must recalculate their
allowable indirect cost rate, which may
not exceed 10 percent of the portion of
the grant award that is used annually for
program administration related to the
AFP.

(7) Administrative Policies and
Procedures: An assurance that the
applicant receiving a grant under this

priority will submit to the Secretary for
review and approval within the 12-
month project period the following
policies and procedures for
administration of the AFP:

(a) A procedure to review and process
in a timely manner requests for financial
assistance for immediate and potential
technology needs, including
consideration of methods to reduce
paperwork and duplication of effort,
particularly relating to need, eligibility,
and determination of the specific AT
device or service to be financed through
the program.

(b) A policy and procedure to ensure
that individuals are allowed to apply for
financing for a full array of AT devices
and services regardless of type of
disability or health condition, age,
income level, location of residence in
the State, or type of AT device or service
for which financing is requested
through the program. It is permissible
for programs to target individuals with
disabilities who would have been
denied conventional financing as a
priority for AFP funding.

(c) A procedure to ensure consumer
choice and consumer-controlled
oversight of the program.

(d) A sustainability plan, including
information on the percentage of funds
expected to be used for operating
expenses and loan capital.

(8) Data Collection: An assurance that
the applicant will collect and report
data requested by the Secretary in the
format, with the frequency, and using
the method established by the Secretary
until there are no longer any funds
available to operate the AFP and all
outstanding loans have been repaid.

(9) Credit Building Activities: An
assurance that the AFP will incorporate
credit-building activities into its
programs, including financial education
and information about other possible
funding sources.

Competitive Preference Priorities:
Within this priority, we announce two
competitive preference priorities.

These priorities are:

Need to Establish an AFP (10
additional points): This applies to an
applicant located in a State or outlying
area where an AFP grant has not been
previously awarded under title III of the
AT Act of 1998 or under the
Appropriations Acts for FYs 2012 and
2013.

Need to Expand an AFP (5 additional
points): This applies to an applicant
located in a State or outlying area where
an AFP grant has been previously
awarded under title III of the AT Act of
1998 or under the Appropriations Acts
for FYs 2012 and 2013, but the State or
outlying area has received less than a

total of $1 million in Federal grant
funds for the operation of its AFP under
title III of the AT Act of 1998 during
fiscal years 2000 through 2006 and the
appropriations Acts for FYs 2012 and
2013.

Types of Priorities:

When inviting applications for a
competition using one or more
priorities, we designate the type of each
priority as absolute, competitive
preference, or invitational through a
notice in the Federal Register.The effect
of each type of priority follows:

Absolute priority: Under an absolute
priority, we consider only applications
that meet the priority (34 CFR
75.105(c)(3)).

Competitive preference priority:
Under a competitive preference priority,
we give competitive preference to an
application by (1) awarding additional
points, depending on the extent to
which the application meets the priority
(34 CFR 75.105(c)(2)(i)); or (2) selecting
an application that meets the priority
over an application of comparable merit
that does not meet the priority (34 CFR
75.105(c)(2)(ii)).

Invitational priority: Under an
invitational priority, we are particularly
interested in applications that meet the
priority. However, we do not give an
application that meets the priority a
preference over other applications (34
CFR 75.105(c)(1)).

This notice does not preclude us from
proposing additional priorities,
requirements, definitions, or selection
criteria, subject to meeting applicable
rulemaking requirements.

Note: This notice does not solicit
applications. In any year in which we choose
to use this priority, we invite applications
through a notice in the Federal Register.

Executive Orders 12866 and 13563
Regulatory Impact Analysis

Under Executive Order 12866, the
Secretary must determine whether this
regulatory action is “significant” and,
therefore, subject to the requirements of
the Executive order and subject to
review by the Office of Management and
Budget (OMB). Section 3(f) of Executive
Order 12866 defines a “significant
regulatory action” as an action likely to
result in a rule that may—

(1) Have an annual effect on the
economy of $100 million or more, or
adversely affect a sector of the economy,
productivity, competition, jobs, the
environment, public health or safety, or
State, local, or tribal governments or
communities in a material way (also
referred to as an “‘economically
significant” rule);
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(2) Create serious inconsistency or
otherwise interfere with an action taken
or planned by another agency;

(3) Materially alter the budgetary
impacts of entitlement grants, user fees,
or loan programs or the rights and
obligations of recipients thereof; or

(4) Raise novel legal or policy issues
arising out of legal mandates, the
President’s priorities, or the principles
set forth in the Executive order.

This final regulatory action is not a
significant regulatory action subject to
review by OMB under section 3(f) of
Executive Order 12866.

We have also reviewed this final
regulatory action under Executive Order
13563, which supplements and
explicitly reaffirms the principles,
structures, and definitions governing
regulatory review established in
Executive Order 12866. To the extent
permitted by law, Executive Order
13563 requires that an agency—

(1) Propose or adopt regulations only
upon a reasoned determination that
their benefits justify their costs
(recognizing that some benefits and
costs are difficult to quantify);

(2) Tailor its regulations to impose the
least burden on society, consistent with
obtaining regulatory objectives and
taking into account—among other things
and to the extent practicable—the costs
of cumulative regulations;

(3) In choosing among alternative
regulatory approaches, select those
approaches that maximize net benefits
(including potential economic,
environmental, public health and safety,
and other advantages; distributive
impacts; and equity);

(4) To the extent feasible, specify
performance objectives, rather than the
behavior or manner of compliance a
regulated entity must adopt; and

(5) Identify and assess available
alternatives to direct regulation,
including economic incentives—such as
user fees or marketable permits—to
encourage the desired behavior, or
provide information that enables the
public to make choices.

Executive Order 13563 also requires
an agency ‘‘to use the best available
techniques to quantify anticipated
present and future benefits and costs as
accurately as possible.”” The Office of
Information and Regulatory Affairs of
OMB has emphasized that these
techniques may include “identifying
changing future compliance costs that
might result from technological
innovation or anticipated behavioral
changes.”

We are issuing this final priority only
on a reasoned determination that its
benefits justify its costs. In choosing
among alternative regulatory

approaches, we selected those
approaches that maximize net benefits.
Based on the analysis that follows, the
Department believes that this regulatory
action is consistent with the principles
in Executive Order 13563.

We also have determined that this
regulatory action does not unduly
interfere with State, local, and tribal
governments in the exercise of their
governmental functions.

In accordance with both Executive
orders, the Department has assessed the
potential costs and benefits, both
quantitative and qualitative, of this
regulatory action. The potential costs
are those resulting from statutory
requirements and those we have
determined as necessary for
administering the Department’s
programs and activities.

Intergovernmental Review: This
program is subject to Executive Order
12372 and the regulations in 34 CFR
part 79. One of the objectives of the
Executive order is to foster an
intergovernmental partnership and a
strengthened federalism. The Executive
order relies on processes developed by
State and local governments for
coordination and review of proposed
Federal financial assistance.

This document provides early
notification of our specific plans and
actions for this program.

Accessible Format: Individuals with
disabilities can obtain this document in
an accessible format (e.g., braille, large
print, audiotape, or compact disc) by
contacting the Grants and Contracts
Services Team, U.S. Department of
Education, 400 Maryland Avenue SW.,
Room 5075, PCP, Washington, DC
20202-2550. Telephone: (202) 245—
7363. If you use a TDD or a TTY, call
the FRS, toll free, at 1-800-877—-8339.

Electronic Access to This Document:
The official version of this document is
the document published in the Federal
Register. Free Internet access to the
official edition of the Federal Register
and the Code of Federal Regulations is
available via the Federal Digital System
at: www.gpo.gov/fdsys. At this site you
can view this document, as well as all
other documents of this Department
published in the Federal Register, in
text or Adobe Portable Document
Format (PDF). To use PDF you must
have Adobe Acrobat Reader, which is
available free at the site.

You may also access documents of the
Department published in the Federal
Register by using the article search
feature at: www.federalregister.gov.
Specifically, through the advanced
search feature at this site, you can limit
your search to documents published by
the Department.

Dated: August 11, 2014.
Michael K. Yudin,

Acting Assistant Secretary for Special
Education and Rehabilitative Services.

[FR Doc. 2014—-19289 Filed 8-13-14; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 4000-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

34 CFR Chapter Il

[Docket ID ED-2014-OSERS-0024; CFDA
Number: 84.315C.]

Final Priorities; Rehabilitation Services
Administration—Capacity Building
Program for Traditionally Underserved
Populations—Vocational Rehabilitation
Training Institute for the Preparation of
Personnel in American Indian
Vocational Rehabilitation Services
Projects

AGENCY: Office of Special Education and
Rehabilitative Services, Department of
Education.

ACTION: Final priorities.

SUMMARY: The Assistant Secretary for
Special Education and Rehabilitative
Services announces two priorities under
the Capacity Building Program for
Traditionally Underserved Populations
administered by the Rehabilitation
Services Administration (RSA). The
Assistant Secretary may use one or more
of these priorities for competitions in
fiscal year (FY) 2014 and later years.
Priority 1 establishes a new vocational
rehabilitation (VR) training institute for
the preparation of personnel in
American Indian Vocational
Rehabilitation Services (AIVRS) projects
(the Institute). Priority 2 requires a
partnership between a four-year
institution of higher education (IHE)
and a two-year community college or
tribal college. This partnership is
designed to successfully implement the
VR training Institute established in
Priority 1. In addition, the partnership
agreement required under Priority 2
provides a brief description of how the
partnership will be managed, the
partners’ roles and responsibilities and
a strategy for sustaining the partnership
after the Federal investment ends.

DATES: Effective Date: These priorities
are effective September 15, 2014.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kristen Rhinehart-Fernandez, U.S.
Department of Education, 400 Maryland
Avenue SW., Room 5027, Potomac
Center Plaza (PCP), Washington, DC
20202-2800. Telephone: (202) 245-6103
or by email: kristen.rhinehart@ed.gov.
If you use a telecommunications
device for the deaf (TDD) or a text
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telephone (TTY), call the Federal Relay
Service (FRS), toll free, at 1-800-877—
8339.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Purpose Of
Program: The Capacity Building
Program for Traditionally Underserved
Populations under section 21(b)(2)(C) of
the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as
amended (Rehabilitation Act) (29 U.S.C.
718(b)(2)(C)), provides outreach and
technical assistance (TA) to minority
entities and American Indian tribes to
promote their participation in activities
funded under the Rehabilitation Act,
including assistance to enhance their
capacity to carry out such activities.

Program Authority: 29 U.S.C. 718(b)(2)(C).

We published a notice of proposed
priorities for this competition in the
Federal Register on June 11, 2014 (79
FR 33486). That notice contained
background information and our reasons
for proposing the particular priorities.

Public Comment: In response to our
invitation for public comment in the
notice of proposed priorities, 10 parties
submitted comments.

We group major issues according to
subject. Generally, we do not address
technical and other minor changes. In
addition, we do not address comments
that raised concerns not directly related
to the proposed priorities.

There are differences between the
proposed priorities and these final
priorities as discussed under Analysis of
Comments and Changes. We made
several changes to strengthen and clarify
the priorities. Specifically, the revised
priorities require the Institute to consult
with appropriate and relevant entities in
developing and providing training and
TA to AIVRS projects; ensure that all
materials developed reflect the AIVRS
target population and diversity among
its communities to the maximum extent
possible; provide training through a
variety of delivery methods so as not to
exclude any participants and to meet
the needs of the particular community
served to the maximum extent possible;
and ensure that training focused on
effective communication with business
reflects the marketplace of tribal
communities. Further, we clarify the
Institute’s role, the target audience for
this project, and the requirements for
awarding a VR certificate. Finally, we
substantially revise Priority 2 in order to
clarify its purpose, requirements, and
intended outcomes, and how applicants
are to respond to this priority in the
application.

Analysis of Comments and Changes:
An analysis of the comments and of any
changes in the priorities since
publication of the notice of proposed
priorities follows.

Comment: A number of commenters
recognized the work of the Consortia of
Administrators for Native American
Rehabilitation (CANAR) and its TA
project currently funded by RSA, Tribal
Vocational Rehabilitation Continuous
Improvement for Rehabilitation
Counselors, Leaders, and Educators
(TVR-Circle). Commenters suggested
that, for the Institute to be effective,
those already working, or with
significant experience, in the field of
tribal VR should be involved in the
development of the curriculum for this
project as well as in making decisions
regarding methods of delivering the
curriculum. Commenters suggested that
a Native American-led entity with a
national focus, such as CANAR, should
serve as the lead consultant for the
Institute.

Discussion: We agree that CANAR'’s
TVR Circle currently serves as a
valuable resource not only in
understanding cultural competencies,
but also in providing TA, organizational
development, and educational training
activities that are focused on the needs
of AIVRS projects. Priority 1 does not
require a lead entity or consultant for
this project, other than the Institute.
Priority 1 requires the Institute to
conduct outreach activities and consult
with appropriate and relevant entities in
developing and providing training and
TA to AIVRS projects.

Changes: We added language to the
introductory paragraph of Priority 1 to
clarify the role of the Institute, which
includes conducting outreach activities
and consulting with appropriate and
relevant entities in developing and
providing training and TA to AIVRS
projects.

Comment: Several commenters
emphasized the need for greater focus
on the inclusion of cultural
competencies within the priorities.
Specifically, commenters stated that the
Institute must ensure that its products,
curriculum, and deliverables reflect the
AIVRS target population, especially the
diversity among American Indian and
Native Alaskan communities. In
addition, commenters noted that an
understanding of how to deliver VR
services within a particular cultural
context is a critical component of the
AIVRS program.

Discussion: Priority 1 requires the
Institute to develop a structured
program of training in a culturally
appropriate manner. Priority 1 also
states that the Institute must provide
culturally relevant training that goes
beyond technical compliance with the
program statute and regulations
applicable to the AIVRS program
(Section 121 of the Rehabilitation Act,

34 CFR parts 369 and 371, and EDGAR).
However, we believe that this priority
should also specify that the products,
curriculum, and deliverables must also
reflect the AIVRS target population.

Change: We added a sentence to the
introductory paragraph of Priority 1 to
emphasize the importance of reflecting
the AIVRS target population and
diversity among its communities in all
materials developed by the Institute to
the maximum extent possible.

Comment: A commenter requested
clarification as to whether the TA
mentioned in Priority 1, paragraph (e),
which requires the applicant to identify
innovative methods and strategies for
supporting AIVRS personnel when they
have completed their training, and the
TA mentioned in Priority 1, paragraph
(g), which requires applicants to
describe a plan to provide follow-up
TA, either virtually or on-site to
participants, applies to AIVRS projects
seeking TA or only to participants who
received training through the Institute.

Discussion: It is important to
distinguish between TA to be provided
by the Institute and TA currently
provided by the TVR Circle. The follow-
up TA described in paragraphs (e) and
(g) of Priority 1 states that it is for
participants who have completed the
structured program of training delivered
by the Institute. The target audience for
this structured program of training is
AIVRS project personnel with little or
no experience in VR processes and
practices. By contrast, the TA provided
by the TVR Circle is intended to
improve the performance of AIVRS
grantees that are determined to be “at
risk” by the Department. Because both
paragraphs (e) and (g) describe the
follow-up as occurring only after
successful completion of the structured
program of training, we believe the
priority is clear as written.

Change: None.

Comment: Several commenters
recommended a diverse model for
delivering the structured program of
training to meet the needs of the target
audience. Some commenters raised a
concern that many AIVRS projects are
located in rural and remote
communities that present challenges to
providing in-person training. In
addition, commenters stated that,
although web-based training is cost
effective, it may not be the best option
for all projects, as reliable Internet
access may not be available in many
tribal communities. Commenters
suggested different methods of offering
training such as on-line, in a traditional
classroom setting, or at regional
trainings throughout the country as an
extension of national conferences. In
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addition, commenters suggested that
grant funds be used to cover the costs
of participant travel in order to ensure
that AIVRS project funds are used for
program services.

Discussion: We agree that training
should be offered through a variety of
delivery methods so as not to exclude
any participants and to meet the needs
of the particular community served as
much as possible. Priority 1, as
proposed, stated that the series of
trainings may be offered in person,
through distance learning, or through a
combination of the two. In addition, the
U.S. Department of Education General
Administrative Regulations (EDGAR),
and government-wide requirements,
including applicable Office of
Management and Budget (OMB) cost
principles, provides general guidance
regarding costs and cost-related issues
and requirements related to travel. The
cost principles do not preclude grant
funds from being used to offset costs
associated with travel, such as
transportation or lodging. However, we
want to stress that travel expenses must
be reasonable and should be used to
ensure that AIVRS project personnel
located in remote areas of the country
are able to participate in the Institute.

Change: In order to adequately
address that the training should be
offered through a variety of delivery
methods, we added language in the
introductory paragraph in Priority 1 to
clarify that training may be offered in a
traditional classroom setting, through
distance learning, through week-long
institutes, at regional trainings
throughout the country as an extension
of national conferences, and through
other delivery methods, as appropriate,
to meet the needs of the targeted
audience. We also revised Priority 1 to
specify that grant funds may be used to
provide reasonable financial assistance
to offset costs associated with travel for
participants who may be located in
remote areas of the country.

Comment: Some commenters asked
whether RSA intends for the Institute to
award an academic certificate or a non-
academic certificate. Commenters
indicated that an academic certificate is
transferable to an Associate of Arts
degree, an undergraduate degree, or a
graduate degree, while a non-academic
certificate may impart knowledge, skills,
and abilities but will not benefit the
AIVRS personnel in furthering their
academic credentials and professional
credibility.

Discussion: Priority 1 does not
distinguish between an academic and a
non-academic certificate. It is our intent
that a VR certificate, academic or non-
academic, represent more than

successful completion of the program.
The VR certificate demonstrates that a
participant has received the
foundational VR knowledge and skills
in the provision of VR services and is
able to provide appropriate, effective,
and culturally relevant VR services to
American Indians with disabilities to
prepare for, and engage in, gainful
employment consistent with their
informed choice. A VR certificate could
be used by participants to further their
pursuit of a post-secondary degree. For
example, an applicant could propose to
award college credit to a participant
who meets the requirements and criteria
established for a VR certificate, which
may then be used by the participant to
support an application to a four-year
IHE that offers an undergraduate degree
in VR counseling. However, it is up to
the applicant to determine whether the
Institute will award an academic or non-
academic certificate. Further, the
applicant must establish requirements
and criteria for obtaining the VR
certificate and define how the certificate
may be used by participants, if desired,
to pursue an advanced degree.

Change: In order to clarify the
purpose of a VR certificate, we added
language to the introductory paragraph
of Priority 1 to clarify that the Institute
may determine whether the VR
certificate awarded will be academic or
non-academic, the requirements for
obtaining such a certificate, and how the
certificate may be used by participants
who earn it.

Comment: Commenters raised
concerns regarding excessively high
unemployment and an overall lack of
industry in many tribal communities
and how those issues may affect the
training topic specified in Priority 1 to
focus on effective communication with
business. Commenters suggested that
the content in this topic be expanded to
include approaches for developing
relationships and working with
entrepreneurs, small businesses, and
cooperative businesses that may offer
emerging employment opportunities for
tribal members with disabilities.

Discussion: We recognize the
commenters’ concerns related to high
unemployment and accept their
proposed suggestions for expanding the
topic focused on effective
communication with business to
include working with entrepreneurs,
small businesses, and cooperative
businesses.

Change: In order to ensure that the
training module titled “Effective
Communication with Business” is an
accurate representation of the
marketplace in tribal communities, we
expanded the first sentence of Priority 1,

paragraph (a)(3), to include all types of
businesses, especially entrepreneurs,
small businesses, and cooperative
businesses that may offer employment
opportunities for tribal members with
disabilities.

Comment: None.

Discussion: In our own review of the
priorities, it became apparent that
paragraph (h)(4) of Priority 1 is unclear
and that the language in that paragraph
does not meaningfully add to the
requirements for the priority. Therefore,
we are removing this language.

Change: In Priority 1, paragraph (h)(4)
is removed. Therefore, paragraph (h)(5)
in Priority 1 is renumbered as paragraph
(h)(4).

Comment: A few commenters
requested clarification regarding
whether Priority 2 is a subset of Priority
1 and whether applicants will be
required to meet both priorities.

Discussion: We believe that the
Institute, as proposed, must be
developed and delivered through
collaboration between a four-year IHE
and a two-year community college or
tribal college. We believe that the
priorities, as written, are clear.

Change: None.

Comment: A few commenters
requested clarification regarding Priority
2, which, as proposed, requires
collaboration between a four-year IHE
and a two-year community college or
tribal college. Commenters inquired as
to whether other partners, in addition to
a four-year IHE and a two-year
community college or tribal college,
could be involved in a collaboration
agreement.

Discussion: In Priority 2, as proposed,
we require collaboration between a four-
year IHE and a two-year community
college or tribal college. The
collaboration may be expanded to
include other relevant partners to
support the goals and expected
outcomes of this project, such as a
business. However, the collaboration
must include, at a minimum, a four-year
THE and a two-year community college
or tribal college. We believe that the
priority is clear as written.

Change: None.

Comment: None.

Discussion: In our own review of the
priorities and the comments we
received, it became clear that applicants
could benefit from additional details
and clarification about our requirements
in Priority 2. Therefore, we revised the
priority to clarify its purpose,
requirements, intended outcomes, and
how applicants are to respond to the
priority. First, the purpose of Priority 2
is to require a partnership between a
four-year IHE and a two-year
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community college or tribal college to
effectively implement the requirements
of Priority 1. We believe that
community colleges or tribal colleges
are uniquely suited to provide the type
of customized instruction necessary to
meet the requirements of Priority 1. In
addition, the involvement of a four-year
IHE will improve the instruction by
providing access to faculty who possess
a breadth of knowledge and experience
in the field of VR. Therefore, applicants
will respond to Priority 2 by
demonstrating, in the narrative portion
of their application, that the Institute
reflects a collaboration of knowledge,
experience, skills, faculty, curriculum,
resources, and technology between a
four-year IHE and a two-year
community college or tribal college in
order to deliver a high-quality
structured program of training on
foundational VR knowledge and skills
in a culturally appropriate manner.

Second, Priority 2, as proposed, was
written to require collaboration between
a four-year IHE and a two-year
community college or tribal college. We
replaced the term “collaboration” in the
proposed priority with the term
“partnership” in the final priority in
order to better reflect the type of
relationship that we intended between
the four-year IHE and the two-year
community college or tribal college. In
addition, Priority 2, as proposed, was
written to require a formal agreement
between a four-year IHE and a two-year
community or tribal college. We
replaced the term “formal agreement”
with the term “partnership agreement”
in order to better reflect the purpose of
the priority. In Priority 2, the
partnership agreement is required to be
submitted in addition to the narrative
portion of the application.

Third, Priority 2, as proposed, would
have given the Secretary discretion to
require the formal agreement to include
the signatures of the president and chief
financial officer from the four-year IHE
and the two-year community college or
tribal college. However, after review, we
concluded that it is essential that the
partnership agreement contain the
signatures of the president and chief
financial officer of both parties, and we
make this a mandatory component of
the agreement. In addition, we
concluded that the remaining four
elements of the agreement are also
critical to ensuring that the partnership
is able to effectively implement the
requirements in Priority 1 and meet the
goal of the Institute. Therefore, the
partnership agreement described in
Priority 2 must contain all four
components, three of which we revised

to clarify and streamline the
applications.

Finally, a component in Priority 2, as
proposed, required the formal
agreement to include in-kind or
financial contributions from both
parties. However, because there are no
matching requirements in this program,
we revised this component to make
clear that these contributions are not
required. Another component in Priority
2, as proposed, required the formal
agreement to include a plan to sustain
the partnership after the Federal
investment ends. We revised this
requirement for the partnership
agreement in the final priority to require
applicants to provide a brief strategy to
sustain the partnership after the Federal
investment ends.

Change: Priority 2 is revised to clarify
the requirements for the partnership
between a four-year IHE and two-year
community college or tribal college,
including its objective of delivering a
high-quality structured program of
training on foundational VR knowledge
and skills in a culturally appropriate
manner. Priority 2 also is revised to
require a partnership agreement, which
must be signed by the president and
chief financial officer of both parties.
The required partnership agreement
must include a brief description of how
the partnership will operate each year
during the five-year grant period of
performance. The agreement must also
describe how information regarding the
progress of the grant, as well as any
issues and challenges, will be
communicated; what steps will be taken
to resolve conflicts; the roles,
responsibilities, and deliverables of
each party; and the arrangements, if any,
for supporting the program with
resources, that are not paid for by the
award; and include a brief strategy to
sustain the partnership and the
structured training program after the
Federal investment ends.

Final Priorities

Priority 1: Vocational Rehabilitation
Training Institute for the Preparation of
Personnel in American Indian
Vocational Rehabilitation Services
Projects

The Assistant Secretary for Special
Education and Rehabilitative Services
establishes a priority to support one
Institute under section 21(b)(2)(C) of the
Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as
amended—the Vocational Rehabilitation
(VR) Training Institute for the
Preparation of Personnel in American
Indian Vocational Rehabilitation
Services (AIVRS) Projects (the Institute).
The Institute will provide a structured

program of training in vocational
rehabilitation (VR) to current personnel
of the AIVRS projects to improve the
delivery of VR services to American
Indians with disabilities. The Institute
will conduct outreach activities and
consult with appropriate and relevant
entities in developing and providing
training and TA to AIVRS projects. All
products, curricula, and deliverables
developed by the Institute must reflect
the AIVRS population and diversity
among its communities to the maximum
extent possible. The Institute will
consist of a series of trainings
specifically geared towards building
foundational skills that, when
satisfactorily completed, will lead to a
VR certificate awarded by the Institute.
The Institute may determine whether
the VR certificate awarded will be
academic or non-academic, the
requirements for obtaining such a
certificate, and how the certificate may
be used by participants who earn it. The
series of trainings may be offered in a
traditional classroom setting, through
distance learning, through week-long
institutes, at regional trainings
throughout the country as an extension
of national conferences, and through
other delivery methods, as appropriate,
to meet the needs of the targeted
audience. In addition, grant funds may
be used to provide reasonable financial
assistance to offset costs associated with
travel for participants who may be
located in remote areas of the country.
The Institute will conduct an
assessment before and after providing
training for each participant in order to
assess strengths and specific areas for
improvement, educational attainment
and application of skills, and any issues
or challenges to be addressed post-
training to ensure improved delivery of
VR services to American Indians with
disabilities. The Institute will provide
follow-up TA to participants to address
any issues or challenges that are
identified post-training and to ensure
that the training they received is applied
effectively in their work setting. Finally,
the Institute will conduct an evaluation
to obtain feedback on the training and
follow-up TA and to determine whether
this improvement contributed to
increased employment outcomes for
American Indians with disabilities.

The Department will award this grant
as a cooperative agreement to ensure
that there is substantial involvement
(i.e., significant communication and
collaboration) between RSA and the
grantee in carrying out the activities of
the program (34 CFR 75.200(b)(4)).

In coordination with the Department,
the Institute must, in a culturally
appropriate manner:



Federal Register/Vol. 79, No. 157/ Thursday, August 14, 2014/Rules and Regulations

47583

(a) Develop a structured program of
training on foundational VR knowledge
and skills that will lead to AIVRS
personnel earning a VR certificate. The
training would include, at a minimum:
vocational assessment, determination of
applicant eligibility, development of an
individualized plan for employment
(IPE), the acquisition and use of
assistive technology, and obtaining and
using up-to-date labor market
information to understand the local
economy and effectively match the
skills of AIVRS consumers with the
needs of employers. The Institute must
provide culturally relevant training that
goes beyond technical compliance with
the program statute and regulations
applicable to the AIVRS program
(Section 121 of the Rehabilitation Act,
34 CFR Parts 369 and 371, and EDGAR)
and focuses on providing the basic
foundational skills necessary to improve
counseling and VR services provided by
AIVRS personnel. The training topics
must include, at a minimum:

(1) Introduction to VR: An orientation
to the field of VR, addressing in general
terms the various disabilities a VR
counselor is apt to encounter working in
an AIVRS project. The training
developed by the Institute must teach
AIVRS personnel to understand the
nature of a significant disability and the
complexities a person with such a
disability experiences and must teach
how various disabilities affect an
individual’s ability to participate in
competitive employment;

(2) Effective communication with
AIVRS consumers including:
Identification of approaches to,
techniques for, and relevant examples of
developing trust and rapport with
individuals with a disability;
appropriate conduct when engaging
with individuals with a disability; and
interacting with members of the tribal
council;

(3) Effective communication with
business including: Identification of
approaches to, techniques for, and
relevant examples of building and
maintaining relationships with all types
of businesses, especially entrepreneurs,
small businesses, and cooperative
businesses that may offer emerging
employment opportunities for tribal
members with disabilities. This training
topic includes educating potential
employers about how reasonable
accommodations and assistive
technology can be used to support
effectively the employment of
individuals with disabilities. The
Institute must also teach participants
how to obtain accurate labor market
information on available employment
opportunities in their State and local

area, and how to identify education,
technical requirements, and necessary
skill sets for the jobs available;

(4) Conducting a vocational
assessment and determining eligibility:
How to obtain and evaluate necessary
medical and other documentation and
the results of assessments that may have
been conducted by entities other than
the AIVRS project. The Institute must
teach AIVRS personnel how to use
appropriate assessment tools that assist
in determining an individual’s
eligibility for VR services and in
developing an IPE;

(5) Managing caseload: How to
manage cases so that information can be
retrieved and communicated to the
AIVRS consumer in a timely manner.
The Institute must teach AIVRS
personnel how to create, manage, and
appropriately close consumer case files;

(6) Development of an IPE: How to
plan and provide VR services that lead
to meaningful employment
opportunities that are at appropriate
skill levels and consistent with the
consumer’s abilities, interests, and
informed choice; and

(7) Development of job-seeking skills:
Identification of approaches to,
techniques for, and relevant examples of
improving job-seeking skills. This
includes resume preparation, practicing
interview skills, networking, navigating
job sites, targeting job searches, and
other effective skills that will lead to job
placement for AIVRS consumers.

(b) Develop a course syllabus that
describes the proposed sequence of
topical training.

(c) Develop a training module for one
of the seven topics in paragraph (a) to
serve as an example for how
participants will be trained in that area.

(d) Develop a recruitment and
retention plan that describes how the
Institute will conduct outreach activities
and recruitment efforts to enroll current
AIVRS personnel in the Institute.
Current AIVRS staff may nominate
themselves or be nominated by the
AIVRS project director to participate in
the Institute. The plan must also
describe how the Institute will provide
academic support and counseling for
AIVRS personnel to ensure successful
completion, as well as steps that will be
taken to provide assistance to AIVRS
personnel who are not performing to
their fullest potential in the Institute’s
structured program of training.

(e) Identify innovative methods and
strategies for supporting AIVRS
personnel when they have completed
the training, including a plan for
maintaining regular contact with AIVRS
personnel upon successful completion
of the structured program of training

and providing follow-up TA on various
situations and settings encountered by
AIVRS personnel in working with
American Indians with disabilities, as
well as TA on effective programmatic
and fiscal management of an AIVRS
project.

(f) Develop an assessment tool for use
by the Institute before and after the
training. The assessment must identify
the strengths and specific areas in
which participants need to improve
prior to the beginning of the training. In
addition, 90 days after the training is
completed, the assessment must
evaluate the attainment of skills,
demonstrated application of those skill
sets, and any issues or challenges for
participating AIVRS personnel that may
impact improved delivery of VR
services to American Indians with
disabilities. The Institute must
administer the assessment tool and
provide a copy to participants. The
Institute must also ensure that the
results are reviewed with participating
AIVRS personnel and shared with their
respective Directors.

(g) Describe a plan to provide follow-
up TA, either virtually or on-site, to
participants. The purpose is to ensure
that the training that AIVRS personnel
received is applied effectively in their
work settings and addresses any issues
or challenges identified as a result of the
assessment that is conducted 90 days
after the training is completed.

(h) Describe how the Institute will be
evaluated. Such a description must
include:

(1) How the Institute will determine
its impact over a period of time on
improving the delivery of VR services to
American Indians with disabilities and
increasing employment outcomes;

(2) How input from AIVRS project
directors will be included in the
evaluation;

(3) How feedback from American
Indians with disabilities will be
included in the evaluation;

(4) How the data and results from the
evaluation will be used to make
necessary adjustments and
improvements to AIVRS projects and
training of AIVRS personnel.

Priority 2: Partnership Between a Four-
Year Institution of Higher Education
and a Two-Year Community College or
Tribal College

Applicants will demonstrate, in the
narrative portion of their application,
that the Institute reflects a collaboration
of knowledge, experience, skills,
faculty, curricula resources, and
technology between a four-year IHE and
a two-year community college or tribal
college in order to deliver a high-quality
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structured program of training on
foundational VR knowledge and skills
in a culturally appropriate manner.

Applicants are required to submit a
partnership agreement, in addition to
the narrative portion of their
application. The partnership agreement
must be signed by the president and
chief financial officer of both parties.
Applicants must include a brief
description in the partnership
agreement of how the partnership will
operate each year during the five-year
grant period of performance. Applicants
must also summarize in the agreement
how information regarding the progress
of the grant, as well as any issues and
challenges, will be communicated; what
steps will be taken to resolve conflicts;
the roles, responsibilities, and
deliverables of each party; and the
arrangements, if any, for supporting the
program with resources, that are not
paid for by the award. Finally,
applicants must provide a brief strategy
in the agreement to sustain the
partnership and the structured training
program after the Federal investment
ends.

Types of Priorities:

When inviting applications for a
competition using one or more
priorities, we designate the type of each
priority as absolute, competitive
preference, or invitational through a
notice in the Federal Register. The
effect of each type of priority follows:

Absolute priority: Under an absolute
priority, we consider only applications
that meet the priority (34 CFR
75.105(c)(3)).

Competitive preference priority:
Under a competitive preference priority,
we give competitive preference to an
application by (1) awarding additional
points, depending on the extent to
which the application meets the priority
(34 CFR 75.105(c)(2)(i)); or (2) selecting
an application that meets the priority
over an application of comparable merit
that does not meet the priority (34 CFR
75.105(c)(2)(ii)).

Invitational priority: Under an
invitational priority, we are particularly
interested in applications that meet the
priority. However, we do not give an
application that meets the priority a
preference over other applications (34
CFR 75.105(c)(1)).

This notice does not preclude us from
proposing additional priorities,
requirements, definitions, or selection
criteria, subject to meeting applicable
rulemaking requirements.

Note: This notice does not solicit
applications. In any year in which we choose
to use these priorities, we invite applications
through a notice in the Federal Register.

Executive Orders 12866 and 13563
Regulatory Impact Analysis

Under Executive Order 12866, the
Secretary must determine whether this
regulatory action is “significant’ and,
therefore, subject to the requirements of
the Executive order and subject to
review by the Office of Management and
Budget (OMB). Section 3(f) of Executive
Order 12866 defines a “significant
regulatory action” as an action likely to
result in a rule that may—

(1) Have an annual effect on the
economy of $100 million or more, or
adversely affect a sector of the economy,
productivity, competition, jobs, the
environment, public health or safety, or
State, local, or tribal governments or
communities in a material way (also
referred to as an “‘economically
significant” rule);

(2) Create serious inconsistency or
otherwise interfere with an action taken
or planned by another agency;

(3) Materially alter the budgetary
impacts of entitlement grants, user fees,
or loan programs or the rights and
obligations of recipients thereof; or

(4) Raise novel legal or policy issues
arising out of legal mandates, the
President’s priorities, or the principles
stated in the Executive order.

This final regulatory action is not a
significant regulatory action subject to
review by OMB under section 3(f) of
Executive Order 12866.

We have also reviewed this final
regulatory action under Executive Order
13563, which supplements and
explicitly reaffirms the principles,
structures, and definitions governing
regulatory review established in
Executive Order 12866. To the extent
permitted by law, Executive Order
13563 requires that an agency—

(1) Propose or adopt regulations only
upon a reasoned determination that
their benefits justify their costs
(recognizing that some benefits and
costs are difficult to quantify);

(2) Tailor its regulations to impose the
least burden on society, consistent with
obtaining regulatory objectives and
taking into account—among other things
and to the extent practicable—the costs
of cumulative regulations;

(3) In choosing among alternative
regulatory approaches, select those
approaches that maximize net benefits
(including potential economic,
environmental, public health and safety,
and other advantages; distributive
impacts; and equity);

(4) To the extent feasible, specify
performance objectives, rather than the
behavior or manner of compliance a
regulated entity must adopt; and

(5) Identify and assess available
alternatives to direct regulation,
including economic incentives—such as
user fees or marketable permits—to
encourage the desired behavior, or
provide information that enables the
public to make choices.

Executive Order 13563 also requires
an agency ‘‘to use the best available
techniques to quantify anticipated
present and future benefits and costs as
accurately as possible.” The Office of
Information and Regulatory Affairs of
OMB has emphasized that these
techniques may include “identifying
changing future compliance costs that
might result from technological
innovation or anticipated behavioral
changes.”

We are issuing these final priorities
only on a reasoned determination that
their benefits justify their costs. In
choosing among alternative regulatory
approaches, we selected those
approaches that maximize net benefits.
Based on the analysis that follows, the
Department believes that this regulatory
action is consistent with the principles
in Executive Order 13563.

We also have determined that this
final regulatory action does not unduly
interfere with State, local, and tribal
governments in the exercise of their
governmental functions.

In accordance with both Executive
orders, the Department has assessed the
potential costs and benefits, both
quantitative and qualitative, of this
regulatory action. The potential costs
are those resulting from statutory
requirements and those we have
determined as necessary for
administering the Department’s
programs, projects, and activities.

Intergovernmental Review: This
program is subject to Executive Order
12372 and the regulations in 34 CFR
part 79, unless the applicant is a
federally recognized Indian tribe. One of
the objectives of the Executive order is
to foster an intergovernmental
partnership and a strengthened
federalism. The Executive order relies
on processes developed by State and
local governments for coordination and
review of proposed Federal financial
assistance.

This document provides early
notification of our specific plans and
actions for this program.

Accessible Format: Individuals with
disabilities can obtain this document in
an accessible format (e.g., braille, large
print, audiotape, or compact disc) by
contacting the Grants and Contracts
Services Team, U.S. Department of
Education, 400 Maryland Avenue SW.,
Room 5075, PCP, Washington, DC
20202-2550. Telephone: (202) 245—



Federal Register/Vol. 79, No. 157/ Thursday, August 14, 2014/Rules and Regulations

47585

7363. If you use a TDD or a TTY, call
the FRS, toll free, at 1-800-877—-8339.

Electronic Access to This Document:
The official version of this document is
the document published in the Federal
Register. Free Internet access to the
official edition of the Federal Register
and the Code of Federal Regulations is
available via the Federal Digital System
at: www.gpo.gov/fdsys. At this site you
can view this document, as well as all
other documents of this Department
published in the Federal Register, in
text or Adobe Portable Document
Format (PDF). To use PDF you must
have Adobe Acrobat Reader, which is
available free at the site.

You may also access documents of the
Department published in the Federal
Register by using the article search
feature at: www.federalregister.gov.
Specifically, through the advanced
search feature at this site, you can limit
your search to documents published by
the Department.

Dated: August 11, 2014.
Michael K. Yudin,

Acting Assistant Secretary for Special
Education and Rehabilitative Services.

[FR Doc. 2014-19285 Filed 8—13—14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4000-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS
AFFAIRS

38 CFR Part 3
RIN 2900-A084
Specially Adapted Housing Eligibility

for Amyotrophic Lateral Sclerosis
Beneficiaries

AGENCY: Department of Veterans Affairs.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Department of Veterans
Affairs (VA) amended by interim final
rule its adjudication regulation
regarding specially adapted housing
(SAH) to authorize automatic issuance
of a certificate of eligibility for SAH to
all veterans and active-duty
servicemembers with service-connected
amyotrophic lateral sclerosis (ALS)
rated totally disabling under the VA
Schedule for Rating Disabilities. This
document adopts as a final rule, without
change, the interim final rule published
in the Federal Register on December 3,
2013.
DATES: Effective date: August 14, 2014.
Applicability date: The provisions of
this regulatory amendment apply to all
applications for SAH pending before VA
on or received after December 3, 2013.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Randy A. McKevitt, Legal Consultant,

Regulations Staff (211D), Compensation
Service, Veterans Benefits
Administration, Department of Veterans
Affairs, 810 Vermont Avenue NW.,
Washington, DC 20420, (202) 461-9700.
This is not a toll-free number.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In a
document published in the Federal
Register on December 3, 2013 (78 FR
72573), VA amended its regulations
concerning SAH. The amendment
authorized automatic issuance of a
certificate of eligibility for SAH to all
veterans and active-duty
servicemembers with service-connected
ALS rated totally disabling under the
VA Schedule for Rating Disabilities. The
comment period for that interim final
regulation ended February 3, 2014. VA
received no comments. Based on the
rationale set forth in the interim final
rule, we are adopting the provisions of
the interim final rule as a final rule
without change.

Administrative Procedure Act

Pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 553(b)(B) and
(d)(3), VA found that there was good
cause to dispense with advance public
notice and opportunity to comment on
the interim final rule and good cause to
publish that rule with an immediate
effective date. The interim final rule was
necessary to implement immediately the
Secretary’s decision to establish SAH
eligibility for all persons with totally-
disabling service-connected ALS. Delay
in the implementation of this rule
would have been impracticable and
contrary to the public interest,
particularly to veterans and active-duty
servicemembers.

Because the survival period for
persons suffering from ALS is generally
18-48 months or less from the onset of
symptoms, any delay in establishing
SAH eligibility is extremely detrimental
to veterans and active-duty
servicemembers who are currently
afflicted with ALS. Any delay in
implementation until after a public-
comment period could have delayed
modifying the regulated certificate of
eligibility process, depriving ALS
veterans and active-duty
servicemembers of quick and efficient
access to SAH benefits.

For the foregoing reasons, the
Secretary issued the rule as an interim
final rule with immediate effect.

Paperwork Reduction Act

This final rule contains no provisions
constituting a collection of information
under the Paperwork Reduction Act of
1995 (44 U.S.C. 3501-3521).

Regulatory Flexibility Act

The Secretary hereby certifies that
this final rule will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities as they are
defined in the Regulatory Flexibility
Act, 5 U.S.C. 601-612. This final rule
will not affect any small entities. Only
VA beneficiaries will be directly
affected. Therefore, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
605(b), this final rule is exempt from the
initial and final regulatory flexibility
analysis requirements of sections 603
and 604.

Executive Orders 12866 and 13563

Executive Orders 12866 and 13563
direct agencies to assess the costs and
benefits of available regulatory
alternatives and, when regulation is
necessary, to select regulatory
approaches that maximize net benefits
(including potential economic,
environmental, public health and safety
effects, and other advantages;
distributive impacts; and equity).
Executive Order 13563 (Improving
Regulation and Regulatory Review)
emphasizes the importance of
quantifying both costs and benefits,
reducing costs, harmonizing rules, and
promoting flexibility. Executive Order
12866 (Regulatory Planning and
Review) defines a “‘significant
regulatory action,” which requires
review by the Office of Management and
Budget (OMB), as ““any regulatory action
that is likely to result in a rule that may:
(1) Have an annual effect on the
economy of $100 million or more or
adversely affect in a material way the
economy, a sector of the economy,
productivity, competition, jobs, the
environment, public health or safety, or
State, local, or tribal governments or
communities; (2) Create a serious
inconsistency or otherwise interfere
with an action taken or planned by
another agency; (3) Materially alter the
budgetary impact of entitlements,
grants, user fees, or loan programs or the
rights and obligations of recipients
thereof; or (4) Raise novel legal or policy
issues arising out of legal mandates, the
President’s priorities, or the principles
set forth in this Executive Order.”

The economic, interagency,
budgetary, legal, and policy
implications of this final rule have been
examined, and it has been determined
not to be a significant regulatory action
under Executive Order 12866. VA’s
impact analysis can be found as a
supporting document at http://
www.regulations.gov, usually within 48
hours after the rulemaking document is
published. Additionally, a copy of the
rulemaking and its impact analysis are
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available on VA’s Web site at http://
wwwl.va.gov/orpm/, by following the
link for “VA Regulations Published.”

Unfunded Mandates

The Unfunded Mandates Reform Act
of 1995 requires, at 2 U.S.C. 1532, that
agencies prepare an assessment of
anticipated costs and benefits before
issuing any rule that may result in the
expenditure by State, local, and tribal
governments, in the aggregate, or by the
private sector, of $100 million or more
(adjusted annually for inflation) in any
one year. This final rule will have no
such effect on State, local, and tribal
governments, or on the private sector.

Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Numbers and Titles

The Catalog of Federal Domestic
Assistance program numbers and titles
for this rule are 64.106, Specially
Adapted Housing for Disabled Veterans
and 64.109, Veterans Compensation for
Service-Connected Disability.

Signing Authority

The Secretary of Veterans Affairs, or
designee, approved this document and
authorized the undersigned to sign and
submit the document to the Office of the
Federal Register for publication
electronically as an official document of
the Department of Veterans Affairs.
Robert A. McDonald, Secretary,
Department of Veterans Affairs,
approved this document on August 6,
2014, for publication.

List of Subjects in 38 CFR Part 3

Administrative practice and
procedure, Claims, Disability benefits,
Health care, Pensions, Radioactive
materials, Veterans, Vietnam.

Dated: August 11, 2014.
Robert C. McFetridge,

Director, Regulation Policy and Management,
Office of the General Counsel, Department
of Veterans Affairs.

m Accordingly, the interim final rule
revising 38 CFR part 3, which was
published at 78 FR 72573 on December
3, 2013, is adopted as a final rule
without change.

[FR Doc. 2014—-19240 Filed 8-13-14; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 8320-01-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 300

[EPA-HQ-SFUND-1990-0011; FRL-9915-
24-Region 6]

National Oil and Hazardous
Substances Pollution Contingency
Plan; National Priorities List: Direct
Deletion of the Monroe Auto
Equipment (Paragould Pit) Superfund
Site

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.

ACTION: Direct final rule.

SUMMARY: The Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) Region 6 is publishing a
direct final Notice of Deletion of the
Monroe Auto (Paragould Pit) Superfund
Site located in Paragould, Greene
County, Arkansas, from the National
Priorities List (NPL). The NPL,
promulgated pursuant to section 105 of
the Comprehensive Environmental
Response, Compensation, and Liability
Act (CERCLA) of 1980, as amended, is
an appendix of the National Oil and
Hazardous Substances Pollution
Contingency Plan (NCP). This direct
final deletion is being published by EPA
with the concurrence of the State of
Arkansas, through the Arkansas
Department of Environmental Quality
(ADEQ), because EPA has determined
that all appropriate response actions
under CERCLA have been completed.
However, this deletion does not
preclude future actions under
Superfund.

DATES: This direct final deletion is
effective October 14, 2014 unless EPA
receives adverse comments by
September 15, 2014. If adverse
comments are received, EPA will
publish a timely withdrawal of the
direct final deletion in the Federal
Register informing the public that the
deletion will not take effect.

ADDRESSES: Submit your comments,
identified by Docket ID No. EPA-HQ—
SFUND-1990-0011, by one of the
following methods:

e http://www.regulations.gov: Follow
internet on-line instructions for
submitting comments.

e Email: Brian W. Mueller,
mueller.brian@epa.gov.

e Fax:214-665—6660.

e Mail: Brian W. Mueller; U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency,
Region 6; Superfund Division (6SF-RL);
1445 Ross Avenue, Suite 1200; Dallas,
Texas 75202—-7167.

e Hand delivery: U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency, Region 6; 1445 Ross

Avenue, Suite 700; Dallas, Texas 75202—
2733; Contact: Brian W. Mueller (214)
665—7167. Such deliveries are only
accepted during the Docket’s normal
hours of operation, and special
arrangements should be made for
deliveries of boxed information.

Instructions: Direct your comments to
Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-SFUND-1990—
0011. EPA’s policy is that all comments
received will be included in the public
docket without change and may be
made available online at http://
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 http://
www.regulations.gov or email. The
http://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 http://
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 http://
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 http://
www.regulations.gov or in hard copy at:
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,

Region 6; 1445 Ross Avenue, Suite

700; Dallas, Texas 75202—2733; hours

of operation: Monday through Friday,

9:00 a.m. to 12:00 p.m. and 1:00 p.m.

to 4:00 p.m. Contact: Brian W.

Mueller (214) 665-7167.


http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www1.va.gov/orpm/
http://www1.va.gov/orpm/
mailto:mueller.brian@epa.gov

Federal Register/Vol. 79, No. 157/ Thursday, August 14, 2014/Rules and Regulations

47587

Arkansas Department of Environmental
Quality, 5301 Northshore Drive, North
Little Rock, Arkansas 72118; Hours of
Operation: Monday through Friday
8:00 a.m. until 4:30 p.m.

Northeast Arkansas Regional Library,
located at 120 North 12th Street,
Paragould, Arkansas 72450; Hours of
operation: Monday through Thursday
day 8:00 a.m. until 6:00 p.m., Friday
8:00 a.m. until 4:00 p.m., and
Saturday 8:00 a.m. until 1:00 p.m.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Brian W. Mueller, Remedial Project

Manager; U.S. Environmental Protection

Agency, Region 6; Superfund Division

(6SF—RL); 1445 Ross Avenue, Suite

1200; Dallas, Texas 75202—-2733, (214)

665—7167; email: mueller.brian@

epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Table of Contents

I. Introduction

II. Deletion Criteria

III. Deletion Procedures
IV. Basis for Site Deletion
V. Deletion Action

I. Introduction

EPA Region 6 is publishing this direct
final Notice of Deletion of the Monroe
Auto Pit. Superfund Site (Site), from the
National Priorities List (NPL). The NPL
constitutes Appendix B of 40 CFR Part
300 which is the Oil and Hazardous
Substances Pollution Contingency Plan
(NCP), which EPA promulgated
pursuant to Section 105 of the
Comprehensive Environmental
Response, Compensation and Liability
Act (CERCLA) of 1980, as amended.
EPA maintains the NPL as the list of
sites that appear to present a significant
risk to public health, welfare, or the
environment. Sites on the NPL may be
the subject of remedial actions financed
by the Hazardous Substance Superfund
(Fund). As described in §300.425(e)(3)
of the NCP, sites deleted from the NPL
remains eligible for Fund-financed
remedial action if future conditions
warrant such actions.

Because EPA considers this action to
be noncontroversial and routine, this
action will be effective October 14, 2014
unless EPA receives adverse comments
by September 15, 2014. Along with this
direct final Notice of Deletion, EPA is
co-publishing a Notice of Intent for
Deletion in the “Proposed Rules”
section of this Federal Register. If
adverse comments are received within
the 30-day public comment period on
this deletion action, EPA will publish a
timely withdrawal of this direct final
Notice of Deletion before the effective
date of the deletion and the deletion
will not take effect. EPA will, as

appropriate, prepare a response to
comments and continue with the
deletion process on the basis of the
Notice of Intent for Deletion and the
comments already received. There will
be no additional opportunity to
comment.

Section II of this document explains
the criteria for deleting sites from the
NPL. Section III discusses procedures
that EPA is using for this action. Section
IV discusses the Monroe Auto Pit
Superfund Site and demonstrates how it
meets the deletion criteria. Section V
discusses EPA’s action to delete the Site
from the NPL unless adverse comments
are received during the public comment
period.

I1. NPL Deletion Criteria

The NCP establishes the criteria that
EPA uses to delete sites from the NPL.
In accordance with 40 CFR 300.425(e),
sites may be deleted from the NPL
where no further response is
appropriate. In making such a
determination pursuant to 40 CFR
300.425(e), EPA will consider, in
consultation with the State, whether any
of the following criteria have been met:

i. Responsible parties or other persons
have implemented all appropriate
response actions required;

i1. All appropriate Fund-financed
response under CERCLA has been
implemented, and no further response
action by responsible parties is
appropriate; or

iii. The remedial investigation has
shown that the release poses no
significant threat to public health or the
environment and, therefore, the taking
of remedial measures is not appropriate.

III. Deletion Procedures

The following procedures apply to the
deletion of the Site:

(1) EPA has consulted with the state
of Arkansas prior to developing this
direct final Notice of Deletion and the
Notice of Intent for Deletion co-
published in the “Proposed Rules”
section of this Federal Register.

(2) EPA has provided the state 30
working days for review of this notice
and the parallel Notice of Intent to
Delete prior to their publication today,
and the state, through the Arkansas
Department of Environmental Quality,
has concurred on this deletion of the
Site from the NPL.

(3) Concurrently with the publication
of this direct final Notice of Deletion, a
notice of the availability of the parallel
Notice of Intent for Deletion is being
published in a major local newspaper,
the Paragould Daily Press. The
newspaper notice announces the 30-day
public comment period concerning the

Notice of Intent for Deletion of the Site
from the NPL.

(4) The EPA placed copies of
documents supporting the deletion in
the deletion docket and made these
items available for public inspection
and copying at the Site information
repositories identified above.

(5) If adverse comments are received
within the 30-day public comment
period on this deletion action, EPA will
publish a timely notice of withdrawal of
this direct final Notice of Deletion
before its effective date and will prepare
a response to comments and continue
with the deletion process on the basis of
the Notice of Intent for Deletion and the
comments already received.

Deletion of a site from the NPL does
not itself create, alter, or revoke any
individual’s rights or obligations.
Deletion of a site from the NPL does not
in any way alter EPA’s right to take
enforcement actions, as appropriate.
The NPL is designed primarily for
informational purposes and to assist
EPA management. Section 300.425(e)(3)
of the NCP states that the deletion of a
site from the NPL does not preclude
eligibility for further response actions,
should future conditions warrant such
actions.

IV. Basis for Site Deletion

The following information provides
EPA’s rationale for deleting the Site
from the NPL.

Site Background and History

The Monroe Auto Equipment
(Paragould Pit) Superfund Site
(CERCLIS ID ARD980864110) is located
in northeastern Arkansas in an
unincorporated portion of Greene
County, approximately three miles
southwest of Paragould, Arkansas. The
site lies immediately west of Arkansas
Highway 358, approximately three miles
west of its intersection with U.S.
Highway 49. The site lies in the
Northwest Quarter of the Northeast
Quarter of Section 17, Township 16
North, Range 5 East, in the Paragould
West 7.5-minute quadrangle. The
southwestern corner of the site is at
latitude 36°01°0” and longitude
90°34’30”. The site occupies seven (7)
acres of a former sand and gravel borrow
pit. The area is rural and lightly
populated with private residences
located immediately south, north, and
northeast of the site.

Monroe Auto Equipment Company
(now Tenneco Automotive, Inc.)
purchased the described property for
disposal of alum and lime electroplating
sludge that originated from settling
ponds used for the treatment of
wastewater from Monroe Auto
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Equipment’s Paragould manufacturing
plant. The waste material was placed on
the site from 1973 to 1978, resulting in
over 10,000 cubic yards (CY) of sludge
at the site in the sand and gravel pit. In
July 1987, the EPA conducted a Site
Assessment inspection to assess the
potential for public exposure to
contaminants being released from the
site. Principal pollutants in groundwater
identified by the EPA included solvents
and degreasing agents such as 1,1-
Dichloroethane (1,1-DCA), 1,2-
Dichloroethene (1,2-DCE), Xylenes, and
metals. As an interim action, Tenneco
initiated sampling of private residential
wells located within one-half mile of the
site beginning in July 1987. The EPA
proposed that the Site be added to the
National Priorities List (NPL) on
October 26, 1989 and was finalized to
the NPL on August 30, 1990. On-site
monitoring wells and a private drinking
water well 300 feet southeast (down-
gradient) of the pit are contaminated
with 1,1-dichloroethane and 1,2-
dichloroethylene, according to tests
conducted in 1987-88 by the Arkansas
Department of Health and a Monroe
consultant. The consultant also found
arsenic, nickel, and lead in the
monitoring wells. An estimated 2,100
people obtain drinking water from
private wells within 3 miles of the site.

Remedial Investigation and Feasibility
Study

A Potentially Responsible Party (PRP)
search conducted in 1990 under
CERCLA Section 104 (e) 42 U.S.C.
9604(e), indicated that Monroe Auto
Equipment was the only PRP for the
site. On March 14, 1991, the EPA issued
notice of an impending Remedial
Investigation and Feasibility Study (RI/
FS) to the PRP. Monroe Auto
Equipment, now Tenneco, responded to
the notice with a good faith offer to
perform the RI/FS. On June 28, 1991,
Monroe Auto Equipment Company
entered into an Administrative Order on
Consent with the EPA to conduct a RI/
FS under CERCLA. The RI was
completed in August 1993, and the FS
was completed in April 1995. The RI/FS
identified the types, quantities, and
locations of contaminants found at the
Site and developed ways to address the
contamination. A Human Health Risk
Assessment and an Ecological Risk
Assessment were performed to
determine the current and future effects
of contaminants on human health and
the environment.

Remedy Components

Remedial Action Objectives (RAOs)
were developed for Site to address the
contaminated soils and ground water.

The remedy is comprised of the
following major components as
stipulated in the Remedial Action
Workplan:

¢ Excavate, segregate and stage
sludge, stained soils, and overburden
(clean soil) and unstained soils;

e Stockpile overburden and
unstained soils for use as backfill;

e Stabilize sludge material with 5 to
10 percent lime addition;

e Analyze stained soil and solidified
sludge;

e Transport and dispose of stained
soil that exhibits concentrations of
constituents of concern (COC) below
toxicity characteristic leaching
procedure (TCLP) levels and EPA
Region VI Medium Specific Health
Based Screening Levels in a Subtitle D
landfill;

o Stockpile stabilized sludge in an
on-site lined containment cell;

o Apply for de-listing of stabilized
sludge;

¢ Verify removal of impacted
materials from the sludge pit through
analytical testing of the bottom and
sides of the excavation area;

¢ Restore the site by backfilling,
grading and seeding;

e Transport and dispose of stabilized
sludge in accordance with the results of
the de-listing petition; and

¢ Conduct groundwater monitoring to
ensure the effectiveness of the RA.

In order to achieve these RAOs,
numerical risk-based cleanup levels
were established for each environmental
medium based on the residential
scenario.

Soil/Sludge

e Prevent exposure to current and
future human and ecological receptors
through ingestion, dermal contact, and
inhalation of contaminated soil/sludge
containing trichloroethylene, vinyl
chloride, antimony, arsenic, beryllium,
chromium VI, and lead.

Groundwater

e Prevent exposure to current and
future human and ecological receptors
through ingestion, dermal contact, and
inhalation of contaminated groundwater
containing cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene,
trans-1,2-Dichloroethylene, bis(2-
Ethylhexyl)phthalate, beryllium,
chromium, lead, manganese.

In order to achieve these RAOs,
numerical risk-based cleanup levels
were established for each environmental
medium based on the residential
scenario.

Selected Remedy

A proposed plan for the Site was
issued on July 17, 1995, presenting the

preferred alternative of capping the
sludge disposal area, installing a
groundwater interception system
(french drain), and addressing the
groundwater contamination through
natural attenuation, degradation and
monitoring. On September 26, 1996, the
Record of Decision (ROD) was issued
and signed for the Site.

Remedy Modification

In February 1998, the ADPC&E
(current ADEQ) signed a Consent
Administrative Order directing Tenneco
to conduct the Remedial Design/
Remedial Action (RD/RA) under
ADPG&E oversight presenting the
preferred alternative of excavation and
offsite disposal for the waste,
contaminated soil, and contaminated
sediment at the Site.

In 1999, Tenneco submitted a petition
to modify the ROD to change the
method of contaminated soil
remediation from containment of the
contaminated soil and sludge, to
excavation and treatment as required by
the Resource Conservation and
Recovery Act for removal and disposal
of contaminated soil and sludge in an
off-site permitted secure Subtitle D
disposal facility. The amended ROD was
signed by the ADEQ on September 15,
2000, and by the EPA on November 9,
2000. The amendment to the ROD did
not alter the Remedial Action Objectives
established by the 1996 ROD, or the
Applicable or Relevant and Appropriate
Requirements listed in the 1996 ROD.
The revised soil remedy did not alter
the previous requirement of monitored
natural attenuation of constituents in
the groundwater. The new remedy was
consistent with the statements and
expressed wishes regarding remediation
activities from nearby residents. By
treatment and removal of the waste from
the site, the site is available for future
development. The amended soil or
source remedy included: Excavation of
sludge and stained soils; verifying
removal of impacted materials from the
sludge disposal area; transporting and
disposing of stained soil in a Subtitle D
landfill; solidifying and stabilizing
sludge material; stockpiling stabilized
sludge; applying for de-listing of
stabilized sludge and transporting and
disposing of stabilized sludge in
accordance with the results of the
delisting petition.

The final remedy is detailed in the
Remedial Design Submittal Quality
Assurance Project Plan, Remedial
Action Workplan, Remedial Design
Submittal Sampling and Analysis Plan
(SAP), and Remedial Design Submittal
Health and Safety Plan. The final
remedy represents the culmination of



Federal Register/Vol. 79, No. 157/ Thursday, August 14, 2014/Rules and Regulations

47589

activities that resulted from the
preliminary site investigation completed
in 1988, the RI/FS, the ROD and
Amended ROD.

Response Actions

Tenneco began on-site Remedial
Action construction in September 1999.
The soil remedial action consisted of the
excavation and segregation of 14,633
cubic yards of soil and started in
September 1999. Based on field
calculations, a total of 3,348 cubic yards
of overburden (clean fill material), 8,553
cubic yards of stained soil and 2,732
yards of sludge (prior to stabilization
and consolidation) were removed
during the excavation activities.

The overburden was removed,
stockpiled, sampled and confirmed to
meet the RA goals for soil and used as
backfill. In accordance with the SAP,
one grab sample was collected for every
2,000 cubic yards of overburden,
unstained soil or clean backfill. A total
of 8,160 cubic yards of additional soil
was imported for use as backfill,
yielding a total of 11,508 yards of
backfill used to replace the stained soil
and sludge removed from the site. The
site was recontoured to provide better
drainage, enabling use of a smaller
amount of soil required for backfill
(11,508 cubic yards backfilled as
compared to 14,633 cubic yards
removed). A total of seven samples were
collected from the overburden and
imported backfill and confirmed the
backfill material met the soil remedial
clean-up requirements for the Site.

The 8,553 cubic yards of stained soil
was stockpiled, sampled to confirm
disposal in accordance with ADEQ
requirements and disposed in two
Subtitle D Landfills upon confirmation
of soil constituent levels. In accordance
with the SAP, at a minimum, one grab
sample was collected for every 500
cubic yards of stained soil. A total of 26
samples were collected from the stained
soil to confirm this material met the
disposal requirements for the permitted
landfill. The weigh tickets from the
Subtitle D Landfills confirm the
disposal of the 8,553 cubic yards or
14,599 tons (1.7 tons/cubic yard) of
stained soil as part of the Soil RA. A
total of 11,621 tons of stained soil was
transported and disposed at the Butler
County Landfill in Poplar Bluff,
Missouri and 2,978 tons of stained soil
were transported and disposed at the
Waste Management—Two Pines
Landfill in North Little Rock, Arkansas.

The 2,732 cubic yards of sludge
removed was stabilized with
approximately 241 tons of quicklime
and stockpiled in an on-site lined
containment cell. In accordance with

the SAP, at a minimum, one grab
sample was collected for every 500
cubic yards of stabilized sludge. A total
of seven samples were collected from
the stabilized sludge to provide the
basis for preparation of a petition for de-
listing of this material. The 2,723 cubic
yards of sludge removed was based on
field measurements prior to
stabilization. Surveying of this material
after stabilization and consolidation
over several months after placement in
the containment cell yielded a volume
of 1,798 cubic yards. A De-listing
Petition (Petition) was prepared by the
PRP in August 2000. The Petition was
approved by EPA and subsequently by
the ADEQ in an August 27, 2001 letter
entitled Exclusion of F006 Waste at the
Tenneco/Monroe Facility from the
Definition of Hazardous Waste. Upon
approval of the Petition, the 1,798 cubic
yards or 3,243 tons (1.8 tons/cubic yard)
of stabilized sludge was transported and
disposed of at the Waste Management—
Two Pines Landfill in North Little Rock,
Arkansas. The bottom and sidewalls of
the sludge pit excavation were extended
until the visually impacted material had
been removed. Prior to the collection of
verification samples, an additional 1-
foot of material was removed and
disposed as stained soil. In accordance
with the SAP, a verification soil sample
was collected for every 500 square feet
of sidewall or floor. A total of 81
verification samples were collected
which confirmed that the excavation
activities met the RA Goals for Soil at
the site. In accordance with oral field
instructions by the EPA Remedial
Project Manager (RPM), and later
included in the amendment to the ROD,
the PRP excavated all of the stained soil
and sludge until levels were at or below
the RA Goals for Soil at the site. The
stained soil that had concentrations of
the COCs below the TCLP levels and the
EPA Region 6’s Medium Specific Health
Based Screening Levels was excavated
and disposed in a Subtitle D Landfill.
The final shipment of stained soil was
on December 16, 1999. The contractor
also stabilized all of the contaminated
soil and sludge which exhibited
contaminant levels above the TCLP
levels. The final shipment of the
stabilized material was on September
13, 2001. The final inspection was
conducted on September 14, 2001, and
the Preliminary Close Out Report was
signed on September 19, 2001.

Groundwater Remedial Implementation
History

Natural attenuation and monitoring
was the remedy selected in the ROD to
address the groundwater contamination
on and offsite. The ROD amendment did

not change the groundwater remedy.
The ROD required the PRP to develop
and implement a Groundwater
Monitoring Plan (GMP) and beginning
in September 2001, semiannual
monitoring of eighteen (18) wells began.
The PRP conducted groundwater
monitoring events through March 2009.
The PRP has discontinued monitoring
groundwater at the Site.

The Groundwater Remedy portion of
the September 26, 1996 ROD and the
2000 ROD Amendment included
conducting long-term groundwater
monitoring of wells at the Site and local
private wells located in the vicinity of
the Site. As part of the Groundwater
Remedy, a Groundwater Monitoring
Plan (GMP) was prepared for the Site.
The GMP specified procedures to be
followed for long-term groundwater
monitoring to ensure compliance with
the requirements of the ROD and the
ROD Amendment. Tenneco initiated
GMP activities in September 2001. The
GMP also specified quality assurance
and quality control (QA/QC) protocols
for ground water sampling. The EPA
Remedial Project Manager and State
regulators visited the site during ground
water monitoring activities to observe
ground water sampling. ADEQ also took
independent samples to that confirmed
the results of the samples taken by the
PRP. No deviations or non-adherence to
QA/QC protocols, or specifications were
identified.

Based on analysis of semi-annual
groundwater sampling results since
March 2001, a request was made and
approved to reduce the number of
groundwater monitoring wells and
COCs included in the Site GMP. The
requested revised GMP focused only on
volatile organic chemicals (VOCs) at six
select groundwater monitoring well
locations. A request to remove the
requirements for sampling of the private
wells was submitted to EPA and ADEQ
on March 31, 2002. The request was
approved following submittal of the
Private Well Report in 2004. The Private
Well Report provided a summary of
available information for each of the
twenty-nine (29) wells and presented a
comparative analysis of the analytical
results from over ten (10) years of
sampling the private wells relative to
the maximum contaminant levels
(MCLs). Based on the findings presented
in the report, no VOCs were detected in
any of the private wells above the MCLs
over the past ten (10) years. Select
inorganics, primarily lead, were
detected at varying concentrations,
periodically exceeding the respective
MCL in select samples collected prior to
1996. These detections of lead however
were within background concentration
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levels for the surrounding area and not
believed to have resulted from
contamination at the site. Based on the
data review presented in the Private
Well Report, none of the private wells
located within one-half mile of the site
have been impacted by contamination
from the site.

The results of the semi-annual/annual
sampling events are presented in
respective Semi-Annual/Annual
Sampling Reports. Based on the most
recent groundwater sampling results
from the site groundwater monitoring
wells, presented in the March 2009
Comprehensive Summary Report
Annual Groundwater Sampling Event
for the Monroe Superfund Site, the
concentrations of VOCs continue to
remain below the remedial goals for the
Site in all of the groundwater
monitoring wells sampled with the
approved groundwater monitoring
program. The concentrations in all of
the Site groundwater monitoring wells
have continued to exhibit
concentrations of VOCs below the
remedial goals established in the ROD
over the past eight semi-annual and two
annual sampling events. The results of
the groundwater monitoring since July
2003 confirm the effectiveness of the
completed soil remedy and
demonstrates site RA goals for
groundwater are maintained through
natural degradation and attenuation.

Demonstration That Remedial Activities
Met Cleanup Criteria for Soils/Sludges

The soil/sludge remedial action at the
Site consisted of the sampling,
excavation, solidification, and proper
disposal of contaminated soils/sludges.
The EPA and ADEQ reviewed the
remedial action report and the
construction work for compliance with
quality assurance and quality control
(QA/QQC) protocols. Construction
activities at the Site were determined to
be consistent with the ROD and ROD
Amendment and adhered to the
approved quality assurance plan which
incorporated all EPA and State
requirements. Confirmatory inspections,
independent testing, audits, and
evaluations of materials and
workmanship were performed in
accordance with the technical
specifications and plans. The EPA
Remedial Project Manager and State
regulators visited the site during
construction activities to review
construction progress and evaluate and
review the results of QA/QC activities.
No deviations or non-adherence to QA/
QC protocols, or specifications were
identified.

The Remedial Design contained
provisions for performing sampling

during all remedial activities in order to
verify that remedial objectives were met,
to ensure quality control and assurance
for all excavation and construction
activity, and to ensure protection and
safety of the public, the environment,
and the onsite worker. Sampling was
conducted in accordance with the Site
Field Sampling Plan and all analytical
results are below the established
cleanup levels for a residential reuse
scenario. In addition, all backfill
confirmation sample results met the
established cleanup levels for a
residential reuse scenario. All analytical
data was independently validated, and
the EPA and the State determined that
analytical results were accurate to the
degree needed to assure satisfactory
execution of the RA.

Operation and Maintenance

The ROD specified monitored natural
attenuation as the remedy for ground
water remediation based on
implementation of a containment onsite
of contaminated soils. The soil remedy
was modified in the ROD Amendment
to include removal of stained soil and
sludge from the site to below the Site
RA Goals for Soil. The results of
groundwater monitoring since removal
of the stained soil and sludge
demonstrate that the natural attenuation
remedy was effective and that the
remedial goals for the groundwater as
stated in the ROD have been achieved.
Groundwater monitoring at the Site was
discontinued after the Second Five Year
Review in 2009. The monitoring wells
were properly plugged and abandoned
in 2010. There are no operation and
maintenance activities required at the
Site.

Institutional Controls

The ROD required that restrictions on
the use of ground water be placed on the
Site. A deed notice/covenant identifying
restrictions on the Site was filed by the
PRP with the Greene County Clerk in
November 2003. The covenant
prohibited the installation of any
private, commercial, industrial or other
water well or other device for the
removal or extraction of subsurface
water. The only ground water allowed
to be extracted from beneath the
property is for the purpose or purposes
associated with environmental sampling
and testing of the property. The RA
goals for the groundwater have been met
and the monitor wells have been
removed. No restrictions on the use or
sale of the property are necessary and
the existing restrictions may be removed
by the PRP.

Five-Year Review

Five-Year Reviews were statutorily
required because hazardous substances,
pollutants, or contaminants remained at
the Site above levels that allow for
unlimited use and unrestricted
exposure. There have been two five-year
reviews conducted at the Site, with the
last one in 2009. The United States
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
Region 6 and the ADEQ conducted the
second five-year review for the response
action implemented at the Monroe Auto
Pit Superfund Site. Also participating in
the five-year inspection were
representatives of Tenneco.

The 2009 Five Year Review found that
all hazardous substances in the
groundwater had naturally attenuated at
the Site below clean up levels. The
remedial action of natural attenuation
for the groundwater is completed and
no hazardous substances, pollutants or
contaminants remain above levels that
could prevent unlimited use and
unrestricted exposure. Per the 2009 Five
Year Review, unlimited use and
unrestricted exposure has been
achieved: therefore, additional Five
Year Reviews will not be required for
the Site after its deletion from the NPL.

Community Involvement

Public participation activities have
been satisfied as required in CERCLA
Section 113(k), 42 U.S.C. 9613(k) and
CERCLA Section 117, 42 U.S.C. 9617.
Throughout the Site’s history, the
community has been interested and
involved with Site activity. The EPA has
kept the community and other
interested parties updated on Site
activities through informational
meetings, fact sheets, and public
meetings. Documents in the deletion
docket which the EPA relied on for
recommendation for the deletion from
the NPL are available to the public in
the information repositories, and a
notice of availability of the Notice of
Intent for Deletion has been published
in the Paragould Daily Press to satisfy
public participation procedures
required by 40 CFR 300.425(e)(4).

Determination That the Criteria for
Deletion Have Been Met

The implemented remedy achieves
the degree of cleanup specified in the
ROD and ROD Amendment for all
pathways of exposure. All selected
remedial action objectives and clean-up
goals are consistent with agency policy
and guidance. No further Superfund
responses are needed to protect human
health and the environment at the Site.

In accordance with 40 CFR
300.425(e), sites may be deleted from
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the NPL where no further response is
appropriate.

V. Deletion Action

The EPA, with concurrence of the
State of Arkansas, through the ADEQ,
has determined that all appropriate
response actions under CERCLA have
been completed. Therefore, EPA is
deleting the Site from the NPL.

Because EPA considers this action to
be noncontroversial and routine, EPA is
taking it without prior publication. This
action will be effective October 14, 2014
unless EPA receives adverse comments
by September 15, 2014. If adverse
comments are received within the 30-
day public comment period, EPA will
publish a timely withdrawal of this
direct final notice of deletion before the
effective date of the deletion and it will
not take effect. EPA will prepare a
response to comments and continue
with the deletion process on the basis of
the notice of intent to delete and the
comments already received. There will
be no additional opportunity to
comment.

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 300

Environmental protection, Air
pollution control, Chemicals, Hazardous
substances, Hazardous waste,
Intergovernmental relations, Penalties,
Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Superfund, Water
pollution control, Water supply.

Dated: August 6, 2014.
Samuel Coleman,
Acting Regional Administrator, Region 6.

For the reasons set out in this
document, 40 CFR Part 300 is amended
as follows:

PART 300—[AMENDED]

m 1. The authority citation for part 300
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 33 U.S.C. 1321(c)(2); 42 U.S.C.
9601-9657; E.O. 13626, 77 FR 56749, 3 CFR,
2013 COInp., p. 306; E.O. 12777, 56 FR 54757,
3 CFR, 1991 Comp., p. 351; E.O. 12580, 52
FR 2923, 3 CFR, 1987 Comp., p. 193.

Appendix B to Part 300—[Amended]

m 2. Table 1 of Appendix B to Part 300
is amended by removing the entry
“AR”, “Monroe Auto Equipment
(Paragould Pit),” ”Paragould.”

[FR Doc. 2014-19270 Filed 8—-13-14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration

49 CFR Part 579
[Docket No. NHTSA-2012-0068; Notice 7]
RIN 2127-AK72

Early Warning Reporting, Foreign
Defect Reporting, and Motor Vehicle
and Equipment Recall Regulations;
Delay of Effective Date; Correction

AGENCY: National Highway Traffic
Safety Administration (NHTSA),
Department of Transportation (DOT).
ACTION: Final rule; delay of effective
date; correction.

SUMMARY: On August 20, 2013, NHTSA
published a final rule amending its
Early Warning Rule (EWR) with an
effective date of August 20, 2014. On
July 28, 2014, NHTSA published a rule
which, in part, attempted to delay the
effective date of the provisions until
January 1, 2015. However, the
information in the DATES section of the
July 28 rule did not adequately project
that action. This document corrects that
€ITOT.

DATES: This correction is effective
August 20, 2014. The effective date for
the amendments to 49 CFR 579.21 and
579.22, published August 20, 2013 (78
FR 51382), and effective August 20,
2014, is delayed until January 1, 2015.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
non-legal issues concerning early
warning provisions, contact Leo Yon,
Safety Defects Engineer, Early Warning
Reporting Division, NHTSA, telephone
202-366-7028, email leo.yon@dot.gov.
For legal issues, contact Andrew

DiMarsico, Office of Chief Counsel,
NHTSA, telephone 202—-366—-1834.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On August
20, 2013, NHTSA published a final rule
amending certain provisions of the EWR
regulations at 49 CFR part 579 Subpart
C “Reporting of Early Warning
Information.” 78 FR 51382. In summary,
the new provisions:

¢ Require light vehicle manufacturers
to specify the vehicle type and the fuel
and/or propulsion system type in their
quarterly EWR reports.

¢ Add new component categories for
reporting on light vehicles: Electronic
stability control, forward collision
avoidance, lane departure prevention,
and backover prevention, foundation
brakes, and automatic brake controls.

¢ Add one new component category
for buses, emergency vehicles, and
medium-heavy vehicle manufacturers:
Electronic stability control/roll stability
control.

Need for Correction

The final rule stated that these new
provisions will be effective August 20,
2014. On ]uly 28, 2014, at 79 FR 43670,
NHTSA intended to delay the effective
date of the amendments to §§579.21
and 579.22 until January 1, 2015, but
did not correctly state that in the DATES
section.

In FR Doc. 2014-17497 appearing on
page 43671 in the Federal Register of
Monday, July 28, 2014, the following
corrections are made:

In the DATES section in the left
column, revise the second paragraph to
read as follows:

“The effective date for the
amendments to 49 CFR 579.21 in this
final rule is January 1, 2015. The
effective date for the amendments to 49
CFR 579.21 and 579.22, published
August 20, 2013 (78 FR 51382), and
effective August 20, 2014, is delayed
until January 1, 2015.”

Nancy L. Lewis,

Associate Administrator for Enforcement.
[FR Doc. 2014—-19091 Filed 8-13—-14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-59-P
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. FAA-2014-0566; Directorate
Identifier 2014-NM-041-AD]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Dassault
Aviation Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: We propose to adopt a new
airworthiness directive (AD) for certain
Dassault Aviation Model FALCON 2000
and FALCON 2000EX airplanes. This
proposed AD was prompted by a design
review, which revealed that the forward
servicing compartment (FSC) is
configured with tie-down points. This
proposed AD would require inspecting
the FSC for installed tie-down points,
and removing those tie-down points. We
are proposing this AD to detect and
correct installed tie-down points, which
could lead to inadvertent use of the FSC
as a cargo compartment, which could
result in damage to the structure of the
airplane or potential risk of fire.

DATES: We must receive comments on
this proposed AD by September 29,
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. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments.

e Fax:202-493-2251.

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

e Hand Delivery: U.S. Department of
Transportation, Docket Operations, M—
30, West Building Ground Floor, Room

W12-140, 1200 New Jersey Avenue SE.,
Washington, DC, between 9 a.m. and 5
p-m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays.

For service information identified in
this proposed AD, contact Dassault
Falcon Jet, P.O. Box 2000, South
Hackensack, NJ 07606; telephone 201-
440-6700; Internet http://
www.dassaultfalcon.com. You may
view this referenced service information
at the FAA, Transport Airplane
Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue SW.,
Renton, WA. For information on the
availability of this material at the FAA,
call 425-227-1221.

Examining the AD Docket

You may examine the AD docket on
the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2014—
0566; or in person at the Docket
Management Facility between 9 a.m.
and 5 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except Federal holidays. The AD docket
contains this proposed AD, the
regulatory evaluation, any comments
received, and other information. The
street address for the Docket Operations
office (telephone 800-647-5527) is in
the ADDRESSES section. Comments will
be available in the AD docket shortly
after receipt.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Tom
Rodriguez, Aerospace Engineer,
International Branch, ANM-116,
Transport Airplane Directorate, FAA,
1601 Lind Avenue SW., Renton, WA
98057-3356; telephone (425) 227-1137;
fax (425) 227-1149.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Comments Invited

We invite you to send any written
relevant data, views, or arguments about
this proposed AD. Send your comments
to an address listed under the
ADDRESSES section. Include “Docket No.
FAA-2014-0566; Directorate Identifier
2014-NM-041-AD" at the beginning of
your comments. We specifically invite
comments on the overall regulatory,
economic, environmental, and energy
aspects of this proposed AD. We will
consider all comments received by the
closing date and may amend this
proposed AD based on 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 we receive
about this proposed AD.

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 2014—-0027R1,
dated February 5, 2014 (referred to after
this as the Mandatory Continuing
Airworthiness Information, or “the
MCATI”), to correct an unsafe condition
for certain Dassault Aviation Model
FALCON 2000 and FALCON 2000EX
airplanes. The MCAI states:

The Forward Servicing Compartment (FSC)
of the Falcon 2000 is an unpressurized
service compartment located between
fuselage frames 26 and 33. This compartment
is accessible from a lockable external door
located in the lower aft fuselage.

A design review has brought to light that
the compartment is configured with tie-down
points, which were used by operators to fix
loads (e.g. ski or golf bags) in that
compartment. However, the FSC has not been
designed and consequently demonstrated as
being compliant with cargo compartment
airworthiness requirements.

This condition, if not corrected, could lead
to inadvertent use of the FSC as [a] cargo
compartment, which could result in damage
to the structure of the aeroplane or potential
risk of fire.

To address this potential unsafe condition,
Dassault Aviation issued Service Bulletin
(SB) F2000-407 and SB F2000EX-289, as
applicable, which provide instructions for
removal of the tie-down points.

For the reasons described above, this
[EASA] AD requires removal of the tie-down
points from the FSC.

Note: Operators are also reminded about
the intended function of the FSC.

This [EASA] AD is revised to clarify the
AD Applicability and to correct the [type
certificate data sheet] TCDS Number.

Required actions include inspecting
for installed tie-down points. You may
examine the MCALI in the AD docket on
the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2014—
0566.

Relevant Service Information

Dassault Aviation has issued Dassault
Service Bulletin F2000-407, Revision 1,
dated January 29, 2014; and Dassault
Service Bulletin F2000EX-289, Revision
1, dated January 29, 2014. The actions
described in this service information are
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intended to correct the unsafe condition
identified in the MCAI

FAA’s Determination and Requirements
of This Proposed AD

This product has been approved by
the aviation authority of another
country, and is approved for operation
in the United States. Pursuant to our
bilateral agreement with the State of
Design Authority, we have been notified
of the unsafe condition described in the
MCALI and service information
referenced above. We are proposing this
AD because we evaluated all pertinent
information and determined an unsafe
condition exists and is likely to exist or
develop on other products of these same
type designs.

“Contacting the Manufacturer”
Paragraph in This Proposed AD

Since late 2006, we have included a
standard paragraph titled “Airworthy
Product” in all MCAI ADs in which the
FAA develops an AD based on a foreign
authority’s AD.

The MCAI or referenced service
information in an FAA AD often directs
the owner/operator to contact the
manufacturer for corrective actions,
such as a repair. Briefly, the Airworthy
Product paragraph allowed owners/
operators to use corrective actions
provided by the manufacturer if those
actions were FAA-approved. In
addition, the paragraph stated that any
actions approved by the State of Design
Authority (or its delegated agent) are
considered to be FAA-approved.

In an NPRM having Directorate
Identifier 2012-NM—-101-AD (78 FR
78285, December 26, 2013), we
proposed to prevent the use of repairs
that were not specifically developed to
correct the unsafe condition, by
requiring that the repair approval
provided by the State of Design
Authority or its delegated agent
specifically refer to the FAA AD. This
change was intended to clarify the
method of compliance and to provide
operators with better visibility of repairs
that are specifically developed and
approved to correct the unsafe
condition. In addition, we proposed to
change the phrase “its delegated agent”
to include a design approval holder
(DAH) with State of Design Authority
design organization approval (DOA), as
applicable, to refer to a DAH authorized
to approve required repairs for the
proposed AD.

One commenter to the NPRM having
Directorate Identifier 2012-NM-101-AD
(78 FR 78285, December 26, 2013) stated
the following: “The proposed wording,
being specific to repairs, eliminates the
interpretation that Airbus messages are

acceptable for approving minor
deviations (corrective actions) needed
during accomplishment of an AD
mandated Airbus service bulletin.”

This comment has made the FAA
aware that some operators have
misunderstood or misinterpreted the
Airworthy Product paragraph to allow
the owner/operator to use messages
provided by the manufacturer as
approval of deviations during the
accomplishment of an AD-mandated
action. The Airworthy Product
paragraph does not approve messages or
other information provided by the
manufacturer for deviations to the
requirements of the AD-mandated
actions. The Airworthy Product
paragraph only addresses the
requirement to contact the manufacturer
for corrective actions for the identified
unsafe condition and does not cover
deviations from other AD requirements.
However, deviations to AD-required
actions are addressed in 14 CFR 39.17,
and anyone may request the approval
for an alternative method of compliance
to the AD-required actions using the
procedures found in 14 CFR 39.19.

To address this misunderstanding and
misinterpretation of the Airworthy
Product paragraph, we have changed the
paragraph and retitled it “Contacting the
Manufacturer.” This paragraph now
clarifies that for any requirement in this
proposed AD to obtain corrective
actions from a manufacturer, the actions
must be accomplished using a method
approved by the FAA, the EASA, or
Dassault Aviation’s EASA DOA.

The Contacting the Manufacturer
paragraph also clarifies that, if approved
by the DOA, the approval must include
the DOA-authorized signature. The DOA
signature indicates that the data and
information contained in the document
are EASA-approved, which is also FAA-
approved. Messages and other
information provided by the
manufacturer that do not contain the
DOA-authorized signature approval are
not EASA-approved, unless EASA
directly approves the manufacturer’s
message or other information.

This clarification does not remove
flexibility previously afforded by the
Airworthy Product paragraph.
Consistent with long-standing FAA
policy, such flexibility was never
intended for required actions. This is
also consistent with the
recommendation of the Airworthiness
Directive Implementation Aviation
Rulemaking Committee to increase
flexibility in complying with ADs by
identifying those actions in
manufacturers’ service instructions that
are “Required for Compliance” with
ADs. We continue to work with

manufacturers to implement this
recommendation. But once we
determine that an action is required, any
deviation from the requirement must be
approved as an alternative method of
compliance.

Costs of Compliance

We estimate that this proposed AD
affects 247 airplanes of U.S. registry.

We also estimate that it would take
about 2 work-hours per product to
comply with the basic requirements of
this proposed AD. The average labor
rate is $85 per work-hour. Required
parts would cost about $5 per product.
Based on these figures, we estimate the
cost of this proposed AD on U.S.
operators to be $43,225, or $175 per
product.

According to the manufacturer, some
of the costs of this proposed AD may be
covered under warranty, thereby
reducing the cost impact on affected
individuals. We do not control warranty
coverage for affected individuals. As a
result, we have included all costs in our
cost estimate.

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 proposed AD
would not have federalism implications
under Executive Order 13132. This
proposed AD would 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 proposed regulation:

1. Is not a “‘significant regulatory
action”” under Executive Order 12866;
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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; 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.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

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

The Proposed Amendment

Accordingly, under the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
the FAA proposes to amend 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):

Dassault Aviation: Docket No. FAA-2014—
0566; Directorate Identifier 2014—-NM—
041-AD.

(a) Comments Due Date

We must receive comments by September
29, 2014.

(b) Affected ADs

None.

(c) Applicability

This AD applies to the Dassault Aviation
airplanes identified in paragraphs (c)(1) and
(c)(2) of this AD, certificated in any category.

(1) Dassault Aviation Model FALCON 2000
airplanes, having serial numbers (S/Ns) 1
through 231 inclusive.

(2) Dassault Aviation Model FALCON
2000EX airplanes, having S/Ns 1 through 262
inclusive, and S/Ns 601 through 604
inclusive.

(d) Subject

Air Transport Association (ATA) of
America Code 25, Equipment/Furnishings.

(e) Reason

This AD was prompted by a design review,
which revealed that the forward servicing
compartment (FSC) is configured with tie-
down points. We are issuing this AD to
detect and correct installed tie-down points,
which could lead to inadvertent use of the
FSC as a cargo compartment, which could
result in damage to the structure of the
airplane or potential risk of fire.

() Compliance

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

(g) Inspection and Removal

(1) Within 440 flight hours or 9 months
after the effective date of this AD, whichever
occurs first, inspect the FSC for installed tie-
down points, in accordance with the
Accomplishment Instructions of Dassault
Service Bulletin F2000-407, Revision 1,
dated January 29, 2014; or Dassault Service
Bulletin F2000EX—289, Revision 1, dated
January 29, 2014; as applicable.

(2) If it is determined from the inspection
required by paragraph (g)(1) of this AD that
tie-down points are installed, within the
compliance time specified in paragraph (g)(1)
of this AD, remove the tie-down points from
the FSC, in accordance with the
Accomplishment Instructions of Dassault
Service Bulletin F2000-407, Revision 1,
dated January 29, 2014; or Dassault Service
Bulletin F2000EX—289, Revision 1, dated
January 29, 2014; as applicable.

(h) Credit for Previous Actions

This paragraph provides credit for actions
required by paragraphs (g)(1) and (g)(2) of
this AD, if those actions were performed
before the effective date of this AD using
Dassault Service Bulletin F2000-407, dated
December 17, 2013; or Dassault Service
Bulletin F2000EX-289, dated December 17,
2013; which are not incorporated by
reference in this AD.

(i) Other FAA AD Provisions

The following provisions also apply to this
AD:

(1) Alternative Methods of Compliance
(AMOCs): The Manager, International
Branch, ANM-116, FAA, has the authority to
approve AMOCs for this AD, if requested
using the procedures found in 14 CFR 39.19.
In accordance with 14 CFR 39.19, send your
request to your principal inspector or local
Flight Standards District Office, as
appropriate. If sending information directly
to the International Branch, send it to ATTN:
Tom Rodriguez, Aerospace Engineer,
International Branch, ANM-116, Transport
Airplane Directorate, FAA, 1601 Lind
Avenue SW., Renton, WA 98057-3356;
telephone (425) 227-1137; fax (425) 227-
1149. Information may be emailed to:
9-ANM-116-AMOC-REQUESTS@faa.gov.
Before using any approved AMOC, notify
your appropriate principal inspector, or
lacking a principal inspector, the manager of
the local flight standards district office/
certificate holding district office. The AMOC
approval letter must specifically reference
this AD.

(2) Contacting the Manufacturer: For any
requirement in this AD to obtain corrective
actions from a manufacturer, the action must
be accomplished using a method approved
by the Manager, International Branch, ANM—
116, Transport Airplane Directorate, FAA; or
the European Aviation Safety Agency
(EASA); or Dassault Aviation’s EASA Design
Organization Approval (DOA). If approved by
the DOA, the approval must include the
DOA-authorized signature.

(j) Related Information

(1) Refer to Mandatory Continuing
Airworthiness Information (MCAI) European
Aviation Safety Agency Airworthiness
Directive 2014—-0027R1, dated February 5,
2014, for related information. This MCAI
may be found in the AD docket on the
Internet at http://www.regulations.gov by
searching for and locating Docket No. FAA—
2014-0566.

(2) For service information identified in
this AD, contact Dassault Falcon Jet, P.O. Box
2000, South Hackensack, NJ 07606;
telephone 201-440-6700; Internet http://
www.dassaultfalcon.com. You may view this
service information at the FAA, Transport
Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue SW.,
Renton, WA. For information on the
availability of this material at the FAA, call
425-227-1221.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on August
4, 2014.

Jeffrey E. Duven,

Manager, Transport Airplane Directorate,
Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 2014-19249 Filed 8-13—14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. FAA-2014-0567; Directorate
Identifier 2014-NM-124—-AD]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Bombardier,
Inc. Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: We propose to adopt a new
airworthiness directive (AD) for certain
Bombardier, Inc. Model CL-600-2B19
(Regional Jet Series 100 & 440)
airplanes. This proposed AD was
prompted by issuance of revised
certification maintenance requirements
(CMR) for the horizontal stabilizer trim
actuator (HSTA). This proposed AD
would require revising the maintenance
or inspection program. We are
proposing this AD to detect and correct
premature wear and cracking of the
HSTASs, which could result in reduced
structural integrity and reduced control
of the airplane due to the failure of
system components.

DATES: We must receive comments on
this proposed AD by September 29,
2014.

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

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
http://www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments.

e Fax: 202-493-2251.

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

e Hand Delivery: U.S. Department of
Transportation, Docket Operations, M—
30, West Building Ground Floor, Room
W12-140, 1200 New Jersey Avenue SE.,
Washington, DC, between 9 a.m. and 5
p-m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays.

For service information identified in
this proposed AD, contact Bombardier,
Inc., 400 Cote-Vertu Road West, Dorval,
Québec H4S 1Y9, Canada; telephone
514—-855-5000; fax 514—-855-7401; email
thd.crj@aero.bombardier.com; Internet
http://www.bombardier.com. You may
view this referenced service information
at the FAA, Transport Airplane
Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue SW.,
Renton, WA. For information on the
availability of this material at the FAA,
call 425-227-1221.

Examining the AD Docket

You may examine the AD docket on
the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2014—
0567; or in person at the Docket
Management Facility between 9 a.m.
and 5 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except Federal holidays. The AD docket
contains this proposed AD, the
regulatory evaluation, any comments
received, and other information. The
street address for the Docket Operations
office (telephone 800-647-5527) is in
the ADDRESSES section. Comments will
be available in the AD docket shortly
after receipt.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Cesar Gomez, Aerospace Engineer,
Airframe and Mechanical Systems
Branch, ANE-171, FAA, New York
Aircraft Certification Office, 1600
Stewart Avenue, Suite 410, Westbury,
New York 11590; telephone (516) 228—
7318; fax (516) 794—5531.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Comments Invited

We invite you to send any written
relevant data, views, or arguments about
this proposed AD. Send your comments
to an address listed under the
ADDRESSES section. Include “Docket No.
FAA-2014-0567; Directorate Identifier
2014-NM-124-AD” at the beginning of
your comments. We specifically invite

comments on the overall regulatory,
economic, environmental, and energy
aspects of this proposed AD. We will
consider all comments received by the
closing date and may amend this
proposed AD based on 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 we receive
about this proposed AD.

Discussion

Transport Canada Civil Aviation
(TCCA), which is the aviation authority
for Canada, has issued Canadian
Airworthiness Directive CF—2014-13,
dated April 17, 2014 (referred to after
this as the Mandatory Continuing
Airworthiness Information, or ‘‘the
MCAT”), to correct an unsafe condition
for certain Bombardier, Inc. Model CL—
600—-2B19 (Regional Jet Series 100 &
440) airplanes. The MCALI states:

A revision has been made to Part 2 of the
Canadair Regional Jet Maintenance
Requirements Manual (MRM), Appendix A—
Certification Maintenance Requirements
which introduces a new task for the HSTA.
Failure to comply with the CMR task could
lead to an unsafe condition.

This [Canadian] AD is issued to ensure that
premature wear and cracking of the affected
components are detected and corrected. [This
condition could result in reduced structural
integrity and reduced control of the airplane
due to the failure of system components.]

You may examine the MCAI in the
AD docket on the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2014—
0567.

Relevant Service Information

Bombardier has issued Temporary
Revision 2A-58, dated January 31, 2014,
to Appendix A—Certification
Maintenance Requirements, of Part 2, of
Bombardier CL-600-2B19 Maintenance
Requirements Manual. The actions
described in this service information are
intended to correct the unsafe condition
identified in the MCAI.

FAA’s Determination and Requirements
of This Proposed AD

This product has been approved by
the aviation authority of another
country, and is approved for operation
in the United States. Pursuant to our
bilateral agreement with the State of
Design Authority, we have been notified
of the unsafe condition described in the
MCALI and service information
referenced above. We are proposing this
AD because we evaluated all pertinent
information and determined an unsafe

condition exists and is likely to exist or
develop on other products of the same
type design.

“Contacting the Manufacturer”
Paragraph in This Proposed AD

Since late 2006, we have included a
standard paragraph titled “Airworthy
Product” in all MCAI ADs in which the
FAA develops an AD based on a foreign
authority’s AD.

The MCALI or referenced service
information in an FAA AD often directs
the owner/operator to contact the
manufacturer for corrective actions,
such as a repair. Briefly, the Airworthy
Product paragraph allowed owners/
operators to use corrective actions
provided by the manufacturer if those
actions were FAA-approved. In
addition, the paragraph stated that any
actions approved by the State of Design
Authority (or its delegated agent) are
considered to be FAA-approved.

In an NPRM having Directorate
Identifier 2012-NM—-101-AD (78 FR
78285, December 26, 2013), we
proposed to prevent the use of repairs
that were not specifically developed to
correct the unsafe condition, by
requiring that the repair approval
provided by the State of Design
Authority or its delegated agent
specifically refer to the FAA AD. This
change was intended to clarify the
method of compliance and to provide
operators with better visibility of repairs
that are specifically developed and
approved to correct the unsafe
condition. In addition, we proposed to
change the phrase “its delegated agent”
to include a design approval holder
(DAH) with State of Design Authority
design organization approval (DOA), as
applicable, to refer to a DAH authorized
to approve required repairs for the
proposed AD.

One commenter to the NPRM having
Directorate Identifier 2012-NM—-101-AD
(78 FR 78285, December 26, 2013) stated
the following: “The proposed wording,
being specific to repairs, eliminates the
interpretation that Airbus messages are
acceptable for approving minor
deviations (corrective actions) needed
during accomplishment of an AD
mandated Airbus service bulletin.”

This comment has made the FAA
aware that some operators have
misunderstood or misinterpreted the
Airworthy Product paragraph to allow
the owner/operator to use messages
provided by the manufacturer as
approval of deviations during the
accomplishment of an AD-mandated
action. The Airworthy Product
paragraph does not approve messages or
other information provided by the
manufacturer for deviations to the
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requirements of the AD-mandated
actions. The Airworthy Product
paragraph only addresses the
requirement to contact the manufacturer
for corrective actions for the identified
unsafe condition and does not cover
deviations from other AD requirements.
However, deviations to AD-required
actions are addressed in 14 CFR 39.17,
and anyone may request the approval
for an alternative method of compliance
to the AD-required actions using the
procedures found in 14 CFR 39.19.

To address this misunderstanding and
misinterpretation of the Airworthy
Product paragraph, we have changed the
paragraph and retitled it “Contacting the
Manufacturer.” This paragraph now
clarifies that for any requirement in this
proposed AD to obtain corrective
actions from a manufacturer, the actions
must be accomplished using a method
approved by the FAA, TCCA, or
Bombardier, Inc.’s TCCA Design
Approval Organization (DAO).

The Contacting the Manufacturer
paragraph also clarifies that, if approved
by the DAO, the approval must include
the DAO-authorized signature. The DAO
signature indicates that the data and
information contained in the document
are TCCA-approved, which is also FAA-
approved. Messages and other
information provided by the
manufacturer that do not contain the
DAO-authorized signature approval are
not TCCA-approved, unless TCCA
directly approves the manufacturer’s
message or other information.

This clarification does not remove
flexibility previously afforded by the
Airworthy Product paragraph.
Consistent with long-standing FAA
policy, such flexibility was never
intended for required actions. This is
also consistent with the
recommendation of the Airworthiness
Directive Implementation Aviation
Rulemaking Committee to increase
flexibility in complying with ADs by
identifying those actions in
manufacturers’ service instructions that
are “Required for Compliance” with
ADs. We continue to work with
manufacturers to implement this
recommendation. But once we
determine that an action is required, any
deviation from the requirement must be
approved as an alternative method of
compliance.

We also have decided not to include
a generic reference to either the
“delegated agent” or “design approval
holder (DAH) with State of Design
Authority design organization
approval,” but instead we have
provided the specific delegation
approval granted by the State of Design

Authority for the DAH throughout this
proposed AD.

Costs of Compliance

We estimate that this proposed AD
affects 416 airplanes of U.S. registry.

We also estimate that it would take
about 1 work-hour per product to
comply with the basic requirements of
this proposed AD. The average labor
rate is $85 per work-hour. Required
parts would cost about $0 per product.
Based on these figures, we estimate the
cost of this proposed AD on U.S.
operators to be $35,360, or $85 per
product.

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 proposed AD
would not have federalism implications
under Executive Order 13132. This
proposed AD would 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 proposed regulation:

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; 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.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

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

The Proposed Amendment

Accordingly, under the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
the FAA proposes to amend 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):

Bombardier, Inc.: Docket No. FAA-2014—
0567; Directorate Identifier 2014—NM—
124-AD.

(a) Comments Due Date

We must receive comments by September
29, 2014.

(b) Affected ADs

None.
(c) Applicability

This AD applies to Bombardier, Inc. Model
CL-600-2B19 (Regional Jet Series 100 & 440)
airplanes, certificated in any category,
equipped with horizontal stabilizer trim
actuator (HSTA) part number (P/N)
601R92305-7 (vendor P/N 8396-5).

(d) Subject

Air Transport Association (ATA) of
America Code 55, Stabilizers.

(e) Reason

This AD was prompted by issuance of
revised certification maintenance
requirements (CMR) for the horizontal
stabilizer trim actuator (HSTA). We are
issuing this AD to detect and correct
premature wear and cracking of certain
HSTASs, which could result in reduced
structural integrity and reduced control of
the airplane due to the failure of system
components.

(f) Compliance

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

(g) Maintenance or Inspection Program
Revision

Within 30 days after the effective date of
this AD, revise the maintenance or inspection
program, as applicable, to incorporate the
information specified in Task C27-40-103—
05 of Bombardier Temporary Revision (TR)
2A-58, dated January 31, 2014, into
Appendix A—CMR, of Part 2, of Bombardier
CL-600-2B19 MRM. The initial compliance
time for accomplishing CMR Task C27-40—
103-05 is at the applicable phase-in time



Federal Register/Vol. 79, No. 157/ Thursday, August 14, 2014 /Proposed Rules

47597

specified in Bombardier TR 2A-58, dated
January 31, 2014, or within 30 days after the
effective date of this AD, whichever occurs
later. The revision required by paragraph (g)
of this AD may be done by inserting a copy
of Bombardier TR 2A-58, dated January 31,
2014, into Appendix A—CMR, of Part 2, of
Bombardier CL-600—-2B19 MRM. When TR
2A-58, dated January 31, 2014, has been
included in general revisions of the MRM,
the general revisions may be inserted in the
MRM, provided the relevant information in
the general revision is identical to that in TR
2A-58, dated January 31, 2014.

(h) No Alternative Actions and Intervals

After accomplishing the revision required
by paragraph (g) of this AD, no alternative
actions (e.g., inspections) or intervals may be
used unless the actions or intervals are
approved as an alternative method of
compliance (AMOC) in accordance with the
procedures specified in paragraph (i)(1) of
this AD.

(i) Other FAA AD Provisions

The following provisions also apply to this
AD:

(1) Alternative Methods of Compliance
(AMOCs): The Manager, New York Aircraft
Certification Office (ACO), ANE-170, FAA,
has the authority to approve AMOG:s for this
AD, if requested using the procedures found
in 14 CFR 39.19. In accordance with 14 CFR
39.19, send your request to your principal
inspector or local Flight Standards District
Office, as appropriate. If sending information
directly to the ACO, send it to Program
Manager, Continuing Operational Safety,
FAA, New York ACO, 1600 Stewart Avenue,
Suite 410, Westbury, NY 11590; telephone
(516) 228-7300; fax (516) 794-5531. Before
using any approved AMOGC, notify your
appropriate principal inspector, or lacking a
principal inspector, the manager of the local
flight standards district office/certificate
holding district office. The AMOC approval
letter must specifically reference this AD.

(2) Contacting the Manufacturer: For any
requirement in this AD to obtain corrective
actions from a manufacturer, the action must
be accomplished using a method approved
by the Manager, New York ACO, ANE-170,
Engine and Propeller Directorate, FAA; or
Transport Canada Civil Aviation (TCCA); or
Bombardier, Inc.’s TCCA Design Approval
Organization (DAQ). If approved by the DAO,
the approval must include the DAO-
authorized signature.

(j) Related Information

(1) Refer to Mandatory Continuing
Airworthiness Information (MCAI) Canadian
Airworthiness Directive CF—2014-13, dated
April 17, 2014, for related information. This
MCAI may be found in the AD docket on the
Internet at http://www.regulations.gov by
searching for and locating Docket No. FAA—
2014-0567.

(2) For service information identified in
this AD, contact Bombardier, Inc., 400 Cote-
Vertu Road West, Dorval, Québec H4S 1Y9,
Canada; telephone 514-855-5000; fax 514—
855-7401; email thd.crj@
aero.bombardier.com; Internet http://
www.bombardier.com. You may view this
service information at the FAA, Transport

Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue SW.,
Renton, WA. For information on the
availability of this material at the FAA, call
425-227-1221.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on August
7,2014.
Victor Wicklund,

Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 2014-19244 Filed 8-13—14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. FAA-2014-0571; Directorate
Identifier 2014-NM-059-AD]

RIN 2120-AA64
Airworthiness Directives; The Boeing
Company Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: We propose to adopt a new
airworthiness directive (AD) for certain
The Boeing Company Model 767-200,
—300, and —400ER series airplanes. This
proposed AD was prompted by a report
of the engine indication and crew
alerting system (EICAS) display system
malfunctioning during flight. This
proposed AD would require an
inspection for plastic couplings,
corrective actions if necessary, and
installation of new spray shrouds. We
are proposing this AD to prevent an
uncontrolled water leak from a defective
potable water system coupling, which
could cause the main equipment center
(MEC) line replaceable units (LRUs) to
become wet, resulting in an electrical
short and potential loss of several
functions essential for safe flight.

DATES: We must receive comments on
this proposed AD by September 29,
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. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments.

e Fax:202—-493-2251.

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

e Hand Delivery: Deliver to Mail
address above between 9 a.m. and 5

p.m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays.

For service information identified in
this proposed AD, contact Boeing
Commercial Airplanes, Attention: Data
& Services Management, P.O. Box 3707,
MC 2H-65, Seattle, WA 98124-2207;
telephone 206-544-5000, extension 1;
fax 206—-766-5680; Internet https://
www.myboeingfleet.com. You may view
this referenced service information at
the FAA, Transport Airplane
Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue SW.,
Renton, WA. For information on the
availability of this material at the FAA,
call 425-227-1221.

Examining the AD Docket

You may examine the AD docket on
the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2014—
0571; or in person at the Docket
Management Facility between 9 a.m.
and 5 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except Federal holidays. The AD docket
contains this proposed AD, the
regulatory evaluation, any comments
received, and other information. The
street address for the Docket Office
(phone: 800—647-5527) is in the
ADDRESSES section. Comments will be
available in the AD docket shortly after
receipt.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Stanley Chen, Aerospace Engineer,
Cabin Safety and Environmental
Systems Branch, ANM-150S, FAA,
Seattle Aircraft Certification Office
(ACO), 1601 Lind Avenue SW., Renton,
WA 98057-3356; phone: 425-917-6585;
fax: 425-917—-6590; email:
stanley.chen@faa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Comments Invited

We invite you to send any written
relevant data, views, or arguments about
this proposal. Send your comments to
an address listed under the ADDRESSES
section. Include ‘“Docket No. FAA—
2014-0571; Directorate Identifier 2014—
NM-059-AD" at the beginning of your
comments. We specifically invite
comments on the overall regulatory,
economic, environmental, and energy
aspects of this proposed AD. We will
consider all comments received by the
closing date and may amend this
proposed 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 we receive
about this proposed AD.
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Discussion

We received a report of the EICAS
display system malfunctioning during
flight. An investigation determined that
the problems were caused by a water
leak from a fractured plastic potable
water coupling. We are proposing this
AD to prevent an uncontrolled water
leak from a defective potable water
system coupling. This condition, if not
corrected, could cause the MEC LRUs to
become wet, resulting in an electrical
short and potential loss of several
functions essential for safe flight.

Relevant Service Information

We reviewed Boeing Alert Service
Bulletin 767-38A0073, dated November
12, 2013. For information on the
procedures and compliance times, see
this service information at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2014—
0571.

FAA’s Determination

We are proposing this AD because we
evaluated all the relevant information
and determined the unsafe condition
described previously is likely to exist or

develop in other products of these same
type designs.

Proposed AD Requirements

This proposed AD would require
accomplishing the actions specified in
the service information described
previously.

The phrase “corrective actions” is
used in this proposed AD. “Corrective
actions” are actions that correct or
address any condition found. Corrective
actions in an AD could include, for
example, repairs.

Explanation of “RC” Steps in Service
Information

The FAA worked in conjunction with
industry, under the Airworthiness
Directives Implementation Aviation
Rulemaking Committee, to enhance the
AD system. One enhancement was a
new process for annotating which steps
in the service information are required
for compliance with an AD.
Differentiating these steps from other
tasks in the service information is
expected to improve an owner’s/
operator’s understanding of crucial AD
requirements and help provide

ESTIMATED COSTS

consistent judgment in AD compliance.
The actions specified in the service
information described previously
include steps that are labeled as RC
(required for compliance) because these
steps have a direct effect on detecting,
preventing, resolving, or eliminating an
identified unsafe condition.

As noted in the specified service
information, steps labeled as RC must be
done to comply with the proposed AD.
However, steps that are not labeled as
RC are recommended. Those steps that
are not labeled as RC may be deviated
from, done as part of other actions, or
done using accepted methods different
from those identified in the service
information without obtaining approval
of an AMOC, provided the steps labeled
as RC can be done and the airplane can
be put back in a serviceable condition.
Any substitutions or changes to steps
labeled as RC will require approval of
an alternative method of compliance.

Costs of Compliance

We estimate that this proposed AD
affects 139 airplanes of U.S. registry.

We estimate the following costs to
comply with this proposed AD:

. Cost per Cost on U.S.
Action Labor cost Parts cost product operators
Part 1—General visual inspec- | Up to 3 work-hours x $85 per hour = $255 .........ccccccevrvenene $0 $255 $35,445
tion.
Part 2—General visual inspec- | 2 work-hours x 85 per hour = 170 .....cccceeieerieiiieenieeeeceee 0 170 5,440
tion (Groups 9 and 10).
Install spray shrouds ............... 3 work-hours x 85 per hour = 255 .......cccocoieiiiieeiiiieeeeeee 330 585 81,315

We estimate the following costs to do
any necessary replacements that would

be required based on the results of the
proposed inspection. We have no way of

ON-CONDITION COSTS

determining the number of aircraft that
might need this replacement:

. Cost per
Action Labor cost Parts cost product
Replacement of coupling ................. 1 work-hour x $85 per hour = $85 .........ccooiiiiiirerere e $53 $183

According to the manufacturer, some
of the costs of this proposed AD may be
covered under warranty, thereby
reducing the cost impact on affected
individuals. We do not control warranty
coverage for affected individuals. As a
result, we have included all costs in our
cost estimate.

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 proposed AD
would not have federalism implications
under Executive Order 13132. This
proposed AD would 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.
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For the reasons discussed above, I
certify this proposed regulation:

(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, 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.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

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

The Proposed Amendment

Accordingly, under the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
the FAA proposes to amend 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):

The Boeing Company: Docket No. FAA—
2014-0571; Directorate Identifier 2014—
NM-059-AD.

(a) Comments Due Date

We must receive comments by September
29, 2014.

(b) Affected ADs

None.
(c) Applicability

This AD applies to The Boeing Company
Model 767-200,-300, and—400ER series
airplanes, certificated in any category, as

identified in Boeing Alert Service Bulletin
767-38A0073, dated November 12, 2013.

(d) Subject

Air Transport Association (ATA) of
America Code 38, Water/Waste.

(e) Unsafe Condition

This AD was prompted by a report of the
engine indication and crew alerting system
(EICAS) display system malfunctioning
during flight. We are issuing this AD to
prevent an uncontrolled water leak from a
defective potable water system coupling,
which could cause the main equipment
center (MEC) line replaceable units (LRUs) to
become wet, resulting in an electrical short
and potential loss of several functions
essential for safe flight.

() Compliance

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

(g) Inspection and Installation

At the applicable times identified in
paragraph 1.E., “Compliance,” of Boeing
Alert Service Bulletin 767-38A0073, dated
November 12, 2013, except as required by
paragraph (h) of this AD: Do a general visual
inspection for plastic potable water
couplings, do all applicable corrective
actions, and install new spray shrouds
(including a new hose assembly, as
applicable), in accordance with the
Accomplishment Instructions of Boeing Alert
Service Bulletin 767-38A0073, dated
November 12, 2013. Do all applicable
corrective actions within the compliance
time identified in paragraph 1.E.,
“Compliance,” of Boeing Alert Service
Bulletin 767-38A0073, dated November 12,
2013, except as required by paragraph (h) of
this AD.

(h) Exception to the Service Information

Where paragraph 1.E., “Compliance,” of
Boeing Alert Service Bulletin 767-38A0073,
dated November 12, 2013, specifies a
compliance time “after the original issue date
of this service bulletin,” this AD requires
compliance within the specified compliance
time after the effective date of this AD.

(i) Parts Installation Prohibition

As of the effective date of this AD, no
person may install any plastic potable water
coupling having part number (P/N) CA620 or
P/N CA625 on any airplane.

(j) Alternative Methods of Compliance
(AMOCs)

(1) The Manager, Seattle Aircraft
Certification Office (ACO), FAA, has the
authority to approve AMOGCs for this AD, if
requested using the procedures found in 14
CFR 39.19. In accordance with 14 CFR 39.19,
send your request to your principal inspector
or local Flight Standards District Office, as
appropriate. If sending information directly
to the manager of the ACO, send it to the
attention of the person identified in
paragraph (k)(1) of this AD. Information may
be emailed to: 9-ANM-Seattle-ACO-AMOC-
Requests@faa.gov.

(2) Before using any approved AMOC,
notify your appropriate principal inspector,
or lacking a principal inspector, the manager
of the local flight standards district office/
certificate holding district office.

(3) If the service information contains steps
that are labeled as RC (Required for
Compliance), those steps must be done to
comply with this AD; any steps that are not
labeled as RC are recommended. Those steps
that are not labeled as RC may be deviated
from, done as part of other actions, or done
using accepted methods different from those
identified in the specified service
information without obtaining approval of an
AMOC, provided the steps labeled as RC can
be done and the airplane can be put back in
a serviceable condition. Any substitutions or
changes to steps labeled as RC require
approval of an AMOC.

(k) Related Information

(1) For more information about this AD,
contact Stanley Chen, Aerospace Engineer,
Cabin Safety and Environmental Systems
Branch, ANM-150S, FAA, Seattle Aircraft
Certification Office (ACO), 1601 Lind Avenue
SW., Renton, WA 98057-3356; phone: 425—
917-6585; fax: 425-917-6590; email:
stanley.chen@faa.gov.

(2) For service information identified in
this AD, contact Boeing Commercial
Airplanes, Attention: Data & Services
Management, P.O. Box 3707, MC 2H-65,
Seattle, WA 98124-2207; telephone 206—
544-5000, extension 1; fax 206—766—-5680;
Internet https://www.myboeingfleet.com. You
may view this referenced service information
at the FAA, Transport Airplane Directorate,
1601 Lind Avenue SW., Renton, WA. For
information on the availability of this
material at the FAA, call 425-227-1221.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on August
4, 2014.
Jeffrey E. Duven,

Manager, Transport Airplane Directorate,
Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 2014-19248 Filed 8-13—14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Bureau of Economic Analysis

15 CFR Part 801
[Docket No. 140613502-4502—-01]
RIN 0691-XC026

Direct Investment Surveys: BE-10,
Benchmark Survey of U.S. Direct
Investment Abroad

AGENCY: Bureau of Economic Analysis,
Commerce.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking.

SUMMARY: This proposed rule would
amend regulations of the Department of
Commerce’s Bureau of Economic
Analysis (BEA) to reinstate reporting
requirements for the 2014 BE-10,
Benchmark Survey of U.S. Direct
Investment Abroad. Benchmark surveys
are conducted every five years; the prior
survey covered 2009. The benchmark
survey covers the universe of U.S. direct
investment abroad, and is BEA’s most
comprehensive survey of such
investment in terms of subject matter.
For the 2014 benchmark survey, BEA
proposes changes in the data items
collected. No changes are proposed to
the reporting requirements for the
survey. This mandatory survey would
be conducted under the authority of the
International Investment and Trade in
Services Survey Act (the Act). Unlike
most other BEA surveys conducted
pursuant to the Act, a response would
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be required from persons subject to the
reporting requirements of the BE-10,
Benchmark Survey of U.S. Direct
Investment Abroad, whether or not they
are contacted by BEA, in order to insure
that respondents subject to the
requirements for U.S. direct investment
abroad are identified.

DATES: Comments on this proposed rule
will receive consideration if submitted
in writing on or before 5:00 p.m.
October 14, 2014.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments,
identified by RIN 0691-XC026, and
referencing the agency name (Bureau of
Economic Analysis), by any of the
following methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: http://
www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments.
For Keyword or ID, enter “EAB-2014—
0002.”

e Email: Barbara.Hubbard@bea.gov.

e Fax: Office of the Chief, Direct
Investment Division, (202) 606—2894.

o Mail: Office of the Chief, Direct
Investment Division, U.S. Department of
Commerce, Bureau of Economic
Analysis, BE-50, Washington, DC
20230.

e Hand Delivery/Courier: Office of the
Chief, Direct Investment Division, U.S.
Department of Commerce, Bureau of
Economic Analysis, BE-50, Shipping
and Receiving, Section M100, 1441 L
Street NW., Washington, DC 20005.

Written comments regarding the
burden-hour estimates or other aspects
of the collection-of-information
requirements contained in the proposed
rule should be sent to both BEA through
any of the methods above and to the
Office of Management and Budget
(OMB), OIRA, Paperwork Reduction
Project 0608—0049, Attention PRA Desk
Officer for BEA, via email at pbugg@
omb.eop.gov, or by FAX at 202—-395—
7245.

Public Inspection: All comments
received are a part of the public record
and will generally be posted to http://
www.regulations.gov 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. BEA will accept
anonymous comments (enter N/A in
required fields if you wish to remain
anonymous). Attachments to electronic
comments will be accepted in Microsoft
Word, Excel, or Adobe portable
document file (pdf) formats only.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Barbara K. Hubbard, Acting Chief,
Direct Investment Division (BE-50),

Bureau of Economic Analysis, U.S.
Department of Commerce, Washington,
DC 20230; phone (202) 606—9846.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The BE-
10, Benchmark Survey of U.S. Direct
Investment Abroad, is a mandatory
survey and is conducted once every five
years by BEA under the International
Investment and Trade in Services
Survey Act, 22 U.S.C. 3101-3108 (the
Act). Section 3103(b) of the Act
provides that “with respect to United
States direct investment abroad, the
President shall conduct a benchmark
survey covering year 1982, a benchmark
survey covering year 1989, and
benchmark surveys covering every fifth
year thereafter.” In Section 3 of
Executive Order 11961, as amended by
Executive Orders 12318 and 12518, the
President delegated responsibility for
performing functions under the Act
concerning direct investment to the
Secretary of Commerce, who has
redelegated it to BEA.

Section 3103(b) also instructs BEA to:

(1) Identify the location, nature, and
magnitude of, and changes in total
investment by any parent in each of its
affiliates and the financial transactions
between any parent and each of its
affiliates;

(2) Obtain (A) information on the
balance sheet of parents and affiliates
and related financial data, (B) income
statements, including the gross sales by
primary line of business (with as much
product line detail as is necessary and
feasible) of parents and affiliates in each
country in which they have significant
operations, and (C) related information
regarding trade, including trade in both
goods and services, between a parent
and each of its affiliates and between
each parent or affiliate and any other
person;

(3) Collect employment data showing
both the number of United States and
foreign employees of each parent and
affiliate and the levels of compensation,
by country, industry, and skill level;

(4) Obtain information on tax
payments by parents and affiliates by
country; and

(5) Determine, by industry and
country, the total dollar amount of
research and development expenditures
by each parent and affiliate, payments
or other compensation for the transfer of
technology between parents and their
affiliates, and payments or other
compensation received by parents or
affiliates from the transfer of technology
to other persons.

By rule issued in 2012 (77 FR 24373),
BEA established guidelines for
collecting data on international trade in
services and direct investment through

notices, rather than through rulemaking.
This proposed rule would amend the
regulations to require a response from
persons subject to the reporting
requirements of the BE-10, whether or
not they are contacted by BEA, in order
to ensure complete coverage of U.S.
direct investment abroad.

The benchmark survey covers the U.S.
direct investment abroad universe and
is BEA’s most comprehensive survey of
such investment in terms of subject
matter. U.S. direct investment abroad is
defined as the ownership or control,
directly or indirectly, by one U.S.
person of 10 percent or more of the
voting securities of an incorporated
foreign business enterprise or an
equivalent interest in an unincorporated
foreign business enterprise, including a
branch.

The purpose of the benchmark survey
is to obtain universe data on the
financial and operating characteristics
of, and on positions and transactions
between, U.S. parent companies and
their foreign affiliates. The data are
needed to measure the size and
economic significance of U.S. direct
investment abroad, measure changes in
such investment, and assess its impact
on the U.S. and foreign economies.
These data are used to derive current
universe estimates of direct investment
from sample data collected in other BEA
surveys in non-benchmark years. In
particular, they would serve as
benchmarks for the quarterly direct
investment estimates included in the
U.S. international transactions,
international investment position, and
national income and product accounts,
and for annual estimates of the
operations of U.S. parent companies and
their foreign affiliates.

This proposed rule would amend 15
CFR part 801 by adding a new section
801.8 to set forth the reporting
requirements for the BE-10, Benchmark
Survey of U.S. Direct Investment
Abroad. The Department of Commerce,
as part of its continuing effort to reduce
paperwork and respondent burden,
invites the general public and other
Federal agencies to comment on
proposed and/or continuing information
collections, as required by the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, 44
U.S.C. 3501-3520 (PRA).

Description of Changes

The proposed changes would amend
the regulations and the survey forms for
the BE-10 benchmark survey. These
amendments include changes in the
data items collected and questionnaire
design.

If this proposed rule is made final,
unlike most other BEA surveys
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conducted pursuant to the Act, persons
subject to the reporting requirements of
the BE-10, Survey of U.S. Direct
Investment Abroad, would be required
to respond whether or not they are
contacted by BEA.

BEA proposes to add and delete some
items on the benchmark survey forms.
Most of the additions are proposed in
response to suggestions from data users.
The following items would be added to
the benchmark survey:

(1) For U.S. parent companies,
questions will be added to collect data
on the U.S. imports of goods by the
intended use of the goods and by
whether the shipper of the goods is a
foreign affiliate or an unaffiliated
foreign entity.

(2) For larger U.S. parent companies
(those with assets, sales, or net income
greater than $300 million), questions
will be added to collect information on
assets, liabilities, and interest receipts
and payments that are related to
banking activities. These questions are
collected on the Annual Survey of U.S.
Direct Investment Abroad (BE-11).

(3) A question will be added to
identify the city in which each foreign
affiliate is located.

(4) For majority-owned foreign
affiliates with assets, sales, or net
income greater than $80 million, a
question will be added to the balance
sheet to collect data on cash and cash
equivalents.

(5) For larger majority-owned foreign
affiliates (those with assets, sales, or net
income greater than $300 million),
questions will be added to the section
to collect sales data on the top five
countries (besides the U.S. and the
country of the affiliate) to which the
affiliates made sales. For each country,
sales will be categorized by customer:
“other foreign affiliates of the U.S.
Reporter(s)” and “unaffiliated
customers.” An “all other” item will
also be added after the top five
countries. Questions on sales by region
of destination will be retained.

(6) For majority-owned foreign
affiliates with assets, sales, or net
income greater than $80 million,
questions will be added to the section
on royalties and license fees to collect
receipts from U.S. parents, receipts from
other U.S. persons, payments to U.S.
parents, and payments to other U.S.
persons. On the previous benchmark
survey, this section only included
receipts from and payments to foreign
persons.

(7) For foreign affiliates with assets,
sales, or net income greater than $25
million, several check-box questions
will be added to ensure that certain
types of finance companies do not

report intercompany debt to BEA that is
already reported on Treasury
International Capital surveys. Similar
questions are included in the Quarterly
Survey of U.S. Direct Investment
Abroad (BE-577).

(8) For foreign affiliates with assets,
sales, or net income between $25
million and $80 million, a question will
be added to collect expenditures for
research and development performed by
the foreign affiliate.

Several questions will be modified:

(1) Questions on contract
manufacturing will be updated to
incorporate improved wording.

(2) The cash item on the balance sheet
for U.S. parent companies will be
modified to include cash equivalents.

BEA proposes to eliminate the
following items from the benchmark
survey because they are no longer used:

(1) Official foreign identification
numbers issued by host-country
governments to foreign affiliates on BE—
10B.

(2) Withholding taxes on interest
received from and paid to U.S. parent
companies by foreign affiliates on BE—
10B.

In addition, BEA plans to redesign the
survey questionnaires. The new design
will incorporate improvements made to
other BEA surveys. Survey instructions
and data item descriptions will be
changed to improve clarity and make
the benchmark survey forms more
consistent with those of other BEA
surveys.

Executive Order 12866

This proposed rule has been
determined to be not significant for
purposes of E.O. 12866.

Executive Order 13132

This proposed rule does not contain
policies with Federalism implications
sufficient to warrant preparation of a
Federalism assessment under E.O.
13132.

Paperwork Reduction Act

This proposed rule contains a
collection-of-information requirement
subject to review and approval by OMB
under the PRA. The requirement will be
submitted to OMB for approval as a
reinstatement, with change, of a
previously approved collection under
OMB control number 0608—0049.

Notwithstanding any other provisions
of the law, no person is required to
respond to, nor shall any person be
subject to a penalty for failure to comply
with, a collection of information subject
to the requirements of the PRA unless
that collection displays a currently valid
OMB control number.

The BE-10 survey, as proposed, is
expected to result in the filing of reports
from approximately 3,900 respondents.
The respondent burden for this
collection of information will vary from
one company to another, but is
estimated to average 144 hours per
response, including time for reviewing
instructions, searching existing data
sources, gathering and maintaining the
data needed, and completing and
reviewing the collection of information.
Thus the total respondent burden for
this survey is estimated at 561,100
hours, compared to 459,400 hours for
the previous (2009) benchmark survey.
The increase in burden hours is due to
an increase in the size of the respondent
universe.

Comments are requested concerning:
(a) Whether the proposed 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 burden estimate;
(c) Ways to enhance the quality, utility,
and clarity of the information collected;
and (d) Ways to minimize the burden of
the collection of information on the
respondents, including the use of
automated collection techniques or
other forms of information technology.

Written comments regarding the
burden-hour estimates or other aspects
of the collection-of-information
requirements contained in the proposed
rule should be sent to both BEA and
OMB following the instructions given in
the ADDRESSES section above.

Regulatory Flexibility Act

The Chief Counsel for Regulation,
Department of Commerce, has certified
to the Chief Counsel for Advocacy,
Small Business Administration, under
the provisions of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act (RFA), 5 U.S.C. 605(b),
that this proposed rulemaking, if
adopted, will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities. The changes
proposed in this rule are discussed in
the preamble and are not repeated here.

A BE-10 report is required of any U.S.
company that had a foreign affiliate—
that is, that had direct or indirect
ownership or control of at least 10
percent of the voting stock of an
incorporated foreign business
enterprise, or an equivalent interest in
an unincorporated foreign business
enterprise, including a branch—at any
time during the U.S. company’s 2014
fiscal year. U.S. companies that have
direct investments abroad tend to be
quite large, and few small U.S.
businesses are subject to the reporting
requirements of this survey. Also, U.S.
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businesses that meet the SBA small
business standards tend to have few
foreign affiliates and the foreign
affiliates that they do own are small.
BEA estimates that approximately 800
of the approximately 3,900 U.S. parent
companies that will be required to
respond to the BE-10 benchmark survey
are small businesses according to the
standards established by the SBA. The
number of items required to be reported
for a foreign affiliate is determined by
the size of the affiliate’s assets, sales,
and net income. In the BE-10 survey,
for the smallest foreign affiliates—those
with total assets, sales or gross operating
revenues, and net income of less than or
equal to $25 million (positive or
negative)—only a few selected items
would be reported on a schedule-type
form, Form BE-10D. To further ease the
reporting burden on smaller U.S.
companies, U.S. Reporters with total
assets, sales or gross operating revenues,
and net income less than or equal to
$300 million (positive or negative) are
required to report only selected items on
the BE-10A form for U.S. Reporters, in
addition to forms they may be required
to file for their foreign affiliates. Further,
public reporting burden for the BE-10
collection of information is estimated to
vary from 14 hours for the smallest and
least complex U.S. Reporter with only
one foreign affiliate, to approximately
18,000 hours for a very large U.S.
Reporter with up to 800 affiliates with

a wide range of activities. We estimate
that most small reporters that will be
subject to this rule will cluster around
the 14 hour reporting burden.

Because a very small percentage of the
over 5 million U.S. small businesses are
impacted by this rule (.016 percent or
less than 2/100th of 1 percent of all
small businesses), and because those
small businesses that will be impacted
will be subject to only minimal
reporting burdens, the Chief Counsel for
Regulation certifies that this proposed
rule will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities.

List of Subjects in 15 CFR Part 801

Economic statistics, International
transactions, Multinational companies,
Penalties, Reporting and record keeping
requirements, U.S. direct investment
abroad.

Dated: July 30, 2014.
Brian C. Moyer,
Acting Director, Bureau of Economic
Analysis.

For reasons set forth in the preamble,

BEA proposes to amend 15 CFR part 801
as follows:

PART 801—SURVEY OF
INTERNATIONAL TRADE IN SERVICES
BETWEEN U.S. AND FOREIGN
PERSONS AND SURVEYS OF DIRECT
INVESTMENT

m 1. The authority citation for 15 CFR
part 801 continues to read as follows:

Authority: 5 U.S.C. 301; 15 U.S.C. 4908;
22 U.S.C. 3101-3108; E.O. 11961 (3 CFR,
1977 Comp., p. 86), as amended by E.O.
12318 (3 CFR, 1981 Comp. p. 173); and E.O.
12518 (3 CFR, 1985 Comp. p. 348).

m 2. Revise § 801.3 to read as follows:

§801.3 Reporting requirements.

Except for surveys subject to
rulemaking in §§801.7 and 801.8,
reporting requirements for all other
surveys conducted by the Bureau of
Economic Analysis shall be as follows:

(a) Notice of specific reporting
requirements, including who is required
to report, the information to be reported,
the manner of reporting, and the time
and place of filing reports, will be
published by the Director of the Bureau
of Economic Analysis in the Federal
Register prior to the implementation of
a survey;

(b) In accordance with section
3104(b)(2) of title 22 of the United States
Code, persons notified of these surveys
and subject to the jurisdiction of the
United States shall furnish, under oath,
any report containing information
which is determined to be necessary to
carry out the surveys and studies
provided for by the Act; and

(c) Persons not notified in writing of
their filing obligation by the Bureau of
Economic Analysis are not required to
complete the survey.

m 3. Add §801.8 to read as follows:

§801.8 Rules and regulations for the BE—
10, Benchmark Survey of U.S. Direct
Investment Abroad—2014.

A BE-10, Benchmark Survey of U.S.
Direct Investment Abroad will be
conducted covering 2014. All legal
authorities, provisions, definitions, and
requirements contained in §§801.1
through 801.2 and §§801.4 through
801.6 are applicable to this survey.
Specific additional rules and regulations
for the BE-10 survey are given in
paragraphs (a) through (d) of this
section. More detailed instructions are
given on the report forms and
instructions.

(a) Response required. A response is
required from persons subject to the
reporting requirements of the BE-10,
Benchmark Survey of U.S. Direct
Investment Abroad—2014, contained
herein, whether or not they are
contacted by BEA. Also, a person, or
their agent, that is contacted by BEA

about reporting in this survey, either by
sending them a report form or by
written inquiry, must respond in writing
pursuant this section. This may be
accomplished by:

(1) Certifying in writing, by the due
date of the survey, to the fact that the
person had no direct investment within
the purview of the reporting
requirements of the BE-10 survey;

(2) Completing and returning the
“BE—-10 Claim for Not Filing” by the due
date of the survey; or

(3) Filing the properly completed BE—
10 report (comprising Form BE-10A and
Form(s) BE-10B, BE-10C, and/or BE—
10D) by May 29, 2015, or June 30, 2015,
as required.

(b) Who must report. (1) A BE-10
report is required of any U.S. person
that had a foreign affiliate—that is, that
had direct or indirect ownership or
control of at least 10 percent of the
voting stock of an incorporated foreign
business enterprise, or an equivalent
interest in an unincorporated foreign
business enterprise, including a
branch—at any time during the U.S.
person’s 2014 fiscal year.

(2) If the U.S. person had no foreign
affiliates during its 2014 fiscal year, a
“BE-10 Claim for Not Filing” must be
filed by the due date of the survey; no
other forms in the survey are required.
If the U.S. person had any foreign
affiliates during its 2014 fiscal year, a
BE—-10 report is required and the U.S.
person is a U.S. Reporter in this survey.

(3) Reports are required even if the
foreign business enterprise was
established, acquired, seized,
liquidated, sold, expropriated, or
inactivated during the U.S. person’s
2014 fiscal year.

(4) The amount and type of data
required to be reported vary according
to the size of the U.S. Reporters or
foreign affiliates, and, for foreign
affiliates, whether they are majority-
owned or minority-owned by U.S. direct
investors. For purposes of the BE-10
survey, a “‘majority-owned’ foreign
affiliate is one in which the combined
direct and indirect ownership interest of
all U.S. parents of the foreign affiliate
exceeds 50 percent; all other affiliates
are referred to as ‘“minority-owned”
affiliates.

(c) Forms to be filed. (1) Form BE-10A
must be completed by a U.S. Reporter.
If the U.S. Reporter is a corporation,
Form BE-10A is required to cover the
fully consolidated U.S. domestic
business enterprise. It must also file
Form(s) BE-10B, C, and/or D for its
foreign affiliates, whether held directly
or indirectly.

(2) Form BE-10B must be filed for
each majority-owned foreign affiliate for
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which any of the following three
items—total assets, sales or gross
operating revenues excluding sales
taxes, or net income after provision for
foreign income taxes—was greater than
$80 million (positive or negative) at any
time during the affiliate’s 2014 fiscal
year.

(3) Form BE—10C must be filed:

(i) For each majority-owned foreign
affiliate for which any one of the three
items listed in paragraph (c)(2) of this
section was greater than $25 million but
for which none of these items was
greater than $80 million (positive or
negative), at any time during the
affiliate’s 2014 fiscal year, and

(ii) For each minority-owned foreign
affiliate for which any one of the three
items listed in (c)(2) of this section was
greater than $25 million (positive or
negative), at any time during the
affiliate’s 2014 fiscal year.

(4) Form BE—-10D must be filed for
majority- or minority-owned foreign
affiliates for which none of the three
items listed in paragraph (c)(2) of this
section was greater than $25 million
(positive or negative) at any time during
the affiliate’s 2014 fiscal year. Form BE—
10D is a schedule; a U.S. Reporter
would submit one or more pages of the
form depending on the number of
affiliates that are required to be filed on
this form.

(d) Due date. A fully completed and
certified BE-10 report comprising Form
BE-10A and Form(s) BE-10B, C, and/or
D (as required) is due to be filed with
BEA not later than May 29, 2015, for
those U.S. Reporters filing fewer than
50, and June 30, 2015, for those U.S.
Reporters filing 50 or more, foreign
affiliate Forms BE-10B, C, and/or D. If
the U.S. person had no foreign affiliates
during its 2014 fiscal year, it must file
a BE-10 Claim for Not Filing by May 29,
2015.

[FR Doc. 2014-18623 Filed 8—13—14; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 3510-06—-P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

18 CFR Part 40
[Docket No. RM14-7-000]

Modeling, Data, and Analysis
Reliability Standards

AGENCY: Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking;
correction.

SUMMARY: This document contains
corrections to the proposed rule (RM14—
7—000) which was published in the
Federal Register of Thursday, June 26,
2014 (79 FR 36269). The regulations
propose to approve Modeling, Data, and
Analysis Reliability Standard MOD-
001-2 developed by the North American
Electric Reliability Corporation.

DATES: Comments are due August 25,
2014.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Michael Gandolfo (Technical
Information), Office of Electric
Reliability, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 888 First Street NE.,
Washington, DC 20426, Telephone:
(202) 502-6817, Michael .Gandolfo@
ferc.gov. Robert T. Stroh (Legal
Information), Office of the General
Counsel, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 888 First Street NE.,
Washington, DC 20426, Telephone:
(202) 502—-8473, Robert.Stroh@ferc.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Need for Correction

On June 19, 2014, the Commission
issued a ‘“Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking” in the above-captioned
proceeding, Modeling, Data, and
Analysis Reliability Standards, 147
FERC { 61,208 (2014) (NOPR).

This errata notice serves to correct
paragraphs 17 and 19.

In proposed rule FR Doc. 2014-14850,
beginning on page 36269 in the issue of
June 26, 2014, make the following
corrections:

In paragraph 17 on page 36271 in the
third column, the following is inserted
as a footnote at the end of the first
sentence: ‘“The proposed Reliability
Standard MOD-001-2 will increase
paperwork burden and the number of
responses to FERC-725L (OMB Control
No. 1902-0261) and the retirement of
the current MOD Reliability Standards
will decrease the paperwork burden and
the number of responses to FERC-725A
(OMB Control No. 1902—-0244).”
Accordingly, all subsequent footnote
numbers are numerically revised to
reflect this additional footnote.

In addition, on page 36272 of the
NOPR in the first column, “changes to
FERC-725A and” is inserted after
“Proposed” in the “Action” field, and
1902—0244 and” is inserted into the
“OMB Control No.” field before the
OMB control number that is already
present.

In paragraph 19 on page 36272 in the
third column, in the last sentence,
remove “FERC-725Q” and insert the
following “FERC-725A (OMB Control
No. 1902—-0244), FERC-725L (OMB
Control No. 1902—-0261).”

Dated: August 6, 2014.
Kimberly D. Bose,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 2014-19226 Filed 8—13—14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Parole Commission

28 CFR Part 2
[Docket No. USPC-2014-01]

Paroling, Recommitting and
Supervising Federal Prisoners
Prisoners Serving Sentences Under
the United States and District of
Columbia Codes

AGENCY: United States Parole
Commission, Justice.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking.

SUMMARY: The United States Parole
Commission proposes to revise its rules
pertaining to decisions to revoke terms
of supervision without a hearing.
Specifically, we propose a rule that
would allow a releasee charged with
only administrative violations or
specifically identified misdemeanor
crimes to apply for a prison sanction of
8 months or less. If a releasee qualifies
and applies for a sanction under this
section, the Commission may approve a
revocation decision that includes no
more than 8 months of imprisonment
without using its normal guidelines for
decision-making.

DATES: Submit Comments on or before
October 14, 2014.

ADDRESSES: Submit your comments,
identified by docket identification
number USPC-2014-01 by one of the
following methods:

1. Federal eRulemaking Portal:
http://www.regulations.gov. Follow the
online instructions for submitting
comments .

2. Mail: Office of the Case Operations,
U.S. Parole Commission, attention:
Stephen J. Husk, Case Operations
Administrator, 90 K Street, NE.,
Washington, DC 20530.

3. Fax: (202) 357-1086.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Stephen J. Husk, Case Operations
Administrator U.S. Parole Commission,
90 K Street, NE., Washington, DC 20530,
telephone (202) 346—7061. Questions
about this publication are welcome, but
inquiries concerning individual cases
cannot be answered over the telephone.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The Parole
Commission is responsible for paroling
those federal and District of Columbia
offenders serving parole-eligible
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sentences and for monitoring the
supervision of paroled offenders and DC
offenders whose sentences require
supervised release after serving their
prison terms. When determining how
much prison time should be imposed
when revoking a term of parole or
supervised release, the Commission
applies guidelines for its decision-
making. There are two aspects of the
offender’s behavior/history used to
guide the Commission in determining
how much prison time to impose. First,
we consider the severity of the current
violations of supervision based on an
eight level severity index. In addition,
the Commission applies a “salient factor
score” to aide in determining the risk of
potential violations of supervision. The
salient factor score is based on six items
related to the offender’s record of past
criminal convictions, supervision
history and age.

For persons who have not violated the
law while on supervision but fail to
comply with one or more of the other
conditions ordered by the Commission,
the severity of the non-criminal
violation is treated the same as the
lowest level law violation on our
severity index. Prior to January of 2012,
the Commission had no special
procedures to sanction non-criminal
violations differently or to consider an
offender’s acceptance of responsibility
for the violation behavior into its
decision-making.

In January of 2012, the Commission
initiated a pilot project (Short-Term
Intervention for Success) for persons
arrested in the District of Columbia on
USPC warrants who had committed
only non-criminal violations of parole
or supervised release. The project was
also extended to persons re-arrested for
minor crimes similar to those that the
Commission does not usually consider
as “‘prior convictions” when assessing
its Salient Factor Score. Those persons
approved for participation in the pilot
project were not sanctioned in
accordance with the Commission’s
customary guidelines. Instead, the
Commission imposed a prison sanction
not to exceed 8 months. To be
considered for this shorter sanction, the
offender was required to (1) promptly
accept responsibility for the violations
and; (2) agree to modify the non-
compliant behavior to successfully
complete any future period of
supervision.

When the Short-Term Intervention for
Success (SIS) pilot project started in the
District of Columbia, its purpose was to
determine whether shorter period of
confinement could achieve swifter
resolution of revocation matters at
reduced costs to various criminal justice

agencies without jeopardizing public
safety.

When the SIS project started, the total
number of prisoners confined in the
District of Columbia on Commission
warrants exceeded 700. Many of those
prisoners were being held solely on
administrative (i.e. non-criminal)
violations of supervision. As of June 23,
2014, the total population was 416.

The prison population for parole/
supervised release violators in the
District of Columbia has been reduced,
in large part, due to the shorter and
swifter sanctions imposed via the SIS
project. A study of 828 administrative
violators who were sanctioned prior to
the start of the SIS project showed that
they were confined, on average, for 11
months. Of the 889 persons that were
sanctioned during the SIS project
(through June 30, 2014), the average
sanction was 3.4 months. This 69%
reduction in length of prison terms has
had significant impact on the prison
population and the costs associated
with incarceration. Because prisoners
were accepting responsibility for the
violations at a probable cause hearing,
the SIS project also resulted in a faster
resolution to revocation matters and
thus a reduction of the time spent of
various agencies in preparing for and
attending revocation hearings.

At the Commission’s request, an
evaluation of the SIS project was
completed by Dr. James Austin and Dr.
Calvin Johnson in May of 2013. This
evaluation showed that, after serving the
shorter periods of incarceration, persons
that participated in SIS had not been re-
arrested at a rate greater than the sample
of 828 that received the longer prison
sanctions prior to SIS.

The SIS program achieved its goals of
swifter resolution of administrative
violations, shortening the prison stays
for lower level violations and saving
costs to various law enforcement
agencies and public defender offices.
Based on the analysis completed in the
May 2013 evaluation, it has done so
with no negative impact on recidivism.

Because the majority of the parole and
supervised release violators are arrested
in the District of Columbia (and its
proximity to Commission headquarters),
the SIS pilot project was extended only
to administrative violators in the
District of Columbia. However, there is
also a smaller number of prisoners
confined each year on Commission
warrants outside the District of
Columbia (both federal and D.C) who
have committed non-criminal violations
similar to those who participated in the
SIS program and have similar criminal
backgrounds.

Section 2.66 already allows for the
Commission to make a revocation
decision without a hearing in certain
instances. The proposed rule would
expand that section to create a special
procedure for those that commit only
non-criminal violations of supervision
or very minor crimes. The proposed rule
extends the procedure to persons
arrested outside the District of Columbia
by allowing an offender to apply for the
reduced sanction at a preliminary
interview (i.e. probable cause
proceeding conducted by a U.S.
Probation Officer outside of the District
of Columbia). In addition, it expands the
scope of misdemeanor crimes that will
be treated as administrative violations
under this section to include arrests for
possession of an illegal drug or drug
paraphernalia for personal use only. The
Commission has always sanctioned
positive drug tests as an administrative
violation. The proposed rule would
allow an offender that is arrested in
possession of an illegal drug for
personal use (or paraphernalia
indicating personal use) to be
sanctioned similarly to an offender that
uses an illegal drug and then tests
positive for that substance.

Under the proposed rule, Commission
retains its discretion to disapprove an
offender for a sanction under this
section if we believe that case specific
factors indicate that resolving the matter
under the normal revocation procedures
is more appropriate. In addition, the
proposed rule includes a departure from
our normal policy that an offender
whose supervised release is revoked
will receive another term of supervised
release that is equal in length to the
maximum term authorized by the law.
Specifically, for these minor types of
violations, the proposed rule allows for
the Commission to impose a shorter
period of supervised release if we
believe that a shorter period of
supervision adequately addresses the
offender’s needs without putting the
public at risk.

Executive Order 13132

These regulations will not have
substantial direct effects on the States,
on the relationship between the national
government and the States, or on the
distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government. Under Executive
Order 13132, these rules do not have
sufficient federalism implications
requiring a Federalism Assessment.

Regulatory Flexibility Act

The rules will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities within the
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meaning of the Regulatory Flexibility
Act, 5 U.S.C. §605(b).

Unfunded Mandates Reform Act of
1995

The rules will not cause State, local,
or tribal governments, or the private
sector, to spend $100,000,000 or more in
any one year, and it will not
significantly or uniquely affect small
governments. No action under the
Unfunded Mandates Reform Act of 1995
is necessary.

Small Business Regulatory Enforcement
Fairness Act of 1996 (Subtitle E-
Congressional Review Act)

These rules are not “major rules” as
defined by Section 804 of the Small
Business Regulatory Enforcement
Fairness Act of 1996 Subtitle E-
Congressional Review Act, now codified
at 5 U.S.C. 804(2). The rules will not
result in an annual effect on the
economy of $100,000,000 or more; a
major increase in costs or prices; or
significant adverse effects on the ability
of United States-based companies to
compete with foreign-based companies.
Moreover, these are rules of agency
practice or procedure that do not
substantially affect the rights or
obligations of non-agency parties, and
do not come within the meaning of the
term “‘rule” as used in Section 804(3)(C)
now codified at 5 U.S.C. §804(3) (C).
Therefore, the reporting requirement of
5 U.S.C. § 801 does not apply.

List of Subjects in 28 CFR Part 2

Administrative practice and
procedure, Prisoners, Probation and
Parole.

The Proposed Rules

Accordingly, the U.S. Parole
Commission proposes to adopt the
following amendment to 28 CFR Part 2.

28 CFR PART 2—[AMENDED]

m 1. The authority citation for 28 CFR
part 2 continues to read as follows:

Authority: 18 U.S.C. §4203(a)(1) and
4204(a)(6).
m 2. Add paragraph (d) to § 2.66 to read
as follows:

§2.66 Revocation Decision Without a
Hearing.
* * * * *

(d) Special Procedures for Swift and
Short-Term Sanctions for
Administrative Violations of
supervision: (1) An alleged violator may,
at the time of the probable cause hearing
or preliminary interview, waive the
right to a revocation hearing and apply
in writing for an immediate prison

sanction of no more than 8 months.
Notwithstanding the reparole guidelines
at Section 2.21, the Commission will
consider such a sanction if:

(i) The releasee has not already
postponed the initial probable cause
hearing/preliminary interview by more
than 30 days;

(ii) The charges alleged by the
Commission do not include a violation
of the law(*);

(iii) The releasee has accepted
responsibility for the violations ;

(iv) The releasee has agreed to modify
the non-compliant behavior to
successfully complete any remaining
period of supervision and;

(v) The releasee has not already been
sanctioned pursuant to this paragraph.

(2) A sanction imposed pursuant to
paragraph (d)(1) of this section may
include any other action authorized by
Sections 2.105 or 2.218.

(3) Notwithstanding the general
policy at 2.218(e), a decision to revoke
a term of supervised release made
pursuant to paragraph (d)(1) of this
section may include a further term of
supervised release that is less than the
maximum authorized term.

(4) Any case not approved by the
Commission for a revocation sanction
pursuant to paragraph (d)(1) of this
section shall receive the normal
revocation hearing procedures including
the application of the guidelines at 28
CFR 2.21.

*Note to paragraph (d): For purpose
of paragraph (d)(1) only, the
Commission will consider the
sanctioning of the following crimes as
administrative violations if they have
been charged only as misdemeanors:

1. Public Intoxication

2. Possession of an Open Container of
Alcohol

. Urinating in Public

. Traffic Violations

. Disorderly Conduct/Breach of Peace

. Driving without a License or with a
revoked/suspended license

7. Providing False Information to a

Police Officer
8. Loitering
9. Failure to Pay court ordered support

(i.e. child support/alimony)

10. Solicitation/Prostitution

11. Resisting Arrest

12. Reckless Driving

13. Gambling

14. Failure to Obey a Police Officer

15. Leaving the Scene of an Accident
(only if no injury occurred)

16. Hitchhiking

17. Vending without a License

18. Possession of Drug Paraphernalia

(indicating purpose of personal use

only)

19. Possession of a Controlled Substance

(for personal use only)

O Ul W

Dated: July 30, 2014.
Cranston J. Mitchell,
Vice Chairman, U.S. Parole Commission.
[FR Doc. 2014-18421 Filed 8—13-14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE P

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR
Occupational Safety and Health

Administration

29 CFR Parts 1904 and 1952
[Docket No. OSHA-2013-0023]
RIN 1218-AC49

Improve Tracking of Workplace
Injuries and llinesses

AGENCY: Occupational Safety and Health
Administration (OSHA), Labor.

ACTION: Supplemental notice of
proposed rulemaking.

SUMMARY: On November 08, 2013,
OSHA published a notice of proposed
rulemaking to amend the agency’s
regulation on the annual OSHA injury
and illness reporting requirements to
add three new electronic reporting
obligations. At a public meeting on the
proposal, many stakeholders expressed
concern that the proposal could
motivate employers to under-record
their employees’ injuries and illnesses.
They expressed concern that the
proposal could promote an increase in
workplace policies and procedures that
deter or discourage employees from
reporting work related injuries and
illnesses. These include adopting
unreasonable requirements for reporting
injuries and illnesses and retaliating
against employees who report injuries
and illnesses. In order to protect the
integrity of the injury and illness data,
OSHA is considering adding provisions
that will make it a violation for an
employer to discourage employee
reporting in these ways. To facilitate
further evaluation of this issue, OSHA is
extending the comment period for 60
days for public comment on this issue.
In promulgating a final rule, OSHA will
consider the comments already received
as well as the information it receives in
response to this notice.

DATES: The comment period for the
proposed rule published November 8,
2013 (78 FR 67254) is extended.
Comments must be submitted by
October 14, 2014.

ADDRESSES:

Electronically: You may submit
comments electronically at http://
www.regulations.gov, which is the
federal e-rulemaking portal. Follow the
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instructions on the Web site for making
electronic submissions;

Fax: If your submission, including
attachments, does not exceed 10 pages,
you may fax it to the OSHA docket
office at (202) 693—1648;

Mail, Hand Delivery, Express Mail,
Messenger, or Courier Service: You may
submit your comments and attachments
to the OSHA Docket Office, Docket
Number OSHA-2013-0023, U.S.
Department of Labor, Room N-2625,
200 Constitution Avenue NW.,
Washington, DC 20210; telephone (202)
693-2350 (OSHA’s TTY number is (877)
889-5627). Deliveries (hand, express
mail, messenger, and courier service)
are accepted during the Department of
Labor’s and docket office’s normal
business hours, 8:15 a.m.—4:45 p.m.

Instructions for Submitting
Comments: All submissions must
include the docket number (Docket No.
OSHA-2013-0023) or the RIN (RIN
1218-AC49) for this rulemaking.
Because of security-related procedures,
submission by regular mail may result
in significant delay. Please contact the
OSHA docket office for information
about security procedures for making
submissions by hand delivery, express
delivery, and messenger or courier
service.

All comments, including any personal
information you provide, are placed in
the public docket without change and
may be made available online at http://
www.regulations.gov. Therefore, OSHA
cautions you about submitting personal
information such as Social Security
numbers and birthdates.

Docket: To read or download
submissions in response to this Federal
Register document, go to docket number
OSHA-2013-0023, at http://
regulations.gov. All submissions are
listed in the http://regulations.gov
index. However, some information (e.g.,
copyrighted material) is not publicly
available to read or download through
that Web site. All submissions,
including copyrighted material, are
available for inspection and copying at
the OSHA docket office.

Electronic copies of this Federal
Register document are available at
http://www.regulations.gov. This
document, as well as news releases and
other relevant information, is available
at OSHA’s Web site at http://
www.osha.gov.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION, CONTACT: For
press inquiries: Frank Meilinger, OSHA
Office of Communications, Room N—
3647, U.S. Department of Labor, 200
Constitution Avenue NW., Washington,
DC 20210; telephone (202) 693—1999;
email: meilinger.francis2@dol.gov.

For general and technical information
on the proposed rule: Miriam
Schoenbaum, OSHA Office of Statistical
Analysis, Room N-3507, U.S.
Department of Labor, 200 Constitution
Avenue NW., Washington, DC 20210;
telephone (202) 693—-1841; email:
schoenbaum.miriam@dol.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: By notice
published November 08, 2013, OSHA
proposed to amend its recordkeeping
regulations to add requirements for the
electronic submission of injury and
illness information that employers are
already required to keep. (78 FR 67254).
The proposal would require certain
establishments that are already required
to keep injury and illness records under
OSHA'’s regulations for recording and
reporting occupational injuries and
illnesses to electronically submit
information from these records to
OSHA. OSHA plans to post the
establishment-specific injury and illness
data on its Web site.

On January 09-10, 2014, OSHA held
a public meeting on the proposal. A
prevalent concern expressed by many
meeting participants was that the
proposal might create motivations for
employers to under-record injuries and
illnesses, since each covered
establishment’s injury and illness data
would become publically available on
OSHA'’s Web site. Some participants
also commented that some employers
already discourage employees from
making injury and illness reports by
disciplining or taking other adverse
action against employees who file injury
and illness reports. These participants
expressed concern that the increased
visibility of establishment injury and
illness data under the proposal would
lead to an increase in the number of
employers who adopt practices that
have the effect of discouraging
employees from reporting recordable
injuries and illnesses. OSHA is
concerned that the accuracy of the data
collected under the new proposal could
be compromised if employers adopt
these practices. In addition, OSHA
wants to ensure that employers,
employees, and the public have access
to the most accurate data about injuries
and illnesses in their workplaces so that
they can take the most appropriate steps
to protect worker safety and health.

Therefore, the Agency is seeking
comment on whether to amend the
proposed rule to (1) require that
employers inform their employees of
their right to report injuries and
illnesses; (2) require that any injury and
illness reporting requirements
established by the employer be
reasonable and not unduly burdensome;

and (3) prohibit employers from taking
adverse action against employees for
reporting injuries and illnesses.

OSHA is particularly interested in the
answers to the following questions:

(1) What are the costs and benefits of
OSHA using this rulemaking to address
the issue of employers who discourage
employees from reporting injuries and
illnesses?

(2) Are the cost estimates in this
document accurate?

(3) What other actions can OSHA take
to address the issue of employers who
discourage employees from reporting
injuries and illnesses?

(4) How should OSHA clarify the
requirement that injury and illness
reporting requirements established by
the employer are reasonable and not
unduly burdensome?

I. Legal Authority

OSHA is issuing this proposal
pursuant to authority expressly granted
by sections 8 and 24 of the Occupational
Safety and Health Act (the “OSH Act”
or “Act”) (29 U.S.C. 657, 673). Section
8(c)(2) of the Act directs the Secretary
to prescribe regulations ‘‘requiring
employers to maintain accurate records
of . . . work-related deaths, injuries and
illnesses,” (29 U.S.C. 657(c)(2)), and
section 8(g)(2) broadly empowers the
Secretary to “prescribe such rules and
regulations as he may deem necessary to
carry out [his] responsibilities under
this Act” (29 U.S.C. 657(g)(2)).
Similarly, section 24 requires the
Secretary to “develop and maintain an
effective program of collection,
compilation, and analysis of
occupational safety and health
statistics” and to “‘compile accurate
statistics on work injuries and illnesses
which shall include all disabling,
serious, or significant injuries and
illnesses . . .” (29 U.S.C. 673(a)).

Rules that prohibit employers from
discouraging employee reports of injury
and illness fit comfortably within these
various statutory grants of authority. If
employers may not discipline or take
adverse action against workers for
reporting injuries and illnesses, workers
will feel less hesitant to report their
injuries and illnesses, and their
employers’ records and reports will be
more “‘accurate”, as required by sections
8 and 24 of the Act. Further, given
testimony that some employers already
engage in such practices, and the
possibility that the proposed rule could
provide additional motivation for
employers to do so, prohibiting
employers from taking adverse actions
against their employees for reporting
injuries and illnesses in this rulemaking
is “necessary to carry out” the
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recordkeeping requirements of the Act.
(See 29 U.S.C. 657(g)(2).).

Section 11(c) of the Act prohibits any
person from discharging or
discriminating against any employee
because that employee has exercised
any right under the Act. (29 U.S.C.
660(c)(1).) Under this provision, an
employee who believes he or she has
been discriminated against may file a
complaint with OSHA, and if, after
investigation, the Secretary determines
that Section 11(c) has been violated,
then the Secretary can file suit against
the employer in U.S. District Court
seeking “‘all appropriate relief”
including reinstatement and back pay.
(29 U.S.C. 660(c)(2).) Taking adverse
action against an employee who reports
a fatality, injury, or illness is a violation
of 11(c), (see 29 CFR 1904.36); therefore,
much of the primary conduct that
would be prohibited by the new
provision is likely already proscribed by
11(c).

The advantage of this provision is that
it would provide OSHA with additional
enforcement tools to promote the
accuracy and integrity of the injury and
illness records employers are required
to keep under Part 1904. For example,
under 11(c), OSHA may not act against
an employer unless an employee files a
complaint. Under the additions to the
proposed rule under consideration,
OSHA would be able to cite an
employer for taking adverse action
against an employee for reporting an
injury or illness, even if the employee
did not file a complaint. Moreover, an
abatement order can be a more efficient
tool to correct employer policies and
practices than the injunctions
authorized under 11(c).

The fact that Section 11(c) already
provides a remedy for retaliation does
not preclude the Secretary from
implementing alternative remedies
under the OSH Act. Where retaliation
threatens to undermine a program that
Congress required the Secretary to
adopt, the Secretary may proscribe that
retaliation through a regulatory
provision unrelated to 11(c). For
example, under the medical removal
protection (MRP) provision of the lead
standard, employers are required to pay
the salaries of workers who cannot work
due to high blood lead levels. 29 CFR
1910.1025(k); see United Steelworkers,
AFL-CIO v. Marshall, 647 F.2d 1189,
1238 (D.C. Cir. 1980). And it is well
established that OSHRC may order
employers to pay back pay as abatement
for violations of the MRP requirements.
See United Steelworkers, AFL-CIO v. St.
Joe Resources, 916 F.2d 294, 299 (5th
Cir. 1990); Dole v. East Penn
Manufacturing Co., 894 F.2d 640, 646

(3d Cir. 1990). If the reason that an
employer decided not to pay MRP
benefits was to retaliate for an
employee’s exercise of some right under
the Act, OSHA can still cite the
employer and seek the benefits as
abatement, because payment of the
benefits is important to vindicate the
health interests underlying MRP. The
mere fact that that the employer might
have a retaliatory motive does not
require that OSHA treat the matter as an
11(c) case. See St. Joe Resources, 916
F.2d at 298 (stating that that 11(c) was
not an exclusive remedy, because
otherwise the remedial purposes of MRP
would be undermined). This would also
be the case here. If employers reduce the
accuracy of their injury and illness
records by retaliating against employees
who report an injury or illness, then
OSHA may use its authority to collect
accurate injury and illness records to
proscribe such conduct even if the
conduct would also be covered by 11(c).

I1. Questions for Comment and
Provisions under Consideration

In light of the comments and the
testimony at the public meeting, OSHA
is concerned that, in at least some
workplaces, injury reporting may be
inaccurate because employers adopt
practices or policies that discourage
employees from reporting their injuries.
OSHA seeks any information
stakeholders might have about such
practices and policies, and their effect
on injury and illness records, including
answers to the following questions:

1. Are you aware of situations where
employers have discouraged the
reporting of injuries and illnesses? If so,
describe any techniques, practices, or
procedures used by employers that you
are aware of. If such techniques,
practices, or procedures are in writing,
please provide a copy.

2. Will the fact that employer injury
and illness statistics will be publically
available on the internet cause some
employers to discourage their
employees from reporting injuries and
illnesses? Why or why not? If so, what
practices or policies do you expect such
employers to adopt?

3. Are you aware of any studies or
reports on practices that discourage
injury and illness reporting? If so, please
provide them.

Under 29 CFR 1904.35(a)(1) and
(b)(1), employers are already required to
set up a way for employees to report
work-related injuries and illnesses to
the employer promptly and to inform
each employee how to report work-
related injuries and illnesses to the
employer. OSHA is considering adding
three provisions to this section: (1) A

requirement that employers inform their
employees of their right to report
injuries and illnesses free from
discrimination or retaliation; (2) a
provision requiring that any injury and
illness reporting requirements
established by the employer be
reasonable and not unduly burdensome;
and (3) a prohibition against
disciplining employees for reporting
injuries and illnesses. Each of these
three provisions under consideration is
discussed below. OSHA seeks comment
information, data, and studies that shed
light on the appropriateness of each
provision as a way to improve the
accuracy of injury and illness records by
prohibiting employers from taking
adverse actions against employees for
reporting injuries and illnesses. OSHA
also seeks comment on ways to improve
each of the three possible provisions
discussed below, as well as any
additional information on employer
practices that may discourage
employees from reporting injuries or
and illnesses. Requiring employers to
inform their employees that the
employees have a right to report injuries
and illnesses. Several participants at the
public meeting described situations
where workers did not report injuries or
illnesses for fear of retaliation from their
employers. (Day 1 Tr. 200, 203; Day 2
Tr. 124-25.) If employees do not know
that the OSH Act protects their right to
report an injury or illness, they might be
less likely to report an injury or illness
to their employer. OSHA is therefore
considering amending 29 CFR 1904.35
to require employers to inform each
employee that employees have a right to
report injuries and illnesses, and that it
is unlawful for an employer to take
adverse action against an employee for
reporting an injury or illness. This
requirement would have the additional
benefit of reminding the employer that
such adverse actions are illegal, which
should also reduce the incidence of
such retaliation. OSHA seeks comment
on this provision, including answers to
the following questions:

4. Do you or does your employer
currently inform employees of their
right to report injuries and illnesses? If
so, please describe how and when this
information is provided.

5. Are there any difficulties or barriers
an employer might face in trying to
provide such information to its
employees? If so, please describe them.

6. How might an employer best
provide this information: orally to the
employee, through a written notice,
posting, or in some other manner?

Requiring the injury and illness
reporting procedures established by the
employer under 29 CFR 1904.35(a)(1)
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and (b)(1) to be reasonable and not
unduly burdensome. 29 CFR
1904.35(b)(1) requires employers to
provide a way for employees to report
injuries and illnesses promptly.
However, if employers adopt reporting
procedures that are unreasonably
burdensome, they may discourage
reporting. For example, an employee
might be discouraged from reporting an
injury or illness if the employer
required the employee to report in
person at a location distant from the
employee’s workplace, or if the
employer penalized employees for
failing to report an injury within a
specific time period (e.g., within 24
hours of an incident), even if the
employees did not realize that they were
injured or made ill until after that time.
One participant at the public meeting,
for example, said that he knew of health
care facilities where employees often
did not report incidents of workplace
violence, even though those incidents
happened routinely, because the
reporting procedures were too
cumbersome (Day 2 Tr. 91-92.) While
OSHA believes that onerous and
unreasonable reporting requirements are
already in effect prohibited by the
regulation (i.e. one has not created a
“way to report” injuries if the “way” is
too difficult to use), this proposal would
add additional text to communicate that
point more clearly. OSHA seeks
comment on this provision, including
answers to the following questions:

7. What procedures do you or does
your employer have about the time and
manner of reporting injuries and
illnesses? How do these procedures
assist in the collection and maintenance
of accurate records? May an employee
be disciplined for failing to observe
these procedures? If so, what kind of
discipline may be imposed?

8. Are you aware of any examples of
reporting requirements that you
consider to be unreasonably
burdensome and could discourage
reporting? What are they?

9. How should OSHA clarify the
requirement that reporting requirements
are ‘‘reasonable and not unduly
burdensome”?

Prohibiting employers from
disciplining employees for reporting
injuries and illnesses. If an employer
disciplines or takes adverse action
against an employee for reporting an
injury or illness, this may discourage
employees from reporting injuries and
illnesses. These adverse actions could
include termination, reduction in pay,
reassignment to a less desirable
position, or any other action that might
dissuade a reasonable employee from
reporting an injury. See Burlington

Northern & Santa Fe Railway Co. v.
White, 548 U.S. 53, 68 (2006). Adverse
actions mentioned by participants in the
public meeting included requiring
employees who reported an injury to
wear fluorescent orange vests,
disqualifying employees who reported
two injuries or illnesses from their
current job, requiring an employee who
reported an injury to undergo drug
testing where there was no reason to
suspect drug use, automatically
disciplining those who seek medical
attention, and enrolling employees who
report an injury in an “Accident
Repeater Program” that included
mandatory counseling on workplace
safety and progressively more serious
sanctions for additional reports, ending
in termination. (See Day 1 Tr. 36, 39—
40, 203; Day 2 Tr. 58, 126-27, 142—143.)
Likewise, an employer rule to take
adverse action against all employees
who are injured or made ill, regardless
of fault, would discourage reporting and
would be prohibited by this rulemaking.

Also falling under this prohibition
would be pre-textual disciplinary
actions—that is, where an employer
disciplines an employee for violating a
safety rule, but the real reason for the
action is the employee’s injury or illness
report. This can be the case when the
safety rule is only enforced against
workers who report, or enforced more
severely against those employees. Public
meeting participants noted particular
situations where employers selectively
enforced vague rules, such as maintain
“‘situational awareness’ and “work
carefully,” only against employees who
reported injuries or illnesses (See Day 2
Tr. 143-44, 150-151.)

As noted above, these retaliatory
actions would likely be actionable
under 11(c), as well as under the
provisions that OSHA is considering as
amendments to 1904.35. The remedy,
however, would be different. Under this
provision, OSHA could issue citations
to employers under Section 9 of the
OSH Act for violating the provision, and
the employer could challenge the
citations before the Occupational Safety
and Health Review Commission. The
citations would carry civil penalties in
accordance with Section 17 of the OSH
Act, as well as a requirement to abate
the violation; the abatement could
include reinstatement and back pay. See
United Steelworkers of America, AFL-
CIO v. St. Joe Resources, 916 F.2d 294,
299 (5th Cir. 1990) (holding that the
Commission has authority to issue an
abatement order mandating the payment
of back pay required under the lead
standard’s medical removal protection
(MRP) requirement); Dole v. East Penn
Manufacturing Co., 894 F.2d 640, 646

(3d Cir. 1990) (ordering employer to
abate MRP violation by paying owed
overtime pay). A further discussion of
the legal interplay between 11(c) and
this provision is covered in the Legal
Authority section above. OSHA seeks
comment on this provision, including
responses to the following questions:

10. Are you aware of employer
practices or policies to take adverse
action against persons who report
injuries or illnesses? Please describe
them.

11. Are you aware of any particular
situations where an employee decided
not to report an injury or illness to his
or her employer because of a fear that
the employer would take adverse action
against the employee? If so, please
describe the situation, including the
nature of the injury or illness and the
reasons the employee had for believing
he or she would be retaliated against.

12. What kinds of adverse actions
might lead an employee to decide not to
report an injury or illness? Are there
other employer actions that would not
dissuade a reasonable employee from
reporting an injury or illness?

13. OSHA encourages employers to
enforce safety rules as part of a well-
functioning workplace safety program.
Are there any employer practices that
OSHA should explicitly exclude under
this provision to ensure that employers
are able to run an effective workplace
safety program?

14. What other actions can OSHA take
to address the issue of employers who
discourage employees from reporting
injuries and illnesses?

Economic Issues

This reopening is for the purpose of
discussing a modification of the
recordkeeping rules to provide several
clarifications of OSHA’s current
recordkeeping rules with respect to the
rights of employees to report injuries
and illnesses without discrimination.
These provisions do not require
employers to provide any new or
additional records not already required
in existing standards. (When the
existing standards were promulgated,
OSHA estimated the costs to employers
of the records that would be required.)
These provisions add no new rights to
employees, but are instead designed to
assure that employers recognize the
existing right of employees to report
work-related injuries and illnesses.
OSHA considered that such a
reinforcement of the importance of these
rights might be valuable because of
concerns that providing public access to
a wider range of injury and illness
information from a greater number of
employers might cause some employers
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to put greater pressure on employees to
not report injuries and illnesses. These
provisions represent a clarification of
the existing rule, add minor additional
expenses, and may generate cost
savings. To show this, OSHA will
examine the possible additions on a
provision by provision basis.

OSHA is considering a potential
provision to require employers to
inform their employees that the
employees have a right to report injuries
and illnesses. Under 1905.35(a)
employers are already required to
inform each employee about how he or
she is to report an injury or illness to the
employer. For new and future
employees, this possible new
requirement to inform employees of
their right to report injuries and
illnesses could be met at no additional
cost by informing employees of their
rights at the same time that they are
informed of how to report. Employers
who meet this requirement through
annual training, or the posting of
procedures, or as part of an employee
handbook might incur a small one-time
cost to change these materials. If
employers use materials that cannot be
inexpensively changed or updated, or if
employers who meet the existing
requirement to provide information on
reporting procedures do so solely by
informing new employees of their
procedures, those employers would
need to incur a small one-time cost to
inform all existing employees of their
rights. This could be done through a
sign. OSHA estimates that posting a sign
would typically require 3 to 5 minutes
of time. OSHA believes that many
employers already have in place
programs and systems (such as illness
and injury prevention programs or
IIPPs) for either encouraging or
requiring employees to report all
workplace injuries and illnesses. OSHA
welcomes comment on the possible
costs of this potential requirement.

15. Is the fact that retaliation for
reporting workplace injuries and
illnesses is illegal communicated in
your workplace? How? What costs are
associated with communicating this
information?

OSHA is also considering a potential
provision to require that the injury and
illness reporting procedures established
by the employer under 29 CFR
1904.35(a)(1), and (b)(1), be reasonable
and not unduly burdensome. OSHA is
concerned both about unusually
burdensome methods and also about
reporting requirements that may punish
employees for failure to report at the
exact time and place required by
procedures. This provision could be
considered a clarification of the existing

requirements in 1904.35 that employers
provide a way for employees to report
work-related injuries and illnesses
promptly and in 1904.36 that employers
are prohibited from discriminating
against employees for reporting. It is
possible that this clarification may
cause some employers to incur costs to
change their reporting policies and
announce the change to their
employees. Given that even for remote
workers there are many ways of
facilitating the reporting of injuries and
illnesses that are not burdensome to
either the employer or the employee,
such as permitting telephonic reporting,
the provision could be cost-saving in the
aggregate in terms of reduced employee
time for reporting injuries and illnesses.
Indeed the one strong piece of evidence
that a reporting procedure is
unreasonable would be that it causes
costs to the employee in excess of any
cost savings for the employer. For
example, a procedure requiring in
person rather than telephonic reporting
at a location an hour from the
employee’s typical workplace would
save an hour of employee time at no
measurable expense to the employer.
OSHA welcomes comment on the costs
and benefits associated with this
provision.

16. What kinds of existing reporting
procedures might be prohibited by this
requirement? What costs or other
detrimental effects might employers
incur if they are prevented from
requiring these procedures?

Finally, OSHA is considering a
potential provision prohibiting
employers from disciplining employees
for reporting injuries and illnesses. This
provision would simply make more
explicit the existing requirement in
1904.36 that states that “Section 11(c) of
the Act prohibits you from
discriminating against an employee for
reporting a work-related fatality, injury
or illness. That provision of the Act also
protects the employee who files a safety
and health complaint, asks for access to
the Part 1904 records, or otherwise
exercises any rights afforded by the OSH
Act.” There is no new requirement here.
The additional explicitness is necessary
because many stakeholders were
concerned that the new requirements to
publicize recordkeeping data might
provide employers new motivation for
disciplining employees for reporting.
This provision may help counter such
motivation. This provision would be
enforced as the existing 1904
requirements are enforced, which would
also allow OSHA and employers a way
to resolve these issues without either
the lengthy delays or the high costs

associated with enforcement under
Section 11(c) of the Act.

17. Do you anticipate any additional
costs associated with the enforcement of
the prohibition against discrimination
through the citation and penalty
provisions of the OSH Act that would
not be incurred if OSHA instead used its
authority under section 11(c) of the Act?
If so, please describe them.

OSHA also expects that, because these
three potential provisions will only
clarify existing requirements, there are
also no new economic benefits. The
provisions will at most serve to counter
the additional motivations for
employers to discriminate against
employees attempting to report injuries
and illnesses.

OSHA believes these potential
provisions are technologically feasible
because they do not require employers
to do anything not already implicitly or
explicitly required in existing standards.
OSHA also believes that these potential
requirements would be economically
feasible, since they require no more than
posting a sign, and in some cases,
reviewing and changing procedures.

18. OSHA welcomes any information
you have on the costs, benefits, and
feasibility of the three provisions
discussed in this supplemental notice.
What are the costs and benefits of using
this rulemaking to address the issue of
employers who discourage employees
from reporting injuries and illnesses?
Are the cost estimates in this document
accurate?

Regulatory Flexibility Analysis

OSHA also examined the regulatory
requirements of these potential
requirements to determine if they could
have a significant economic impact on
a substantial number of small entities.
As noted above, the maximum indicated
costs to any firm of these potential
requirements is an additional three to
five minutes of time to post a sign.
There may be some circumstances
where the clarification would make it
easier to assess fines, but the costs of
any fines can easily be avoided by
meeting the relatively low costs of
compliance with the record keeping
rule.

Environmental Impact Assessment

OSHA has also reviewed these
potential requirement in accordance
with the requirements of the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of
1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.), the
regulations of the Council on
Environmental Quality (40 U.S.C. 1500),
and the Department of Labor’s NEPA
procedures (29 CFR part 11). The
Agency finds that the revisions included
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in the proposal would have no major
negative impact on air, water or soil
quality, plant or animal life, the use of
land or other aspects of the
environment.

Finally, OSHA has reviewed these
potential requirements in accordance
with E.O. 13132 regarding Federalism.
E.O. 13132 requires that agencies, to the
extent possible, refrain from limiting
State policy options, consult with States
prior to taking any actions that would
restrict State policy options, and take
such actions only when there is clear
constitutional authority and the
presence of a problem of national scope.
Additionally, E.O. 13132 provides for
preemption of State law only if there is
a clear Congressional intent for the
Agency to do so. Any such preemption
is to be limited to the extent possible.

Section 18 of the OSH Act, 29 U.S.C.
667, expresses Congress’ clear intent to
preempt State laws relating to issues on
which Federal OSHA has promulgated
occupational safety and health
standards. A state can avoid preemption
by obtaining Federal approval of a State
plan for the development of such
standards and their enforcement.
Occupational safety and health
standards developed by such State Plan
States must, among other things, be at
least as effective in providing safe and
healthful employment and places of
employment as the Federal standards.

The Agency concludes that these
potential requirements comply with
E.O. 13132. In States without State
Plans, Congress has expressly provided
for Federal preemption on issues
addressed by an occupational safety and
health standard. The final rule would
preempt State law in the same manner
as any OSHA standard. States with State
Plans are free to develop their own
policy options on the issues addressed
by this proposed rule, provided their
standards are at least as effective as the
final rule. State comments are invited
on this proposal and will be fully
considered prior to promulgation of a
final rule.

Authority and Signature

This document was prepared under
the direction of David Michaels, Ph.D.,
MPH, Assistant Secretary of Labor for
Occupational Safety and Health. It is
issued under Sections 8 and 24 of the
Occupational Safety and Health Act (29
U.S.C. 657, 673), Section 553 of the
Administrative Procedure Act (5 U.S.C.
553), and Secretary of Labor’s Order No.
41-2012 (77 FR 3912 (Jan. 25, 2012)).

Signed at Washington, DC, on August 6,
2014.

David Michaels,

Assistant Secretary of Labor for Occupational
Safety and Health.

[FR Doc. 2014-19083 Filed 8-13-14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4510-26-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 300

[EPA-HQ-SFUND-1990-0011; FRL-9915-
23-Region 6]

National Oil and Hazardous
Substances Pollution Contingency
Plan; National Priorities List: Deletion
of the Monroe Auto Equipment
(Paragould Pit) Superfund Site

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.
ACTION: Proposed rule; notice of intent.

SUMMARY: The Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) Region 6 is issuing a
Notice of Intent to Delete the Monroe
Auto Equipment (Paragould Pit)
Superfund Site (Site) located in
Paragould, Greene County, Arkansas,
from the National Priorities List (NPL)
and requests public comments on this
proposed action. The NPL, promulgated
pursuant to section 105 of the
Comprehensive Environmental
Response, Compensation, and Liability
Act (CERCLA) of 1980, as amended, is
an appendix of the National Oil and
Hazardous Substances Pollution
Contingency Plan (NCP). The EPA and
the State of Arkansas, through the
Arkansas Department of Environmental
Quality have determined that all
appropriate response actions under
CERCLA have been completed.
However, this deletion does not
preclude future actions under
Superfund.

DATES: Comments must be received by
September 15, 2014.

ADDRESSES: Submit your comments,
identified by Docket ID no. EPA-HQ-
SFUND-1990-0011, by one of the
following methods:

e http://www.regulations.gov . Follow
on-line instructions for submitting
comments.

e Email: Brian W. Mueller,
mueller.brian@epa.gov.

e Fax:214 665—-6660.

e Mail: Brian W. Mueller; U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency,
Region 6; Superfund Division (6SF-RL);
1445 Ross Avenue, Suite 1200; Dallas,
Texas 75202—7167.

e Hand delivery: U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency, Region 6; 1445 Ross

Avenue, Suite 700; Dallas, Texas 75202—
2733; Contact: Brian W. Mueller (214)
665—7167. Such deliveries are only
accepted during the Docket’s normal
hours of operation, and special
arrangements should be made for
deliveries of boxed information.

Instructions: Direct your comments to
Docket ID no. EPA-HQ-SFUND-1990—
0011. EPA’s policy is that all comments
received will be included in the public
docket without change and may be
made available online at http://
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 http://
www.regulations.gov or email. The
http://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 http://
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 http://
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 statue. Certain other
material, such as copyrighted material,
will be publicly available only in the
hard copy. Publicly available docket
materials are available either
electronically in http://
www.regulations.gov or in hard copy at:
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,

Region 6; 1445 Ross Avenue, Suite

700; Dallas, Texas 75202—2733; hours

of operation: Monday through Friday,

9:00 a.m. to 12:00 p.m. and 1:00 p.m.

to 4:00 p.m. Contact: Brian W.

Mueller (214) 665—-7167.


http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
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Arkansas Department of Environmental
Quality, 5301 Northshore Drive, North
Little Rock, Arkansas 72118; Hours of
Operation: Monday through Friday
8:00 a.m. until 4:30 p.m.

Northeast Arkansas Regional Library,
located at 120 North 12th Street,
Paragould, Arkansas 72450; Hours of
operation: Monday through Thursday
8:00 a.m. until 6:00 p.m., Friday 8:00
a.m. until 4:00 p.m., and Saturday
8:00 a.m. until 1:00 p.m.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Brian W. Mueller, Remedial Project
Manager; U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, Region 6; Superfund Division
(6SF-RL); 1445 Ross Avenue, Suite
1200; Dallas, Texas 75202—-2733, (214)
665—7167; email:mueller.brian@epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In the
“Rules and Regulations” Section of this
Federal Register, we are publishing a

direct final Notice of Deletion of Monroe
Auto Pit Superfund Site without prior
Notice of Intent to Delete because we
view this as a noncontroversial revision
and anticipate no adverse comment. We
have explained our reasons for this
deletion in the preamble to the direct
final Notice of Deletion, and those
reasons are incorporated herein. If we
receive no adverse comment(s) on this
deletion action, we will not take further
action on this Notice of Intent to Delete.
If we receive adverse comment(s), we
will withdraw the direct final Notice of
Deletion, and it will not take effect. We
will, as appropriate, address all public
comments in a subsequent final Notice
of Deletion based on this Notice of
Intent to Delete. We will not institute a
second comment period on this Notice
of Intent to Delete. Any parties
interested in commenting must do so at
this time.

For additional information, see the
direct final Notice of Deletion which is
located in the Rules section of this
Federal Register.

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 300

Environmental protection, Air
pollution control, Chemicals, Hazardous
substances, Hazardous waste,
Intergovernmental relations, Penalties,
Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Superfund, Water
pollution control, Water supply.

Authority: 33 U.S.C. 1321(c)(2); 42 U.S.C.
9601-9657; E.O. 12777, 56 FR 54757, 3 CFR,
1991 Comp., p. 351; E.O. 12580, 52 FR 2923;
3 CFR, 1987 Comp., p. 193.

Dated: August 6, 2014.

Samuel Coleman,

Acting Regional Administrator, Region 6.
[FR Doc. 2014—-19269 Filed 8-13-14; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Agricultural Research Service

Notice of Intent To Grant Exclusive
License

AGENCY: Agricultural Research Service,
USDA.

ACTION: Notice of intent.

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that
the U.S. Department of Agriculture,
Agricultural Research Service, intends
to grant to Washington State Crop
Improvement Association of Pullman,
Washington, an exclusive license to the
chickpea variety named ‘“Royal.”

DATES: Comments must be received on
or before September 15, 2014.

ADDRESSES: Send comments to: USDA,
ARS, Office of Technology Transfer,
5601 Sunnyside Avenue, Rm. 4—1174,
Beltsville, Maryland 20705-5131.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mojdeh Bahar of the Office of
Technology Transfer at the Beltsville
address given above; telephone: 301-
504-5989.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Federal Government’s rights in this
plant variety are assigned to the United
States of America, as represented by the
Secretary of Agriculture. It is in the
public interest to so license this plant
variety as Washington State Crop
Improvement Association of Pullman,
Washington has submitted a complete
and sufficient application for a license.
The prospective exclusive license will
be royalty-bearing and will comply with
the terms and conditions of 35 U.S.C.
209 and 37 CFR 404.7. The prospective
exclusive license may be granted unless,
within thirty (30) days from the date of
this published Notice, the Agricultural
Research Service receives written
evidence and argument which
establishes that the grant of the license
would not be consistent with the

requirements of 35 U.S.C. 209 and 37
CFR 404.7.

Mojdeh Bahar,

Assistant Administrator.

[FR Doc. 2014-19246 Filed 8—13—14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-03-P

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Animal and Plant Health Inspection
Service

[Docket No. APHIS-2014-0060]

Notice of Request for Revision to and
Extension of Approval of an
Information Collection; Importation of
Fresh Pitaya Fruit From Central
America Into the Continental United
States

AGENCY: Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, USDA.

ACTION: Revision to and extension of
approval of an information collection;
comment request.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, this
notice announces the Animal and Plant
Health Inspection Service’s intention to
request a revision to and extension of
approval of an information collection
associated with the regulations for the
importation of fresh pitaya fruit from
Central America into the continental
United States.

DATES: We will consider all comments
that we receive on or before October 14,
2014.

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

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
http://www.regulations.gov/
#!docketDetail;D=APHIS-2014-0060.

e Postal Mail/Commercial Delivery:
Send your comment to Docket No.
APHIS-2014-0060, 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-2014-0060 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: For
information on fresh pitaya fruit from
Central America into the continental
United States, contact Mr. David Lamb,
Senior Regulatory Policy Specialist,
RCC, RPM, PHP, PPQ, APHIS, 4700
River Road Unit 133, Riverdale, MD
20737; (301) 851-2103. For copies of
more detailed information on the
information collection, contact Mrs.
Celeste Sickles, APHIS’ Information
Collection Coordinator, at (301) 851—
2908.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Title: Importation of Fresh Pitaya
Fruit From Central America Into the
Continental United States.

OMB Control Number: 0579-0378.

Type of Request: Revision to and
extension of approval of an information
collection.

Abstract: The Plant Protection Act
(PPA, 7 U.S.C. 7701 et seq.) authorizes
the Secretary of Agriculture to restrict
the importation, entry, or interstate
movement of plants, plant products, and
other articles to prevent the
introduction of plant pests into the
United States or their dissemination
within the United States. As authorized
by the PPA, the Animal and Plant
Health Inspection Service (APHIS)
regulates the importation of certain
fruits and vegetables in accordance with
the regulations in “Subpart—Fruits and
Vegetables” (7 CFR 319.56—1 through
319.56—-69).

Under these regulations, fresh pitaya
from Central America may be imported
into the continental United States under
certain conditions, as listed in 7 CFR
319.56-55, to prevent the introduction
of plant pests into the United States.
The regulations require information
collection activities, including
production site certification and
registration, review and maintenance of
records, packinghouse registration, a
workplan, records of fruit fly detections
and checking of traps, identification of
places of production on shipping
documents, box marking, and a
phytosanitary certificate with an
additional declaration.

When comparing the regulations to
the information collection activities that
were previously approved, we found
that production site registration and box
markings were omitted from the
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previous collection. By adding these
two activities to this information
collection, the estimated total annual
burden on respondents has increased
from 122 hours to 284 hours, and the
estimated annual number of responses
has increased from 141 to 100,148.
However, the estimate of burden has
decreased from 0.8652 hours per
response to 0.002 hours per response.

We are asking the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB) to
approve our use of these information
collection activities, as described, for an
additional 3 years.

The purpose of this notice is to solicit
comments from the public (as well as
affected agencies) concerning our
information collection. These comments
will help us:

(1) Evaluate 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;

(2) Evaluate the accuracy of our
estimate of the burden of the collection
of information, including the validity of
the methodology and assumptions used;

(3) Enhance the quality, utility, and
clarity of the information to be
collected; and

(4) Minimize the burden of the
collection of information on those who
are to respond, through use, as
appropriate, of automated, electronic,
mechanical, and other collection
technologies; e.g., permitting electronic
submission of responses.

Estimate of burden: The public
reporting burden for this collection of
information is estimated to average
0.002 hours per response.

Respondents: Shippers and producers
of fresh pitaya and the national plant
protection organizations in Central
America.

Estimated annual number of
respondents: 27.

Estimated annual number of
responses per respondent: 3,709.

Estimated annual number of
responses: 100,148.

Estimated total annual burden on
respondents: 284 hours. (Due to
averaging, the total annual burden hours
may not equal the product of the annual
number of responses multiplied by the
reporting burden per response.)

All responses to this notice will be
summarized and included in the request
for OMB approval. All comments will
also become a matter of public record.

Done in Washington, DG, this 8th day of
August 2014.

Kevin Shea,

Administrator, Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service.

[FR Doc. 2014-19176 Filed 8—-13-14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-34-P

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Animal and Plant Health Inspection
Service

[Docket No. APHIS-2014-0067]

Notice of Request for Extension of
Approval of an Information Collection;
Importation of Baby Squash and Baby
Courgettes From Zambia

AGENCY: Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, USDA.

ACTION: Extension of approval of an
information collection; comment
request.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, this
notice announces the Animal and Plant
Health Inspection Service’s intention to
request an extension of approval of an
information collection associated with
the regulations for the importation of
baby squash and baby courgettes from
Zambia into the continental United
States.

DATES: We will consider all comments
that we receive on or before October 14,
2014.

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

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
http://www.regulations.gov/
#!docketDetail;D=APHIS-2014-0067.

e Postal Mail/Commercial Delivery:
Send your comment to Docket No.
APHIS-2014-0067, 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-2014-0067 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: For
information on the importation of baby
squash and baby courgettes from
Zambia, contact Mr. Dennis Martin,

Trade Director, PIM, PPQ, APHIS, 4700
River Road Unit 140, Riverdale, MD
20737; (301) 851-2033. For copies of
more detailed information on the
information collection, contact Mrs.
Celeste Sickles, APHIS’ Information
Collection Coordinator, at (301) 851—
2908.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Title: Importation of Baby Squash and
Baby Courgettes From Zambia.

OMB Control Number: 0579-0347.

Type of Request: Extension of
approval of an information collection.

Abstract: The Plant Protection Act
(PPA, 7 U.S.C. 7701 et seq.) authorizes
the Secretary of Agriculture to restrict
the importation, entry, or interstate
movement of plants, plant products, and
other articles to prevent the
introduction of plant pests into the
United States or their dissemination
within the United States. Regulations
authorized by the PPA concerning the
importation of fruits and vegetables into
the United States from certain parts of
the world are contained in “Subpart—
Fruits and Vegetables” (7 CFR 319.56—
1 through 319.56-69).

Section 319.56—48 provides for the
importation of baby squash and baby
courgettes from Zambia into the
continental United States under certain
conditions. These regulations require
the use of certain information collection
activities, such as inspection of
greenhouses, labeling of cartons,
maintaining required trapping records,
and phytosanitary certificates issued by
the national plant protection
organization (NPPO) of Zambia with an
additional declaration that the baby
squash or baby courgettes were
produced in accordance with the
regulations.

We are asking the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB) to
approve our use of these information
collection activities for an additional 3
years.

The purpose of this notice is to solicit
comments from the public (as well as
affected agencies) concerning our
information collection. These comments
will help us:

(1) Evaluate 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;

(2) Evaluate the accuracy of our
estimate of the burden of the collection
of information, including the validity of
the methodology and assumptions used;

(3) Enhance the quality, utility, and
clarity of the information to be
collected; and

(4) Minimize the burden of the
collection of information on those who
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are to respond, through use, as
appropriate, of automated, electronic,
mechanical, and other collection
technologies; e.g., permitting electronic
submission of responses.

Estimate of burden: The public
reporting burden for this collection of
information is estimated to average 1
hour per response.

Respondents: Packinghouse officials
and the NPPO of Zambia.

Estimated annual number of
respondents: 2.

Estimated annual number of
responses per respondent: 2.

Estimated annual number of
responses: 4.

Estimated total annual burden on
respondents: 4 hours. (Due to averaging,
the total annual burden hours may not
equal the product of the annual number
of responses multiplied by the reporting
burden per response.)

All responses to this notice will be
summarized and included in the request
for OMB approval. All comments will
also become a matter of public record.

Done in Washington, DG, this 8th day of
August 2014.

Kevin Shea,

Administrator, Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service.

[FR Doc. 2014-19174 Filed 8-13—14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-34-P

COMMISSION ON CIVIL RIGHTS

Agenda and Notice of Public Meeting
of the Arizona Advisory Committee

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to
the provisions of the rules and
regulations of the U.S. Commission on
Civil Rights (Commission) and the
Federal Advisory Committee Act
(FACA) that a planning meeting the
Arizona Advisory Committee
(Committee) to the Commission will be
held on Tuesday, August 26, 2014, at
the Burton Barr Central Library, Meeting
Room A, 1221 N. Central Avenue,
Phoenix, AZ 85004. The meeting is
scheduled to begin at 2:00 p.m. and
adjourn at approximately 4:00 p.m. The
purpose of the meeting is for the
Committee to receive an orientation and
to discuss project ideas for the coming
program year.

Members of the public are entitled to
submit written comments. The
comments must be received in the
Western Regional Office of the
Commission by September 26, 2014.
The address is Western Regional Office,
U.S. Commission on Civil Rights, 300 N.
Los Angeles Street, Suite 2010, Los
Angeles, CA 90012. Persons wishing to
email their comments, or to present

their comments verbally at the meeting,
or who desire additional information
should contact Angelica Trevino,
Western Regional Office, at (213) 894—
3437, (or for hearing impaired TDD 913—
551-1414), or by email to atrevino@
usccr.gov. Hearing-impaired persons
who will attend the meeting and require
the services of a sign language
interpreter should contact the Regional
Office at least ten (10) working days
before the scheduled date of the
meeting.

Records generated from this meeting
may be inspected and reproduced at the
Western Regional Office, as they become
available, both before and after the
meeting. Persons interested in the work
of this advisory committee are advised
to go to the Commission’s Web site,
www.usccr.gov, or to contact the
Western Regional Office at the above
email or street address. The meeting
will be conducted pursuant to the
provisions of the rules and regulations
of the Commission and FACA.

Dated in Chicago, IL, August 8, 2014.
David Mussatt,
Chief, Regional Programs Coordination Unit.
[FR Doc. 2014-19193 Filed 8-13-14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6335-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Submission for OMB Review;
Comment Request

The Department of Commerce will
submit to the Office of Management and
Budget (OMB) for clearance the
following proposal for collection of
information under the provisions of the
Paperwork Reduction Act (44 U.S.C.
Chapter 35).

Agency: National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA).

Title: Northeast Region Observer
Providers.

OMB Control Number: 0648—0546.

Form Number(s): NA.

Type of Request: Regular submission
(extension of a current information
collection).

Number of Respondents: 565.

Average Hours per Response:
Application for approval of observer
service provider, 10 hours; applicant
response to denial of application for
approval of observer service provider,
10 hours; observer service provider
request for observer training, 30
minutes; observer deployment report, 10
minutes; observer availability report, 10
minutes; safety refusal report, 30
minutes; submission of raw observer
data, 5 minutes; observer debriefing, 2
hours; biological samples, 5 minutes;

rebuttal of pending removal from list of
approved observer service providers, 8
hours; vessel request to observer service
provider for procurement of a certified
observer, 25 minutes; vessel request for
waiver of observer coverage
requirement, 5 minutes; observer
contact list updates, 5 minutes; observer
availability updates, 1 minute; service
provider material submissions, 30
minutes; service provider contracts, 30
minutes.

Burden Hours: 5,675.

Needs and Uses: This request is for
extension of a currently approved
information collection.

Under the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery
Conservation and Management Act, the
Secretary of Commerce (Secretary) has
the responsibility for the conservation
and management of marine fishery
resources. Much of this responsibility
has been delegated to the National
Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration (NOAA)/National
Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS).
Under this stewardship role, the
Secretary was given certain regulatory
authorities to ensure the most beneficial
uses of these resources. One of the
regulatory steps taken to carry out the
conservation and management
objectives is to collect data from users
of the resource.

Regulations at 50 CFR 648.11(g)
require observer service providers to
comply with specific requirements in
order to operate as an approved
provider in the Atlantic sea scallop
(scallop) fishery. Observer service
providers must comply with the
following requirements: submit
applications for approval as an observer
service provider; formally request
observer training by the Northeast
Fisheries Observer Program (NEFOP);
submit observer deployment reports and
biological samples; give notification of
whether a vessel must carry an observer
within 24 hours of the vessel owner’s
notification of a prospective trip;
maintain an updated contact list of all
observers that includes the observer
identification number; observer’s name
mailing address, email address, phone
numbers, homeports or fisheries/trip
types assigned, and whether or not the
observer is “in service.” The regulations
also require observer service providers
submit any outreach materials, such as
informational pamphlets, payment
notification, and descriptions of
observer duties as well as all contracts
between the service provider and
entities requiring observer services for
review to NMFS/NEFOP. Observer
service providers also have the option to
respond to application denials, and
submit a rebuttal in response to a
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pending removal from the list of
approved observer providers. These
requirements allow NMFS/NEFOP to
effectively administer the scallop
observer program.

Affected Public: Business or other for-
profit organizations.

Frequency: Annually and on occasion.

Respondent’s Obligation: Mandatory.

This information collection request
may be viewed at reginfo.gov. Follow
the instructions to view Department of
Commerce collections currently under
review by OMB.

Written comments and
recommendations for the proposed
information collection should be sent
within 30 days of publication of this
notice to OIRA_Submission@
omb.eop.gov or faxed to (202) 395-5806.

Dated: August 8, 2014.

Gwellnar Banks,

Management Analyst, Office of the Chief
Information Officer.

[FR Doc. 2014—-19222 Filed 8-13-14; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 3510-22-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Foreign-Trade Zones Board
[Order No. 1945]

Approval for Expanded Manufacturing
Authority; Foreign-Trade Subzone 45F;
Epson Portland, Inc. (Inkjet Printer
Cartridges); Portland, Oregon

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 Port of Portland, grantee
of Foreign-Trade Zone 45, has requested
authority on behalf of Epson Portland,
Inc. (EPI), to expand the scope of
manufacturing activity conducted under
zone procedures within Subzone 45F at
the EPI facility in Hillsboro, Oregon,
(FTZ Docket 7-2012, filed 1/19/2012
and amended 2/26/2014);

Whereas, notice inviting public
comment has been given in the Federal
Register (77 FR 4006—4007, 1/26/2012;
77 FR 21082, 4/9/2012; 77 FR 26252,
5/3/2012; 77 FR 31308-31309, 5/25/
2012; and, 79 FR 14214, 3/13/2014) 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 would be satisfied,
and that the proposal would be in the
public interest if subject to the
restriction listed below;

Now, therefore, the Board hereby
orders:

The application to expand the scope
of manufacturing authority under zone
procedures within Subzone 45F, as
described in the application, as
amended, and Federal Register notices,
is approved, subject to the FTZ Act and
the Board’s regulations, including
Section 400.13, and further subject to a
restriction requiring that EPI elect
privileged foreign status (19 CFR
146.41) on all pigment dispersions in
plastics (HTSUS 3206.49.10) admitted
to the subzone.

Signed at Washington, DG, this 6th day of
August 2014.

Paul Piquado,

Assistant Secretary of Commerce for
Enforcement and Compliance, Alternate
Chairman, Foreign-Trade Zones Board.

Andrew McGilvray,

Executive Secretary.

[FR Doc. 201419274 Filed 8-13-14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration
[A-583-008]

Certain Circular Welded Carbon Steel

Pipes and Tubes From Taiwan: Notice
of Final Results of Antidumping Duty

Administrative Review; 2012-2013

AGENCY: Enforcement and Compliance,
International Trade Administration,
Department of Commerce.

SUMMARY: On June 18, 2014, the
Department of Commerce (the
Department) published the preliminary
results of the administrative review of
the antidumping duty order on certain
circular welded carbon steel pipes and
tubes from Taiwan.! The review covers
Shin Yang Steel Co., Ltd. (Shin Yang).
The period of review (POR) is May 1,
2012, through April 30, 2013. We
invited interested parties to comment on
our Preliminary Results. No parties
commented, and our final results
remain unchanged from our Preliminary
Results. The final results are listed in
the section entitled ‘“Final Results of
Review” below.

DATES: Effective Date: August 14, 2014.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Steve Bezirganian, AD/CVD Operations
Office VI, Enforcement and Compliance,
International Trade Administration,
U.S. Department of Commerce, 14th

1 See Certain Circular Welded Carbon Steel Pipes
and Tubes From Taiwan: Preliminary Results of
Antidumping Duty Administrative Review; 2012—
2013, 79 FR 34720 (June 18, 2014) (Preliminary
Results).

Street and Constitution Avenue NW.,
Washington, DC 20230; telephone: (202)
482-1131.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

On June 18, 2014, the Department
published the Preliminary Results of
this review in the Federal Register. We
invited parties to comment on the
Preliminary Results. No party
commented, nor did any party request a
hearing.

Scope of the Order

The merchandise subject to the order
is certain circular welded carbon steel
pipes and tubes from Taiwan, which are
defined as: Welded carbon steel pipes
and tubes, of circular cross section, with
walls not thinner than 0.065 inch, and
0.375 inch or more but not over 4.5
inches in outside diameter, currently
classified under Harmonized Tariff
Schedule of the United States (HTSUS)
item numbers 7306.30.5025,
7306.30.5032, 7306.30.5040, and
7306.30.5055. Although the HTSUS
subheadings are provided for
convenience and customs purposes, the
written description of the merchandise
under review is dispositive.2

Final Results of Review

As noted above, the Department has
received no comments concerning the
Preliminary Results on the record of this
segment of the proceeding. As there are
no changes from, or comments upon,
the Preliminary Results, there is no
decision memorandum accompanying
this Federal Register notice. For further
details of the issues addressed in this
proceeding, see Preliminary Results.
The final weighted-average dumping
margin for the period May 1, 2012,
through April 30, 2013, is as follows:

Weighted-
average
Producer/exporter dumping
margin
(percentage)
Shin Yang Steel Co., Ltd ...... 0.00

Assessment

The Department shall determine, and
U.S. Customs and Border Protection
(CBP) shall assess, antidumping duties

2For a full description of the scope of the order,
see Preliminary Results, and related memorandum
from Christian Marsh, Deputy Assistant Secretary
for Antidumping and Countervailing Duty
Operations, to Paul Piquado, Assistant Secretary for
Enforcement and Compliance, ‘“Decision
Memorandum for Preliminary Results of
Antidumping Duty Administrative Review: Certain
Circular Welded Carbon Steel Pipes and Tubes from
Taiwan: 2012—-2013" (June 18, 2014).
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on all appropriate entries, in accordance
with 19 CFR 351.212(b)(1). The
Department intends to issue appropriate
assessment instructions for the
companies subject to this review to CBP
15 days after the date of publication of
these final results.

Shin Yang’s weighted-average
dumping margin in these final results is
zero percent. Therefore, we will instruct
CBP to liquidate all appropriate entries
without regard to antidumping duties.

Cash Deposit Requirements

The following deposit rates will be
effective upon publication of the final
results of this administrative review for
all shipments of certain carbon steel
pipes and tubes from Taiwan 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 Shin Yang Steel Co.,
Ltd., the cash deposit rate will be equal
to the weighted-average dumping
margin listed above; (2) for previously
reviewed or investigated companies not
listed above, the cash deposit rate will
continue to be the company-specific rate
published for the most recently
completed segment of this proceeding in
which that manufacturer or exporter
participated; (3) if the exporter is not a
firm covered in this review, a prior
review, or the original LTFV
investigation, but the producer is, the
cash deposit rate will be the rate
established for the most recently
completed segment of this proceeding
for the producer of the merchandise;
and (4) if neither the exporter nor the
producer is a firm covered in this
review, any previous review, or the
original investigation, the cash deposit
rate will be 9.70 percent ad valorem, the
“all others” rate.3 These cash deposit
requirements, when imposed, shall
remain in effect until further notice.

Notification to Importers

This notice 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 review period. Failure to
comply with this requirement could
result in the Secretary’s presumption
that reimbursement of antidumping
duties occurred and the subsequent
assessment of double antidumping
duties.

3 See e.g. Certain Circular Welded Carbon Steel
Pipes and Tubes From Taiwan: Antidumping Duty
Order, 49 FR 19369 (May 7, 1984).

Administrative Protective Order
Notification to Interested Parties

This notice serves as the only
reminder to parties subject to
administrative protective order (APO) of
their responsibility concerning the
disposition 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 the terms of an APO is
a sanctionable violation.

Notification to Interested Parties

This administrative review and notice
are issued and published in accordance
with sections 751(a)(1) and 777(i)(1) of
the Act and 19 CFR 351.213(h)(1).

Dated: August 8, 2014.

Paul Piquado,

Assistant Secretary for Enforcement and
Compliance.

[FR Doc. 2014-19277 Filed 8-13—-14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration
[C-570-017]

Certain Passenger Vehicle and Light
Truck Tires From the People’s
Republic of China: Postponement of
Preliminary Determination in
Countervailing Duty Investigation

AGENCY: Enforcement and Compliance,
International Trade Administration,
Department of Commerce.

DATES: Effective Date: August 14, 2014.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Emily Halle, AD/CVD Operations, Office
VII, Enforcement and Compliance,
International Trade Administration,
U.S. Department of Commerce, 14th
Street and Constitution Avenue NW.,
Washington, DC 20230; telephone: (202)
482—0176.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

On July 14, 2014, the Department of
Commerce (the Department) initiated a
countervailing duty (CVD) investigation
of certain passenger vehicle and light
truck tires (certain passenger tires) from
the People’s Republic of China (PRC).1

1 See Certain Passenger Vehicle and Light Truck
Tires from the People’s Republic of China: Initiation
of Countervailing Duty Investigation, 79 FR 42285
(july 14, 2014).

Currently, the preliminary
determination is due no later than
September 17, 2014.

Postponement of the Preliminary
Determination

Section 703(b)(1) of the Tariff Act of
1930, as amended (the Act), requires the
Department to issue the preliminary
determination in a CVD investigation
within 65 days after the date on which
the Department initiated the
investigation. However, if a petitioner
makes a timely request for an extension
in accordance with 19 CFR 351.205(e),
section 703(c)(1)(A) of the Act allows
the Department to postpone the
preliminary determination until no later
than 130 days after the date on which
the Department initiated the
investigation. Under 19 CFR 351.205(e),
a petitioner must submit a request for
postponement 25 days or more before
the scheduled date of the preliminary
determination and must state the reason
for the request. The Department will
grant the request unless it finds
compelling reasons to deny the request.2

The Department determines that the
record supports postponing the
preliminary determination in this
investigation. On July 25, 2014,
Petitioner 3 submitted a timely request
pursuant to section 703(c)(1)(A) of the
Act and 19 CFR 351.205(e) to postpone
the preliminary determination, stating
that the number and nature of the
subsidy programs under investigation
would prevent the Department from
adequately examining them by the
current deadline.# Moreover, the record
does not present any compelling reasons
to deny the request. Therefore, in
accordance with section 703(c)(1)(A) of
the Act, the Department is hereby
postponing the due date for the
preliminary determination in this
investigation to no later than 130 days
after the day on which the investigation
was initiated. As a result, the deadline
for completion of the preliminary
determination is now November 21,
2014.

This notice is issued and published
pursuant to section 703(c)(2) of the Act
and 19 CFR 351.205(f)(1).

219 CFR 351.205(e).

3 United Steel, Paper and Forestry, Rubber,
Manufacturing, Energy, Allied Industrial and
Service Workers International Union, AFL-CIO-
CLC.

4 See Letter from Petitioner, “Certain Passenger
Vehicle and Light Truck Tires from the People’s
Republic of China—Petitioner’s Request to Extend
the Deadline for the Preliminary Determination,”
July 25, 2014.
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Dated: August 8, 2014.
Paul Piquado,

Assistant Secretary for Enforcement and
Compliance.

[FR Doc. 2014—-19276 Filed 8-13—14; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration
[A-570-947]

Steel Grating From the People’s
Republic of China: Notice of
Correction to the Notice of a Court
Decision Not in Harmony With the
Final Determination in the Less-Than-
Fair-Value Investigation and Notice of
Amended Final Determination
Pursuant to Court Decision

AGENCY: Enforcement and Compliance,
International Trade Administration,
Department of Commerce.

DATES: Effective Date: April 19, 2014.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Brandon Farlander and Thomas Martin,
Office 4, Antidumping and
Countervailing Duty Operations,
International Trade Administration,
U.S. Department of Commerce, 14th
Street and Constitution Avenue NW.,
Washington, DC 20230; telephone: (202)
482-0182 and (202) 482—3936.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On July
25, 2014, the Department of Commerce
(“the Department”) published the notice
of court decision not in harmony with
the final determination in the less-than-
fair-value investigation of steel grating
from the People’s Republic of China and
notice of amended final determination
pursuant to court decision.? Subsequent
to the publication of the Amended Final
and Timken Notice, the Department
discovered an inadvertent error in the
Federal Register notice.

Specifically, the Amended Final and
Timken Notice incorrectly reversed the
names for Ningbo Haitian International
Co., Ltd. (“Ningbo Haitian”) and Ningbo
Lihong Steel Grating Co., Ltd. (“Ningbo
Lihong”) in the ‘“Producer” and
“Exporter” columns in the rate table
printed in the Amended Final and
Timken Notice.? As a result of this error,
the Amended Final and Timken Notice
incorrectly indicated that a combination
rate was applicable to Ningbo Haitian as
the producer and Ningbo Lihong as the
exporter. The notice should have
indicated that Ningbo Haitian was the
exporter and Ningbo Lihong was the
producer. The revised rate table should
read as follows:

Weighted-average
Producer Exporter dumping margin
(percent)
Ningbo Lihong Steel Grating Co., Ltd .......ccccooiiiiiiiiiie Ningbo Haitian International Co., Ltd ..........cccooeiiiiiiiiiiinn. 38.16
Yantai Xinke Steel Structure Co., Ltd ........ccceeeeiiiieiiieeceee Yantai Xinke Steel Structure Co., Ltd ........cceeecvvieiiiieeciieeens 38.16
Ningbo Jiulong Machinery Manufacturing Co., Ltd ................. Ningbo Jiulong Machinery Manufacturing Co., Ltd ................. 145.18

Notification to Interested Parties

This notice is issued and published in
accordance with sections 516A(e)(1) and
777(i)(1) of the Tariff Act of 1930, as
amended.

Dated: August 8, 2014.

Paul Piquado,

Assistant Secretary for Enforcement and
Compliance.

[FR Doc. 2014-19278 Filed 8—13—14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

Proposed Information Collection;
Comment Request; Atlantic Highly
Migratory Species Vessel Logbooks
and Cost-Earnings Data Reports

AGENCY: National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration,
Commerce.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Department of
Commerce, as part of its continuing

1 See Steel Grating From the People’s Republic of
China: Notice of Court Decision Not in Harmony
With the Final Determination in the Less-Than-Fair-
Value Investigation and Notice of Amended Final

effort to reduce paperwork and
respondent burden, invites the general
public and other Federal agencies to
take this opportunity to comment on
proposed and/or continuing information
collections, as required by the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995.
DATES: Written comments must be
submitted on or before October 14,
2014.

ADDRESSES: Direct all written comments
to Jennifer Jessup, Departmental
Paperwork Clearance Officer,
Department of Commerce, Room 6616,
14th and Constitution Avenue NW.,
Washington, DC 20230 (or via the
Internet at JJessup@doc.gov).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Requests for additional information or
copies of the information collection
instrument and instructions should be
directed to Katie Davis, (727) 824-5399
or Katie.Davis@noaa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Abstract

This request is for extension of a
current information collection.

Under the provisions of the
Magnuson-Stevens Fishery

Determination Pursuant to Court Decision, 79 FR

43396 (July 25, 2014) (“Amended Final and Timken
Notice”).

Conservation and Management Act (16
U.S.C. 1801 et seq.), the National
Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration’s (NOAA) National
Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) is
responsible for management of the
nation’s marine fisheries. In addition,
NMFS must comply with the Atlantic
Tunas Convention Act of 1975 (16
U.S.C. 971 et seq.), which implements
the International Commission for the
Conservation of Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT)
recommendations.

NMEF'S collects information via vessel
logbooks to monitor the U.S. catch of
Atlantic swordfish, sharks, billfish, and
tunas in relation to the quotas, thereby
ensuring that the United States complies
with its domestic and international
obligations. HMS logbooks are verified
using observer data that is collected
under OMB Control No. 0648-0593
(Observer Programs’ Information That
Can Be Gathered Only Through
Questions). In addition to HMS
fisheries, the HMS logbook is also used
to report catches of dolphin and wahoo
by commercial and charter/headboat
fisheries. The HMS logbooks collect
data on incidentally-caught species,

2 See Amended Final and Timken Notice, 79 FR
at 43397.
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including sea turtles, which is necessary
to evaluate the fisheries in terms of
bycatch and encounters with protected
species. For both directed and
incidentally caught species, the
information supplied through vessel
logbooks also provides the catch and
effort data on a per-set or per-trip level
of resolution.

These data are necessary to assess the
status of highly migratory species,
dolphin, and wahoo in each fishery.
International stock assessments for
tunas, swordfish, billfish, and some
species of sharks are conducted and
presented to the ICCAT periodically and
provide, in part, the basis for ICCAT
management recommendations which
are binding on member nations.
Domestic stock assessments for most
species of sharks and for dolphin and
wahoo are often used as the basis of
managing these species.

Supplementary information on fishing
costs and earnings has been collected
via this vessel logbook program. This
economic information enables NMFS to
assess the economic impacts of
regulatory programs on small businesses
and fishing communities, consistent
with the National Environmental Policy
Act (NEPA), Executive Order 12866, the
Regulatory Flexibility Act, and other
domestic laws.

II. Method of Collection
Logbook entries are mailed.
III. Data

OMB Control Number: 0648—0371.

Form Number: NOAA Form 88-191.

Type of Review: Regular submission
(extension of a current information
collection).

Affected Public: Business or other for-
profit organizations (vessel owners).

Estimated Number of Respondents:
10,216.

Estimated Time per Response: 10
minutes for cost/earnings summaries
attached to logbook reports, 30 minutes
for annual expenditure forms, 12
minutes for logbook catch reports, 2
minutes for negative logbook catch
reports.

Estimated Total Annual Burden
Hours: 36,189.

Estimated Total Annual Cost to
Public: $0 in recordkeeping/reporting
costs.

IV. Request for Comments

Comments are invited on: (a) whether
the proposed collection of information
is necessary for the proper performance
of the functions of the agency, including
whether the information shall have
practical utility; (b) the accuracy of the
agency’s estimate of the burden

(including hours and cost) of the
proposed collection of information; (c)
ways to enhance the quality, utility, and
clarity of the information to be
collected; and (d) ways to minimize the
burden of the collection of information
on respondents, including through the
use of automated collection techniques
or other forms of information
technology.

Comments submitted in response to
this notice will be summarized and/or
included in the request for OMB
approval of this information collection;
they also will become a matter of public
record.

Dated: August 8, 2014.
Gwellnar Banks,

Management Analyst, Office of the Chief
Information Officer.

[FR Doc. 2014-19227 Filed 8-13—14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

Proposed Information Collection;
Comment Request; Commercial
Fishing Vessel Cost and Earnings Data
Collection Survey in the Northeast
Region

AGENCY: National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration,
Commerce.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Department of
Commerce, as part of its continuing
effort to reduce paperwork and
respondent burden, invites the general
public and other Federal agencies to
take this opportunity to comment on
proposed and/or continuing information
collections, as required by the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995.

DATES: Written comments must be
submitted on or before October 14,
2014.

ADDRESSES: Direct all written comments
to Jennifer Jessup, Departmental
Paperwork Clearance Officer,
Department of Commerce, Room 6616,
14th and Constitution Avenue NW.,
Washington, DC 20230 (or via the
Internet at JJessup@doc.gov).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Requests for additional information or
copies of the information collection
instrument and instructions should be
directed to Tammy Murphy, (508) 495—
2137 or Tammy.Murphy@noaa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

1. Abstract

This request is for revision and
extension of an existing information
collection.

Economic data on the costs of
operating commercial fishing businesses
are needed by the National Marine
Fisheries Service (NMFS) to meet the
legislative requirements of the
Magnuson-Stevens Fishery
Conservation and Management Act, the
National Environmental Policy Act,
Executive Order 12866 and the
Regulatory Flexibility Act. The Social
Sciences Branch (SSB) of the NMFS,
Northeast Fisheries Science Center
(NEFSCQ) is responsible for estimating
the economic and social impacts of
fishery management actions.

Lack of information on fixed (non-trip
related) costs, crew payments and
operating (trip) costs have severely
limited the ability of the SSB to assess
fishermen’s behavioral responses to
changes in regulations, fishing
conditions, and market conditions.
Maintaining an ongoing, consistent, data
collection program will enable the SSB
to provide a level of analysis that meets
the needs of the New England Fishery
Management Council, the Mid-Atlantic
Fishery Management Council and
NMFS, on behalf of the Secretary of
Commerce, to make informed decisions
about the expected economic effects of
proposed management alternatives.

Revision: We will begin conducting
this survey every three years rather than
annually, to reduce respondent burden
and fatigue. In the next iteration, to be
mailed in early 2016, half the
population will receive a survey for
costs incurred in 2015. In early 2017,
the remaining half will receive a survey
for costs incurred in 2016.

II. Method of Collection

Vessel owners will be given the
option of completing the survey online
or by mail.

II1. Data

OMB Control Number: 0648—0643.

Form Number: Not Applicable.

Type of Review: Regular submission
(revision and extension of an existing
information collection).

Affected Public: Individuals or
households; business or other for-profit
organizations.

Estimated Number of Respondents:
630.

Estimated Time per Response: 1 hour.

Estimated Total Annual Burden
Hours: 630.

Estimated Total Annual Cost to
Public: $0 in recordkeeping/reporting
costs.
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IV. Request for Comments

Comments are invited on:

(a) Whether the proposed collection of
information is necessary for the proper
performance of the functions of the
agency, including whether the
information shall have practical utility;

(b) The accuracy of the agency’s
estimate of the burden (including hours
and cost) of the proposed collection of
information;

(c) Ways to enhance the quality,
utility, and clarity of the information to
be collected; and

(d) Ways to minimize the burden of
the collection of information on
respondents, including through the use
of automated collection techniques or
other forms of information technology.

Comments submitted in response to
this notice will be summarized and/or
included in the request for OMB
approval of this information collection;
they also will become a matter of public
record.

Dated: August 8, 2014.
Gwellnar Banks,

Management Analyst, Office of the Chief
Information Officer.

[FR Doc. 2014-19213 Filed 8-13-14; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 3510-22-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

RIN 0648—-XD384

Fisheries of the Caribbean, Gulf of
Mexico, and South Atlantic; Reef Fish
Fishery of the Gulf of Mexico;
Exempted Fishing Permit

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

ACTION: Notice; extension of duration of
an exempted fishing permit.

SUMMARY: NMFS announces the
effective date for an exempted fishing
permit (EFP) for goliath grouper
research by Dr. Chris Koenig (Florida
State University) and Dr. Chris Stallings
(University of South Florida) is
extended from August 28, 2014, to
October 15, 2014. The issued EFP
authorizes Drs. Koenig and Stallings to
use trained for-hire fishermen to
temporarily possess goliath grouper for
non-lethal sampling during the course
of their normal fishing activities.
ADDRESSES: The application and related
documents are available for review
upon written request to any of the
following addresses:

e Email: Peter.Hood@noaa.gov.
Include in the subject line of the email
the following document identifier:
“FSU_EFP”.

e Mail: Peter Hood, Southeast
Regional Office, NMFS, 263 13th
Avenue South, St. Petersburg, FL 33701.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Peter Hood, 727-824-5305; email:
Peter.Hood@noaa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The EFP
was granted under the authority of the
Magnuson-Stevens Fishery
Conservation and Management Act (16
U.S.C. 1801 et seq.), and regulations at
50 CFR 600.745(b) concerning exempted
fishing. A notice of receipt of an
application for an EFP published in the
Federal Register on June 28, 2012 (77
FR 38585) and solicited public
comment. No public comments were
received on the notice and the Gulf of
Mexico Fishery Management Council
supported the issuance of the EFP. The
EFP was issued by NMFS on July 17,
2012, with an expiration date of August
29, 2014.

The described research is part of a life
history study of goliath grouper and
includes a regional age structure study.
This research is funded by NOAA
through the Marine Fisheries Initiative
(cooperative agreement number
NA11NMF4330123). The research
involves for-hire fishermen in the
collection of biological information from
up to 1,000 goliath grouper. The
collection activities covered under the
EFP for scientific research involves
activities that could otherwise be
prohibited by regulations at 50 CFR part
622, as they pertain to reef fish managed
by the Gulf of Mexico and South
Atlantic fishery management councils
(councils). The applicant requests
authorization to extend the duration of
the EFP because approximately 60
percent of the 1,000 goliath grouper
have been sampled and they do not
anticipate reaching the project’s sample
size by the current deadline. The EFP
allows for-hire fishermen to temporarily
possess goliath grouper for non-lethal
sampling during the course of their
normal fishing activities. Extending the
duration of the EFP from August 28,
2014, to October 15, 2014, will allow the
applicants the opportunity to achieve
their desired number of samples and
thereby more fully meet the objectives
of the EFP.

Therefore, NMFS extends the
duration of the EFP from August 28,
2014, to October 15, 2014, because
sampling will remain within the scope
of activities already approved for the
EFP. This notice serves to notify the

public of the change in duration of the
EFP.

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

Dated: August 11, 2014.
Emily H. Menashes,

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

[FR Doc. 2014-19242 Filed 8-13—14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

[Docket No. 140729626—-4626—01]
RIN 0648—-XD419

Anticipated RESTORE Act Science
Program Federal Funding Opportunity
for Fiscal Year 2014

AGENCY: National Ocean Service,
National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration, U.S. Department of
Commerce.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The National Ocean Service
(NOS) of the National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA)
notifies the public and potential
applicants of an anticipated upcoming
Federal Funding Opportunity (FFO)
under the RESTORE Act Science
Program, and of the short-term priorities
for the program that NOS expects will
be addressed in the FFO.

DATES: N/A. No applications are being
requested at this time. NOAA
anticipates publishing the FFO
sometime during fall 2014, subject to
the availability of funds and pending
the release of the Department of the
Treasury Regulations for the Gulf Coast
Restoration Trust Fund.

ADDRESSES: N/A. No applications are
being requested at this time.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
further information, contact: Becky
Allee, (becky.allee@noaa.gov, 228-688—
1701).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Section
1604 of the Resources and Ecosystems
Sustainability, Tourist Opportunities,
and Revived Economies of the Gulf
Coast States Act of 2012 (RESTORE Act)
establishes the Gulf Coast Ecosystem
Restoration Science, Observation,
Monitoring, and Technology program
(Science Program) to be administered by
NOAA and to carry out research,
observation, and monitoring to support
the long-term sustainability of the
ecosystem, fish stocks, fish habitat, and
the recreational, commercial, and
charter fishing industry in the Gulf of
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Mexico. NOAA plans to issue the initial
FFO under the RESTORE Act Science
Program during the fall of 2014, subject
to the availability of funds and pending
the release of the Department of the
Treasury Regulations for the Gulf Coast
Restoration Trust Fund.

Please note that there are no
applications or application forms
associated with this notice. This action
is merely intended to assist potential
applicants prepare for the competitive
process to award funding by identifying
RESTORE Act Science Program topical
areas, setting out short-term program
priorities, and outlining the program
parameters which will guide funding in
response to the anticipated FFO.
Specifically, NOAA anticipates that the
initial FFO under the RESTORE Act
Science Program will address the three
short-term priorities identified in the
RESTORE Act Science Plan Framework,
further refined by three topical areas
focusing on: (1) Ecosystem and living
marine resources management—
improving understanding of the Gulf of
Mexico Large Marine Ecosystem; (3)
climate change and extreme weather
impacts on sustainability of
restoration—how to incorporate aspects
of climate change and weather impacts
into restoration planning; and (3)
integration of social/behavioral/
economic—science into restoration and
management of the Gulf of Mexico
Ecosystem.

The parameters of the RESTORE Act
Science Program, including the
geographic scope of the Program,
anticipated duration of the Program, and
explanation of the eligibility of potential
applicants, are outlined in the Science
Plan Framework, which may be
accessed online at http://
restoreactscienceprogram.noaa.govy/.

These priorities and topical areas will
be explained in greater detail in the
forthcoming FFO, which will also
request applications and describe the
application process.

Technical Program Information:
Becky Allee, NOS Senior Scientist, 228—
688—1701, Internet:
becky.allee@noaa.gov.

Grant Administration Information:
Laurie Golden, NCCOS/CSCOR Grants
Administrator, 301-713-3338/ext 151,
Internet: laurie.golden@noaa.gov.

Other Information

Administrative Procedure Act: Notice
and comment are not required under the
Administrative Procedure Act, (5 U.S.C.
553), or any other law, for notices
relating to public property, loans,
grants, benefits or contracts (5 U.S.C.
553(a)). Because notice and comment is
not required, a Regulatory Flexibility

Analysis is not required and has not
been prepared for this notice, (5 U.S.C.
601 et seq).

Paperwork Reduction Act:
Notwithstanding any other provision of
law, no person is required to respond to,
nor shall any person be subject to a
penalty for failure to comply with a
collection of information subject to the
requirements of the Paperwork
Reduction Act, unless that collection
displays a currently valid OMB Control
Number. This notice involves no
collection of information, although the
FFO that NOAA anticipates issuing in
fall 2014 will have such a requirement.

Dated: August 7, 2014.
W. Russell Callender,

Deputy Assistant Administrator, National
Ocean Service, National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration.

[FR Doc. 2014-19238 Filed 8-13—14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-JS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

RIN 0648-XD426

Pacific Fishery Management Council;
Public Meeting

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

ACTION: Notice of a public meeting.

SUMMARY: The Pacific Fishery
Management Council’s (Pacific Council)
Salmon Advisory Subpanel (SAS) and
ad hoc Lower Columbia River Natural
Coho Workgroup (LRC Workgroup) will
hold a public work session. The meeting
is open to the public, but is not
intended as a public hearing. Public
comments will be taken as time allows.
DATES: The work session will begin at 9
a.m. on Wednesday, September 3, 2014
and will proceed until 5 p.m. or until
business for the day is completed.
ADDRESSES:

Meeting address: The work session
will be held at the Sheraton Portland
Airport Hotel, Mount Hood A Room,
8235 Northeast Airport Way, Portland,
OR 97220, telephone: (503) 281-2500.

Council address: Pacific Fishery
Management Council, 7700 NE
Ambassador Place, Suite 101, Portland,
OR 97220, telephone: (503) 820—2280.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
Mike Burner, Pacific Council,
telephone: (503) 820—-2414.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The SAS
and LRC Workgroup will discuss items

on the Pacific Council’s September
meeting agenda. Major topics include:
Salmon Methodology Review, Lower
Columbia Coho Harvest Matrix, and the
Unmanaged Forage Fish Protection
Initiative. The SAS and LRC Workgroup
may also address one or more of the
Pacific Council’s scheduled
Administrative Matters. The SAS and
LRC Workgroup reports and
recommendations are scheduled to be
presented to the Pacific Council at its
September 2014 meeting in Spokane,
WA.

Although non-emergency issues not
contained in the SAS and the LRC
Workgroup meeting agendas may come
before the SAS and the LRC Workgroup
for discussion, those issues may not be
the subject of formal action during this
meeting. The SAS and the LRC
Workgroup action will be restricted to
those issues specifically listed in this
document and to any issues arising after
publication of this document requiring
emergency action under Section 305(c)
of the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery
Conservation and Management Act,
provided the public has been notified of
the intent to take final action to address
the emergency.

Special Accommodations

This public meeting is physically
accessible to people with disabilities.
Requests for sign language
interpretation or other auxiliary aids
should be directed to Mr. Kris
Kleinschmidt at (503) 820—-2425 (voice),
or (503) 820-2299 (fax) at least 5 days
prior to the meeting date.

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

Dated: August 11, 2014.
Tracey L. Thompson,

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

[FR Doc. 2014—-19254 Filed 8-13-14; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 3510-22-P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Office of the Secretary

Department of Defense (DoD) Civilian
Physicians and Dentists Clinical
Specialties and Tables; Correction

AGENCY: Department of Defense.
ACTION: Notice; correction.

SUMMARY: On Thursday, July 31, 2014
(79 FR 44426), the Department of
Defense published a correction to a
notice titled Department of Defense
(DoD) Givilian Physicians and Dentists
Clinical Specialties and Tables, which
published in the Federal Register on
Friday, July 25, 2014 (79 FR 43445—
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43446). Subsequent to the publication of
the correction notice, the Department of
Defense realized that there was one
other correction that needed to be made
that was not included in the correction
of Thursday, July 31, 2014. This notice
corrects this error.

DATES: This correction is effective on
August 14, 2014.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

In the notice titled Department of
Defense (DoD) Civilian Physicians and
Dentists Clinical Specialties and Tables,
which published in the Federal Register
on Friday, July 25, 2014 (79 FR 43445—
43446), make the following correction:

On page 43445, in the second column,
in the table titled PAY TABLE 1—
CLINICAL SPECIALTIES COVERED,
“Other Assignments (Specialties not
listed for tables 2—4)”’ should read
“Other Assignments (Specialties not
listed in tables 2—6).”

Dated: August 8, 2014.
Aaron Siegel,

Alternate OSD Federal Register Liaison
Officer, Department of Defense.

[FR Doc. 2014-19184 Filed 8-13—14; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 5001-06-P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Department of the Army
[Docket ID USA-2014-0030]

Privacy Act of 1974; System of
Records

AGENCY: Department of the Army, DoD.

ACTION: Notice to delete four Systems of
Records.

SUMMARY: The Department of the Army
is deleting four systems of records
notices in its existing inventory of
record systems subject to the Privacy
Act of 1974, as amended. The systems
are A0600 USAREUR, USAREUR
Community Automation System
(UCAS); A0070 AMC, Resumes for Non-
Government Technical Personnel;
A0025 JDIM, HQDA Correspondence
and Control/Central Files System; and
A0350 USEUCOM, George C. Marshall
European Center for Security Studies
Speaker Files.

DATES: Comments will be accepted on or
before September 15, 2014. This
proposed action will be effective the day
following the end of the comment
period unless comments are received
which result in a contrary
determination.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments,
identified by docket number and title,
by any of the following methods:

* Federal Rulemaking Portal: http://
www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments.

* 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: Mr.
Leroy Jones, Department of the Army,
Privacy Office, U.S. Army Records
Management and Declassification
Agency, 7701 Telegraph Road, Casey
Building, Suite 144, Alexandria, VA
22325-3905 or by calling (703) 428—
6185.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Department of the Army systems of
records notices 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.
The Department of the Army proposes
to delete four systems of records notices
from its inventory of record systems
subject to the Privacy Act of 1974 (5
U.S.C. 552a), as amended. The proposed
deletions are not within the purview of
subsection (r) of the Privacy Act of 1974
(5 U.S.C. 552a), as amended, which
requires the submission of a new or
altered system report.

Dated: August 8, 2014.
Aaron Siegel,

Alternate OSD Federal Register Liaison
Officer, Department of Defense.

Deletions:

A0600 USAREUR: USAREUR Community
Automation System (UCAS) (February 7,
2001, 66 FR 9298)

REASON:

The Army organization responsible
for these records has been deactivated.
Records for this unit were not scheduled
by NARA for retention. There is no
record of documents being transferred
or destroyed; therefore, A0600
USAREUR, USAREUR Community
Automation System (UCAS) can be
deleted.

A0070 AMC: Resumes for Non-
Government Technical Personnel
(November 5, 1998, 63 FR 59765)

REASON:

The program using this system of
records notice has been discontinued
and records are no longer collected and
have met the approved NARA retention
schedule; therefore, A0070 AMC,
Resumes for Non-Government Technical
Personnel can be deleted.

A0025 JDIM: HQDA Correspondence and
Control/Central Files System (February
24, 2000, 65 FR 9255)

REASON:

The program using this system of
records notice has been discontinued
and records are no longer collected.
There was not an approved NARA
retention scheduled for this system of
records. Once the administrative
tracking actions were completed,
records were destroyed by deletion from
the system. This system has since been
replaced by “Department of the Army
Tracking System (HQDA-TS)”, which
does not collect any PII; therefore,
A0025 JDIM, HQDA Correspondence
and Control/Central Files System can be
deleted.

A0350 USEUCOM: George C. Marshall
European Center for Security Studies

Speaker Files (August 23, 2004, 69 FR
51816)

REASON:

These records are now covered by
DSCA 03, Regional Center Persons/
Activity Management System
(RCPAMS) (January 28, 2013, 78 FR
5781); therefore, A0350 USEUCOM,
George C. Marshall European Center for
Security Studies Speaker Files can be
deleted.

[FR Doc. 2014-19214 Filed 8-13-14; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 5001-06—-P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Department of the Navy

Notice of Availability of Government-
Owned Inventions; Available for
Licensing

AGENCY: Department of the Navy, DoD.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The inventions listed below
are assigned to the United States
Government as represented by the
Secretary of the Navy and are available
for domestic and foreign licensing by
the Department of the Navy.

The following patents are available for
licensing: U.S. Patent No. 8,345,511:
BLAZED ARRAY FOR BROADBAND


http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://dpclo.defense.gov
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TRANSMITTION/RECEPTION//U.S.
Patent No. 8,355,295: UNDERWATER
MOBILE SENSING/
COMMUNICATIONS NODE AND
NETWORK OF SUCH NODES//U.S.
Patent No. 8,374,054: APPARATUS
AND METHOD FOR GRAZING ANGLE
INDEPENDENT SIGNAL DETECTION//
U.S. Patent No. 8,378,671
DEPLOYABLE MAGNETOMETER//U.S.
Patent No. 8,379,087: ATTITUDE
ESTIMATION USING GROUND
IMAGERY//U.S. Patent No. 8,379,484:
APPARATUS AND METHOD FOR
COMPENSATING IMAGES FOR
DIFFERENCES IN ASPECT//U.S. Patent
No. 8,405,574: FACEMASK DISPLAY//
U.S. Patent No. 8,453,802: CAM
ACTUATED BRAKE MECHANISM FOR
ADJUSTABLE BEAM TROLLEY//U.S.
Patent No. 8,454,400: OUTBOARD
MOTOR COMPRESSION TRANSOM
ATTACHMENT ASSEMBLY//U.S.
Patent No. 8,456,954: HOLOGRAPHIC
NAVIGATION//U.S. Patent No.
8,459,279: SPRAY NOZZLE TIP
ADAPTER AND METHOD OF
CLEANING PAINT SPRAY NOZZLE//
U.S. Patent No. 8,452,405: HEALTH
MONITORING SYSTEM FOR
PERSONNEL ON A HIGH SPEED
BOAT//U.S. Patent No. 8,534,305:
REVERSIBLE HEATING/COOLING
STRUCTURE USABLE AS A POP-UP
SHELTER.

ADDRESSES: Requests for copies of the
patents cited should be directed to
Office of Counsel, Naval Surface
Warfare Center Panama City Division,
110 Vernon Ave., Panama City, FL
32407-7001.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ms.
Brenda Squires, Patent Administration,
Naval Surface Warfare Center Panama
City Division, 110 Vernon Ave., Panama
City, FL 32407-7001, telephone 850—
234-4646.

Authority: 35 U.S.C. 207, 37 CFR part 404.
Dated: August 5, 2014.
P. A. Richelmi,

Lieutenant, Office of the Judge Advocate
General, U.S. Navy, Alternate Federal Register
Liaison Officer.

[FR Doc. 2014-19233 Filed 8-13—14; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 3810-FF-P

DEFENSE NUCLEAR FACILITIES
SAFETY BOARD

Sunshine Act Notice

AGENCY: Defense Nuclear Facilities
Safety Board.

ACTION: Notice of Public Meeting and
Hearing.

SUMMARY: Pursuant to the provisions of
the “Government in the Sunshine Act”
(5 U.S.C. 552b), and as authorized by 42
U.S.C. 2286b, notice is hereby given of
the Defense Nuclear Facilities Safety
Board’s (Board) public meeting and
hearing described below. The Board
invites any interested persons or groups
to present any comments, technical
information, or data concerning safety
issues related to the matters to be
considered.

TIME AND DATE OF MEETING: Session I:
9:00 a.m.—11:30 p.m.; Session II: 1:00
p-m.—4:30 p.m., August 27, 2014.
PLACE: Defense Nuclear Facilities
Safety Board, 625 Indiana Avenue NW.,
Suite 352, Washington, DC 20004-2901.
STATUS: Open. While the Government
in the Sunshine Act does not require
that the scheduled discussion be
conducted in an open meeting, the
Board has determined that an open
meeting in this specific case furthers the
public interests underlying both the
Government in the Sunshine Act and
the Board’s enabling legislation.
MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: This public
meeting and hearing is the second in a
series of three hearings the Board will
convene to address safety culture at
Department of Energy defense nuclear
facilities and the Board’s
Recommendation 2011-1, Safety
Culture at the Waste Treatment and
Immobilization Plant. The third hearing
will be announced by a separate notice
at a future date. In the first hearing,
convened on May 28, 2014, the Board
received testimony from recognized
industry and federal government experts
in the field of safety culture, with a
focus on the tools used for assessing
safety culture, approaches for
interpreting the assessment results, and
how results can be used for improving
safety culture. This second hearing will
also address important safety culture
topics and will occur in two sessions. In
the morning session, the Board will hear
from a panel of current and former
United States Navy officers concerning
the Navy’s approach to ensuring the
safety of its nuclear fleet operations. The
two panelists, the current Commander
of the Naval Safety Center and the
former Chief Engineer and Deputy
Commander for Naval Systems
Engineering, will focus discussions on
Navy safety policies and procedures.
They will also provide testimony on the
tools, metrics and practices used to
sustain a strong safety culture, and
safety culture lessons learned. In the
afternoon session, the Board will receive
testimony from a panel of government
and academic subject matter experts
concerning the role of organizational

leaders in establishing and maintaining
an effective, positive safety culture. The
afternoon panel will be comprised of a
Member of the United States Chemical
Safety and Hazard Investigation Board,
and experts from Johns Hopkins
University and the University of
Southern California.

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE INFORMATION:
Mark Welch, General Manager, Defense
Nuclear Facilities Safety Board, 625
Indiana Avenue NW., Suite 700,
Washington, DC 20004-2901, (800) 788—
4016. This is a toll-free number.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Public
participation in the hearing is invited.
The Board is setting aside time at the
end of the hearing for presentations and
comments from the public. Requests to
speak may be submitted in writing or by
telephone. The Board asks that
commenters describe the nature and
scope of their oral presentations. Those
who contact the Board prior to close of
business on August 22, 2014, will be
scheduled to speak at the conclusion of
the hearing, at approximately 4:00 p.m.
At the beginning of the hearing, the
Board will post a schedule for speakers
at the entrance to the hearing room.
Commenters may also sign up to speak
the day of the hearing at the entrance to
the hearing room. Anyone who wishes
to comment or provide technical
information or data may do so in
writing, either in lieu of, or in addition
to, making an oral presentation. The
Board Members may question presenters
to the extent deemed appropriate.
Documents will be accepted at the
hearing or may be sent to the Board’s
Washington, DC office. The Board will
hold the record open until September
27, 2014, for the receipt of additional
materials. The hearing will be presented
live through Internet video streaming. A
link to the presentation will be available
on the Board’s Web site
(www.dnfsb.gov). A transcript of the
hearing, along with a DVD video
recording, will be made available by the
Board for inspection and viewing by the
public at the Board’s Washington office
and at DOE’s public reading room at the
DOE Federal Building, 1000
Independence Avenue SW, Washington,
DC 20585. The Board specifically
reserves its right to further schedule and
otherwise regulate the course of the
meeting and hearing, to recess,
reconvene, postpone, or adjourn the
meeting and hearing, conduct further
reviews, and otherwise exercise its
power under the Atomic Energy Act of
1954, as amended.
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Dated: August 12, 2014.
Peter S. Winokur,
Chairman.
[FR Doc. 2014-19430 Filed 8-12—14; 4:15 pm]
BILLING CODE 3670-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

Applications for New Awards;
Rehabilitation Services
Administration—Assistive Technology
Alternative Financing Program

AGENCY: Office of Special Education and
Rehabilitative Services, Department of
Education.

ACTION: Notice.

Overview Information:

Rehabilitation Services
Administration—Assistive Technology
Alternative Financing Program Notice
inviting applications for new awards for
fiscal year (FY) 2014.
Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
(CFDA) Number: 84.224D.
DATES:

Applications Available: August 14,
2014.

Deadline for Transmittal of
Applications: September 15, 2014.

Full Text of Announcement
I. Funding Opportunity Description

Purpose of Program: The purpose of
the Assistive Technology (AT)
Alternative Financing Program (AFP) is
to support programs that provide for the
purchase of AT devices, such as a low-
interest loan fund, an interest buy-down
program, a revolving loan fund, a loan
guarantee, or an insurance program. The
Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2014
(the Act) requires applicants for these
grants to provide an assurance that, and
information describing the manner in
which, the AFP will expand and
emphasize consumer choice and
control. It also specifies that State
agencies and community-based
disability organizations that are directed
by and operated for individuals with
disabilities shall be eligible to compete.
In addition, language in the Manager’s
Statement accompanying the Act
provides that applicants should
incorporate credit-building activities in
their programs, including financial
education and information about other
possible funding sources. Successful
applicants must emphasize consumer
choice and control and build programs
that will provide financing for the full
array of AT devices and services and
ensure that all people with disabilities,
regardless of type of disability or health
condition, age, level of income, and
residence, have access to the program.

Priority: This priority is from the
notice of final priority for this program,
published elsewhere in this issue of the
Federal Register.

Absolute Priority: For FY 2014 and
any subsequent year in which we make
awards from the list of unfunded
applicants from this competition, this
priority is an absolute priority. Under 34
CFR 75.105(c)(3) we consider only
applications that meet this priority.

Note: The full text of this priority is
included in the notice of final priority
published elsewhere in this issue of the
Federal Register and in the application
package for this competition.

Competitive Preference Priorities:
Within this absolute priority, we give
competitive preference to applications
that address the following priorities.

These priorities are from the notice of
final priority for this program,
published elsewhere in this issue of the
Federal Register.

These priorities are:

Need to Establish an AFP (10
additional points): This applies to an
applicant located in a State or outlying
area where an AFP grant has not been
previously awarded under title III of the
AT Act of 1998 or under the
Appropriations Acts for FYs 2012 and
2013.

Need to Expand an AFP (5 additional
points): This applies to an applicant
located in a State or outlying area where
an AFP grant has been previously
awarded under title I of the AT Act of
1998 or under the Appropriations Acts
for FYs 2012 and 2013, but the State or
outlying area has received less than a
total of $1 million in Federal grant
funds for the operation of its AFP under
title I1I of the AT Act of 1998 during
fiscal years 2000 through 2006 and the
Appropriations Acts for FYs 2012 and
2013.

Program Authority: Consolidated
Appropriations Act, 2014 (Pub. L. 113-76).

Applicable Regulations: (a) The
Education Department General
Administrative Regulations (EDGAR) in
34 CFR parts 74, 75, 77, 79, 80, 81, 82,
84, 86, 97, 98, and 99. (b) The Education
Department debarment and suspension
regulations in 2 CFR part 3485. (c) The
notice of final priority published
elsewhere in this issue of the Federal
Register.

Note: In general, the provisions of EDGAR
listed above apply to these grants except to
the extent they are inconsistent with the
purpose and intent of the requirements in
this notice.

Specifically, grantees are exempt from
34 CFR 80.25(i) regarding interest
earned on advances, and the addition

method in 34 CFR 80.25(g)(2) applies to
program income rather than the
deduction method in 34 CFR
80.25(g)(1). Also, 34 CFR 75.560-75.564
do not apply to the extent that these
sections of EDGAR are inconsistent with
the AFP requirement that indirect costs
cannot exceed 10 percent of the costs to
administer the program.

Note: The regulations in 34 CFR part 79
apply to all applicants except federally
recognized Indian tribes.

Note: The regulations in 34 CFR part 86
apply to institutions of higher education
only.

II. Award Information

Type of Award: Discretionary grants.

Estimated Available Funds:
$1,986,000.

Contingent upon the availability of
funds and the quality of applications,
we may make additional awards in FY
2015 from the list of unfunded
applicants for this competition.

Estimated Range of Awards: Up to
$993,000.

Estimated Average Size of Awards:
$662,000.

Maximum Award: We will reject any
application that proposes a budget
exceeding $993,000 for a single budget
period of 12 months. The Assistant
Secretary for Special Education and
Rehabilitative Services may change the
maximum amount through a notice
published in the Federal Register.

Estimated Number of Awards: 2 to 4.

Note: The Department is not bound by any
estimates in this notice.

Project Period: Up to 12 months.
III. Eligibility Information

1. Eligible Applicants: State agencies
and community-based disability
organizations that are directed by and
operated for individuals with
disabilities shall be eligible to compete.
Under 34 CFR 75.127(a), eligible parties
may apply for a grant as a group or
consortium.

2. Cost Sharing or Matching: This
program does not require cost sharing or
matching.

IV. Application and Submission
Information

1. Address to Request Application
Package: You can obtain an application
package via the Internet or from the
Education Publications Center (ED
Pubs). To obtain a copy via the Internet,
use the following address: www.ed.gov/
fund/grant/apply/grantapps/index.html.
To obtain a copy from ED Pubs, write,
fax, or call the following: ED Pubs, U.S.
Department of Education, P.O. Box


http://www.ed.gov/fund/grant/apply/grantapps/index.html
http://www.ed.gov/fund/grant/apply/grantapps/index.html
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22207, Alexandria, VA 22304.
Telephone, toll free: 1-877-433-7827.
FAX: (703) 605—6794. If you use a
telecommunications device for the deaf
(TDD) or a text telephone (TTY), call,
toll free: 1-877-576-7734.

You can contact ED Pubs at its Web
site, also: www.EDPubs.gov or at its
email address: edpubs@inet.ed.gov.

If you request an application from ED
Pubs, be sure to identify this program as
follows: CFDA number 84.224D.

Individuals with disabilities can
obtain a copy of the application package
in an accessible format (e.g., braille,
large print, audiotape, or compact disc)
by contacting the person or team listed
under Accessible Format in section VIII
of this notice.

2. Content and Form of Application
Submission: Requirements concerning
the content of an application, together
with the forms you must submit, are in
the application package for this
competition.

Page Limit: The application narrative
(Part III of the application) is where you,
the applicant, address the selection
criteria that reviewers use to evaluate
your application. You must limit the
application narrative to the equivalent
of no more than 24 pages, using the
following standards:

e A “page” is 8.5” x 11”7, on one side
only, with 1” margins at the top, bottom,
and both sides.

e Double space (no more than three
lines per vertical inch) all text in the
application narrative, including titles,
headings, footnotes, quotations,
references, and captions, as well as all
text in charts, tables, figures, and
graphs.

¢ Use a font that is either 12 point or
larger or no smaller than 10 pitch
(characters per inch).

e Use one of the following fonts:
Times New Roman, Courier, Courier
New, or Arial. An application submitted
in any other font (including Times
Roman or Arial Narrow) will not be
accepted.

The page limit does not apply to Part
I, the Application for Federal
Assistance; Part IV, the assurances and
certifications; or the one-page abstract,
the eligibility statement, the curriculum
vitae, the bibliography, the letters of
recommendation, or the information on
the protection of human subjects.
However, the page limit does apply to
all of the application narrative section.

We will reject your application if you
exceed the page limit.

3. Submission Dates and Times:

Applications Available: August 14,
2014.

Deadline for Transmittal of
Applications: September 15, 2014.

Applications for grants under this
program must be submitted
electronically using the Grants.gov
Apply site (Grants.gov). For information
(including dates and times) about how
to submit your application
electronically, or in paper format by
mail or hand delivery if you qualify for
an exception to the electronic
submission requirement, please refer to
section IV. 7. Other Submission
Requirements of this notice.

We do not consider an application
that does not comply with the deadline
requirements.

Individuals with disabilities who
need an accommodation or auxiliary aid
in connection with the application
process should contact the person listed
under FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT in section VII of this notice. If
the Department provides an
accommodation or auxiliary aid to an
individual with a disability in
connection with the application
process, the individual’s application
remains subject to all other
requirements and limitations in this
notice.

4. Intergovernmental Review: This
program is subject to Executive Order
12372 and the regulations in 34 CFR
part 79. However, under 34 CFR 79.8(a),
we waive intergovernmental review in
order to make an award by the end of
FY 2014.

5. Funding Restrictions: We reference
regulations outlining funding
restrictions in the Applicable
Regulations section of this notice.

6. Data Universal Numbering System
Number, Taxpayer Identification
Number, and System for Award
Management: To do business with the
Department of Education, you must—

a. Have a Data Universal Numbering
System (DUNS) number and a Taxpayer
Identification Number (TIN);

b. Register both your DUNS number
and TIN with the System for Award
Management (SAM) (formerly the
Central Contractor Registry (CCR)), the
Government’s primary registrant
database;

c. Provide your DUNS number and
TIN on your application; and

d. Maintain an active SAM
registration with current information
while your application is under review
by the Department and, if you are
awarded a grant, during the project
period.

You can obtain a DUNS number from
Dun and Bradstreet. A DUNS number
can be created within one-to-two
business days.

If you are a corporate entity, agency,
institution, or organization, you can
obtain a TIN from the Internal Revenue

Service. If you are an individual, you
can obtain a TIN from the Internal
Revenue Service or the Social Security
Administration. If you need a new TIN,
please allow two to five weeks for your
TIN to become active.

The SAM registration process can take
approximately seven business days, but
may take upwards of several weeks,
depending on the completeness and
accuracy of the data entered into the
SAM database by an entity. Thus, if you
think you might want to apply for
Federal financial assistance under a
program administered by the
Department, please allow sufficient time
to obtain and register your DUNS
number and TIN. We strongly
recommend that you register early.

Note: Once your SAM registration is active,
you will need to allow 24 to 48 hours for the
information to be available in Grants.gov and
before you can submit an application through
Grants.gov.

If you are currently registered with
SAM, you may not need to make any
changes. However, please make certain
that the TIN associated with your DUNS
number is correct. Also note that you
will need to update your registration
annually. This may take three or more
business days.

Information about SAM is available at
www.SAM.gov. To further assist you
with obtaining and registering your
DUNS number and TIN in SAM or
updating your existing SAM account,
we have prepared a SAM.gov Tip Sheet,
which you can find at: http://
www2.ed.gov/fund/grant/apply/sam-
fags.html.

In addition, if you are submitting your
application via Grants.gov, you must (1)
be designated by your organization as an
Authorized Organization Representative
(AOR); and (2) register yourself with
Grants.gov as an AOR. Details on these
steps are outlined at the following
Grants.gov Web page: www.grants.gov/
web/grants/register.html.

7. Other Submission Requirements:
Applications for grants under this
competition must be submitted
electronically unless you qualify for an
exception to this requirement in
accordance with the instructions in this
section.

a. Electronic Submission of
Applications.

Applications for grants under the
Assistive Technology Alternative
Financing Program, CFDA number
84.224D, must be submitted
electronically using the
Governmentwide Grants.gov Apply site
at www.Grants.gov. Through this site,
you will be able to download a copy of
the application package, complete it


http://www2.ed.gov/fund/grant/apply/sam-faqs.html
http://www2.ed.gov/fund/grant/apply/sam-faqs.html
http://www2.ed.gov/fund/grant/apply/sam-faqs.html
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/register.html
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/register.html
mailto:edpubs@inet.ed.gov
http://www.EDPubs.gov
http://www.Grants.gov
http://www.SAM.gov
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offline, and then upload and submit
your application. You may not email an
electronic copy of a grant application to
us.
We will reject your application if you
submit it in paper format unless, as
described elsewhere in this section, you
qualify for one of the exceptions to the
electronic submission requirement and
submit, no later than two weeks before
the application deadline date, a written
statement to the Department that you
qualify for one of these exceptions.
Further information regarding
calculation of the date that is two weeks
before the application deadline date is
provided later in this section under
Exception to Electronic Submission
Requirement.

You may access the electronic grant
application for the Assistive Technology
Alternative Financing Program at
www.Grants.gov. You must search for
the downloadable application package
for this program by the CFDA number.
Do not include the CFDA number’s
alpha suffix in your search (e.g., search
for 84.224, not 84.224D).

Please note the following:

e When you enter the Grants.gov site,
you will find information about
submitting an application electronically
through the site, as well as the hours of
operation.

e Applications received by Grants.gov
are date and time stamped. Your
application must be fully uploaded and
submitted and must be date and time
stamped by the Grants.gov system no
later than 4:30:00 p.m., Washington, DC
time, on the application deadline date.
Except as otherwise noted in this
section, we will not accept your
application if it is received—that is, date
and time stamped by the Grants.gov
system—after 4:30:00 p.m., Washington,
DC time, on the application deadline
date. We do not consider an application
that does not comply with the deadline
requirements. When we retrieve your
application from Grants.gov, we will
notify you if we are rejecting your
application because it was date and time
stamped by the Grants.gov system after
4:30:00 p.m., Washington, DC time, on
the application deadline date.

e The amount of time it can take to
upload an application will vary
depending on a variety of factors,
including the size of the application and
the speed of your Internet connection.
Therefore, we strongly recommend that
you do not wait until the application
deadline date to begin the submission
process through Grants.gov.

¢ You should review and follow the
Education Submission Procedures for
submitting an application through
Grants.gov that are included in the

application package for this program to
ensure that you submit your application
in a timely manner to the Grants.gov
system. You can also find the Education
Submission Procedures pertaining to
Grants.gov under News and Events on
the Department’s G5 system home page
at www.G5.gov.

¢ You will not receive additional
point value because you submit your
application in electronic format, nor
will we penalize you if you qualify for
an exception to the electronic
submission requirement, as described
elsewhere in this section, and submit
your application in paper format.

* You must submit all documents
electronically, including all information
you typically provide on the following
forms: The Application for Federal
Assistance (SF 424), the Department of
Education Supplemental Information for
SF 424, Budget Information—Non-
Construction Programs (ED 524), and all
necessary assurances and certifications.

¢ You must upload any narrative
sections and all other attachments to
your application as files in a PDF
(Portable Document) read-only, non-
modifiable format. Do not upload an
interactive or fillable PDF file. If you
upload a file type other than a read-
only, non-modifiable PDF or submit a
password-protected file, we will not
review that material.

* Your electronic application must
comply with any page-limit
requirements described in this notice.

o After you electronically submit
your application, you will receive from
Grants.gov an automatic notification of
receipt that contains a Grants.gov
tracking number. (This notification
indicates receipt by Grants.gov only, not
receipt by the Department.) The
Department will retrieve your
application from Grants.gov and send a
second notification to you by email.
This second notification indicates that
the Department has received your
application and has assigned your
application a PR/Award number (an ED-
specified identifying number unique to
your application).

¢ We may request that you provide us
original signatures on forms at a later
date.

Application Deadline Date Extension
in Case of Technical Issues with the
Grants.gov System: If you are
experiencing problems submitting your
application through Grants.gov, please
contact the Grants.gov Support Desk,
toll free, at 1-800-518—4726. You must
obtain a Grants.gov Support Desk Case
Number and must keep a record of it.

If you are prevented from
electronically submitting your
application on the application deadline

date because of technical problems with
the Grants.gov system, we will grant you
an extension until 4:30:00 p.m.,
Washington, DC time, the following
business day to enable you to transmit
your application electronically or by
hand delivery. You also may mail your
application by following the mailing
instructions described elsewhere in this
notice.

If you submit an application after
4:30:00 p.m., Washington, DC time, on
the application deadline date, please
contact the person listed under FOR
FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT in
section VII of this notice and provide an
explanation of the technical problem
you experienced with Grants.gov, along
with the Grants.gov Support Desk Case
Number. We will accept your
application if we can confirm that a
technical problem occurred with the
Grants.gov system and that that problem
affected your ability to submit your
application by 4:30:00 p.m.,
Washington, DC time, on the
application deadline date. The
Department will contact you after a
determination is made on whether your
application will be accepted.

Note: The extensions to which we refer in
this section apply only to the unavailability
of, or technical problems with, the Grants.gov
system. We will not grant you an extension
if you failed to fully register to submit your
application to Grants.gov before the
application deadline date and time or if the
technical problem you experienced is
unrelated to the Grants.gov system.

Exception to Electronic Submission
Requirement: You qualify for an
exception to the electronic submission
requirement, and may submit your
application in paper format, if you are
unable to submit an application through
the Grants.gov system because—

¢ You do not have access to the
Internet; or

¢ You do not have the capacity to
upload large documents to the
Grants.gov system; and

¢ No later than two weeks before the
application deadline date (14 calendar
days or, if the fourteenth calendar day
before the application deadline date
falls on a Federal holiday, the next
business day following the Federal
holiday), you mail or fax a written
statement to the Department, explaining
which of the two grounds for an
exception prevents you from using the
Internet to submit your application.

If you mail your written statement to
the Department, it must be postmarked
no later than two weeks before the
application deadline date. If you fax
your written statement to the
Department, we must receive the faxed
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statement no later than two weeks
before the application deadline date.

Address and mail or fax your
statement to: Robert Groenendaal, U.S.
Department of Education, 400 Maryland
Avenue SW., Room 5025, Potomac
Center Plaza (PCP), Washington, DC
20202-2800. FAX: (202) 245-7590.

Your paper application must be
submitted in accordance with the mail
or hand delivery instructions described
in this notice.

b. Submission of Paper Applications
by Mail.

If you qualify for an exception to the
electronic submission requirement, you
may mail (through the U.S. Postal
Service or a commercial carrier) your
application to the Department. You
must mail the original and two copies
of your application, on or before the
application deadline date, to the
Department at the following address:
U.S. Department of Education,
Application Control Center, Attention:
(CFDA Number 84.224D), LBJ Basement
Level 1, 400 Maryland Avenue SW.,
Washington, DC 20202-4260.

You must show proof of mailing
consisting of one of the following:

(1) A legibly dated U.S. Postal Service
postmark.

(2) A legible mail receipt with the
date of mailing stamped by the U.S.
Postal Service.

(3) A dated shipping label, invoice, or
receipt from a commercial carrier.

(4) Any other proof of mailing
acceptable to the Secretary of the U.S.
Department of Education.

If you mail your application through
the U.S. Postal Service, we do not
accept either of the following as proof
of mailing:

(1) A private metered postmark.

(2) A mail receipt that is not dated by
the U.S. Postal Service.

If your application is postmarked after
the application deadline date, we will
not consider your application.

Note: The U.S. Postal Service does not
uniformly provide a dated postmark. Before
relying on this method, you should check
with your local post office.

c. Submission of Paper Applications
by Hand Delivery.

If you qualify for an exception to the
electronic submission requirement, you
(or a courier service) may deliver your
paper application to the Department by
hand. You must deliver the original and
two copies of your application by hand,
on or before the application deadline
date, to the Department at the following
address: U.S. Department of Education,
Application Control Center, Attention:
(CFDA Number 84.224D), 550 12th
Street SW., Room 7039, Potomac Center
Plaza, Washington, DC 20202—4260.

The Application Control Center accepts
hand deliveries daily between 8:00 a.m.
and 4:30:00 p.m., Washington, DC time,
except Saturdays, Sundays, and Federal
holidays.

Note for Mail or Hand Delivery of
Paper Applications: If you mail or hand
deliver your application to the
Department—

(1) You must indicate on the envelope
and—if not provided by the
Department—in Item 11 of the SF 424
the CFDA number, including suffix
letter, if any, of the competition under
which you are submitting your
application; and

(2) The Application Control Center
will mail to you a notification of receipt
of your grant application. If you do not
receive this notification within 15
business days from the application
deadline date, you should call the U.S.
Department of Education Application
Control Center at (202) 245—6288.

V. Application Review Information

1. Selection Criteria: The selection
criteria for this program are from 34 CFR
75.210 and are listed in the application
package.

2. Review and Selection Process: We
remind potential applicants that in
reviewing applications in any
discretionary grant competition, the
Secretary may consider, under 34 CFR
75.217(d)(3), the past performance of the
applicant in carrying out a previous
award, such as the applicant’s use of
funds, achievement of project
objectives, and compliance with grant
conditions. The Secretary may also
consider whether the applicant failed to
submit a timely performance report or
submitted a report of unacceptable
quality.

In addition, in making a competitive
grant award, the Secretary also requires
various assurances including those
applicable to Federal civil rights laws
that prohibit discrimination in programs
or activities receiving Federal financial
assistance from the Department of
Education (34 CFR 100.4, 104.5, 106.4,
108.8, and 110.23).

3. Special Conditions: Under 34 CFR
74.14 and 80.12, the Secretary may
impose special conditions on a grant if
the applicant or grantee is not
financially stable; has a history of
unsatisfactory performance; has a
financial or other management system
that does not meet the standards in 34
CFR parts 74 or 80, as applicable; has
not fulfilled the conditions of a prior
grant; or is otherwise not responsible.

VI. Award Administration Information

1. Award Notices: If your application
is successful, we notify your U.S.

Representative and U.S. Senators and
send you a Grant Award Notification
(GAN); or we may send you an email
containing a link to access an electronic
version of your GAN. We may notify
you informally, also.

If your application is not evaluated or
not selected for funding, we notify you.

2. Administrative and National Policy
Requirements: We identify
administrative and national policy
requirements in the application package
and reference these and other
requirements in the Applicable
Regulations section of this notice.

We reference the regulations outlining
the terms and conditions of an award in
the Applicable Regulations section of
this notice and include these and other
specific conditions in the GAN. The
GAN also incorporates your approved
application as part of your binding
commitments under the grant.

3. Reporting: (a) If you apply for a
grant under this competition, you must
ensure that you have in place the
necessary processes and systems to
comply with the reporting requirements
in 2 CFR part 170 should you receive
funding under the competition. This
does not apply if you have an exception
under 2 CFR 170.110(b).

(b) At the end of your project period,
you must submit a final performance
report, including financial information,
as directed by the Secretary. If you
receive a multi-year award, you must
submit an annual performance report
that provides the most current
performance and financial expenditure
information as directed by the Secretary
under 34 CFR 75.118. The Secretary
may also require more frequent
performance reports under 34 CFR
75.720(c). For specific requirements on
reporting, please go to www.ed.gov/
fund/grant/apply/appforms/
appforms.html.

4. Performance Measures: The
Government Performance and Results
Act of 1993 (GPRA) directs Federal
departments and agencies to improve
the effectiveness of their programs by
engaging in strategic planning, setting
outcome-related goals for programs, and
measuring program results against those
goals. The goal of the AFP is to reduce
cost barriers to obtaining AT devices
and services by providing alternative
financing mechanisms that allow
individuals with disabilities and their
family members, guardians, advocates,
and authorized representatives to
purchase AT devices and services. The
following measure has been developed
for evaluating the overall effectiveness
of the AFP: The cumulative amount
loaned to individuals with disabilities
per $1 million in cumulative Federal
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investment. Grantees will report data for
use in calculating this measure through
the data collection system required by
the Secretary as stated in paragraph (8)
in the list of required assurances in the
absolute priority for this competition.

VII. Agency Contact

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Robert Groenendaal, U.S. Department of
Education, 400 Maryland Avenue SW.,
Room 5025, PCP, Washington, DC
20202-2800. Telephone: (202) 245-7393
or by email: robert.groenendaal@ed.gov.

If you use a TDD or a TTY, call the
FRS, toll free, at 1-800-877-8339.

VIII. Other Information

Accessible Format: Individuals with
disabilities can obtain this document
and a copy of the application package in
an accessible format (e.g., braille, large
print, audiotape, or compact disc) on
request by contacting the Grants and
Contracts Services Team, U.S.
Department of Education, 400 Maryland
Avenue SW., Room 5075, PCP,
Washington, DC 20202-2550.
Telephone: (202) 245-7363. If you use a
TDD or TTY, call the FRS, toll free, at
1-800-877-8339.

Electronic Access to This Document:
The official version of this document is
the document published in the Federal
Register. Free Internet access to the
official edition of the Federal Register
and the Code of Federal Regulations is
available via the Federal Digital System
at: www.gpo.gov/fdsys. At this site you
can view this document, as well as all
other documents of this Department
published in the Federal Register, in
text or Adobe Portable Document
Format (PDF). To use PDF you must
have Adobe Acrobat Reader, which is
available free at the site.

You may also access documents of the
Department published in the Federal
Register by using the article search
feature at: www.federalregister.gov.
Specifically, through the advanced
search feature at this site, you can limit
your search to documents published by
the Department.

Dated: August 11, 2014.
Michael K. Yudin,

Acting Assistant Secretary for Special
Education and Rehabilitative Services.

[FR Doc. 2014—-19288 Filed 8-13-14; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 4000-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

Applications for New Awards;
Rehabilitation Services
Administration—Capacity Building
Program for Traditionally Underserved
Populations—Vocational Rehabilitation
Training Institute for the Preparation of
Personnel in American Indian
Vocational Rehabilitation Services
Projects

AGENCY: Office of Special Education and
Rehabilitative Services, Department of
Education.

ACTION: Notice.

Overview Information:

Rehabilitation Services
Administration—Capacity Building
Program for Traditionally Underserved
Populations—Vocational Rehabilitation
(VR) Training Institute for the
Preparation of Personnel in American
Indian Vocational Rehabilitation
Services Projects

Notice inviting applications for new
awards for fiscal year (FY) 2014.

Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
(CFDA) Number: 84.315C.

Dates:

Applications Available: August 14,
2014.

Date of Pre-Application Webinar:
August 20, 2014.

Deadline for Transmittal of
Applications: September 15, 2014.

Full Text of Announcement

I. Funding Opportunity Description

Purpose of the Program: The Capacity
Building Program for Traditionally
Underserved Populations under section
21(b)(2)(C) of the Rehabilitation Act of
1973, as amended (Rehabilitation Act)
(29 U.S.C. 718(b)(2)(Q)), provides
outreach and technical assistance (TA)
to minority entities and American
Indian tribes to promote their
participation in activities funded under
the Rehabilitation Act, including
assistance to enhance their capacity to
carry out such activities.

Priorities: This notice includes two
absolute priorities. These priorities are
from the notice of final priorities for this
program, published elsewhere in this
issue of the Federal Register.

Absolute Priorities: For FY 2014 and
any subsequent year in which we make
awards from the list of unfunded
applicants from this competition, these
priorities are absolute priorities. Under
34 CFR 75.105(c)(3) we consider only
applications that meet both of these
priorities.

These priorities are:

Absolute Priority 1—Vocational
Rehabilitation Training Institute for the

Preparation of Personnel in American
Indian Vocational Rehabilitation
Services Projects (Institute).

Absolute Priority 2—Partnership
Between a Four-Year Institution of
Higher Education and a Two-Year
Community College or Tribal College.

Program Authority: 29 U.S.C.
718(b)(2)(C).

Applicable Regulations: (a) The
Education Department General
Administrative Regulations (EDGAR) in
34 CFR parts 74, 75, 77, 79, 80, 81, 82,
84, 86, 99. (b) The Education
Department suspension and debarment
regulations in 2 CFR part 3485. (c) The
notice of final priorities for this
program, published elsewhere in this
issue of the Federal Register.

Note: The regulations in 34 CFR part 79
apply to all applicants except federally
recognized Indian tribes.

Note: The regulations in 34 CFR part 86
apply to institutions of higher education
(IHEs) only.

II. Award Information

Type of Award: Cooperative
Agreement.

Estimated Available Funds: $700,000.

Contingent upon the availability of
funds and the quality of applications,
we may make additional awards in FY
2015 from the list of unfunded
applicants from this competition.

Maximum Award: We will reject any
application that proposes a budget
exceeding $700,000 for a single budget
period of 12 months. The Assistant
Secretary for Special Education and
Rehabilitative Services may change the
maximum amount through a notice
published in the Federal Register.

Estimated Number of Awards: 1.

Note: The Department is not bound by any
estimates in this notice.

Project Period: Up to 60 months.

Continuing the Fourth and Fifth Years
of the Project:

In deciding whether to continue
funding the Institute for the fourth and
fifth years, the Department, as part of
the review of the Cooperative
Agreement, the application narrative,
the partnership agreement, and annual
performance reports will consider the
degree to which the Institute
demonstrates—

(a) Substantial progress in providing a
structured training program focused on
the VR process and practices and the
unique skills and knowledge necessary
to improve employment outcomes for
American Indians with disabilities.

(b) Substantial progress in improving
counseling and VR services in a
culturally appropriate manner to
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American Indians with disabilities so
that they can prepare for, and engage in,
gainful employment consistent with
their informed choice.

(c) Effective collaboration between the
four-year institution of higher education
and the two-year community college or
tribal college that demonstrates efficient
and effective program and fiduciary
operations.

(d) A commitment to sustain the
collaboration and the structured training
program after the federal investment is
implemented.

III. Eligibility Information

1. Eligible Applicants: Institutions of
Higher Education (IHEs), Community
Colleges, and Tribal Colleges.
Applications must reflect a partnership
between a four-year IHE and a two-year
community college or tribal college.

IV. Application and Submission
Information

1. Address To Request Application
Package

You can obtain an application
package via the Internet, from the
Education Publications Center (ED
Pubs), or from the program office.

To obtain a copy via the Internet, use
the following address: www.ed.gov/
fund/grant/apply/grantapps/index.html.

To obtain a copy from ED Pubs, write,
fax, or call the following: ED Pubs, U.S.
Department of Education, P.O. Box
22207, Alexandria, VA 22304.
Telephone, toll free: 1-877-433-7827.
FAX: (703) 605—6794. If you use a
telecommunications device for the deaf
(TDD) or a text telephone (TTY), call,
toll free: 1-877-576—7734.

You can contact ED Pubs at its Web
site, also: www.EDPubs.gov or at its
email address: edpubs@inet.ed.gov.

If you request an application from ED
Pubs, be sure to identify this
competition as follows: CFDA number
84.315C.

To obtain a copy from the program
office, contact Kristen Rhinehart-
Fernandez, U.S. Department of
Education, Rehabilitation Services
Administration, 400 Maryland Avenue
SW., Room 5027, PCP, Washington, DC
20202-2800. Telephone: (202) 245-6103
or by email: kristen.rhinehart@ed.gov.

Individuals with disabilities can
obtain a copy of the application package
in an accessible format (e.g., braille,
large print, audiotape, or compact disc)
by contacting the person or team listed
under Accessible Format in section VIII
of this notice.

2. Content and Form of Application
Submission

Requirements concerning the content
of an application, together with the
forms you must submit, are in the
application package for this
competition.

Page Limit: The application narrative
(Part III of the application) is where you,
the applicant, address the selection
criteria that reviewers use to evaluate
your application. You must limit the
application narrative to the equivalent
of no more than 25 pages using the
following standards:

e A ‘“‘page” is 8.5” x 11”7, on one side
only, with 1” margins at the top, bottom,
and both sides.

e Double space (no more than three
lines per vertical inch) all text in the
application narrative, including titles,
headings, footnotes, quotations,
references, and captions, as well as all
text in charts, tables, figures, and
graphs.

e Use a font that is either 12 point or
larger or no smaller than 10 pitch
(characters per inch).

e Use one of the following fonts:
Times New Roman, Courier, Courier
New, or Arial. An application submitted
in any other font (including Times
Roman or Arial Narrow) will not be
accepted.

In addition to the page limit on the
application narrative section, you must
limit the partnership agreement to the
equivalent of no more than 10 pages and
the abstract to the equivalent of no more
than one page. The standards listed
above, which also are applicable to the
application narrative, apply to these
sections.

We will reject your application if you
exceed the page limits, or if you apply
other standards and exceed the
equivalent of the page limits.

The only optional materials that will
be accepted are one-page resumes for
those identified as key personnel, not to
exceed a total of five pages. There are
no page standards associated with these
optional materials. Please note that
although optional materials exceeding
the page limit will not result in
automatic rejection of an application,
our reviewers are not required to read
optional materials and will not review
optional materials exceeding the page
limit.

3. Submission Dates and Times

Applications Available: August 14,
2014.

Date of Pre-Application Webinar:
Interested parties are invited to
participate in a pre-application webinar.
The pre-application webinar with staff

from the Department will be held on
Wednesday, August 20, 2014. The
webinar will be recorded. For further
information about the pre-application
webinar, contact the person listed under
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT in
section VII of this notice.

Deadline for Transmittal of
Applications: September 15, 2014.

Applications for grants under this
competition must be submitted
electronically using the Grants.gov
Apply site (Grants.gov). For information
(including dates and times) about how
to submit your application
electronically, or in paper format by
mail or hand delivery if you qualify for
an exception to the electronic
submission requirement, please refer to
section IV. 7. Other Submission
Requirements of this notice.

We do not consider an application
that does not comply with the deadline
requirements.

Individuals with disabilities who
need an accommodation or auxiliary aid
in connection with the application
process should contact the person listed
under FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT in section VII of this notice. If
the Department provides an
accommodation or auxiliary aid to an
individual with a disability in
connection with the application
process, the individual’s application
remains subject to all other
requirements and limitations in this
notice.

4. Intergovernmental Review: This
competition is subject to Executive
Order 12372 and the regulations in 34
CFR part 79. However, under 34 CFR
79.8(a), we waive the intergovernmental
review in order to make an award by the
end of FY 2014.

5. Funding Restrictions: We reference
regulations outlining funding
restrictions in the Applicable
Regulations section of this notice.

6. Data Universal Numbering System
Number, Taxpayer Identification
Number, and System for Award
Management: To do business with the
Department of Education, you must—

a. Have a Data Universal Numbering
System (DUNS) number and a Taxpayer
Identification Number (TIN);

b. Register both your DUNS number
and TIN with the System for Award
Management (SAM) (formerly the
Central Contractor Registry (CCR)), the
Government’s primary registrant
database;

c. Provide your DUNS number and
TIN on your application; and

d. Maintain an active SAM
registration with current information
while your application is under review
by the Department and, if you are
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awarded a grant, during the project
period.

You can obtain a DUNS number from
Dun and Bradstreet. A DUNS number
can be created within one to two
business days.

If you are a corporate entity, agency,
institution, or organization, you can
obtain a TIN from the Internal Revenue
Service. If you are an individual, you
can obtain a TIN from the Internal
Revenue Service or the Social Security
Administration. If you need a new TIN,
please allow 2—5 weeks for your TIN to
become active.

The SAM registration process can take
approximately seven business days, but
may take upwards of several weeks,
depending on the completeness and
accuracy of the data entered into the
SAM database by an entity. Thus, if you
think you might want to apply for
Federal financial assistance under a
program administered by the
Department, please allow sufficient time
to obtain and register your DUNS
number and TIN. We strongly
recommend that you register early.

Note: Once your SAM registration is active,
you will need to allow 24 to 48 hours for the
information to be available in Grants.gov and
before you can submit an application through
Grants.gov.

If you are currently registered with
SAM, you may not need to make any
changes. However, please make certain
that the TIN associated with your DUNS
number is correct. Also note that you
will need to update your registration
annually. This may take three or more
business days.

Information about SAM is available at
www.SAM.gov. To further assist you
with obtaining and registering your
DUNS number and TIN in SAM or
updating your existing SAM account,
we have prepared a SAM.gov Tip Sheet,
which you can find at: http://
www2.ed.gov/fund/grant/apply/sam-
fags.html.

In addition, if you are submitting your
application via Grants.gov, you must (1)
be designated by your organization as an
Authorized Organization Representative
(AOR); and (2) register yourself with
Grants.gov as an AOR. Details on these
steps are outlined at the following
Grants.gov Web page: www.grants.gov/
web/grants/register.html.

7. Other Submission Requirements:
Applications for grants under this
competition must be submitted
electronically unless you qualify for an
exception to this requirement in
accordance with the instructions in this
section.

a. Electronic Submission of
Applications.

Applications for grants under the
Capacity Building Program for
Traditionally Underserved
Populations—Vocational Rehabilitation
Training Institute for the Preparation of
Personnel in American Indian
Vocational Rehabilitation Services
Projects, CFDA number 84.315C must be
submitted electronically using the
Governmentwide Grants.gov Apply site
at www.Grants.gov. Through this site,
you will be able to download a copy of
the application package, complete it
offline, and then upload and submit
your application. You may not email an
electronic copy of a grant application to
us.

We will reject your application if you
submit it in paper format unless, as
described elsewhere in this section, you
qualify for one of the exceptions to the
electronic submission requirement and
submit, no later than two weeks before
the application deadline date, a written
statement to the Department that you
qualify for one of these exceptions.
Further information regarding
calculation of the date that is two weeks
before the application deadline date is
provided later in this section under
Exception to Electronic Submission
Requirement.

You may access the electronic grant
application for the Capacity Building
Program for Traditionally Underserved
Populations—Vocational Rehabilitation
Training Institute for the Preparation of
Personnel in American Indian
Vocational Rehabilitation Services
Projects competition at www.Grants.gov.
You must search for the downloadable
application package for this competition
by the CFDA number. Do not include
the CFDA number’s alpha suffix in your
search (e.g., search for 84.315, not
84.315C).

Please note the following:

e When you enter the Grants.gov site,
you will find information about
submitting an application electronically
through the site, as well as the hours of
operation.

o Applications received by Grants.gov
are date and time stamped. Your
application must be fully uploaded and
submitted and must be date and time
stamped by the Grants.gov system no
later than 4:30:00 p.m., Washington, DC
time, on the application deadline date.
Except as otherwise noted in this
section, we will not accept your
application if it is received—that is, date
and time stamped by the Grants.gov
system—after 4:30:00 p.m., Washington,
DC time, on the application deadline
date. We do not consider an application
that does not comply with the deadline
requirements. When we retrieve your
application from Grants.gov, we will

notify you if we are rejecting your
application because it was date and time
stamped by the Grants.gov system after
4:30:00 p.m., Washington, DC time, on
the application deadline date.

e The amount of time it can take to
upload an application will vary
depending on a variety of factors,
including the size of the application and
the speed of your Internet connection.
Therefore, we strongly recommend that
you do not wait until the application
deadline date to begin the submission
process throu%h Grants.gov.

¢ You should review and follow the
Education Submission Procedures for
submitting an application through
Grants.gov that are included in the
application package for this competition
to ensure that you submit your
application in a timely manner to the
Grants.gov system. You can also find the
Education Submission Procedures
pertaining to Grants.gov under News
and Events on the Department’s G5
system home page at http://www.G5.gov.

¢ You will not receive additional
point value because you submit your
application in electronic format, nor
will we penalize you if you qualify for
an exception to the electronic
submission requirement, as described
elsewhere in this section, and submit
your application in paper format.

¢ You must submit all documents
electronically, including all information
you typically provide on the following
forms: the Application for Federal
Assistance (SF 424), the Department of
Education Supplemental Information for
SF 424, Budget Information—Non-
Construction Programs (ED 524), and all
necessary assurances and certifications.

¢ You must upload any narrative
sections and all other attachments to
your application as files in a PDF
(Portable Document) read-only, non-
modifiable format. Do not upload an
interactive or fillable PDF file. If you
upload a file type other than a read-
only, non-modifiable PDF or submit a
password-protected file, we will not
review that material.

¢ Your electronic application must
comply with any page-limit
requirements described in this notice.

e After you electronically submit
your application, you will receive from
Grants.gov an automatic notification of
receipt that contains a Grants.gov
tracking number. (This notification
indicates receipt by Grants.gov only, not
receipt by the Department.) The
Department then will retrieve your
application from Grants.gov and send a
second notification to you by email.
This second notification indicates that
the Department has received your
application and has assigned your
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application a PR/Award number (an ED-
specified identifying number unique to
your application).

e We may request that you provide us
original signatures on forms at a later
date.

Application Deadline Date Extension
in Case of Technical Issues with the
Grants.gov System: If you are
experiencing problems submitting your
application through Grants.gov, please
contact the Grants.gov Support Desk,
toll free, at 1-800-518-4726. You must
obtain a Grants.gov Support Desk Case
Number and must keep a record of it.

If you are prevented from
electronically submitting your
application on the application deadline
date because of technical problems with
the Grants.gov system, we will grant you
an extension until 4:30:00 p.m.,
Washington, DC time, the following
business day to enable you to transmit
your application electronically or by
hand delivery. You also may mail your
application by following the mailing
instructions described elsewhere in this
notice.

If you submit an application after
4:30:00 p.m., Washington, DC time, on
the application deadline date, please
contact the person listed under FOR
FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT in
section VII of this notice and provide an
explanation of the technical problem
you experienced with Grants.gov, along
with the Grants.gov Support Desk Case
Number. We will accept your
application if we can confirm that a
technical problem occurred with the
Grants.gov system and that the problem
affected your ability to submit your
application by 4:30:00 p.m.,
Washington, DC time, on the
application deadline date. The
Department will contact you after a
determination is made on whether your
application will be accepted.

Note: The extensions to which we refer in
this section apply only to the unavailability
of, or technical problems with, the Grants.gov
system. We will not grant you an extension
if you failed to fully register to submit your
application to Grants.gov before the
application deadline date and time or if the
technical problem you experienced is
unrelated to the Grants.gov system.

Exception to Electronic Submission
Requirement: You qualify for an
exception to the electronic submission
requirement, and may submit your
application in paper format, if you are
unable to submit an application through
the Grants.gov system because—

¢ You do not have access to the
Internet; or

¢ You do not have the capacity to
upload large documents to the
Grants.gov system;

and

¢ No later than two weeks before the
application deadline date (14 calendar
days or, if the fourteenth calendar day
before the application deadline date
falls on a Federal holiday, the next
business day following the Federal
holiday), you mail or fax a written
statement to the Department, explaining
which of the two grounds for an
exception prevents you from using the
Internet to submit your application.

If you mail your written statement to
the Department, it must be postmarked
no later than two weeks before the
application deadline date. If you fax
your written statement to the
Department, we must receive the faxed
statement no later than two weeks
before the application deadline date.

Address and mail or fax your
statement to: Kristen Rhinehart-
Fernandez, U.S. Department of
Education, 400 Maryland Avenue SW.,
Room 5027, PCP, Washington, DC
20202-2800. FAX: (202) 245-7592.

Your paper application must be
submitted in accordance with the mail
or hand delivery instructions described
in this notice.

b. Submission of Paper Applications
by Mail.

If you qualify for an exception to the
electronic submission requirement, you
may mail (through the U.S. Postal
Service or a commercial carrier) your
application to the Department. You
must mail the original and two copies
of your application, on or before the
application deadline date, to the
Department at the following address:
U.S. Department of Education,
Application Control Center, Attention:
(CFDA Number 84.315C), LB] Basement
Level 1, 400 Maryland Avenue SW.,
Washington, DC 20202-4260.

You must show proof of mailing
consisting of one of the following:

(1) A legibly dated U.S. Postal Service
postmark.

(2) A legible mail receipt with the
date of mailing stamped by the U.S.
Postal Service.

(3) A dated shipping label, invoice, or
receipt from a commercial carrier.

(4) Any other proof of mailing
acceptable to the Secretary of the U.S.
Department of Education.

If you mail your application through
the U.S. Postal Service, we do not
accept either of the following as proof
of mailing:

(1) A private metered postmark.

(2) A mail receipt that is not dated by
the U.S. Postal Service.

If your application is postmarked after
the application deadline date, we will
not consider your application.

Note: The U.S. Postal Service does not
uniformly provide a dated postmark. Before
relying on this method, you should check
with your local post office.

c. Submission of Paper Applications
by Hand Delivery.

If you qualify for an exception to the
electronic submission requirement, you
(or a courier service) may deliver your
paper application to the Department by
hand. You must deliver the original and
two copies of your application by hand,
on or before the application deadline
date, to the Department at the following
address: U.S. Department of Education,
Application Control Center, Attention:
(CFDA Number 84.315C), 550 12th
Street SW., Room 7039, Potomac Center
Plaza, Washington, DC 20202—-4260.

The Application Control Center
accepts hand deliveries daily between
8:00 a.m. and 4:30:00 p.m., Washington,
DC time, except Saturdays, Sundays,
and Federal holidays.

Note for Mail or Hand Delivery of
Paper Applications: If you mail or hand
deliver your application to the
Department—

(1) You must indicate on the envelope
and—if not provided by the
Department—in Item 11 of the SF 424
the CFDA number, including suffix
letter, if any, of the competition under
which you are submitting your
application; and

(2) The Application Control Center
will mail to you a notification of receipt
of your grant application. If you do not
receive this notification within 15
business days from the application
deadline date, you should call the U.S.
Department of Education Application
Control Center at (202) 245—6288.

V. Application Review Information

1. Selection Criteria: The selection
criteria for this competition are from 34
CFR 75.210 and are listed in the
application package.

2. Review and Selection Process: We
remind potential applicants that in
reviewing applications in any
discretionary grant competition, the
Secretary may consider, under 34 CFR
75.217(d)(3), the past performance of the
applicant in carrying out a previous
award, such as the applicant’s use of
funds, achievement of project
objectives, and compliance with grant
conditions. The Secretary may also
consider whether the applicant failed to
submit a timely performance report or
submitted a report of unacceptable
quality.

In addition, in making a competitive
grant award, the Secretary also requires
various assurances including those
applicable to Federal civil rights laws
that prohibit discrimination in programs
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or activities receiving Federal financial
assistance from the Department of
Education (34 CFR 100.4, 104.5, 106.4,
108.8, and 110.23).

3. Special Conditions: Under 34 CFR
74.14 and 80.12, the Secretary may
impose special conditions on a grant if
the applicant or grantee is not
financially stable; has a history of
unsatisfactory performance; has a
financial or other management system
that does not meet the standards in 34
CFR parts 74 or 80, as applicable; has
not fulfilled the conditions of a prior
grant; or is otherwise not responsible.

VI. Award Administration Information

1. Award Notices: If your application
is successful, we notify your U.S.
Representative and U.S. Senators and
send you a Grant Award Notification
(GAN); or we may send you an email
containing a link to access an electronic
version of your GAN. We may notify
you informally, also.

If your application is not evaluated or
not selected for funding, we notify you.

2. Administrative and National Policy
Requirements: We identify
administrative and national policy
requirements in the application package
and reference these and other
requirements in the Applicable
Regulations section of this notice.

We reference the regulations outlining
the terms and conditions of an award in
the Applicable Regulations section of
this notice and include these and other
specific conditions in the GAN. The
GAN also incorporates your approved
application as part of your binding
commitments under the grant.

3. Reporting: (a) If you apply for a
grant under this competition, you must
ensure that you have in place the
necessary processes and systems to
comply with the reporting requirements
in 2 CFR part 170 should you receive
funding under the competition. This
does not apply if you have an exception
under 2 CFR 170.110(b).

(b) At the end of your project period,
you must submit a final performance
report, including financial information,
as directed by the Secretary. If you
receive a multi-year award, you must
submit an annual performance report
that provides the most current
performance and financial expenditure
information as directed by the Secretary
under 34 CFR 75.118. The Secretary
may also require more frequent
performance reports under 34 CFR
75.720(c). For specific requirements on
reporting, please go to www.ed.gov/
fund/grant/apply/appforms/
appforms.html.

4. Performance Measures: The
Government Performance and Results

Act of 1993 (GPRA) directs Federal
departments and agencies to improve
the effectiveness of programs by
engaging in strategic planning, setting
outcome-related goals for programs, and
measuring program results against those
goals.

The goal of the Capacity Building
Program for Traditionally Underserved
Populations—Vocational Rehabilitation
Training Institute for the Preparation of
Personnel in American Indian
Vocational Rehabilitation Services
(AIVRS) projects is to improve the
knowledge and skills of such personnel
so that they can provide appropriate,
effective, and culturally relevant VR
services to assist American Indians with
disabilities prepare for, and engage in,
gainful employment consistent with
their informed choice.

The Cooperative Agreement will
specify the measures that will be used
to assess the grantee’s performance
against the goals and objectives of the
project, including outcome measures
and measures that reflect the quality,
relevance, and usefulness of the training
and TA products developed by the
Institute.

In its annual and final performance
report to the Department, the grant
recipient will be expected to report the
data outlined in the Cooperative
Agreement that is needed to assess its
performance, including, at a minimum,
the following information:

The Performance measures for this
project are:

e The number of participants enrolled
in the Institute;

e The number of participants who
successfully completed the series of
trainings provided by the Institute; and

o The number of participants who
obtained a VR certificate.

The Cooperative Agreement and
annual report will be reviewed by RSA
and the grant recipient between the
third and fourth quarter of each project
period. Adjustments will be made to the
project accordingly in order to ensure
demonstrated progress towards meeting
the goal and outcomes of the project.

5. Continuation Awards: In making a
continuation award, the Secretary may
consider, under 34 CFR 75.253, the
extent to which a grantee has made
“substantial progress toward meeting
the objectives in its approved
application.” This consideration
includes the review of a grantee’s
progress in meeting the targets and
projected outcomes in its approved
application, and whether the grantee
has expended funds in a manner that is
consistent with its approved application
and budget. In making a continuation
grant, the Secretary also considers

whether the grantee is operating in
compliance with the assurances in its
approved application, including those
applicable to Federal civil rights laws
that prohibit discrimination in programs
or activities receiving Federal financial
assistance from the Department (34 CFR
100.4, 104.5, 106.4, 108.8, and 110.23).

VII. Agency Contact

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kristen Rhinehart-Fernandez, U.S.
Department of Education, Rehabilitation
Services Administration, 400 Maryland
Avenue SW., Room 5027, PCP,
Washington, DC 20202-2800.
Telephone: (202) 245-6103 or by email:
kristen.rhinehart@ed.gov.

If you use a TDD or a TTY, call the
FRS, toll free, at 1-800-877-8339.

VIII. Other Information

Accessible Format: Individuals with
disabilities can obtain this document
and a copy of the application package in
an accessible format (e.g., braille, large
print, audiotape, or compact disc) on
request to the program contact person
listed under FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT in section VII of this notice.

Electronic Access to This Document:
The official version of this document is
the document published in the Federal
Register. Free Internet access to the
official edition of the Federal Register
and the Code of Federal Regulations is
available via the Federal Digital System
at: www.gpo.gov/fdsys. At this site you
can view this document, as well as all
other documents of this Department
published in the Federal Register, in
text or Adobe Portable Document
Format (PDF). To use PDF you must
have Adobe Acrobat Reader, which is
available free at the site.

You may also access documents of the
Department published in the Federal
Register by using the article search
feature at: www.federalregister.gov.
Specifically, through the advanced
search feature at this site, you can limit
your search to documents published by
the Department.

Dated: August 11, 2014.
Michael K. Yudin,

Acting Assistant Secretary for Special
Education and Rehabilitative Services.

[FR Doc. 2014-19284 Filed 8-13—14; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 4000-01-P
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DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

Applications for New Awards; National
Institute on Disability and
Rehabilitation Research—Disability
and Rehabilitation Research Projects
and Centers Program—Advanced
Rehabilitation Research and Training
Program—Advanced Rehabilitation
Research Policy Fellowship;
Correction

Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
(CFDA) Number: 84.133P-5.

AGENCY: Office of Special Education and
Rehabilitative Services, Department of
Education.

ACTION: Notice; correction.

SUMMARY: On July 21, 2014, we
published in the Federal Register (79
FR 42403) a notice inviting applications
for new awards for fiscal year (FY) 2014
for the Advanced Rehabilitation
Research and Training (ARRT)
Program—Advanced Rehabilitation
Research Policy Fellowship. This notice
corrects the applicant eligibility
information.

DATES: Effective August 14, 2014.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Correction

In the Federal Register of July 21,
2014 (79 FR 42403), on page 42403, in
the middle column under the heading
III. Eligibility Information, we correct
the first paragraph to read:

1. Eligible Applicants: Institutions of
higher education (IHESs).

Program Authority: 29 U.S.C. 762(g) and
764(b)(2)(A).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Marlene Spencer, U.S. Department of
Education, 400 Maryland Avenue SW.,
Room 5133, PCP, Washington, DC
20202-2700. Telephone: (202) 245-7532
or by email: marlene.spencer@ed.gov. If
you use a telecommunications device
for the deaf or a text telephone, call the
Federal Relay Service, toll free, at 1—
800-877-8339.

Accessible Format: Individuals with
disabilities can obtain this document
and a copy of the application package in
an accessible format (e.g., braille, large
print, audiotape, or compact disc) on
request to the program contact person
listed under FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT of this notice.

Electronic Access to This Document:
The official version of this document is
the document published in the Federal
Register. Free Internet access to the
official edition of the Federal Register
and the Code of Federal Regulations is
available via the Federal Digital System
at: www.gpo.gov/fdsys. At this site you

can view this document, as well as all
other documents of this Department
published in the Federal Register, in
text or Adobe Portable Document
Format (PDF). To use PDF you must
have Adobe Acrobat Reader, which is
available free at the site.

You may also access documents of the
Department published in the Federal
Register by using the article search
feature at: www.federalregister.gov.
Specifically, through the advanced
search feature at this site, you can limit
your search to documents published by
the Department.

Dated: August 11, 2014.
Michael K. Yudin,

Acting Assistant Secretary for Special
Education and Rehabilitative Services.

[FR Doc. 2014-19287 Filed 8-13—14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4000-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Environmental Management Site-
Specific Advisory Board, Nevada

AGENCY: Department of Energy.
ACTION: Notice of open meeting.

SUMMARY: This notice announces a
meeting of the Environmental
Management Site-Specific Advisory
Board (EM SSAB), Nevada. The Federal
Advisory Committee Act (Pub. L. 92—
463, 86 Stat. 770) requires that public
notice of this meeting be announced in
the Federal Register.

DATES: Wednesday, September 10, 2014;
4:00 p.m.

ADDRESSES: National Atomic Testing
Museum, 755 East Flamingo Road, Las
Vegas, Nevada 89119.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Barbara Ulmer, Board Administrator,
232 Energy Way, M/S 505, North Las
Vegas, Nevada 89030. Phone: (702) 630—
0522; Fax (702) 295-5300 or Email:
NSSAB@nnsa.doe.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Purpose of
the Board: The purpose of the Board is
to make recommendations to DOE-EM
and site management in the areas of
environmental restoration, waste
management, and related activities.

Tentative Agenda

1. Fiscal Year 2015 Work Plan
Development

2. Election of Officers

3. Recommendation Development for
Radioactive Waste Acceptance
Program Facility Evaluation
Improvement Opportunities—Work
Plan Item #7
Public Participation: The EM SSAB,

Nevada, welcomes the attendance of the

public at its advisory committee
meetings and will make every effort to
accommodate persons with physical
disabilities or special needs. If you
require special accommodations due to
a disability, please contact Barbara
Ulmer at least seven days in advance of
the meeting at the phone number listed
above. Written statements may be filed
with the Board either before or after the
meeting. Individuals who wish to make
oral presentations pertaining to agenda
items should contact Barbara Ulmer at
the telephone number listed above. The
request must be received five days prior
to the meeting and reasonable provision
will be made to include the presentation
in the agenda. The Deputy Designated
Federal Officer is empowered to
conduct the meeting in a fashion that
will facilitate the orderly conduct of
business. Individuals wishing to make
public comments can do so during the
15 minutes allotted for public
comments.

Minutes: Minutes will be available by
writing to Barbara Ulmer at the address
listed above or at the following Web
site: http://nv.energy.gov/nssab/
MeetingMinutes.aspx.

Issued at Washington, DC on August 8,
2014.

LaTanya R. Butler,

Deputy Committee Management Officer.
[FR Doc. 2014-19305 Filed 8—13—14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6450-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Environmental Management Site-
Specific Advisory Board, Paducah

AGENCY: Department of Energy (DOE).
ACTION: Notice of open meeting.

SUMMARY: This notice announces a
meeting of the Environmental
Management Site-Specific Advisory
Board (EM SSAB), Paducah. The
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub.
L. 92-463, 86 Stat. 770) requires that
public notice of this meeting be
announced in the Federal Register.
DATES: Thursday, September 11, 2014;
6:00 p.m.

ADDRESSES: Barkley Centre, 111
Memorial Drive, Paducah, Kentucky
42001.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Rachel Blumenfeld, Deputy Designated
Federal Officer, Department of Energy
Paducah Site Office, Post Office Box
1410, MS-103, Paducah, Kentucky
42001, (270) 441-6806.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Purpose of the Board: The purpose of
the Board is to make recommendations
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to DOE-EM and site management in the
areas of environmental restoration,
waste management and related
activities.

Tentative Agenda:

e Call to Order, Introductions, Review
of Agenda

e Administrative Issues
e Public Comments (15 minutes)
e Adjourn

Breaks Taken as Appropriate

Public Participation: The EM SSAB,
Paducah, welcomes the attendance of
the public at its advisory committee
meetings and will make every effort to
accommodate persons with physical
disabilities or special needs. If you
require special accommodations due to
a disability, please contact Rachel
Blumenfeld as soon as possible in
advance of the meeting at the telephone
number listed above. Written statements
may be filed with the Board either
before or after the meeting. Individuals
who wish to make oral statements
pertaining to agenda items should
contact Rachel Blumenfeld at the
telephone number listed above.
Requests must be received as soon as
possible prior to the meeting and
reasonable provision will be made to
include the presentation in the agenda.
The Deputy Designated Federal Officer
is empowered to conduct the meeting in
a fashion that will facilitate the orderly
conduct of business. Individuals
wishing to make public comments will
be provided a maximum of five minutes
to present their comments. The EM
SSAB, Paducah, will hear public
comments pertaining to its scope (clean-
up standards and environmental
restoration; waste management and
disposition; stabilization and
disposition of non-stockpile nuclear
materials; excess facilities; future land
use and long-term stewardship; risk
assessment and management; and clean-
up science and technology activities).
Comments outside of the scope may be
submitted via written statement as
directed above.

Minutes: Minutes will be available by
writing or calling Rachel Blumenfeld at
the address and phone number listed
above. Minutes will also be available at
the following Web site: http://
www.pgdpcab.energy.gov/
2014Meetings.html.

Issued at Washington, DC, on August 8,
2014.

LaTanya R. Butler,

Deputy Committee Management Officer.
[FR Doc. 2014-19307 Filed 8-13—14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6450-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Office of Energy Efficiency and
Renewable Energy

[Docket No. EERE—2014-BT-NOA-0016]

Physical Characterization of Grid-
Connected Commercial and
Residential Buildings End-Use
Equipment and Appliances

AGENCY: Office of Energy Efficiency and
Renewable Energy, Department of
Energy.

ACTION: Notice of availability and
request for public comment.

SUMMARY: The U.S. Department of
Energy (DOE) is announcing the
availability of a Framework Document
for the physical characterization of grid-
connected building’s end-use
equipment and appliances. DOE
welcomes written comments and
relevant data from interested parties on
any subject within the scope of this
framework. A copy of the Framework
Document is available at: http://
www.regulations.gov/
#!documentDetail;D=EERE-2014-BT-
NOA-0016-0022.

DATES: DOE will accept written
comments, data, and information
regarding the Framework Document no
later than September 29, 2014.
ADDRESSES: Any comments submitted
must identify the request for comment
for physical characterization of grid-
connected buildings and provide docket
number EERE-2014-BT-NOA—-0016.
Comments may be submitted by any of
the following methods:

e Email:
ConnectedBuildings2014NOA0016@
ee.doe.gov Include the docket number
EERE-2014-BT-NOA-0016 in the
subject line of the message.

e Mail: Mr. Joseph Hagerman, U.S.
Department of Energy, Building
Technologies Office, Mailstop EE-5B,
1000 Independence Avenue SW.,
Washington, DC 20585-0121. If
possible, please submit all items on a
compact disc (CD), in which case it is
not necessary to include printed copies.
[Please note that comments and CDs
sent by mail are often delayed and may
be damaged by mail screening
processes.]

o Hand Delivery/Courier: Mr. Joseph
Hagerman, U.S. Department of Energy,
Building Technologies Program, 950
L’Enfant Plaza SW., Suite 600,
Washington, DC 20024. If possible,
please submit all items on CD, in which
case it is not necessary to include
printed copies.

Docket: The docket is available for
review at www.regulations.gov,

including Federal Register notices,
framework documents, public meeting
attendee lists and transcripts,
comments, and other supporting
documents/materials. All documents in
the docket are listed in the
www.regulations.gov index.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
Joseph Hagerman, U.S. Department of
Energy, Office of Building Technologies
(EE-5B), 950 L’Enfant Plaza SW.,
Washington, DC 20024. Phone: (202)
586—4549. Email: joseph.hagerman@
ee.doe.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On June 5,
2014, the U.S. Department of Energy
(DOE) published a request for comment
and notice of a public meeting in the
Federal Register (79 FR 32542). The
public meeting was held on July 11,
2014, where the structure and content
for the draft Framework Document were
presented and discussed. At that
meeting, DOE announced that it would
make the Framework Document
available for public comment within 2—
3 weeks of the public meeting. This
notice announces the availability of the
Framework Document, which proposes
a draft plan for development of
characterization protocols for connected
building’s end-use appliances and
equipment. A copy of the Framework
Document is available at: http://
www.regulations.gov/
#!documentDetail;D=EERE-2014-BT-
NOA-0016-0022. In addition, the
Framework Document specifically seeks
comment on the following issues:

1. What reports, studies, activities or
other documents are there that might be
useful in the development of
characterization protocols for connected
equipment?

2. How can these terms (in the
document) be better defined?

3. Should additional terms be
defined?

4. Are there other aspects of the
experimental set-up that should be
considered for connected equipment?

5. Should there be a step to determine
eligibility for characterization as
connected equipment?

6. If so, what are the minimum
features in order to become eligible?

7. What responses should be
characterized for connected equipment?

8. Should there be an approved list of
responses available for characterization?

9. How does characterization
sequence depend on equipment type?

10. What aspects should be included
in a characterization sequence for
connected equipment?

11. What data should be collected for
physical, informational, or other
responses?
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12. What metrics should be computed
for physical, informational, or other
responses?

13. Are there other aspects of the
characterization execution that should
be considered for connected equipment?

14. Which of the two options for
establishing the characterization
protocols best addresses industry needs
and minimizes industry burdens?

15. Are there other options that DOE
might pursue for establishing
characterization protocols?

16. Would it be useful to have
illustrative examples like this in the
framework document?

17. After seeing this illustrative
example, does the framework need
additional steps or further revision?

DOE will accept written comments,
data, and information regarding the
Framework Document no later than
September 29, 2014.

Issued in Washington, DC, on August 6,
2014.

Kathleen B. Hogan,

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Energy
Efficiency, Energy Efficiency and Renewable
Energy.

[FR Doc. 2014-19297 Filed 8—-13-14; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE XXXX-XX-P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Office of Energy Efficiency and
Renewable Energy

Wind and Water Power Technologies
Office; Request for Information

AGENCY: Office of Energy Efficiency and
Renewable Energy, Department of
Energy.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The U.S. Department of
Energy (DOE) invites public comment
on its Request for Information (RFI) to
help inform DOE’s research and
development activities related to
Distributed Generation from Wind
Energy Systems.

DATES: Comments regarding the RFI
must be received on or before
September 21, 2014.

ADDRESSES: The complete RFI document
is located at https://eere-
exchange.energy.gov/.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Responses to the RFI should be sent via
email to DistributedGeneration@
ee.doe.gov. Further instruction can be
found in the RFI document posted on
EERE Exchange.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The Wind
and Water Power Technologies Office is
within the Department of Energy’s
Office of Energy Efficiency and

Renewable Energy (DOE-EERE).
WWPTO program activities lead the
nation’s efforts to accelerate the
deployment of wind power technologies
through improved performance, lower
costs, and reduced market barriers. The
Wind Program works with national
laboratories, industry, universities, and
other federal agencies to conduct
research and development activities
through competitively selected, directly
funded, and cost-shared projects.
WWPTO efforts target offshore wind,
land based utility-scale and distributed
applications of wind power technology.
To find more information about the
Wind Program, please visit: http://
energy.gov/eere/wind/wind-program.

The focus of this RFI will be on the
Wind Program’s distributed wind
portfolio. Distributed wind energy
systems are commonly installed on
residential, agricultural, commercial,
institutional, and industrial sites
connected either physically or virtually
on the customer side of the meter (to
serve on-site load) or directly to the
local distribution or micro grid (to
support local grid operations or offset
nearby loads). Because the definition is
based on a wind project’s location
relative to end-use and power-
distribution infrastructure, rather than
on technology size or project size, the
distributed wind market includes wind
turbines and projects of many sizes. For
example, distributed wind systems can
range in size from a 1-kW or smaller off-
grid turbine at a remote cabin to a 10-
kW turbine at a home to one or several
multi-megawatt turbines at a university
campus, manufacturing facility, or other
large facility. To find more information
on the Wind Program’s distributed wind
portfolio, please visit: http://energy.gov/
eere/wind/distributed-wind.

DOE’s Wind Program is planning a
research and development program
which will seek to ensure system
performance meets consumer
expectations; develop reliable, low-cost
technology optimized for distributed
applications; increase utility confidence
in integration of distributed wind
systems; and streamline the project
development and installation process.
The activities under this program would
encompass the following focus areas:

1. Wind Resource Characterization &
Assessment

e Better understanding of resource
creates reliable turbine designs,
properly sited distributed wind systems,
and mitigates financial risk with regard
to payback

2. Turbine Technology

e Technology transfer and innovation
to expand rotors and increase hub
heights for small and midsize turbines
for increased performance, and
advanced manufacturing for lower cost
systems

3. Distributed Grid Integration

¢ Accurate generator modeling and
clear understanding of operating
impacts to mitigate interconnection/
integration effects

4. Soft Cost Reduction

¢ Reduced red tape from permitting
requirements and interconnection
procedures will lower costs, accelerate
adoption and integration

The purpose of this RFI is to solicit
feedback from industry, academia,
research laboratories, government
agencies, and other stakeholders on
DOE’s new perspective on distributed
wind and R&D focus areas in order to
inform future activities and priorities.
EERE is specifically interested in
information on each of the focus areas
listed above. This is solely a request for
information and not a Funding
Opportunity Announcement (FOA).
EERE is not accepting applications
through this RFI. DOE will not respond
to questions regarding this RFI.

In its RFI, DOE requests comments,
information, and recommendations on
four main activities related to
Distributed Wind Energy Systems. The
RF1 is available at: https://eere-
exchange.energy.gov/.

Issued in Washington, DC, on August 11,
2014.

Jose Zayas,

Director, Wind and Water Power Technologies
Office, U.S. Department of Energy.

[FR Doc. 2014—-19295 Filed 8-13—14; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6450-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

Combined Notice of Filings #1

Take notice that the Commission
received the following electric rate
filings:

Docket Numbers: ER14-1210-001.

Applicants: Midcontinent
Independent System Operator, Inc.

Description: 2014—08—06_SA 6502
Nlinois Power-Edwards SSR
Compliance Filing to be effective 1/1/
2013.

Filed Date: 8/6/14.

Accession Number: 20140806—5111.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 8/27/14.
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Docket Numbers: ER14-1225-002.

Applicants: Southwest Power Pool,
Inc.

Description: Lea County Stated Rate
Compliance Filing to be effective 4/1/
2014.

Filed Date: 8/6/14.

Accession Number: 20140806—5122.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 8/27/14.

Docket Numbers: ER14-2602-000.

Applicants: PacifiCorp.

Description: BPA AC Intertie
Agreement 12th Revised to be effective
10/1/2014.

Filed Date: 8/5/14.

Accession Number: 20140805-5164.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 8/26/14.

Docket Numbers: ER14-2603-000.

Applicants: 1ISO New England Inc.,
New England Independent
Transmission Company, LLC.

Description: Notice of Termination of
the NEITC Operating Agreement of New
England Independent Transmission
Company, LLC, et. al.

Filed Date: 8/6/14.

Accession Number: 20140806—5069.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 8/27/14.

Docket Numbers: ER14-2604—-000.

Applicants: Deseret Generation &
Transmission Co-operative, Inc.

Description: OATT Order No. 792
Compliance Filing to be effective 8/3/
2014.

Filed Date: 8/6/14.

Accession Number: 20140806—5100.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 8/27/14.

Docket Numbers: ER14—2605-000.

Applicants: Midcontinent
Independent System Operator, Inc.

Description: 2014-08—06_Ameren
Edwards Part 1 Compliance Filing to be
effective 7/22/2014.

Filed Date: 8/6/14.

Accession Number: 20140806—5108.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 8/27/14.

Docket Numbers: ER14—2606—-000.

Applicants: Macho Springs Power I,
LLC.

Description: Order No. 784
Compliance Filing and Revisions to
Market-Based Rate Tariff to be effective
8/7/2014.

Filed Date: 8/6/14.

Accession Number: 20140806—5112.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 8/27/14.

Docket Numbers: ER14-2607-000.

Applicants: California Independent
System Operator Corporation.

Description: 2014—08-06 _EIM
EntitityAgreement PacifiCorp to be
effective 9/30/2014.

Filed Date: 8/6/14.

Accession Number: 20140806-5125.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 8/27/14.

The filings are accessible in the
Commission’s eLibrary system by

clicking on the links or querying the
docket number.

Any person desiring to intervene or
protest in any of the above proceedings
must file in accordance with Rules 211
and 214 of the Commission’s
Regulations (18 CFR 385.211 and
385.214) on or before 5:00 p.m. Eastern
time on the specified comment date.
Protests may be considered, but
intervention is necessary to become a
party to the proceeding.

eFiling is encouraged. More detailed
information relating to filing
requirements, interventions, protests,
service, and qualifying facilities filings
can be found at: http://www.ferc.gov/
docs-filing/efiling/filing-req.pdf. For
other information, call (866) 208—-3676
(toll free). For TTY, call (202) 502—8659.

Dated: August 6, 2014.
Nathaniel J. Davis, Sr.,
Deputy Secretary.
[FR Doc. 2014-19259 Filed 8—13—14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

National Nuclear Security
Administration

Defense Programs Advisory
Committee

AGENCY: Department of Energy, National
Nuclear Security Administration, Office
of Defense Programs.

ACTION: Notice of closed meeting.

SUMMARY: This notice announces a
closed meeting of the Defense Programs
Advisory Committee (DPAC). The
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub.
L. 92-463, 86 Stat. 770) (the Act)
requires that public notice of these
meetings be announced in the Federal
Register. Due to national security
considerations, under section 10(d) of
the Act and 5 U.S.C. 552b(c), the
meeting will be closed to the public and
matters to be discussed are exempt from
public disclosure under Executive Order
13526 and the Atomic Energy Act of
1954, 42 U.S.C. 2161 and 2162, as
amended.

DATES: August 26, 2014, 8:30 a.m. to
5:00 p.m., and August 27, 2014, 8:30
a.m. to 12:30 p.m.

ADDRESSES: U.S. Department of Energy,
1000 Independence Avenue SW.,
Washington, DC.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mark Visosky, Office of RDT&E (NA—
11), National Nuclear Security
Administration, U.S. Department of
Energy, 1000 Independence Ave. SW.,
Washington, DC 20585, (202) 287-5270.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background: The DPAC will provide
advice and recommendations to the
Deputy Administrator for Defense
Programs on the stewardship and
maintenance of the Nation’s nuclear
deterrent. The activities of the DPAC
will include, but are not limited to:

a. Periodic reviews of the diverse,
major activities of the Office of Defense
Programs including:

b.

i. Assessment of the U.S. nuclear
weapons stockpile;

ii. The science, technology and
engineering infrastructure needed to
maintain the U.S. stockpile and the
overall U.S. nuclear deterrent; and

iii. The U.S. nuclear weapons
manufacturing and production complex
facilities and related technologies.

c. Ongoing analysis of the DP mission
and its foundation in national strategic
policy (including the Nuclear Posture
Review, provisions of the New START
Treaty and other relevant treaties).

d. Potential application of DP
capabilities to broader national security
problems.

e. Analysis of DP management issues
including facility operations and fiscal
matters.

f. Where appropriate, analysis of
issues of broader concern to NNSA.

Purpose of the Meeting: The purpose
of this meeting of the Defense Programs
Advisory Committee is to discuss topics
and provide advice and guidance with
respect to the National Nuclear Security
Administration stockpile stewardship
and stockpile maintenance programs.

Type of Meeting: In the interest of
national security, the meeting will be
closed to the public. The Federal
Advisory Committee Act, 5 U.S.C. App.
2 section 10(d), and the Federal
Advisory Committee Management
Regulation, 41 CFR 102-3.155,
incorporate by reference the
Government in the Sunshine Act, 5
U.S.C. 552b, which, at 552b(c)(1) and
(c)(3) permits closure of meetings where
restricted data or other classified
matters will be discussed. Such data
and matters will be discussed in each
session.

This notice is being published less
than 15 days prior to the meeting date
due to programmatic issues and
scheduling conflicts.

Tentative Agenda: Day 1—Swearing-
in of Committee Members, Annual
Ethics Briefing, Welcome, Topic 1,
Topic 2. Day 2—Topic 2 continued,
Topic 3.

Public Participation: There will be no
public participation in this closed
meeting. Those wishing to provide
written comments or statements to the
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Committee are invited to send them to
Mark Visosky at the address listed
above.

Minutes: The minutes of the meeting
will not be available.

Issued in Washington, DC on August 12,
2014.
LaTanya R. Butler,
Deputy Committee Management Officer.
[FR Doc. 2014-19370 Filed 8—13-14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6450-01-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[FRL-9915-22-0A]

National Environmental Education
Advisory Council Meetings

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.

ACTION: Notice of cancellation and
reschedule of teleconference meeting.

SUMMARY: The Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA or Agency) Office of
External Affairs and Environmental
Education (OEAEE) is issuing this
notice to cancel the August 8, 2014
NEEAC Teleconference and reschedule
it for August 21, 2014 from 3:00 p.m.—
4:00 p.m. Eastern Time. Notice of the
August 8, 2014 meeting was previously
published on July 1, 2014: FR Doc
2014-15397 Filed 6—-30-2014. The
purpose of these teleconference(s), is to
discuss specific topics of relevance for
consideration by the council in order to
provide advice and insights to the
Agency on environmental education.

DATES: The National Environmental
Education Advisory Council will hold a
public meeting (teleconference) on
Thursday August 21, 2014 from 3:00
p.-m.—4:00 p.m. (Eastern Time).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
information regarding this cancellation
and rescheduling of the meeting, please
contact Mr. Javier Araujo, Designated
Federal Officer (DFO), EPA National
Environmental Education Advisory
Council, at (202) 564—2642 or email at:
Araujo.javier@epa.gov.

Dated: August 6, 2014.
Javier Araujo,
Designated Federal Officer.
[FR Doc. 2014-19273 Filed 8-13—14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[FRL-9915-20-0GC]

Proposed Settlement Agreement
AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).

ACTION: Notice of proposed settlement
agreement; request for public comment.

SUMMARY: In accordance with section
113(g) of the Clean Air Act, as amended
(“Act”), notice is hereby given of a
proposed settlement agreement to
address lawsuits filed by WildEarth
Guardians and National Parks
Conservation Association (“NCPA”’)
(collectively “‘Petitioners”) in the
United States Court of Appeals for the
Tenth Circuit: WildEarth Guardians v.
EPA, No. 13-9520 (10th Cir.) and
National Parks Conservation
Association v. EPA, No. 13—-9525 (10th
Cir.). On February 25, 2013, WildEarth
Guardians filed a petition for review
challenging EPA’s approval of the
Colorado regional haze SIP. Specifically,
WildEarth Guardians challenged EPA’s
approval of certain BART and
reasonable progress determinations for
Units 1, 2, and 3 of the Craig Generating
Station; Units 1 and 2 of the Comanche
Power Station; Boilers 4 and 5 of the
Colorado Energy Nations Company,
LLLP facility at the Coors Brewery in
Golden, Colorado; and the time by
which the Colorado regional haze SIP
required emission limits to be met at the
these facilities. On March 1, 2013,
NPCA filed a petition for review
challenging EPA’s approval of the NOx
emission limits for Craig Units 1, 2, and
3. The proposed settlement agreement
seeks to resolve all of Petitioners’ claims
regarding the Craig Generating Station
and establishes deadlines for the State
of Colorado to submit a SIP revision to
EPA and for EPA to take action on that
SIP revision.

DATES: Written comments on the
proposed settlement agreement must be
received by September 15, 2014.

ADDRESSES: Submit your comments,
identified by Docket ID number EPA—
HQ-0GC-2014-0580, online at
www.regulations.gov (EPA’s preferred
method); by email to oei.docket@
epa.gov; by mail to EPA Docket Center,
Environmental Protection Agency,
Mailcode: 2822T, 1200 Pennsylvania
Ave. NW., Washington, DC 20460-0001;
or by hand delivery or courier to EPA
Docket Center, EPA West, Room 3334,
1301 Constitution Ave. NW.,
Washington, DC, between 8:30 a.m. and
4:30 p.m. Monday through Friday,
excluding legal holidays. Comments on

a disk or CD-ROM should be formatted
in Word or ASCII file, avoiding the use
of special characters and any form of
encryption, and may be mailed to the
mailing address above.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Matthew C. Marks, Air and Radiation
Law Office (2344A), Office of General
Counsel, U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, 1200 Pennsylvania Ave. NW.,
Washington, DC 20460; telephone: (202)
564—3276; fax number (202) 564-5603;
email address: marks.matthew@epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Additional Information About the
Proposed Settlement Agreement

The proposed settlement agreement
will resolve lawsuits seeking to overturn
EPA’s final action approving the
Colorado regional haze SIP submitted by
the Colorado Department of Public
Health and Environment (‘“CDPHE”’),
specifically EPA’s approval of the
requirements related to the Craig
Generating Station. 77 FR 76871
(December 31, 2012) (“Final Rule”). The
proposed settlement agreement states
that, within ten business days of the
final effective date of the agreement,
EPA will file a motion with the Tenth
Circuit, seeking a voluntary remand to
EPA of those portions of the Final Rule
regarding EPA’s approval of the
Colorado regional haze SIP relating to
Craig Unit 1. The proposed settlement
agreement also states that CDPHE
intends to submit a proposal to revise its
SIP to EPA no later than July 31, 2015,
which will include a determination that
the NOx BART emission limit for Craig
Unit 1 is 0.07 lb/MMBtu, calculated on
a 30 boiler-operating-day rolling
average, and with a compliance
deadline of August 31, 2021. The
proposed SIP revision will not alter any
emission limit or compliance deadline
for Craig Unit 2 or 3. If CDPHE
determines that it will not be able to
submit the proposed SIP revision to
EPA by July 31, 2015, or that the terms
of the proposed SIP revision will not be
in accordance with those set forth in the
proposed settlement agreement, then all
parties must be notified immediately.

In addition, the proposed settlement
agreement states that no later than
December 31, 2016, EPA will either take
final action on the proposed SIP
revision, or take final action on the
remanded portion of the Colorado
regional haze SIP if CDPHE has not
submitted the proposed SIP revision by
December 31, 2015. If, however, CDPHE
submits a proposed SIP revision that is
in accordance with the proposed
settlement agreement after December 31,
2015, EPA may, at its election, take final
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action on that submission by December
31, 2016, rather than taking final action
on the remanded portion of the
Colorado regional haze SIP. Nothing in
the proposed settlement agreement
limits or modifies EPA’s discretion
under the Clean Air Act in any future
notice-and-comment rulemaking or
otherwise.

For a period of thirty (30) days
following the date of publication of this
notice, the Agency will accept written
comments relating to the proposed
settlement agreement from persons who
were not named as parties or
intervenors to the litigation in question.
EPA or the Department of Justice may
withdraw or withhold consent to the
proposed settlement agreement if the
comments disclose facts or
considerations that indicate that such
consent is inappropriate, improper,
inadequate, or inconsistent with the
requirements of the Act. Unless EPA or
the Department of Justice determines
that consent to this settlement
agreement should be withdrawn, the
terms of the agreement will be affirmed.

II. Additional Information About
Commenting on the Proposed
Settlement Agreement

A. How can I get a copy of the
settlement agreement?

The official public docket for this
action (identified by Docket ID No.
EPA-HQ-0OGC-2014-0580) contains a
copy of the proposed settlement
agreement. The official public docket is
available for public viewing at the
Office of Environmental Information
(OEI) Docket in the EPA Docket Center,
EPA West, Room 3334, 1301
Constitution Ave. NW., Washington,
DC. The EPA Docket Center Public
Reading Room is open from 8:30 a.m. to
4:30 p.m., Monday through Friday,
excluding legal holidays. The telephone
number for the Public Reading Room is
(202) 566—1744, and the telephone
number for the OEI Docket is (202) 566—
1752.

An electronic version of the public
docket is available through
www.regulations.gov. You may use the
www.regulations.gov to submit or view
public comments, access the index
listing of the contents of the official
public docket, and to access those
documents in the public docket that are
available electronically. Once in the
system, key in the appropriate docket
identification number then select
“search”.

It is important to note that EPA’s
policy is that public comments, whether
submitted electronically or in paper,
will be made available for public

viewing online at www.regulations.gov
without change, unless the comment
contains copyrighted material, CBI, or
other information whose disclosure is
restricted by statute. Information
claimed as CBI and other information
whose disclosure is restricted by statute
is not included in the official public
docket or in the electronic public
docket. EPA’s policy is that copyrighted
material, including copyrighted material
contained in a public comment, will not
be placed in EPA’s electronic public
docket but will be available only in
printed, paper form in the official public
docket. Although not all docket
materials may be available
electronically, you may still access any
of the publicly available docket
materials through the EPA Docket
Center.

B. How and to whom do I submit
comments?

You may submit comments as
provided in the ADDRESSES section.
Please ensure that your comments are
submitted within the specified comment
period. Comments received after the
close of the comment period will be
marked “late.” EPA is not required to
consider these late comments.

If you submit an electronic comment,
EPA recommends that you include your
name, mailing address, and an email
address or other contact information in
the body of your comment and with any
disk or CD ROM you submit. This
ensures that you can be identified as the
submitter of the comment and allows
EPA to contact you in case EPA cannot
read your comment due to technical
difficulties or needs further information
on the substance of your comment. Any
identifying or contact information
provided in the body of a comment will
be included as part of the comment that
is placed in the official public docket,
and made available in EPA’s electronic
public docket. 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.

Use of the www.regulations.gov Web
site to submit comments to EPA
electronically is EPA’s preferred method
for receiving comments. The electronic
public docket system is an “anonymous
access” system, which means EPA will
not know your identity, email address,
or other contact information unless you
provide it in the body of your comment.
In contrast to EPA’s electronic public
docket, EPA’s electronic mail (email)
system is not an ‘“‘anonymous access’”’
system. If you send an email comment
directly to the Docket without going
through www.regulations.gov, your

email address is automatically captured
and included as part of the comment
that is placed in the official public
docket, and made available in EPA’s
electronic public docket.

Dated: August 6, 2014.
Lorie J. Schmidt,
Associate General Counsel.
[FR Doc. 2014-19266 Filed 8—13—14; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

EXPORT-IMPORT BANK
[Public Notice 2014-0037]

Application for Final Commitment for a
Long-Term Loan or Financial
Guarantee in Excess of $100 Million:
AP088773XX

AGENCY: Export-Import Bank of the
United States.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: This Notice is to inform the
public, in accordance with Section
3(c)(10) of the Charter of the Export-
Import Bank of the United States (“Ex-
Im Bank”), that Ex-Im Bank has received
an application for final commitment for
a long-term loan or financial guarantee
in excess of $100 million (as calculated
in accordance with Section 3(c)(10) of
the Charter).

Comments received within the
comment period specified below will be
presented to the Ex-Im Bank Board of
Directors prior to final action on this
Transaction. Comments received will be
made available to the public.

DATES: Comments must be received on
or before September 8, 2014 to be
assured of consideration before final
consideration of the transaction by the
Board of Directors of Ex-Im Bank.
ADDRESSES: Comments may be
submitted through Regulations.gov at
WWW.REGULATIONS.GOV. To submit
a comment, enter EIB—2014—0037 under
the heading ‘“Enter Keyword or ID” and
select Search. Follow the instructions
provided at the Submit a Comment
screen. Please include your name,
company name (if any) and EIB-2014—
0037 on any attached document.

Reference: AP088773XX

Purpose and Use:

Brief description of the purpose of the
transaction:

To support the export of U.S.-
manufactured goods and services to be
used in Pemex oil and gas projects.

Brief non-proprietary description of
the anticipated use of the items being
exported:

To be used for Pemex’s on- and off-
shore oil and gas exploration and
production areas.
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To the extent that Ex-Im Bank is
reasonably aware, the item(s) being
exported are not expected to produce
exports or provide services in
competition with the exportation of
goods or provision of services by a
United States industry.

Farties:

Principal Supplier: Solar Turbines
International

Obligor: Petroleos Mexicanos

Guarantor(s): Pemex Exploracion y
Produccion; Pemex Refinacion; Pemex
Gas y Petroquimica Basica.

Description Of Items Being Exported:
Drilling rigs, platform rentals,
compressors, oil field services and
related equipment.

Information On Decision: Information
on the final decision for this transaction
will be available in the “Summary
Minutes of Meetings of Board of
Directors” on http://exim.gov/
newsandevents/boardmeetings/board/

Confidential Information: Please note
that this notice does not include
confidential or proprietary business
information; information which, if
disclosed, would violate the Trade
Secrets Act; or information which
would jeopardize jobs in the United
States by supplying information that
competitors could use to compete with
companies in the United States.

Lloyd Ellis,

Program Specialist, Office of the General
Counsel.

[FR Doc. 2014-19205 Filed 8-13—14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6690-01-P

EXPORT-IMPORT BANK
[Public Notice 2014-0036]

Application for Final Commitment for a
Long-Term Loan or Financial
Guarantee in Excess of $100 Million:
AP088866XX

AGENCY: Export-Import Bank of the
United States.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: This Notice is to inform the
public, in accordance with Section
3(c)(10) of the Charter of the Export-
Import Bank of the United States (“Ex-
Im Bank”), that Ex-Im Bank has received
an application for final commitment for
a long-term loan or financial guarantee
in excess of $100 million (as calculated
in accordance with Section 3(c)(10) of
the Charter). Comments received within
the comment period specified below
will be presented to the Ex-Im Bank
Board of Directors prior to final action
on this Transaction.

DATES: Comments must be received on
or before September 8, 2014 to be

assured of consideration before final
consideration of the transaction by the
Board of Directors of Ex-Im Bank.

ADDRESSES: Comments may be
submitted through Regulations.gov at
WWW.REGULATIONS.GOV. To submit
a comment, enter EIB—2014—-0036 under
the heading “Enter Keyword or ID”” and
select Search. Follow the instructions
provided at the Submit a Comment
screen. Please include your name,
company name (if any) and EIB-2014—
0036 on any attached document.

Reference: AP088866XX
Purpose and Use:

Brief description of the purpose of the
transaction:

To support the export of U.S.-
manufactured commercial aircraft to
Ethiopia.

Brief non-proprietary description of
the anticipated use of the items being
exported:

To be used by Ethiopian Airlines for
air cargo transport primarily between
Ethiopia and other countries in Africa,
Asia and Europe.

To the extent that Ex-Im Bank is
reasonably aware, the items being
exported are not expected to produce
exports or provide services in
competition with the exportation of
goods or provision of services by a
United States industry.

Parties:

Principal Supplier: The Boeing
Company

Obligor: Ethiopian Airlines
Guarantor(s): None

Description Of Items Being Exported:
Boeing 777 aircraft

Information On Decision: Information
on the final decision for this transaction
will be available in the “Summary
Minutes of Meetings of Board of
Directors” on http://exim.gov/
newsandevents/boardmeetings/board/

Confidential Information: Please note
that this notice does not include
confidential or proprietary business
information; information which, if
disclosed, would violate the Trade
Secrets Act; or information which
would jeopardize jobs in the United
States by supplying information that
competitors could use to compete with
companies in the United States.

Lloyd Ellis,

Program Specialist, Export Import Bank.
[FR Doc. 2014—-19203 Filed 8-13—-14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6690-01-P

EXPORT-IMPORT BANK
[Public Notice 2014-0039]

Application for Final Commitment for a
Long-Term Loan or Financial
Guarantee in Excess of $100 Million:
AP088346XX

AGENCY: Export-Import Bank of the
United States.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: This Notice is to inform the
public, in accordance with Section
3(c)(10) of the Charter of the Export-
Import Bank of the United States (“Ex-
Im Bank’’), that Ex-Im Bank has received
an application for final commitment for
a long-term loan or financial guarantee
in excess of $100 million (as calculated
in accordance with Section 3(c)(10) of
the Charter). Comments received within
the comment period specified below
will be presented to the Ex-Im Bank
Board of Directors prior to final action
on this Transaction. Comments received
will be made available to the public.

DATES: Comments must be received on
or before September 8, 2014 to be
assured of consideration before final
consideration of the transaction by the
Board of Directors of Ex-Im Bank.

ADDRESSES: Comments may be
submitted through Regulations.gov at
WWW.REGULATIONS.GOV. To submit
a comment, enter EIB—2014—0039 under
the heading ‘“Enter Keyword or ID”” and
select Search. Follow the instructions
provided at the Submit a Comment
screen. Please include your name,
company name (if any) and EIB-2014—
0039 on any attached document.

Reference: AP088346XX

Purpose and Use:

Brief description of the purpose of the
transaction:

A loan guarantee or direct loan to a
United Kingdom-based company to
support the procurement of one U.S.
manufactured satellite, U.S. supplied
launch services and U.S. brokered
launch insurance.

Brief non-proprietary description of
the anticipated use of the items being
exported:

The loan will enable the United
Kingdom-based company to finance the
construction of one U.S. manufactured
satellite, the procurement of U.S.
supplied launch services and U.S.
brokered launch insurance. The satellite
is expected to provide the company
capacity to deliver retail and wholesale
broadband internet service offerings to
customers in North America, Central
America, portions of South America, the
Caribbean, and North Atlantic aviation
and maritime routes.
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To the extent that Ex-Im Bank is
reasonably aware, the item(s) being
exported are not expected to produce
exports or provide services in
competition with the exportation of
goods or provision of services by a
United States industry.

Parties:

Principal Supplier: Boeing Satellite
Systems International.

Obligor: ViaSat Technologies Ltd.

Guarantor(s): ViaSat Inc.

Description Of Items Being Exported:
Satellite and related equipment, launch
services and launch insurance.

Information On Decision: Information
on the final decision for this transaction
will be available in the “Summary
Minutes of Meetings of Board of
Directors” on http://exim.gov/
newsandevents/boardmeetings/board/

Confidential Information: Please note
that this notice does not include
confidential or proprietary business
information; information which, if
disclosed, would violate the Trade
Secrets Act; or information which
would jeopardize jobs in the United
States by supplying information that
competitors could use to compete with
companies in the United States.

Lloyd Ellis,

Program Specialist, Office of the General
Counsel.

[FR Doc. 2014-19207 Filed 8-13—14; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6690-01-P

EXPORT-IMPORT BANK
[Public Notice 2014-0038]

Application for Final Commitment for a
Long-Term Loan or Financial
Guarantee in Excess of $100 Million:
AP088774XX

AGENCY: Export-Import Bank of the
United States.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: This Notice is to inform the
public, in accordance with Section
3(c)(10) of the Charter of the Export-
Import Bank of the United States (“Ex-
Im Bank”’), that Ex-Im Bank has received
an application for final commitment for
a long-term loan or financial guarantee
in excess of $100 million (as calculated
in accordance with Section 3(c)(10) of
the Charter).

Comments received within the
comment period specified below will be
presented to the Ex-Im Bank Board of
Directors prior to final action on this
Transaction. Comments received will be
made available to the public.

DATES: Comments must be received on
or before September 8, 2014 to be

assured of consideration before final
consideration of the transaction by the
Board of Directors of Ex-Im Bank.

ADDRESSES: Comments may be
submitted through Regulations.gov at
WWW.REGULATIONS.GOV. To submit
a comment, enter EIB-2014-0038 under
the heading “Enter Keyword or ID”” and
select Search. Follow the instructions
provided at the Submit a Comment
screen. Please include your name,
company name (if any) and EIB-2014—
0038 on any attached document.

Reference: AP088774XX

Purpose and Use:

Brief description of the purpose of the
transaction:

To support the export of U.S. small
business manufactured goods and
services to be used in Pemex oil and gas
projects.

Brief non-proprietary description of
the anticipated use of the items being
exported:

To be used for Pemex’s on- and off-
shore oil and gas exploration and
production areas.

To the extent that Ex-Im Bank is
reasonably aware, the item(s) being
exported are not expected to produce
exports or provide services in
competition with the exportation of
goods or provision of services by a
United States industry.

Farties:

Principal Supplier: Quantum
Reservoir Impact LLC.

Obligor: Petroleos Mexicanos.

Guarantor(s): Pemex Exploracion y
Produccion; Pemex Refinacion; Pemex
Gas y Petroquimica Basica.

Description of Items Being Exported:
Drilling rigs, platform rentals,
compressors, oil field services and
related equipment.

Information on Decision: Information
on the final decision for this transaction
will be available in the “Summary
Minutes of Meetings of Board of
Directors” on http://exim.gov/
newsandevents/boardmeetings/board/.

Confidential Information: Please note
that this notice does not include
confidential or proprietary business
information; information which, if
disclosed, would violate the Trade
Secrets Act; or information which
would jeopardize jobs in the United
States by supplying information that
competitors could use to compete with
companies in the United States.

Lloyd Ellis,

Program Specialist, Office of the General
Counsel.

[FR Doc. 2014-19206 Filed 8—13—14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6690-01-P

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION

Notice of Agreements Filed

The Commission hereby gives notice
of the filing of the following agreements
under the Shipping Act of 1984.
Interested parties may submit comments
on the agreements to the Secretary,
Federal Maritime Commission,
Washington, DC 20573, within twelve
days of the date this notice appears in
the Federal Register. Copies of the
agreements are available through the
Commission’s Web site (www.fmc.gov)
or by contacting the Office of
Agreements at (202) 523-5793 or
tradeanalysis@fmec.gov.

Agreement No.: 011426-055.

Title: West Coast of South America
Discussion Agreement.

Parties: Compania Chilena de
Navigacion Interoceanica, S.A.;
Compania Sud Americana de Vapores,
S.A.; Frontier Liner Services, Inc.;
Hamburg-Siid; Interocean Lines, Inc.;
King Ocean Services Limited, Inc.;
Mediterranean Shipping Company, SA;
Seaboard Marine Ltd.; South Pacific
Shipping Company, Ltd. (d/b/a
Ecuadorian Line); and Trinity Shipping
Line.

Filing Party: Wayne R. Rohde, Esq_;
Cozen O’Conner; 1627 I Street NW.,
Suite 1100; Washington, DC 20006—
4007.

Synopsis: The amendment deletes
Interocean Lines, Inc. and South Pacific
Shipping Company, Ltd. (d/b/a
Ecuadorian Line) as members from the
agreement, effective August 16, 2014.

Agreement No.: 201225.

Title: ITS Terminal Cooperative
Working Agreement Port of Long Beach.

Parties: Ports America Terminal
Holdings II, Inc.; Kawasaki Kisen
Kaisha, Ltd; and International
Transportation Services, Inc.

Filing Party:]. Michael Cavanaugh;
Holland & Knight; 800 17th Street NW.,
Suite 1100; Washington, DC 20006.

Synopsis: The agreement would
authorize the parties to enter into a joint
venture to operate an existing marine
terminal at the Port of Long Beach. The
Parties request expedited review.

Agreement No.: 201226.

Title: Husky Terminal Cooperative
Working Agreement Port of Tacoma.

Parties: Ports America Terminal
Holdings II, Inc.; Kawasaki Kisen
Kaisha, Ltd; and International
Transportation Services, Inc.

Filing Party:]. Michael Cavanaugh;
Holland & Knight; 800 17th Street NW.,
Suite 1100; Washington, DC 20006.

Synopsis: The agreement would
authorize the parties to enter into a joint
venture to operate an existing marine
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terminal at the Port of Tacoma. The
Parties request expedited review.
By Order of the Federal Maritime
Commission.
Dated: August 8, 2014.
Karen V. Gregory,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 2014—-19183 Filed 8-13—14; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 6730-01-P

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM

Change in Bank Control Notices;
Acquisitions of Shares of a Bank or
Bank Holding Company

The notificants listed below have
applied under the Change in Bank
Control Act (12 U.S.C. 1817(j)) and
§225.41 of the Board’s Regulation Y (12
CFR 225.41) to acquire shares of a bank
or bank holding company. The factors
that are considered in acting on the
notices are set forth in paragraph 7 of
the Act (12 U.S.C. 1817(j)(7)).

The notices are available for
immediate inspection at the Federal
Reserve Bank indicated. The notices
also will be available for inspection at
the offices of the Board of Governors.
Interested persons may express their
views in writing to the Reserve Bank
indicated for that notice or to the offices
of the Board of Governors. Comments
must be received not later than August
27, 2014.

A. Federal Reserve Bank of Atlanta
(Chapelle Davis, Assistant Vice
President) 1000 Peachtree Street NE.,
Atlanta, Georgia 30309:

1. Andrew Litsch and Joshua Litsch,
both of Edmond, Oklahoma, to acquire
control of First of Grandfield
Corporation, parent of First State Bank,
both in Grandfield, Oklahoma.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, August 11, 2014.

Michael J. Lewandowski,

Assistant Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc. 2014-19258 Filed 8-13—14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6210-01-P

FEDERAL RETIREMENT THRIFT
INVESTMENT BOARD

Sunshine Act Meeting

TIME AND DATE: 8:30 a.m. (Eastern Time)
August 21, 2014.

PLACE: 10th Floor Board Meeting, Room
77 K Street NE., Washington, DC 20002.

STATUS: Open to the public.
MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED:

Open to the Public

1. Approval of the Minutes of the July
28, 2014 Board Member Meeting
2. Monthly Reports
a. Monthly Participant Activity Report
b. Quarterly Investment Report
c. Legislative Report
3. Quarterly Metrics Reports
4. Office of Enterprise Risk Management
(OERM) Report
5. FY 15 Budget Review and Approval
CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE INFORMATION:
Kimberly Weaver, Director, Office of
External Affairs, (202) 942—1640.

Dated: August 12, 2014.
James Petrick,

General Counsel, Federal Retirement Thrift
Investment Board.

[FR Doc. 2014-19379 Filed 8-12—14; 4:15 pm]
BILLING CODE 6760-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention

[60Day-14-14ARR]

Proposed Data Collections Submitted
for Public Comment and
Recommendations

The Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention (CDC), as part of its
continuing effort to reduce public
burden, invites the general public and
other Federal agencies to take this
opportunity to comment on proposed
and/or continuing information
collections, as required by the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995. To
request more information on the below
proposed project or to obtain a copy of
the information collection plan and
instruments, call 404-639-7570 or send
comments to Leroy Richardson, 1600
Clifton Road, MS-D74, Atlanta, GA
30333 or send an email to omb@cdc.gov.

Comments submitted in response to
this notice will be summarized and/or
included in the request for Office of
Management and Budget (OMB)
approval. Comments are invited on: (a)
Whether the proposed collection of
information is necessary for the proper
performance of the functions of the
agency, including whether the
information shall have practical utility;
(b) the accuracy of the agency’s estimate
of the burden of the proposed collection
of information; (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 respondents, including
through the use of automated collection

techniques or other forms of information
technology; and (e) estimates of capital
or start-up costs and costs of operation,
maintenance, and purchase of services
to provide information. Burden means
the total time, effort, or financial
resources expended by persons to
generate, maintain, retain, disclose or
provide information to or for a Federal
agency. This includes the time needed
to review instructions; to develop,
acquire, install and utilize technology
and systems for the purpose of
collecting, validating and verifying
information, processing and
maintaining information, and disclosing
and providing information; to train
personnel and to be able to respond to
a collection of information, to search
data sources, to complete and review
the collection of information; and to
transmit or otherwise disclose the
information. Written comments should
be received within 60 days of this
notice.

Proposed Project

Drug Overdose Response Investigation
(DORI) Data Collections—New—
National Center for Injury Prevention
and Control (NCIPC), Centers for
Disease Control and Prevention (CDC).

Background and Brief Description

State and local health authorities
frequently call upon CDC’s National
Center for Injury Prevention and Control
(NCIPC) to assist in their response to
urgent public health problems resulting
from drug use, misuse, abuse, and
overdose. When called, NCIPC supports
the states and local health authorities by
conducting Drug Overdose Response
Investigations (DORI), which entails a
rapid and flexible epidemiological
response. Urgent requests such as DORIs
depend on the time and resources
available, number of persons involved,
and other circumstances unique to the
urgent conditions at hand and usually
involve the development of procedures,
specific data collection instruments, and
the collection of critical data.

This request is for a new generic
approval to conduct information
collections during DORIs. A three-year
clearance is requested to ensure: (1)
Rapid deployment data collection tools
and (2) timely information collection of
vital information. Of particular interest
is response to increasing trends in, or
changing characteristics of, overdose
from prescription drugs (with a special
interest in opioid analgesics such as
oxycodone or methadone;
benzodiazepines such as alprazolam)
and/or illicit drugs (e.g., heroin).

Specifically, this request covers
investigative collections with the


mailto:omb@cdc.gov

Federal Register/Vol. 79, No. 157/ Thursday, August 14, 2014/ Notices

47641

following aims: (1) To understand
sudden increases in drug use and
misuse associated with fatal and
nonfatal overdoses; (2) to understand
the drivers and risk factors associated
with those trends; and (3) to identify the
groups most affected. This will allow
CDC to effectively advise states on
recommended actions to control local
epidemics. Thus, the ultimate goals of
these collections are to minimize
adverse health consequences, provide
epidemiological data collection support
to the states and, based on the findings
from the investigation, appropriately
assist with implementation of
prevention and control measures.

Data are collected by epidemiologists,
psychologists, medical professionals,
subject matter experts, and
biostatisticians. Examples of data
collection modes that may be employed
during DORIs include: Archival record
abstractions and reviews, face-to-face
interviews, telephone interviews, web-
based questionnaires, and self-
administered questionnaires.

For example, information collected
through archival chart review from

hospitals and medical examiners could
include demographics, drug use history,
reported medical and mental health
conditions, place of overdose, place of
death, drug paraphernalia on the scene,
mode of administration, observers
present, naloxone administration,
hospital admittance, autopsy findings,
toxicology results, and so forth.
Information collected through
interviews with representatives from
agencies involved in preventing,
intervening, or responding to drug
overdose could include professional
history, personal experience with drug
overdose cases or investigations,
prevention or intervention efforts
engaged in, perceptions of
characteristics of or changes in drug
overdose cases (e.g., transition from
opioids to heroin; increasing or
decreasing rates), and so forth.
Collection of information from nonfatal
overdose victims, and friends and
family of overdose victims could
include substance use history,
prescription drug history, number of
providers and pharmacies used, pain

ESTIMATED ANNUALIZED BURDEN HOURS

history, co-occurring health conditions
(e.g., abnormal snoring indicative of
respiratory depression), mental health
conditions (e.g., depression, anxiety
disorders), enrollment in drug treatment
program, sources of drugs, route of drug
administration, criminal history, and so
forth. Finally, collection of spatial
information could be obtained through
city, county, and state government
agencies to determine structural and
environmental factors associated with
location of overdose deaths.

Respondent type will also vary by
investigation, but will include
organizations typically involved in
prevention, intervention, and response
to drug overdose (e.g., public health,
law enforcement authorities, health
systems, and community organizations.
Respondents also may include victims
of non-fatal drug overdoses, as well as
family and friends of victims.

During a DORI, data are collected
once, with the rare need for follow-up.
There are no costs to respondents other
than their time.

Number of Average Total
Number of responses burden per
Type of respondent Form name respondents per response bhuorgssn
respondent (in hours)
Drug Overdose Response Investiga- | Drug Overdose Response Inves- 2,700 1 5 1,350
tion Participants. tigation Data Collection Instru-
ments.
LI} - | E O B SRRSO ETRROTORURPRRRRRRRINY 1,350

Leroy Richardson,

Chief, Information Collection Review Office,
Office of Scientific Integrity, Office of the
Associate Director for Science, Office of the
Director, Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention.

[FR Doc. 2014-19245 Filed 8—13-14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4163-18-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention

Advisory Committee on Breast Cancer
in Young Women (ACBCYW)

Correction

The notice for this August 11, 2014
meeting was published in the Federal
Register on July 15, 2014, Volume 79,
Number 135, Page 41289. Due to
unforeseen technological issues, the
previously published Web access has
been changed. This change occurred too

close to the meeting date for CDC to be
able to provide advance notification to
the public. The revised web access
information and link were posted on the
committee Web site in advance of the
meeting; and the information was
announced during the meeting for
members of the public who joined the
meeting by phone.

For additional information on
ACBCYW please visit the ACBCYW site:
http://www.cdc.gov/cancer/breast/
what_cdc_is_doing/young women.htm

Contact Person for More Information:
Temeika L. Fairley, Ph.D., Designated
Federal Officer, National Center for
Chronic Disease Prevention and Health
Promotion, CDC, 5770 Buford Highway,
NE., Mailstop F76, Atlanta, Georgia
30341, Telephone (770) 488—4518, Fax
(770) 488—4760, Email: achcyw@cdc.gov

The Director, Management Analysis
and Services Office, has been delegated
the authority to sign Federal Register
notices pertaining to announcements of
meetings and other committee

management activities for both the
Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention and the Agency for Toxic
Substances and Disease Registry.

Gary J. Johnson,

Acting Director, Management Analysis and
Services Office, Centers for Disease Control
and Prevention.

[FR Doc. 2014-19202 Filed 8-13—14; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4163-18-P
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Food and Drug Administration
[Docket No. FDA-2013-N-1119]

Agency Information Collection
Activities; Submission for Office of
Management and Budget Review;
Comment Request; Food Canning
Establishment Registration, Process
Filing, and Recordkeeping for Acidified
Foods and Thermally Processed Low-
Acid Foods in Hermetically Sealed
Containers

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration,
HHS.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) is announcing
that a proposed collection of
information has been submitted to the
Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) for review and clearance under
the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995.
DATES: Fax written comments on the
collection of information by September
15, 2014.

ADDRESSES: To ensure that comments on
the information collection are received,
OMB recommends that written
comments be faxed to the Office of
Information and Regulatory Affairs,
OMB, Attn: FDA Desk Officer, FAX:
202-395-7285, or emailed to oira_
submission@omb.eop.gov. All
comments should be identified with the
OMB control number 0910-0037. Also
include the FDA docket number found
in brackets in the heading of this
document.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: FDA
PRA Staff, Office of Operations, Food
and Drug Administration, 8455
Colesville Rd., COLE-14526, Silver
Spring, MD 20993-0002, PRAStaff@
fda.hhs.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In

compliance with 44 U.S.C. 3507, FDA

has submitted the following proposed
collection of information to OMB for
review and clearance.

Food Canning Establishment
Registration, Process Filing, and
Recordkeeping for Acidified Foods
and Thermally Processed Low-Acid
Foods in Hermetically Sealed
Containers—21 CFR 108.25 and
108.35, and Parts 113 and 114 (OMB
Control Number 0910-0037)—
Revision

Section 402 of the Federal Food, Drug,
and Cosmetic Act (the FD&C Act) (21
U.S.C. 342) deems a food to be
adulterated, in part, if the food bears or

contains any poisonous or deleterious
substance which may render it injurious
to health. Section 301(a) of the FD&C
Act (21 U.S.C. 331(a)) prohibits the
introduction or delivery for introduction
into interstate commerce of adulterated
food. Under section 404 of the FD&C
Act (21 U.S.C. 344), our regulations
require registration of food processing
establishments, filing of process or other
data, and maintenance of processing
and production records for acidified
foods and thermally processed low-acid
foods in hermetically sealed containers.
These requirements are intended to
ensure safe manufacturing, processing,
and packing procedures and to permit
us to verify that these procedures are
being followed. Improperly processed
low-acid foods present life-threatening
hazards if contaminated with foodborne
microorganisms, especially Clostridium
botulinum. The spores of C. botulinum
need to be destroyed or inhibited to
avoid production of the deadly toxin
that causes botulism. This is
accomplished with good manufacturing
procedures, which must include the use
of adequate heat processes or other
means of preservation.

To protect the public health, our
regulations require that each firm that
manufactures, processes, or packs
acidified foods or thermally processed
low-acid foods in hermetically sealed
containers for introduction into
interstate commerce register the
establishment with us using Form FDA
2541 (§§108.25(c)(1) and 108.35(c)(2)
(21 CFR 108.25(c)(1) and 108.35(c)(2))).
In addition to registering the plant, each
firm is required to provide data on the
processes used to produce these foods,
using Form FDA 2541a for all methods
except aseptic processing, or Form FDA
2541c for aseptic processing of low-acid
foods in hermetically sealed containers
(§§108.25(c)(2) and 108.35(c)(2)). Plant
registration and process filing may be
accomplished simultaneously. Process
data must be filed prior to packing any
new product, and operating processes
and procedures must be posted near the
processing equipment or made available
to the operator (21 CFR 113.87(a)).

Regulations in parts 108, 113, and 114
(21 CFR parts 108, 113, and 114) require
firms to maintain records showing
adherence to the substantive
requirements of the regulations. These
records must be made available to FDA
on request. Firms also must document
corrective actions when process controls
and procedures do not fall within
specified limits (§§113.89, 114.89, and
114.100(c)); report any instance of
potential health-endangering spoilage,
process deviation, or contamination
with microorganisms where any lot of

the food has entered distribution in
commerce (§§ 108.25(d) and 108.35(d)
and (e)); and develop and keep on file
plans for recalling products that may
endanger the public health (§§ 108.25(e)
and 108.35(f)). To permit lots to be
traced after distribution, acidified foods
and thermally processed low-acid foods
in hermetically sealed containers must
be marked with an identifying code
(§§113.60(c) (thermally processed
foods) and 114.80(b) (acidified foods)).

The records of processing information
are periodically reviewed during factory
inspections by FDA to verify fulfillment
of the requirements in 21 CFR parts 113
or 114. Scheduled thermal processes are
examined and reviewed to determine
their adequacy to protect public health.
In the event of a public health
emergency, records are used to pinpoint
potentially hazardous foods rapidly and
thus limit recall activity to affected lots.

As described in our regulations,
processors may obtain the paper
versions of Forms FDA 2541, FDA
2541a, and FDA 2541c by contacting us
at a particular address. Processors mail
completed paper forms to us. However,
processors who are subject to §§ 108.25,
108.35, or both, have an option to
submit Forms FDA 2541, FDA 2541a,
and FDA 2541c electronically (see 76 FR
11783 at 11785, March 3, 2011).

In a notice published in the Federal
Register of September 18, 2013 (78 FR
57391) (the September 18, 2013 notice),
we provided notice that we are updating
the process filing portion of the
electronic submission system to
incorporate “smartform” technology.
The updated process filing portion of
the electronic submission system will
query the processor about the processes
used to produce the food and present
only those data entry fields that are
applicable. This will reduce the burden
on processors and reduce errors in
process filing because processors will
no longer need to evaluate whether
particular data entry fields are
applicable to their products. For
example, when a processor submits a
process filing for a product that is
processed using a low-acid retorted
method with a process mode of
“agitating,” smartform technology
would bypass questions that are not
applicable to this process mode option.

Although we encourage commercial
processors to use the electronic
submission system for plant registration
and process filing, we will continue to
make paper-based forms available. To
standardize the burden associated with
process filing, regardless of whether the
process filing is submitted electronically
or using a paper form, we are proposing
to eliminate Forms FDA 2541a and FDA
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2541c and replace these two forms with
a total of four forms. Each of the four
proposed replacement forms will
pertain to a specific type of commercial
processing and will be available both on
the electronic submission system and as
a paper-based form. The electronic
submission system and the paper-based
form will “mirror” each other to the
extent practicable. The four proposed
replacement process filing forms are as
follows:

e Form FDA 2541d (Food Process
Filing for Low-Acid Retorted Method);

e Form FDA 2541e (Food Process
Filing For Acidified Method);

e Form FDA 2541f (Food Process
Filing for Water Activity/Formulation
Control Method); and

e Form FDA 2541g (Food Process
Filing for Low-Acid Aseptic Systems).

Some of the data entry fields on the
four proposed replacement process
filing forms are not on current Forms
FDA 2541a and FDA 2541c. We added
certain data entry fields to improve the
efficiency of our review of the process
filings. For example, the four proposed
replacement forms include data entry
fields for the “food product group”
(such as liquid, ready-to-eat ‘‘breakfast
foods”). We estimate that any time it
would take to provide such information
not already on Form FDA 2541a or FDA
2541c would be offset by the time
processors will save by not having to
evaluate whether certain data entry
fields on Form FDA 2541a or FDA
2541c are applicable to their products.

In accordance with 5 CFR 1320.8(d),
we requested public comment on the
proposed information collection in the
September 18, 2013, notice. We
extended the comment period for an
additional 90 days on November 18,
2013. We received five comments in
response to the notice, each addressing
one or more topics.

(Comment 1) One comment
expressed concern that it would have to
resubmit all previously submitted
process filings.

(Response) There is no need to
resubmit previously submitted process
filings. Previously submitted process
filings will remain valid provided that
the information in the previously
submitted filings is still current.

(Comment 2) One comment
expressed concern that we are planning
to eliminate electronic submission.

(Response) We are not planning to
eliminate electronic submission for
process filing and registration. When we
published the notice on September 18,
2013, we made the revised paper forms
available for review so that interested
parties could comment on their content
and format. As a result of the comments,

we have updated the draft revised
forms. Once we receive OMB approval
of the revised information collection, we
will update the electronic system so that
the information requested in the
electronic system mirrors the
information requested on the revised
paper forms.

(Comment 3) One comment asserted
that we do not have legal authority to
use Form FDA 2541e for the purpose of
submitting a voluntary process filing.

(Response) We disagree with the
comment’s assertion that we do not
have the legal authority to permit a
manufacturer to provide a voluntary
process filing submission to FDA on
Form FDA 2541e. The scope of the
voluntary submission discussed in this
document is limited to certain food
products (that is, fermented foods that
have a finished equilibrium pH of 4.6 or
below and acid foods with small
amounts of added low-acid ingredients)
whose regulatory classification is not
obvious when we look at the product
and the product label. FDA has long
regarded it to be a prudent practice for
manufacturers of foods to work
cooperatively with FDA to ensure that
their products are safe and comply with
all applicable legal requirements.
Consequently, we have proposed to
institute the voluntary consultation
process discussed in this document. The
draft guidance document, ‘“Guidance for
Industry: Submitting Form FDA 2541
(Food Canning Establishment
Registration) and Forms FDA 2541d,
FDA 2541e, FDA 2541f, and FDA 2541g
(Food Process Filing Forms) to FDA in
Electronic or Paper Format (January
2014),” available on FDA’s Web site at
http://www.fda.gov/FoodGuidances,
describes the scope and purpose of this
process in section II.C, and we expect to
issue final guidance on or about the date
that Form FDA 2541e becomes
operational, along with the other revised
forms discussed in this document. The
ability to submit a voluntary submission
fosters communication by encouraging
manufacturers to submit their
processing techniques to FDA for an
early evaluation of whether their
product satisfies the criteria for being
excluded from the coverage of part 114.
Such communication will help to
ensure that any potential food safety
issues are resolved before the product is
marketed and will help to ensure that
processing techniques used by
manufacturers are in full compliance
with the standards of the FD&C Act.
FDA is instituting this voluntary
consultation process under our broad
statutory authority, found in section
1003 of the FD&C Act (21 U.S.C. 393),
to protect the public health by ensuring

that foods are safe, wholesome, sanitary,
and properly labeled and the
prohibitions regarding adulterated food
in section 402(a)(1) of the FD&C Act (21
U.S.C. 342(a)(1)).

(Comment 4) One comment
expressed concern that a manufacturer
of a product that satisfies the criteria for
being excluded from the coverage of
part 114 who submits a voluntary
submission will be held to the same
regulations that acidified products are
held to with regard to inspections and
recordkeeping. As a result, we would be
making substantial changes to part 114
without notice and comment
rulemaking.

(Response) A voluntary process
filing submission to FDA on Form FDA
2541e allows manufacturers to submit
their processing techniques to FDA for
an early evaluation of whether their
product satisfies the criteria for being
excluded from the coverage of part 114.
If the product satisfies the criteria for
being excluded from the coverage of
part 114, the product is not subject to
the inspection and recordkeeping
regulations in part 114 and has not
become subject to those regulations as a
result of the submission and
consultation. However, if after careful
review of the voluntary submission we
conclude that the product does not
satisfy the criteria for being excluded
from the coverage of part 114, then we
would advise the manufacturer of our
determination that the product is an
acidified food subject to part 114 and
that a process filing as an acidified food
must be submitted for the product.

(Comment 5) One comment
expressed concern that the “voluntary
process filing” is not “voluntary”
because it asserted our inspectors will
expect all manufacturers of products
that are excluded from the coverage of
part 114 to voluntarily file, thereby
making the process effectively
mandatory.

(Response) The voluntary
submission process is only available to
manufacturers of certain food products
(that is, fermented foods that have a
finished equilibrium pH of 4.6 or below
and acid foods with small amounts of
added low-acid ingredients) whose
regulatory classification is not obvious
when we look at the product and the
product label. For example, we can
easily determine that products such as
refrigerated foods and carbonated
beverages are excluded from the
coverage of part 114 by looking at the
product or the product label. In
response to comments, we have revised
our guidance and the instructions for
voluntary submissions to clarify those
products for which a voluntary
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submission would or would not be
accepted. In the event that we receive a
voluntary submission for a product that
is not eligible for the review, we will
respond to the submission by notifying
the manufacturer of the error. We will
not add the product to our database.
Thus, ineligible submissions will be
rejected and will not result in additional
information in our database. In
summary, our inspectors will not expect
all manufacturers to submit voluntary
submissions because not all products
are eligible for the process and no
advantage is obtained from a voluntary
submission for an ineligible product.

(Comment 6) One comment
expressed concern that voluntary
submitters who choose to use the
electronic submission system would not
be able to access and view their
submissions.

(Response) A voluntary submission
on Form FDA 2541e that is submitted
electronically may be accessed and
viewed in the same manner as a
required process filing on Form FDA
2541e that is submitted electronically.

(Comment 7) One comment
suggested that voluntary submission
may create confusion by subjecting a
non-covered product (that is a
refrigerated food or a fermented food) to
the acidified food regulations,

(Response) As discussed in the
response to Comment 4, if a product
satisfies the criteria for being excluded
from the coverage of part 114, the
product is not subject to the inspection
and recordkeeping regulations in part
114 and will not become subject to
those regulations as a result of a
voluntary submission. We can easily
determine that some products such as
refrigerated foods and carbonated
beverages are excluded from the
coverage of part 114 by looking at the
product or the product label. The
voluntary submission process is only
available to manufacturers of certain
food products (that is, fermented foods
that have a finished equilibrium pH of
4.6 or below and acid foods with small
amounts of added low-acid ingredients)
whose regulatory classification is not
obvious when we look at the product
and the product label.

(Comment 8) One comment stated
that the current, ‘““Acidified and Low-
Acid Canned Foods: Draft Guidance:
Acidified Foods (September, 2010),”
does not provide guidance on what
constitutes a fermented food.

(Response) As discussed in section
III.C of the guidance, fermented foods
(such as some kinds of sauerkraut,
cucumber pickles, and green olives) are
low acid foods that have been subjected
to the action of microorganisms to

reduce the pH of the food to 4.6 or
below.

(Comment 9) One comment
suggested that the voluntary submission
process creates unnecessary burdens for
both industry and FDA and that there
will be no benefit derived from the
consultation process.

(Response) Manufacturers are free to
decide whether to make a voluntary
submission, and we believe that some
manufacturers may choose to do so to
participate in the voluntary consultation
process. Such consultation may enable
us to more easily determine the
regulatory classification of a product.
For a domestic product, this may reduce
the time it takes for us to complete a
facility inspection. With regard to a food
product that will be offered for import
into the United States, this may enable
us to reduce the time it takes to
authorize release of the product at the
border. For FDA, the voluntary
submission results in increased
efficiency.

(Comment 10) Because FDA Form
2541e does not have to be filled out in
its entirety, the comment argued that
voluntary filing does not result in
benefits to food safety. The comment
suggested that a better voluntary
program would be one in which a
processor could submit a scheduled
process for a food to seek our
assessment of the systems in place to
assure the safety of the food, not just as
a way to determine if a product is
acidified or not.

(Response) As discussed in the
response to Comment 4, a voluntary
process filing submission to FDA on
Form FDA 2541e allows manufacturers
to submit their processing techniques to
FDA for an early evaluation of whether
their product satisfies the criteria for
being excluded from the coverage of
part 114. If we conclude that the
product does not satisfy the criteria for
being excluded from the coverage of
part 114, then we would advise the
manufacturer of our determination that
the product is an acidified food subject
to part 114 and that a process filing as
an acidified food must be submitted for
the product. This results in proper
regulatory classification of the product
and appropriate FDA review of the
processing technique, thereby
enhancing food safety.

We appreciate the comment’s
suggestions for expanding the voluntary
submission program, but we note that
the expansion suggested by the
comment is not within the scope of the
revisions to Form FDA 2541e. The
paperwork reduction analysis only
estimates the additional paperwork
burden associated with voluntary

submission on Form FDA 2541e of
information for food products, limited
to those the regulatory classification of
which is not obvious when we look at
the product and the product label.

(Comment 11) One comment
suggested that Form FDA 2541e does
not provide the flexibility needed for
manufacturers to report their processes.
The comment indicated that the draft
form only provides ““one size fits all”
mandatory processing parameters by
listing limited options for processors to
choose from.

(Response) When we revised Form
FDA 2541e, we listed all the current
processing methods used by industry,
and included an “Other” choice for
many fields to permit manufacturers to
report new and emerging methods that
may be developed in the future. As a
result of these revisions, the form
provides the flexibility needed to
describe any process. In addition, we
issued a draft guidance describing the
revised forms and provided interested
parties an opportunity to comment on
alternative processes that we should
include on the forms.

(Comment 12) One comment
suggested that a processor should be
able to submit one Form FDA 2541e that
describes a process for multiple forms of
a product (e.g., “fresh pack pickles
(whole, cut or sliced)”), multiple
product packing mediums, and multiple
product names that indicate minor
formulation changes, provided that the
preparation of these products follows
the identical scheduled process.

(Response) We agree that, under the
appropriate circumstances, a processor
should be able to submit one paper
Form FDA 2541e that describes a
process for multiple forms of a product.
In the past, a processor could complete
Form FDA 2541e in the manner
described. The revised paper version of
Form FDA 2541e may still be prepared
in this manner, provided that the
multiple forms of the product all follow
the identical scheduled process and
other factors (e.g., container type or size)
do not make it necessary to submit a
separate filing. The paper version of
revised Form FDA 2541e will allow a
processor to enter (1) multiple product
forms (e.g., “fresh pack pickles (whole,
cut or sliced)”), (2) multiple product
packing mediums (such as brine, oil,
sauce), and (3) multiple product names
that indicate minor formulation changes
(such as hot, medium, mild salsa).

(Comment 13) One comment stated
that we do not need percent headspace
information on a process filing for an
acidified product and, if the form
includes the data element, then we
should provide enough room on the
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form for a processor to identify multiple
percent headspace figures associated
with multiple container sizes.

(Response) Information regarding
the percent headspace information on a
process filing for an acidified product
may help us analyze a processing
method that uses overpressure. While
overpressure typically is used for low
acid products that are thermally
processed at elevated temperatures,
overpressure may also be used for an
acidified product. Thus, revised Form
FDA 2541e includes a data field for
percent headspace. If overpressure is
not being used, the correct response is
“N/A.”

We also disagree that we should allow
a processor to identify multiple figures
associated with multiple container sizes
on a single process filing. A process
filing may not be submitted for multiple
container types or sizes to prevent the
detention of product where multiple
types or sizes are on one submission
and only part of the submission (e.g.,
one container size and/or type) is
questionable from a food safety
perspective. A separate Form FDA
2541e is needed for each container type
or size. Because a separate Form FDA
2541e is needed for each container type
or size, room for multiple entries for
headspace associated with multiple
container sizes is not necessary.

(Comment 14) One comment
suggested that we clarify how to
complete the data field, “What is the
vacuum,” in section C.2 of revised Form
FDA 2541e when the processor has a
range of values to report.

(Response) We revised the
instructions for section C.2 of Form FDA
2541e to clarify that the processor of an
acidified food that is vacuum packed
should report the minimum value if
there is a range of values for the
vacuum.

(Comment 15) One comment
suggested that we add ““Center
Temperature” as a thermal process
mode in section G of revised Form FDA
2541e. The comment described ““Center
Temperature” as a process in which the
processor punctures the lid and inserts
a thermometer into the container to take
a center temperature reading. When the
center temperature reaches the
appropriate temperature, the processor
begins the time count. The comment
explained that the center temperature
method differs from the other methods
because the time count does not begin
when the container is filled or the lid is
placed on the container but instead
begins when the center temperature
reaches the specified temperature. In
addition, the comment requests that
center temperature be added as a choice

in the “Note” under Section D
(Container Size) that references specific
thermal processing mode for which the
processor may choose to report volume
rather than container dimensions.

(Response) We disagree with the
comment’s suggestion to add “Center
Temperature” as a thermal process
mode in section G and as a choice in the
“Note” under section D of revised Form
FDA 2541e. “Center temperature” is not
a thermal process mode because it does
not include a defined scheduled
process. A scheduled process for
acidified foods can consist of a
minimum of two components as in the
case of a “hot fill and hold” or as many
as three components for products that
are processed using one of the other
processing modes selected. The term
“center temperature” or “center can
temperature” refers to the temperature
of the product achieved at the end of the
completed scheduled process and not a
thermal process mode in and of itself.

(Comment 16) One comment
suggested that we clarify where to report
the maximum pH value on Form FDA
2541e.

(Response) We no longer request the
maximum pH value of the product on
draft Form FDA 2541e. We revised the
form to refer to the “finished
equilibrium pH”’ value of the product
for consistency with the use of that term
in § 114.80. We revised the instructions
for section E.2 of Form FDA 2541e to
clarify that the finished equilibrium pH
should be reported.

(Comment 17) One comment
suggested that we add “critical to the
scheduled process” to the term
‘“Microbial Preservative(s)”’ in section
E.6 of draft Form FDA 2541e. The
comment explained that some
preservatives are added for purposes
other than controlling the growth of
microorganisms and should not be part
of the scheduled process.

(Response) We revised the title of
section E.6 of draft Form FDA 2541e to
read “Microbial Preservative(s) Critical
to the Scheduled Process.”

(Comment 18) One comment
suggested we clarify that trade
associations are an appropriate source
for a scheduled process.

(Response) Trade associations may
provide the scientific support for a
scheduled process. In response to the
comment, we have revised our
instructions to include a reference to
“organization” which by definition
would include trade associations in the
list of examples for the term ‘““process
source.”

(Comment 19) One comment asked
us to clarify how to fill out section I on
Form FDA 2541e for companies that use

center temperature, particularly with
respect to columns 1, 2, 3, 5, and 7.

(Response) As discussed in the
response to Comment 15, we disagree
that “center temperature” is a thermal
process mode. The term “‘center
temperature” or ‘“‘center can
temperature” refers to the temperature
of the product achieved at the end of the
completed scheduled process and not a
thermal process mode in and of itself.
The center temperature is the end point
achieved by the scheduled process and
is not the scheduled process itself. The
instructions for Form FDA 2541e
provide step-by-step directions for how
to fill out each section of the form.

(Comment 20) One comment noted
that the draft guidance document,
“Acidified and Low-Acid Canned
Foods: Draft Guidance: Acidified Foods
(September, 2010),” has not been
finalized and suggested that we should
refrain from revising the process filing
forms until the guidance has become
final. The comment expressed concern
that the “Food Product Group”
categories might be affected by possible
changes to the draft guidance.

(Response) The draft acidified foods
guidance is intended to help
commercial food processors in
determining whether their food
products are subject to the regulations
for acidified foods and provides our
thinking on several topics related to the
processing of, and process filings for,
acidified foods. We have prepared a
separate draft guidance document that
focuses on procedures for submitting
the revised process filing forms. The
draft guidance entitled “Guidance for
Industry: Submitting Form FDA 2541
(Food Canning Establishment
Registration) and Forms FDA 2541d,
FDA 2541e, FDA 2541f, and FDA 2541g
(Food Process Filing Forms) to FDA in
Electronic or Paper Format (January
2014),” is available on FDA’s Web site
at http://www.fda.gov/FoodGuidances.
As discussed in the response to
Comment 3, we expect to issue this
guidance as final guidance on or about
the date that the revised forms become
operational. Further, we disagree that
the “Food Product Group” categories
might be affected by possible changes to
the draft acidified foods guidance. The
“Food Product Group” categories
correspond to the first two digits of the
FDA Product Code and would not be
affected by changes to the draft acidified
foods guidance.

(Comment 21) One comment
suggested that we remove the “Food
Product Groups” category of ‘“‘Dressings/
condiments (e.g. salad dressing,
chutney, salsa, pepper sauce, etc.)” from
all process filing forms because all
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dressings and sauces with a pH of 4.6
or below should be considered acid
foods.

(Response) The definition of
acidified foods in § 114.3(b) only
excludes from the coverage of part 114
those dressing and condiments that are
acid foods that contain small amounts of
low-acid ingredients and have a
resultant finished equilibrium pH that
does not significantly differ from that of
the predominant acid or acid food. We
included the “Food Product Group”
category, “Dressings/condiments (e.g.
salad dressing, chutney, salsa, pepper
sauce, etc.),” on the forms to
accommodate the possibility that some
dressings and condiments may not
satisfy these criteria.

(Comment 22) One comment
expressed concern that the “Food
Product Group” categories for various
fruit and vegetable juices indicates that
FDA considers all fruit and vegetable
juices to be subject to the acidified foods
regulations and, therefore, will require
process filings for all fruit and vegetable
juices.

(Response) The definition of
acidified foods in § 114.3(b) excludes
from the coverage of part 114 those fruit
and vegetable juices that meet the
definition of 21 CFR 120.1(a) and have
a finished natural pH of 4.6 or below.
We included “Food Product Group”
categories for various fruit and vegetable
juices on all the forms (forms for low-
acid foods as well as forms for acidified
foods) to accommodate the possibility
that some fruit and vegetable juices may
not satisfy these criteria.

(Comment 23) One comment
suggested we should eliminate the
optional “Food Product Group”
categories from the process filing forms
to make the forms easier to complete.

(Response) Because the “Food
Product Group” information is optional,
a manufacturer or packer that chooses
not to provide the information may
simply skip that section of the form.

(Comment 24) One comment
questioned the value of the optional
“Food Product Group” category
information. Another comment asserted
that parts of the revised forms appear to
be directed toward generating what it
characterized as facility profiles, which
it further characterized as extraneous
information not relevant to public safety
and, thus, unnecessary.

(Response) As discussed in section I
of this notice, improperly processed
low-acid foods present life-threatening
hazards if contaminated with foodborne
microorganisms, especially C.
botulinum. The spores of C. botulinum
need to be destroyed or inhibited to
avoid production of the deadly toxin

that causes botulism. This is
accomplished with good manufacturing
procedures, which must include the use
of adequate heat processes or other
means of preservation. To protect the
public health, our regulations in parts
108, 113, and 114 require registration of
food processing establishments, filing of
process or other data, and maintenance
of processing and production records for
acidified foods and thermally processed
low-acid foods in hermetically sealed
containers. We review the process
filings to determine their adequacy to
protect public health. In the event of a
public health emergency, records are
used to pinpoint potentially hazardous
foods rapidly and thus limit recall
activity to affected lots.

We interpret the comment regarding
“facility profiles” as objecting to our
intent to permit manufacturers to
voluntarily self-categorize the product
for which they are submitting a process
filing as one of several optional ‘“Food
Product Group” categories. When this
optional information about the “Food
Product Group” category is provided,
we will use it to help us understand the
nature of the products covered by the
process filing as we review the
scheduled process described in the
filing for adequacy to control microbial
contamination to ensure safe
manufacturing, processing, and packing
procedures. We will also use the “Food
Product Group” category information, in
addition to our general knowledge of the
industry and the reports we receive,
such as those under §§108.25(d) and
108.35(d) regarding instances of
potential health-endangering spoilage,
process deviation, or contamination
with microorganisms, to prioritize
which facilities to inspect.

(Comment 25) One comment
suggested that, to eliminate confusion,
we should use “import codes” from the
U.S. International Trade Commission to
clarify the “Food Product Group”
categories.

(Response) We disagree that using a
coding system such as the ‘“Harmonized
Tariff Schedule of the United States
Annotated”, which provides the
applicable tariff rates and statistical
categories for all merchandise imported
into the United States, would eliminate
confusion. The “Food Product Group”
categories identifies to FDA a “group”
of foods that will help us determine the
product submission (such as Baby Food
or Soup) and prioritize facilities to
inspect from a food safety perspective.
The “Food Product Group” categories
correspond to the first two digits of the
FDA Product Code, also referred to as
the Product Industry Code. We have
been using this coding system for

decades, and so we believe that using
“import codes” rather than our
longstanding coding system would not
enhance our ability to track and identify
potentially adulterated products as well
as groups of foods for potential health
hazards.

(Comment 26) One comment
asserted that we have increased the
information being requested by 30
percent and, since this increase should
be reflected in the time needed to
complete the forms, we underestimated
the reporting burden in table 1.

(Response) We disagree that we have
increased the information being
requested or underestimated the time it
takes to complete the paper forms. We
updated the paper forms to provide
responsive information in the form of
check boxes. This responsive
information has been reported by
industry for decades without being
provided as check boxes on the paper
forms. Adding these check boxes makes
the forms longer, but does not increase
the information being requested.
Instead, the new forms should reduce
the time it takes to complete the process
filing because a submitter may check a
box rather than prepare and manually
enter on the paper form a written
description of a process. We note that
substantial time may be saved by
submitters that use the electronic
submission system. The electronic
submission system will present only
those sections of the form that are
relevant to the subject matter of the
submission, as determined by the
information submitted in response to
the initial questions. The system will
also minimize the submission of
incomplete forms, thus saving time that
paper form submitters will spend if it
becomes necessary to correct a form and
submit it again. Finally, we note that, to
the extent that the comment is referring
to the optional “Food Product Group”
categories, we estimate that the
information is readily available to a
submitter and easily provided by
checking a box. In summary, we have
not increased or decreased our estimate
of the total time necessary to complete
the new process filing forms because: (1)
We have not increased the required
information in a process filing; (2) the
new forms should reduce the time it
takes to complete the process filing
because a submitter may check a box
rather than prepare and manually enter
on the form a written description of a
process; and (3) the “Food Product
Group” category information is
optional, readily available, and
provided by checking a box.

(Comment 27) One comment
asserted that we underestimated the
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number of hours it takes to comply with
recordkeeping requirements in parts
108, 113, and 114, as reported in table
2. The comment stated that a canning
establishment running a single line
operation with one 8-hour shift 5 days
a week for 52 weeks each year would
conduct manufacturing operations for
2,080 hours each year, and the
recordkeeping would occupy 25 percent
of the time of one full-time employee, or
520 hours per year, which is greater
than our estimate of 250 hours. The
comment added that, for a facility
operating multiple processing lines and/
or multiple shifts per day, the
recordkeeping burden would be greater.
(Response) We appreciate the
information provided by the comment.
Since the information relates the
recordkeeping experience of a single
line operation, without additional
information we do not have a sufficient
basis for revising the estimated average
number of hours of recordkeeping
undertaken by all respondents, across
various sizes and types of processing
facilities. Accordingly, for the purpose

of this information collection request,
we are retaining our previous estimate.
However, in preparation for the next
regular information collection request,
we will consult with several
establishments of varying sizes and
types to obtain additional data on the
recordkeeping burdens and reevaluate
our estimates. We will then publish the
revised estimates for comment and
consider additional information
submitted in response.

(Comment 28) One comment asked
us to consult select companies before
finalizing the revised forms, in order to
obtain these companies’
recommendations regarding the content
of the forms, as part of a transparent,
collaborative effort.

(Response) Section 3506(c)(2)(A) of
the PRA (44 U.S.C. 3506(c)(2)(A))
requires us to provide notice and a 60-
day comment period before submitting
the information collection to OMB.
Section 3507(a)(1)(D) of the PRA (44
U.S.C. 3507(a)(1)(D)) requires us to
publish a second notice announcing our
submission of the Information

Collection Request to OMB and
providing a 30-day comment period
during which interested parties may
submit their comments directly to OMB.
These processes are open to all
interested parties rather than to “select
companies.” Thus, interested parties
had sufficient opportunity to comment.

As discussed in our responses to the
comments, we have modified the paper-
based versions of the four proposed
replacement forms and their
instructions. We have also modified the
electronic submission system to mirror
the paper forms. At this time, these
documents are available for review on
OMB’s Web site as part of the
Information Collection Request we
submitted to OMB.

Description of Respondents: The
respondents to this information
collection are commercial processors
and packers of acidified foods and
thermally processed low-acid foods in
hermetically sealed containers.

FDA estimates the burden of this
collection of information as follows:

TABLE 1—ESTIMATED ANNUAL REPORTING BURDEN 1

Number of
; FDA form Number of Total annual Average burden Total
21 CFR section number respondents rersep;%r:)sn%seﬁter responses per r%sponse hours
108.25(c)(1) and 108.35(c)(2); Food can- 2541 645 1 645 | 0.17 (10 mins.) ... 110
ning establishment registration.
108.25(c)(2); Food process filing for acidi- 2541e 726 11 7,986 | 0.33 (20 mins.) ... 2,659
fied method.
108.35(c)(2); Food process filing for low- 2541d 336 12 4,032 | 0.33 (20 mins.) ... 1,343
acid retorted method.
108.35(c)(2); Food process filing for water 2541f 37 6 222 | 0.33 (20 mins.) ... 74
activity/formulation control method.
108.35(c)(2); Food process filing for low- 2541g 42 22 924 | 0.75 (45 mins.) ... 693
acid aseptic systems.
108.25(d); 108.35(d) and (e); Report of any N/A 1 1 T4 4
instance of potential health-endangering
spoilage, process deviation, or contami-
nation with microorganisms where any lot
of the food has entered distribution in
commerce.
LI L O O B RPN PR RRR 4,883

1There are no capital costs or operating and maintenance costs associated with this collection of information.

FDA bases its estimate of the number
of respondents in table 1 on
registrations, process filings, and reports
received over the past 3 years. The
hours per response reporting estimates
are based on our experience with
similar programs and information

received from industry. The reporting
burden for §§108.25(d) and 108.35(d)

and (e) is minimal because notification
of spoilage, process deviation, or
contamination of product in distribution
occurs less than once a year. Most firms
discover these problems before the

product is distributed and, therefore, are
not required to report the occurrence.
We estimate that we will receive one
report annually under §§ 108.25(d) and
108.35(d) and (e). The report is expected
to take 4 hours per response, for a total
of 4 hours.



47648

Federal Register/Vol. 79, No. 157/ Thursday, August 14, 2014/ Notices

TABLE 2—ESTIMATED ANNUAL RECORDKEEPING BURDEN 1

Number of Average
21 CFR section retl:rrEIE:er Oefrs records per To:glcgpdnsual burden per Total hours
P recordkeeper recordkeeping
113.100 and 114,100 ..ooveiiiiiiieeerieeee e 10,392 1 10,392 250 2,598,000

1There are no capital costs or operating and maintenance costs associated with this collection of information.

FDA bases its estimate of 10,392
recordkeepers in table 2 on its records
of the number of registered firms,
excluding firms that were inactive or
out of business, yet still registered. To
avoid double-counting, we have not
included estimates for § 108.25(e), (g),
and (h) because they merely cross-
reference recordkeeping requirements
contained in parts 113 and 114 and have
been accounted for in the recordkeeping
burden estimate. We estimate that
10,392 firms will expend approximately
250 hours per year to fully satisfy the
recordkeeping requirements in parts
108, 113 and 114, for a total of 2,598,000
hours.

Finally, our regulations require that
processors mark thermally processed
low-acid foods in hermetically sealed
containers (§ 113.60(c)) and acidified
foods (§114.80(b) (21 CFR 114.80(b))
with an identifying code to permit lots
to be traced after distribution. We seek
OMB approval of the third party
disclosure requirements in §§ 113.60(c)
and 114.80(b). However, we have not
included a separate table to report the
estimated burden of these regulations.
No burden has been estimated for the
third party disclosure requirements in
§§113.60(c) and 114.80(b) because the
coding process is done as a usual and
customary part of normal business
activities. Coding is a business practice
in foods for liability purposes, inventory
control, and process control in the event
of a problem. Under 5 CFR 1320.3(b)(2)),
the time, effort, and financial resources
necessary to comply with a collection of
information are excluded from the
burden estimate if the reporting,
recordkeeping, or disclosure activities
needed to comply are usual and
customary because they would occur in
the normal course of activities.

Dated: August 7, 2014.
Leslie Kux,
Assistant Commissioner for Policy.
[FR Doc. 2014-19241 Filed 8-13-14; 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 4164-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Food and Drug Administration
[Docket No. FDA-2014—-N-1139]

Determination That DRIXORAL
(Dexbrompheniramine Maleate;
Pseudoephedrine Sulfate) Tablet and
Other Drug Products Were Not
Withdrawn From Sale for Reasons of
Safety or Effectiveness

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration,
HHS.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) has determined
that the drug products listed in this
document were not withdrawn from
sale for reasons of safety or
effectiveness. This determination means
that FDA will not begin procedures to
withdraw approval of abbreviated new
drug applications (ANDAs) that refer to
these drug products, and it will allow
FDA to continue to approve ANDAs that
refer to the products as long as they
meet relevant legal and regulatory
requirements.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Amy Hopkins, Center for Drug
Evaluation and Research, Food and
Drug Administration, 10903 New
Hampshire Ave., Bldg. 51, Rm. 6223,
Silver Spring, MD 20993-0002, 301—
796-5418, Amy.Hopkins@fda.hhs.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In 1984,
Congress enacted the Drug Price
Competition and Patent Term
Restoration Act of 1984 (Pub. L. 98—417)
(the 1984 amendments), which
authorized the approval of duplicate
versions of drug products approved
under an ANDA procedure. ANDA
applicants must, with certain
exceptions, show that the drug for
which they are seeking approval
contains the same active ingredient in
the same strength and dosage form as

the “listed drug,” which is a version of
the drug that was previously approved.
ANDA applicants do not have to repeat
the extensive clinical testing otherwise
necessary to gain approval of a new
drug application (NDA).

The 1984 amendments include what
is now section 505(j)(7) of the Federal
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C.
355(j)(7)), which requires FDA to
publish a list of all approved drugs.
FDA publishes this list as part of the
“Approved Drug Products With
Therapeutic Equivalence Evaluations,”
which is generally known as the
“Orange Book.” Under FDA regulations,
a drug is removed from the list if the
Agency withdraws or suspends
approval of the drug’s NDA or ANDA
for reasons of safety or effectiveness or
if FDA determines that the listed drug
was withdrawn from sale for reasons of
safety or effectiveness (21 CFR 314.162).

Under §314.161(a) (21 CFR
314.161(a)), the Agency must determine
whether a listed drug was withdrawn
from sale for reasons of safety or
effectiveness: (1) Before an ANDA that
refers to that listed drug may be
approved, (2) whenever a listed drug is
voluntarily withdrawn from sale and
ANDAs that refer to the listed drug have
been approved, and (3) when a person
petitions for such a determination under
21 CFR 10.25(a) and 10.30. Section
314.161(d) provides that if FDA
determines that a listed drug was
withdrawn from sale for safety or
effectiveness reasons, the Agency will
initiate proceedings that could result in
the withdrawal of approval of the
ANDAs that refer to the listed drug.

FDA has become aware that the drug
products listed in the table in this
document are no longer being marketed.

Application No.

Drug

Applicant

NDA 013483 .............. DRIXORAL (dexbrompheniramine
pseudoephedrine sulfate) Tablet,
Oral, 6 milligrams (mg)/120 mg.
NDA 014685 ..............

AVENTYL (nortriptyline hydrochloride (HCI)) Solution; Oral,
Equivalent to (EQ) 10 mg Base/5mL.

maleate and

Extended Release; 07901.

MSD Consumer Care Inc., 556 Morris Ave., Summit, NJ

Ranbaxy Pharmaceuticals Inc., 600 College Rd. East,
Princeton, NJ 08540.
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Applicant

INDERAL (propranolol HCI) Tablet; Oral, 80 mg .................

ROMAZICON (flumazenil) Injectable; Injection, 1 mg/10
milliliters (mL) (0.1 mg/mL); 0.5 mg/5 mL (0.1 mg/mL).

HYTRIN (terazosin HCI) Capsule; Oral, EQ 1 mg Base;

FOSAMAX (alendronate sodium) Tablet; Oral, EQ 5 mg

Wyeth Pharmaceuticals Inc., C/O Pfizer Inc., 235 East
42nd St., New York, NY 10017.

County Line Pharmaceuticals, LLC, 13890 Bishop’s Dr.,
Suite 410, Brookfield, WI 53005.

Hoffmann-La Roche Inc., C/O Genentech Inc., 1 DNA
Way, South San Francisco, CA 94080-4990.

Janssen Pharmaceuticals Inc., C/O Johnson and Johnson
Pharmaceutical Research and Development LLC, 920
Rt. 202 South, P.O. Box 300, Raritan, NJ 08869.

Abbott Laboratories Pharmaceutical Products Division,
Dept. 491 AP6B 1, Abbott Park, IL 60064.

Merck and Co. Inc., 126 East Lincoln Ave., RY 33 212,

Application No. Drug
NDA 016418 ..............
NDA 016909 .............. LIDEX (fluocinonide) Ointment; Topical 0.05%
NDA 017373 .............. LIDEX (fluocinonide) Gel; Topical 0.05%
NDA 020073 ..............
NDA 020229 .............. LEUSTATIN (cladribine) Injectable; Injection, 1 mg/mL
NDA 020347 ..............
EQ 2 mg Base; EQ 5 mg Base; EQ 10 mg Base.
NDA 020560 ..............
Base.
NDA 020813 .............. KLONOPIN (clonazepam) Tablet,
NDA 021046 ..............
mg Base/5 mL.
NDA 022246 ..............
Oral, EQ 10 mg Base.
NDA 050533 ..............
mg Base.

Base; EQ 10 mg Base; EQ 35 mg Base; EQ 40 mg

Tablet (ODT); Oral, 0.125 mg, 0.25 mg, 0.5 mg, 1 mg, 2
mg.
CELEXA (citalopram hydrobromide) Solution; Oral, EQ 10
METOZOLV ODT (metoclopramide HCI) Tablet, ODT;

VIBRA-TABS (doxycycline hyclate) Tablet; Oral, EQ 100

Orally Disintegrating
07110.

10017.

Forest Laboratories Inc.,
Plaza V, Suite 1900, Jersey City, NJ 07311.

Salix Pharmaceuticals Inc., 8510 Colonnade Center Dr.,
Raleigh, NC 27615.

Pfizer Laboratories Inc., 235 East 42nd St., New York, NY

P.O. Box 2000, Rahway, NJ 07065-0900.

Hoffmann-La Roche Inc., 340 Kingsland St., Nutley, NJ

Harborside Financial Center,

FDA has reviewed its records and,
under § 314.161, has determined that
the drug products listed in this
document were not withdrawn from
sale for reasons of safety or
effectiveness. Accordingly, the Agency
will continue to list the drug products
listed in this document in the
“Discontinued Drug Product List”
section of the Orange Book. The
“Discontinued Drug Product List”
identifies, among other items, drug
products that have been discontinued
from marketing for reasons other than
safety or effectiveness.

Approved ANDAs that refer to the
NDAs listed in this document are
unaffected by the discontinued
marketing of the products subject to
those NDAs. Additional ANDAs that
refer to these products may also be
approved by the Agency if they comply
with relevant legal and regulatory
requirements. If FDA determines that
labeling for these drug products should
be revised to meet current standards, the
Agency will advise ANDA applicants to
submit such labeling.

Dated: August 8, 2014.
Leslie Kux,
Assistant Commissioner for Policy.
[FR Doc. 2014-19272 Filed 8—-13-14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4164-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Food and Drug Administration
[Docket No. FDA-2013-D-0092]

Guidance for Industry on
Immunogenicity Assessment for
Therapeutic Protein Products;
Availability

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration,
HHS.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Food and Drug
Administration (FDA or the Agency) is
announcing the availability of a
guidance for industry entitled
“Immunogenicity Assessment for
Therapeutic Protein Products.”
Therapeutic protein products may elicit
immune responses, which may lead to
serious or life-threatening adverse
events for the patient or loss of efficacy
of the product. This guidance is
intended to assist manufacturers and
clinical investigators in developing a
risk-based approach in both the
nonclinical and clinical phases of
product development that will allow
them to evaluate and reduce the
likelihood that the immunogenicity of
the product will cause harm to patients.
This guidance finalizes the draft
guidance issued in February 2013.
DATES: Submit either electronic or
written comments on Agency guidances
at any time.

ADDRESSES: Submit written requests for
single copies of this guidance to the
Division of Drug Information, Center for

Drug Evaluation and Research, Food
and Drug Administration, 10903 New
Hampshire Ave., Bldg. 51, Rm. 2201,
Silver Spring, MD 20993-0002; or the
Office of Communication, Outreach and
Development, Center for Biologics
Evaluation and Research, Food and
Drug Administration, 10903 New
Hampshire Ave., Bldg. 71, Rm. 3128,
Silver Spring, MD 20993-0002. Send
one self-addressed adhesive label to
assist that office in processing your
requests. See the SUPPLEMENTARY
INFORMATION section for electronic
access to the guidance document.
Submit electronic comments on the
guidance to http://www.regulations.gov.
Submit written comments to the
Division of Dockets Management (HFA—
305), Food and Drug Administration,
5630 Fishers Lane, Rm. 1061, Rockville,
MD 20852.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Amy Rosenberg, Center for Drug
Evaluation and Research, Food and
Drug Administration, 10903 New
Hampshire Ave., Bldg. 71, Rm. 2238,
Silver Spring, MD 20892, 240-402—
9789; or Stephen Ripley, Center for
Biologics Evaluation and Research,
Food and Drug Administration, 10903
New Hampshire Ave., Bldg. 71, Rm.
7301, Rockville, MD 20993, 240—-402—
7911.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
I. Background

FDA is announcing the availability of
a guidance for industry entitled
“Immunogenicity Assessment for
Therapeutic Protein Products.” The
purpose of this guidance is to assist
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manufacturers and clinical investigators
involved in the development of
therapeutic protein products for human
use in evaluating and reducing the risk
of adverse events caused by immune
responses to these products. The
guidance: (1) Outlines and recommends
adoption of a risk-based approach to
evaluating and mitigating potential
immune responses to therapeutic
protein products that may affect their
safety and efficacy, (2) describes various
product- and patient-specific factors
that affect the immunogenicity of or
immune responses to therapeutic
protein products and provides
recommendations pertaining to each
factor that may reduce the likelihood
that an immune response will be
generated to the product, (3) offers a
series of recommendations for risk
mitigation in the clinical phase of
development of therapeutic protein
products, (4) provides supplemental
information on the diagnosis and
management of particular adverse
consequences of immune responses to
therapeutic protein products, and (5)
discusses briefly the use of animal
studies and the conduct of comparative
immunogenicity studies.

In the Federal Register of February
11, 2013 (78 FR 9702), FDA announced
the availability of the draft guidance of
the same title dated February 2013. FDA
received numerous comments on the
draft guidance, and those comments
were considered as the guidance was
finalized. In addition, editorial changes
were made to improve clarity.

This guidance is being issued
consistent with FDA’s good guidance
practices regulation (21 CFR 10.115).
The guidance represents the Agency’s
current thinking on immunogenicity
assessments for therapeutic protein
products. It does not create or confer
any rights for or on any person and does
not operate to bind FDA or the public.
An alternative approach may be used if
such approach satisfies the
requirements of the applicable statutes
and regulations.

II. Comments

Interested persons may submit either
electronic comments regarding this
document to http://www.regulations.gov
or written comments to the Division of
Dockets Management (see ADDRESSES). It
is only necessary to send one set of
comments. Identify comments with the
docket number found in brackets in the
heading of this document. Received
comments may be seen in the Division
of Dockets Management between 9 a.m.
and 4 p.m., Monday through Friday, and
will be posted to the docket at http://
www.regulations.gov.

III. Electronic Access

Persons with access to the Internet
may obtain the document at http://
www.fda.gov/Drugs/
GuidanceCompliance
Regulatorylnformation/Guidances/
default.htm; http://www.fda.gov/
BiologicsBloodVaccines/
GuidanceCompliance
Regulatorylnformation/Guidances/
default.htm; or http://
www.regulations.gov.

Dated: August 8, 2014.

Leslie Kux,

Assistant Commissioner for Policy.

[FR Doc. 2014-19267 Filed 8-13—14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4164-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Food and Drug Administration
[Docket No. FDA-2014—-N-1108]

Revised Draft Guidance for Industry on
Clinical Pharmacology Labeling for
Human Prescription Drug and
Biological Products—Considerations,
Content, and Format; Availability

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration,
HHS.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) is announcing the
availability of a revised draft guidance
for industry entitled “Clinical
Pharmacology Labeling for Human
Prescription Drug and Biological
Products—Considerations, Content, and
Format.” This draft guidance is one of

a series of guidance documents
intended to assist applicants in
complying with FDA regulations on the
content and format of labeling for
human prescription drug and biological
products. The guidance describes the
recommended information to include in
the Clinical Pharmacology section of
labeling that pertains to the safe and
effective use of human prescription drug
and biological products. This revised
draft guidance replaces the 2009 draft
guidance for industry entitled “Clinical
Pharmacology Section of Labeling for
Human Prescription Drug and Biological
Products—Content and Format.”

DATES: Although you can comment on
any guidance at any time (see 21 CFR
10.115(g)(5)), to ensure that the Agency
considers your comment on this draft
guidance before it begins work on the
final version of the guidance, submit
either electronic or written comments
on the draft guidance by October 14,
2014.

ADDRESSES: Submit written requests for
single copies of the draft guidance to the
Division of Drug Information, Center for
Drug Evaluation and Research, Food
and Drug Administration, 10903 New
Hampshire Ave., Bldg. 51, Rm. 2201,
Silver Spring, MD 20993-0002 or Office
of Communication, Outreach, and
Development, Center for Biologics
Evaluation and Research, Food and
Drug Administration, 10903 New
Hampshire Ave., Bldg. 71, Rm. 3128,
Silver Spring, MD 20993. Send one self-
addressed adhesive label to assist that
office in processing your requests. See
the SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION section
for electronic access to the draft
guidance document.

Submit electronic comments on the
draft guidance to http://
www.regulations.gov. Submit written
comments to the Division of Dockets
Management (HFA-305), Food and Drug
Administration, 5630 Fishers Lane, Rm.
1061, Rockville, MD 20852.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Lei
Zhang, Office of Clinical Pharmacology,
Office of Translational Sciences, Center
for Drug Evaluation and Research, Food
and Drug Administration, 10903 New
Hampshire Ave., Bldg. 51, Rm. 3177,
Silver Spring, MD 20993-0002, 301—
796-5008 or Stephen Ripley, Center for
Biologics Evaluation and Research,
Food and Drug Administration, 10903
New Hampshire Ave., Bldg. 71, Rm.
7301, Silver Spring, MD 20993-0002,
240-402-7911.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
I. Background

In the Federal Register of January 24,
2006 (71 FR 3922), FDA published a
final rule entitled ‘“Requirements on
Content and Format of Labeling for
Human Prescription Drug and Biological
Products” to revise the Agency’s
previous regulations on labeling
(effective June 30, 2006). The final rule,
commonly referred to as the Physician
Labeling Rule (PLR), is designed to
make information in prescription drug
labeling easier for health care
practitioners to access, read, and use,
thereby increasing the extent to which
practitioners rely on labeling for
prescribing decisions. In the Federal
Register of March 3, 2009 (74 FR 9250),
FDA announced the availability of a
draft guidance for industry entitled
“Clinical Pharmacology Section of
Labeling for Human Prescription Drug
and Biological Products—Content and
Format” as one of a series of guidance
documents intended to assist applicants
in complying with FDA regulations on
the content and format of labeling for
human prescription drug and biological
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products. The 2009 draft guidance
provided guidance on the Clinical
Pharmacology section of the
prescription drug labeling under the
PLR.

II. Revised Draft Guidance

FDA is announcing the availability of
a draft guidance entitled ““Clinical
Pharmacology Labeling for Human
Prescription Drug and Biological
Products—Considerations, Content, and
Format,” which is a revision of the 2009
draft guidance. The revised draft
guidance provides clarifications of
recommendations in the 2009 draft
guidance based on consideration of
public comments on the 2009 draft
guidance and the Agency’s increased
regulatory experience implementing the
PLR. This draft guidance provides
clarity on the information that should be
included in section 12 Clinical
Pharmacology and provides guidance
on the inclusion of clinical
recommendations based on clinical
pharmacology findings in other sections
of the labeling.

A. Clinical Pharmacology Section of
Labeling

The draft guidance is intended to
assist applicants in preparing the
Clinical Pharmacology section of
product labeling to meet the
requirements of FDA regulations (21
CFR 201.57(c)(13)). The draft guidance
is also intended to ensure consistency,
as appropriate, in labeling of the
Clinical Pharmacology section for all
prescription drug products approved by
FDA.

The draft guidance outlines the use of
subsections, headings, and subheadings
to provide organization to the Clinical
Pharmacology section. The draft
guidance also emphasizes the
importance of providing variability
measures related to pharmacokinetic
measures and parameters,
pharmacodynamic measures, and other
clinical pharmacology study results.

This draft guidance provides a general
framework and set of recommendations
that should be adapted to specific drugs
and their conditions of use. Not all of
the information identified in this draft
guidance for inclusion in the Clinical
Pharmacology section of product
labeling will be applicable for every
drug. For the purposes of this notice, all
references to drugs include both human
drugs and biological products unless
otherwise specified.

B. Cross-Referencing of Clinical
Pharmacology Information

Detailed information on clinical
pharmacology topics is included in the

Clinical Pharmacology section, while
other sections of labeling contain
summary information and clinical
recommendations that may be related to
clinical pharmacology information.
Optimal pharmacotherapy is driven by
an understanding of a drug product’s
clinical pharmacology as well as the
clinical context in which the drug will
be used. Important clinical
pharmacology attributes to consider in
therapeutic decisionmaking include, but
are not limited to, drug mechanism of
action, pharmacodynamic effects (e.g.,
on target, on pathway, and off target/
pathway), and pharmacokinetic
properties in a variety of settings and
specific populations. Clinical
pharmacology information collected
throughout a drug product’s life can
contribute to the product’s labeling.
Specifically, FDA considers what
clinical pharmacology information can
be directly translated to patient care
management and provides specific
recommendations that should be
included in relevant sections of the
labeling. Examples include strategies for
dose selection, therapeutic
individualization, and adverse reaction
risk minimization. In these cases,
supportive information (i.e., the clinical
pharmacology basis for the specific
recommendation) is expected to be
concise to enable unambiguous
application to patient care.
Occasionally, depending on the
complexity of the patient care
recommendations, it can be appropriate
to provide expanded versions of this
supportive information in the labeling.
The reason for including this
information is to provide sufficient
detail for the health care provider to
determine the relevance of the
information for a given patient or
clinical scenario; this information is
typically included in the Clinical
Pharmacology section of product
labeling and is the main focus of the
guidance.

This draft guidance is being issued
consistent with FDA’s good guidance
practices regulation (21 CFR 10.115).
The draft guidance, when finalized, will
represent the Agency’s current thinking
on inclusion of clinical pharmacology
information in section 12 Clinical
Pharmacology of product labeling. It
does not create or confer any rights for
or on any person and does not operate
to bind FDA or the public. An
alternative approach may be used if
such approach satisfies the requirement
of the applicable statutes and
regulations.

III. Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995

This revised draft guidance refers to
previously approved collections of
information that are subject to review by
the Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) under the Paperwork Reduction
Act of 1995 (44 U.S.C. 3501-3520). The
collections of information in 21 CFR
201.56 and 201.57 have been approved
under OMB control number 0910-0572;
the collections of information related to
pharmacogenomic data have been
approved under OMB control number
0910-0557.

IV. Comments

Interested persons may submit either
electronic comments regarding this
document to http://www.regulations.gov
or written comments to the Division of
Dockets Management (see ADDRESSES). It
is only necessary to send one set of
comments. Identify comments with the
docket number found in brackets in the
heading of this document. Received
comments may be seen in the Division
of Dockets Management between 9 a.m.
and 4 p.m., Monday through Friday, and
will be posted to the docket at http://
www.regulations.gov.

V. Electronic Access

Persons with access to the Internet
may obtain the document at either
http://www.fda.gov/Drugs/Guidance
ComplianceRegulatorylnformation/
Guidances, http://www.fda.gov/
BiologicsBloodVaccines/Guidance
ComplianceRegulatorylnformation/
default.htm, or http://
www.regulations.gov.

Dated August 8, 2014.
Leslie Kux,
Assistant Commissioner for Policy.
[FR Doc. 201419264 Filed 8-13—14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4164-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Food and Drug Administration
[Docket No. FDA-2011-D-0689]

De Novo Classification Process
(Evaluation of Automatic Class Il
Designation); Draft Guidance for
Industry and Food and Drug
Administration Staff; Availability

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration,
HHS.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) is announcing the
availability of the draft guidance
entitled “De Novo Classification Process
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(Evaluation of Automatic Class III
Designation).” The purpose of this
document is to provide FDA’s proposals
for guidance to FDA staff and industry
on the process for the submission and
review of petitions submitted under the
Evaluation of Automatic Class III
Designation section of the Federal Food,
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (the FD&C Act),
also known as the de novo classification
process. FDA is issuing this draft
guidance to provide proposed updated
recommendations for efficient
interaction with FDA, including what
information to submit when seeking a
path to market for a novel device via the
de novo process. This draft guidance
has been revised and is being reissued
for comment because the Food and Drug
Administration Safety and Innovation
Act (FDASIA), which became law on
July 9, 2012, amended the FD&C Act to
provide for the submission of de novos
without a preceding premarket
notification (510(k)) submission. This
draft guidance is not final nor is it in
effect at this time.
DATES: Although you can comment on
any guidance at any time (see 21 CFR
10.115(g)(5)), to ensure that the Agency
considers your comment on this draft
guidance before it begins work on the
final version of the guidance, submit
either electronic or written comments
on the draft guidance by October 14,
2014. Submit either electronic or
written comments concerning proposed
collection of information by October 14,
2014.
ADDRESSES: Submit written requests for
single copies of the draft guidance
document entitled “De Novo
Classification Process (Evaluation of
Automatic Class III Designation)” to the
Office of the Center Director, Guidance
and Policy Development, Center for
Devices and Radiological Health
(CDRH), Food and Drug Administration,
10903 New Hampshire Ave., Bldg. 66,
Rm. 5431, Silver Spring, MD 20993—
0002, or to the Office of
Communication, Outreach and
Development, Center for Biologics
Evaluation and Research (CBER), Food
and Drug Administration, Bldg. 71, Rm.
3128, Silver Spring, MD 20993-0002.
Send one self-addressed adhesive label
to assist that office in processing your
request. See the SUPPLEMENTARY
INFORMATION section for information on
electronic access to the guidance.
Submit electronic comments on the
draft guidance to http://
www.regulations.gov. Submit written
comments to the Division of Dockets
Management (HFA—-305), Food and Drug
Administration, 5630 Fishers Lane, Rm.
1061, Rockville, MD 20852. Identify

comments with the docket number
found in brackets in the heading of this
document.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Melissa Burns, Center for Devices and
Radiological Health, Food and Drug
Administration, 10903 New Hampshire
Ave., Bldg. 66, Rm. 1646, Silver Spring,
MD 20993-0002, 301-796-5616,
melissa.burns@fda.hhs.gov; or Stephen
Ripley, Center for Biologics Evaluation
and Research, Food and Drug
Administration, 10903 New Hampshire
Ave., Bldg. 71, Rm. 7301, Silver Spring,
MD 20993-0002, 240—-402—-7911.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Background

A medical device that is of a new type
that FDA has not yet classified, and
therefore cannot be found to be
substantially equivalent to a legally
marketed predicate device, is
“automatically” or “statutorily”
classified into class III by operation of
section 513(f)(1) of the FD&C Act (21
U.S.C. 360c(f)(1)) even if the risks it
presents are relatively low. This is the
scenario contemplated by Congress
when it enacted section 513(f)(2) of the
FD&C Act (21 U.S.C. 360c(f)(2)) as part
of the Food and Drug Administration
Modernization Act of 1997 (FDAMA).
The process created by this provision is
referred to in FDAMA as the Evaluation
of Automatic Class III Designation (e.g.,
the de novo process). Congress included
this section to limit unnecessary
expenditure of FDA and industry
resources that could occur if lower risk
devices were subject to premarket
approval under section 515 of the FD&C
Act (21 U.S.C. 360e).

Section 513(f)(2) of the FD&C Act was
amended again by Congress under
section 607 of FDASIA (Pub. L. 112—
144) in 2012. Section 513(f)(2) provides
two procedures by which a person may
request FDA to classify a device under
the criteria set forth in section 513(a)(1)
of the FD&C Act. Under the first
procedure, the person submits a
premarket notification under section
510(k) of the FD&C Act for a device that
has not previously been classified and,
after receiving an order classifying the
device into class III under section
513(f)(1), the person requests a
classification under section 513(f)(2) of
the FD&C Act. Under the second
procedure, rather than first submitting a
premarket notification under section
510(k) of the FD&C Act and then a
request for classification under the first
procedure, the person determines that
there is no legally marketed device upon
which to base a determination of
substantial equivalence and requests a

classification under section 513(f)(2) of
the FD&C Act.

On October 3, 2011, FDA published a
notice of availability of a draft guidance
document on the de novo classification
process (76 FR 61103). The comment
period closed on December 2, 2011.
After the passage of FDASIA in 2012
added a procedure by which a person
may request FDA to classify a device
under 513(f)(2) of the FD&C Act, FDA
decided it should revise the 2011 draft
guidance to include recommendations
regarding the second procedure.
Accordingly, FDA is issuing this draft
guidance to provide updated proposed
recommendations designed to foster
efficient interaction with FDA,
including what information to submit,
when seeking a path to market via the
de novo process. This draft guidance
describes a proposed mechanism to
provide greater clarity about the process
for de novo review and the type of data
necessary to support de novo
classification of an eligible device.

II. Significance of Guidance

This draft guidance is being issued
consistent with FDA’s good guidance
practices regulation (21 CFR 10.115).
The draft guidance, when finalized, will
represent the Agency’s current thinking
on the de novo classification process. It
does not create or confer any rights for
or on any person and does not operate
to bind FDA or the public. An
alternative approach may be used if
such approach satisfies the
requirements of the applicable statute
and regulations.

II1. Electronic Access

Persons interested in obtaining a copy
of the draft guidance may do so by
downloading an electronic copy from
the Internet. A search capability for all
CDRH guidance documents is available
at http://www.fda.gov/MedicalDevices/
DeviceRegulationandGuidance/
GuidanceDocuments/default.htm.
Guidance documents are also available
at http://www.regulations.gov or http://
www.fda.gov/BiologicsBloodVaccines/
GuidanceComplianceRegulatory
Information/default.htm. Persons
unable to download an electronic copy
of “De Novo Classification Process
(Evaluation of Automatic Class III
Designation)” may send an email
request to CDRH-Guidance@fda.hhs.gov
to receive an electronic copy of the
document. Please use the document
number 1769 to identify the guidance
you are requesting.

IV. Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995

Under the Paperwork Reduction Act
(44 U.S.C. 3501-3502), Federal Agencies
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must obtain approval from the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB) for each
collection of information they conduct
or sponsor. “‘Collection of information”
is defined in 44 U.S.C. 3502(3) and 5
CFR 1320.3(c) and includes Agency
requests or requirements that members
of the public submit reports, keep
records, or provide information to a
third party. Section 3506(c) (2)(A) of the
PRA (44 U.S.C. 3506 (c) (2)(A)) requires
Federal Agencies to provide a 60-day
notice in the Federal Register
concerning each proposed collection of
information before submitting the
collection to OMB for approval. To
comply with this requirement, FDA is
publishing notice of the proposed
collection of information set forth in
this document.

With respect to the following
collection of information, FDA invites
comments on these topics: (1) Whether
the proposed collection of information
is necessary for the proper performance
of FDA’s functions, including whether
the information will have practical
utility; (2) the accuracy of FDA’s

estimate of the burden of the proposed
collection of information, including the
validity of the methodology and
assumptions used; (3) ways to enhance
the quality, utility, and clarity of the
information to be collected; and (4)
ways to minimize the burden of the
collection of information on
respondents, including through the use
of automated collection techniques,
when appropriate, and other forms of
information technology.

Draft Guidance for Industry and Food
and Drug Administration Staff: De Novo
Classification Process (Evaluation of
Automatic Class III Designation)

This draft guidance describes how
CDRH and CBER intend to implement
section 513(f)(2) of the FD&C Act.
Section 513(f)(2) provides two
procedures by which a person may
request FDA to classify a device under
the criteria set forth in section 513(a)(1)
of the FD&C Act. Under the first
procedure (section 513(f)(2)(i)), the
person submits a premarket notification
under section 510(k) of the FD&C Act
for a device that has not previously been

classified and, after receiving an order
classifying the device into class III
under section 513(f)(1), the person
requests a classification under section
513(f)(2) of the FD&C Act. Under the
second procedure (section 513(f)(2)(ii)
of the FD&C Act), rather than first
submitting a premarket notification
under section 510(k) of the FD&C Act
and then a request for classification
under the first procedure, the person
determines that there is no legally
marketed device upon which to base a
determination of substantial
equivalence and requests a classification
under section 513(f)(2) of the FD&C Act.
When final, this document will
supersede “New Section 513(f)(2)—
Evaluation of Automatic Class III
Designation, Guidance for Industry and
CDRH Staff” dated February 19, 1998.

The proposed collections of
information are necessary to satisfy the
previously mentioned statutory
requirements for implementing this
voluntary submission program.

FDA estimates the burden of this
collection of information as follows:

TABLE 1—ESTIMATED ANNUAL REPORTING BURDEN *

Number of Average
Submission of information for de novo classification Number of responses per Total annual burden per Total hours
program respondents p P responses respondent
respondent (in hours)
CDRH (21 U.S.C. B13(f)(2)(i)) veerreeerrerrieriieesieeirieseeenieeanns 25 1 25 100 2,500
CBER (21 U.S.C. 513(f)(2)(i)) .... 1 1 1 100 100
CDRH (21 U.S.C. 513(f)(2)(ii)) 25 1 25 180 4,500
CBER (21 U.S.C. 513(f)(2)(ii)) eveerveereeerierrieerieeeiee e eiieenens 1 1 1 180 180
TOMAI et rnre s | eeeesiseeesnneeesnires | eeesereeessireesssienees | sanseesssiseessnnneesnes | seeessseesssneessnnnes 7,280

1There are no capital costs or operating and maintenance costs associated with this collection of information.

Respondents are medical device
manufacturers seeking to market
medical device products that have been
classified into class III under section
513(f)(2) of the FD&C Act. Based on
FDA'’s experience with the de novo
classification program, FDA expects the
program to continue to be utilized as a
viable program in the future. It is
expected that the number of de novos
will increase over its current rate and
reach a steady rate of approximately 50
submissions per year.

FDA estimates from past experience
with the de novo petition program that
the complete process involved with the
program under section 513(f)(2)(i) of the
FD&C Act takes approximately 100
hours. FDA estimates from past
experience with the de novo petition
program that the complete process
involved with the program under
section 513(f)(2)(i)(ii) FD&C Act takes
approximately 180 hours. This average

is based upon estimates by FDA
administrative and technical staff who
are familiar with the requirements for
submission of a de novo petition (and
related materials), have consulted and
advised manufacturers on these
requirements, and have reviewed the
documentation submitted. Therefore,
the total reporting burden hours is
estimated to be 7,280 hours.

This draft guidance also refers to
currently approved information
collections found in FDA regulations.
The collections of information in 21
CFR part 807, subpart E, are approved
under OMB control number 0910-0120.

V. Comments

Interested persons may submit either
electronic comments regarding this
document to http://www.regulations.gov
or written comments to the Division of
Dockets Management (see ADDRESSES). It
is only necessary to send one set of

comments. Identify comments with the
docket number found in brackets in the
heading of this document. Received
comments may be seen in the Division
of Dockets Management between 9 a.m.
and 4 p.m., Monday through Friday, and
will be posted to the docket at http://
www.regulations.gov.

Dated: August 8, 2014.
Leslie Kux,
Assistant Commissioner for Policy.
[FR Doc. 2014-19253 Filed 8-13-14; 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 4164-01-P
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Food and Drug Administration
[Docket No. FDA-2014-D—-0622]

Draft Guidance for Industry on Best
Practices in Developing Proprietary
Names for Drugs; Reopening of the
Comment Period

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration,
HHS.

ACTION: Notice; reopening of the
comment period.

SUMMARY: The Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) is reopening the
comment period for the draft guidance
entitled “Best Practices in Developing
Proprietary Names for Drugs,” which
published in the Federal Register of
May 29, 2014 (79 FR 30852). FDA is
reopening the comment period in
response to several requests for
additional time and to allow interested
persons more time to submit comments.

DATES: Although you can comment on
any guidance at any time (see 21 CFR
10.115(g)(5)), to ensure that the Agency
considers your comments on this draft
guidance before it begins work on the
final version of the guidance, submit
either electronic or written comments
on the draft guidance by September 15,
2014.

ADDRESSES: Submit electronic
comments to http://
www.regulations.gov. Submit written
comments to the Division of Dockets
Management (HFA—-305), Food and Drug
Administration, 5630 Fishers Lane, Rm.
1061, Rockville, MD 20852.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kellie Taylor, Center for Drug
Evaluation and Research, Food and
Drug Administration, Office of
Surveillance and Epidemiology, 10903
New Hampshire Ave., Bldg. 22, Rm.
4418, Silver Spring, MD 20993—-0002,
301-796-0157.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Background

In the Federal Register of May 29,
2014 (79 FR 30852), FDA announced the
availability of a draft guidance for
industry entitled ‘“‘Best Practices in
Developing Proprietary Names for
Drugs.” In that document, FDA
requested comments on the draft
guidance, which describes best practices
for developing and selecting proposed
proprietary names to minimize
medication errors. Interested persons
were originally given until July 28,
2014, to submit comments on the draft
guidance to ensure that the Agency

considers their comments before it
begins work on the final version of the
guidance.

The Agency has received several
requests to reopen the comment period
for an additional 60 days. The requests
conveyed concern that the original 60-
day comment period did not allow
sufficient time to develop a meaningful
or thoughtful response.

FDA has considered the requests and
will reopen the comment period for an
additional 30 days. The Agency believes
that an additional 30 days allows
adequate time for interested persons to
submit comments without significantly
delaying the Agency’s consideration of
these important issues.

II. How to Submit Comments

Interested persons may submit either
electronic comments regarding this
document to http://www.regulations.gov
or written comments to the Division of
Dockets Management (see ADDRESSES). It
is only necessary to send one set of
comments. Identify comments with the
docket number found in brackets in the
heading of this document. Received
comments may be seen in the Division
of Dockets Management between 9 a.m.
and 4 p.m., Monday through Friday, and
will be posted to the docket at http://
www.regulations.gov.

Dated: August 8, 2014.
Leslie Kux,
Assistant Commissioner for Policy.
[FR Doc. 2014-19261 Filed 8-13-14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4164-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Food and Drug Administration
[Docket No. FDA-2014-N-0001]

Clinical Development of Drugs for the
Prevention of Infections Caused by
Staphylococcus aureus in the Health
Care Setting; Public Workshop

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration,
HHS.

ACTION: Notice of public workshop.

SUMMARY: The Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) is announcing a
public workshop regarding the clinical
development of drugs for the prevention
of serious infections caused by
Staphylococcus aureus in the health
care setting. This public workshop is
intended to provide information for and
gain perspective from health care
providers, patients and patient advocacy
organizations, academia, and industry
on various aspects of clinical
development of drugs to prevent

Staphylococcus aureus infections
including the design of clinical trials.
The input from this public workshop
will help in developing topics for
further discussion.

Date and Time: The public workshop
will be held on September 5, 2014, from
8:30 a.m. to 5 p.m.

Location: The public workshop will
be held at the DoubleTree by Hilton
Hotel Washington DC, 8727 Colesville
Rd., Silver Spring, MD 20910. The
hotel’s phone number is 301-589-5200.

Contact Persons: Carole Miller or Lori
Benner, Center for Drug Evaluation and
Research, Food and Drug
Administration, 10903 New Hampshire
Ave., Bldg. 22, Rm. 6217, Silver Spring,
MD 20993-0002, 301-796—-1300.

Registration: Registration is free for
the public workshop. Interested parties
are encouraged to register early. Seating
is limited and will be available on a
first-come, first-served basis. To register
electronically, email registration
information (including name, title, firm
name, address, telephone, and fax
number) to FDASTAPHWORKSHOP@
fda.hhs.gov. Onsite registration the day
of the workshop will be available, but
advanced registration is preferred.
Persons without access to the Internet
can call 301-796-1300 to register.

If you need a sign language interpreter
or other special accommodations, please
notify Carole Miller or Lori Benner (see
Contact Persons) at least 7 days in
advance.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

FDA is announcing a public
workshop regarding scientific
considerations in the clinical
development of drugs for the prevention
of serious infections caused by
Staphylococcus aureus in the health
care setting. Clinical care guidelines
recommend a group of interventions to
reduce health care associated infections
in certain patients (for example, surgical
patients, patients with a central-line
catheter such as dialysis patients, and
patients admitted to the intensive care
unit). Some experts recommend specific
interventions (such as nasal
decolonization) to prevent infections
caused by Staphylococcus aureus.
Discussions will focus on the data that
may demonstrate a clinical benefit in
different populations of patients. In
addition, discussions will include: (1)
Possible approaches to demonstrating
the clinical benefit of one intervention
component in the setting of a group of
interventions, (2) feasible approaches to
identifying and recruiting patients at
increased risk for serious infections
caused by Staphylococcus aureus in
clinical trials, and (3) feasible clinical
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trial designs that may provide evidence
of efficacy to support drug approval.

The Agency encourages individuals,
patient advocates, industry, consumer
groups, health care professionals,
researchers, and other interested
persons to attend this public workshop.

Transcripts: Please be advised that as
soon as a transcript is available, it will
be accessible at http://
www.regulations.gov. It may be viewed
at the Division of Dockets Management
(HFA-305), Food and Drug
Administration, 5630 Fishers Lane, Rm.
1061, Rockville, MD 20852. A transcript
will also be available in either hardcopy
or on CD-ROM, after submission of a
Freedom of Information request. Written
requests are to be sent to Division of
Freedom of Information (ELEM-1029),
Food and Drug Administration, 12420
Parklawn Dr., Element Bldg., Rockville,
MD 20857. Transcripts will also be
available on the Internet at http://
www.fda.gov/Drugs/NewsEvents/
ucm132703.htm approximately 45 days
after the workshop.

Dated: August 8, 2014.
Leslie Kux,
Assistant Commissioner for Policy.
[FR Doc. 2014-19257 Filed 8-13-14; 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 4164-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Food and Drug Administration

[Docket No. FDA—-2008-N-0334]
Postmarketing Safety Reports for
Human Drug and Biological Products;

Electronic Submission Requirements;
Correction

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration,
HHS.

ACTION: Notice; correction.

SUMMARY: The Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) is correcting a
final rule entitled ‘“Postmarketing Safety
Reports for Human Drug and Biological
Products; Electronic Submission
Requirements” that appeared in the
Federal Register of June 10, 2014 (79 FR
33072). The document amended FDA’s
postmarketing safety reporting
regulations for human drug and
biological products to require that
persons subject to mandatory reporting
requirements submit safety reports in an
electronic format that FDA can process,
review, and archive. The document was
published with incorrect information
regarding the availability of the
International Conference on
Harmonization’s (ICH) data elements for

postmarketing safety reports. The
document also published with an
incorrect statement regarding the impact
of the final rule on small entities. This
document corrects those errors.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Jean
Chung, Center for Drug Evaluation and
Research, Food and Drug
Administration, 10903 New Hampshire
Ave., Bldg. 22, Rm. 4466, Silver Spring,
MD 20993-0002, 301-796—1874; or
Stephen Ripley, Center for Biologics
Evaluation and Research, Food and
Drug Administration, 10903 New
Hampshire Ave., Bldg. 71, Rm. 7268,
Silver Spring, MD 20993-0002, 240—
402-7911.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In the
Federal Register of June 10, 2014, in FR
Doc. 2014-13480, the following
corrections are made:

1. On page 33074, in the first column,
under “Introduction”, footnote 6 is
corrected to read: “ICH data elements
for postmarketing safety reports are
provided in the guidance for industry
entitled ‘E2B Electronic Transmission of
Individual Case Safety Reports
Implementation Guide—Data Elements
and Message Specification,” available at
http://www.fda.gov/Drugs/
GuidanceCompliance
Regulatorylnformation/Guidances/
default.htm.”

2. On page 33084, in the second
column, under “Analysis of Impacts”,
the first full sentence is corrected to
read: “‘Because the average small entity
submits few safety reports and the
Agency’s Web-based system for
submitting reports electronically will
require little additional cost per report,
the Agency certifies that this final rule
will not have a significant economic
impact on a substantial number of small
entities.”

Dated: August 8, 2014.
Leslie Kux,
Assistant Commissioner for Policy.
[FR Doc. 2014-19255 Filed 8-13—14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4164-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Health Resources and Services
Administration

Agency Information Collection
Activities: Submission to OMB for
Review and Approval; Public Comment
Request

AGENCY: Health Resources and Services
Administration, HHS.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: In compliance with Section
3507(a)(1)(D) of the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995, the Health
Resources and Services Administration
(HRSA) has submitted an Information
Collection Request (ICR) to the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB) for
review and approval. Comments
submitted during the first public review
of this ICR will be provided to OMB.
OMB will accept further comments from
the public during the review and
approval period.

DATES: Comments on this ICR should be
received no later than September 15,
2014.

ADDRESSES: Submit your comments,
including the Information Collection
Request Title, to the desk officer for
HRSA, either by email to OIRA_
submission@omb.eop.gov or by fax to
202-395-5806.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: To
request a copy of the clearance requests
submitted to OMB for review, email the
HRSA Information Collection Clearance
Officer at paperwork@hrsa.gov or call
(301) 443-1984.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Information Collection Request Title:
Federal Tort Claims Act (FTCA) Free
Clinic Application OMB No. 0915—
0293—Revision.

Abstract: Under 42 U.S.C. 233(0) and
Program Assistance Letter (PAL) 2014—
04, “Calendar Year 2015 Federal Tort
Claims Act (FTCA) Deeming
Application for Free Clinics,” free
clinics are required to submit annual
applications for deeming of qualified
health care professionals, board
members, officers, and contractors for
purposes of FTCA medical malpractice
coverage for negligent acts and
omissions that arise from the
performance of medical, surgical,
dental, or related functions within the
scope of the covered individual’s
deemed employment. HRSA proposes
modifying the application forms to
reflect changes to eligible personnel
made by section 10608 of the Affordable
Care Act, which extended FTCA
medical malpractice liability protection
to free clinic board members, officers,
employees, and contractors.
Additionally, HRSA proposes upgrading
the application to provide for electronic
submissions. Specifically, the
modifications include: (1) Inclusion of
board members, officers, employees,
and contractors into one comprehensive
application that also includes volunteer
health care professionals and (2) a fully
electronic application that can be
submitted via HRSA’s web-based
application system, the Electronic
Handbooks (EHBs). It is anticipated that
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these modifications will decrease the
time and effort required to complete the
current OMB approved FTCA
application forms.

Need and Proposed Use of the
Information: Deemed status for FTCA
medical malpractice coverage requires
HRSA approval of an application for
deeming of certain eligible individuals
from a sponsoring free clinic. The FTCA
Free Clinic deeming application is an
electronic application submitted to
HRSA through the EHBs as part of the
process of deeming qualified health care
professionals, board members, officers,
and individual contractors. Sponsoring
clinics are required to submit a

completed electronic application in
addition to other required documents as
required by section 224(o) of the Public
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 233(0)).
Applications are reviewed by program
staff before a deeming determination is
made.

Likely Respondents: Respondents
include nonprofit private entities that
meet the statutory and programmatic
requirements as stated in section 224(o)
of the Public Health Service Act (42
U.S.C. 233(0)) and implementing HRSA
policy guidance.

Burden Statement: Burden in this
context means the time expended by
persons to generate, maintain, retain,

disclose or provide the information
requested. This includes the time
needed to review instructions; to
develop, acquire, install and utilize
technology and systems for the purpose
of collecting, validating and verifying
information, processing and
maintaining information, and disclosing
and providing information; to train
personnel and to be able to respond to
a collection of information; to search
data sources; to complete and review
the collection of information; and to
transmit or otherwise disclose the
information. The total annual burden
hours estimated for this ICR are
summarized in the table below.

TOTAL ESTIMATED ANNUALIZED BURDEN—HOURS

Number of Average
Dumborof | responees | Total | budenper | Totabuden

respondent (in hours)
FTCA Free Clinics Program Application ...........cccoccevveennenne 227 1 227 2 681
TOMAl et 227 1 227 2 681

Dated: August 8, 2014.
Jackie Painter,
Acting Director, Division of Policy and
Information Coordination.
[FR Doc. 2014-19219 Filed 8—-13-14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4165-15-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Health Resources and Services
Administration

Agency Information Collection
Activities: Proposed Collection: Public
Comment Request

AGENCY: Health Resources and Services
Administration, HHS.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: In compliance with the
requirement for opportunity for public
comment on proposed data collection
projects (Section 3506(c)(2)(A) of the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995), the
Health Resources and Services
Administration (HRSA) announces
plans to submit an Information
Collection Request (ICR), described
below, to the Office of Management and
Budget (OMB). Prior to submitting the
ICR to OMB, HRSA seeks comments
from the public regarding the burden
estimate, below, or any other aspect of
the ICR.

DATES: Comments on this Information

Collection Request must be received no
later than October 14, 2014.

ADDRESSES: Submit your comments to
paperwork@hrsa.gov or mail the HRSA
Information Collection Clearance
Officer, Room 10-29, Parklawn
Building, 5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville,
MD 20857.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: To
request more information on the
proposed project or to obtain a copy of
the data collection plans and draft
instruments, email paperwork@hrsa.gov
or call the HRSA Information Collection
Clearance Officer at (301) 443—1984.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: When
submitting comments or requesting
information, please include the
information request collection title for
reference.

Information Collection Request Title:
Be The Match® Patient Services Survey
OMB No. 0915-0212—Revision.

Abstract: National Marrow Donor
Program®/Be The Match® is dedicated
to helping patients and families get the
support and information they need to
learn about their disease and treatment
options, prepare for transplant, and
thrive after transplant. The information
and resources provided are intended to
help navigate the bone marrow or cord
blood transplant (transplant) process.
Participant feedback is essential to
understand the needs for transplant
support services and educational
information across a diverse population.
This information will be used to
determine helpfulness of existing
services and resources. Feedback is also

used to identify areas for improvement
and develop future programs.

Need and Proposed Use of the
Information: Barriers to access to bone
marrow or cord blood transplant
(transplant) related care and educational
information are multi-factorial.
Feedback from participants is essential
to better understand the changing needs
for services and information as well as
to demonstrate the effectiveness of
existing services. The primary use for
information gathered through the survey
is to determine helpfulness of
participants’ initial contact with Be The
Match® Patient Services Coordinators
(PSC) and to identify areas for
improvement in the delivery of services.

The survey will include items to
measure: (1) Reason for contacting Be
The Match®; (2) if the PSC was able to
answer questions and were easy to
understand; (3) if the contact helped the
participant to feel better prepared to
discuss transplant with their care team;
(4) increase in awareness of available
resources; (5) timeliness of response;
and (6) overall satisfaction. Stakeholders
utilize this evaluation data to make
program and resource allocation
decisions.

Likely Respondents: Respondents will
include all patients, caregivers and
family members who have contact with
Be The Match® Patient Services
Coordinators via phone or email for
transplant navigation services and
support (advocacy). The decision to
survey all participants was made based
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on historic evidence of patients’
unavailability due to frequent
transitions in health status, as well as
between home and the hospital for
initial treatment and care for
complications.

Burden Statement: Burden in this
context means the time expended by
persons to generate, maintain, retain,
disclose or provide the information
requested. This includes the time
needed to review instructions; to

develop, acquire, install and utilize
technology and systems for the purpose
of collecting, validating and verifying
information, processing and
maintaining information, and disclosing
and providing information; to train
personnel and to be able to respond to
a collection of information; to search
data sources; to complete and review
the collection of information; and to
transmit or otherwise disclose the
information. The total annual burden

hours estimated for this Information
Collection Request are summarized in
the table below.

The total respondent burden for the
satisfaction survey is estimated to be
105 hours. We expect a total of 420
respondents (33% response rate) to
complete the Be The Match® Patient
Services Survey.

Total Estimated Annualized burden
hours:

Average
Number of
Number of Total burden per Total burden
Form name respondents responses per responses response hours
respondent (in hours)
Be The Match® Patient Services Survey .........cccccevveeens 420 1 420 0.25 105
TOMAl e 420 1 420 0.25 105

HRSA specifically requests comments
on (1) the necessity and utility of the
proposed information collection for the
proper performance of the agency’s
functions, (2) the accuracy of the
estimated burden, (3) ways to enhance
the quality, utility, and clarity of the
information to be collected, and (4) the
use of automated collection techniques
or other forms of information
technology to minimize the information
collection burden.

Dated: August 8, 2014.

Jackie Painter,

Acting Director, Division of Policy and
Information Coordination.

[FR Doc. 2014-19198 Filed 8—-13—14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4165-15-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Health Resources and Services
Administration

Advisory Commission on Childhood
Vaccines; Notice of Meeting

In accordance with section 10(a)(2) of
the Federal Advisory Committee Act
(Pub. L. 92—-463), notice is hereby given
of the following meeting:

Name: Advisory Commission on
Childhood Vaccines (ACCV).

Date and Time: September 04, 2014, 1:00
p-m. to 5:35 p.m. EDT; September 05, 2014,
9:00 a.m. to 1:45 p.m. EDT.

Place: Parklawn Building (and via audio
conference call and Adobe Connect),
Conference Room 10-65, 5600 Fishers Lane,
Rockville, MD 20857.

The ACCV will meet on Thursday,
September 04, 2014, 1:00 p.m. to 5:35 p.m.
EDT and Friday, September 05, 2014, 9:00
a.m. to 1:45 p.m. EDT. The public can join
the meeting by:

1. (In Person) Persons interested in
attending the meeting in person are
encouraged to submit a written notification
to: Annie Herzog, DVIC, Healthcare Systems
Bureau (HSB), Health Resources and Services
Administration (HRSA), Room 11C-26, 5600
Fishers Lane, Rockville, Maryland 20857 or
email: aherzog@hrsa.gov. Since this meeting
is held in a federal government building,
attendees will need to go through a security
check to enter the building and participate in
the meeting. This written notification is
encouraged so that a list of attendees can be
provided to make entry through security
quicker. Persons may attend in person
without providing written notification, but
their entry into the building may be delayed
due to security checks and the requirement
to be escorted to the meeting by a federal
government employee. To request an escort
to the meeting after entering the building,
call Mario Lombre at 301-443-3196. The
meeting will be held at the Parklawn
Building, Conference Room 10-65, 5600
Fishers Lane, Rockville, Maryland 20857.

2. (Audio Portion) Calling the conference
phone number, 877-917-4913, and providing
the following information:

Leaders Name: Dr. A. Melissa Houston.
Password: ACCV.

3. (Visual Portion) Connecting to the ACCV
Adobe Connect Pro Meeting using the
following URL: https://
hrsa.connectsolutions.com/accv/ (copy and
paste the link into your browser if it does not
work directly, and enter as a guest).
Participants should call and connect 15
minutes prior to the meeting in order for
logistics to be set up. If you have never
attended an Adobe Connect meeting, please
test your connection using the following
URL: https://hrsa.connectsolutions.com/
common/help/en/support/meeting_test.htm
and get a quick overview by following URL:
http://www.adobe.com/go/connectpro_
overview.

4. Call (301) 443-6634 or send an email to
aherzog@hrsa.gov if you are having trouble
connecting to the meeting site.

Agenda: The agenda items for the
September meeting will include, but are not

limited to: Updates from the Division of
Vaccine Injury Compensation (DVIC),
Department of Justice, National Vaccine
Program Office, Immunization Safety Office
(Centers for Disease Control and Prevention),
National Institute of Allergy and Infectious
Diseases (National Institutes of Health), and
Center for Biologics, Evaluation and Research
(Food and Drug Administration);
Clarification on Proposed Changes to the
Vaccine Injury Table; VICP Outreach Plan;
Report from the ACCV Process Workgroup;
Review of Vaccine Information Statements;
Presentation on Pneumococcal
Polysaccharide (Pneumovax 23) and Zoster
(Shingles) Vaccine Safety Review; and a
Discussion of Proposed Revisions to VAERS
Form (2.0). A draft agenda and additional
meeting materials will be posted on the
ACCV Web site (http://www.hrsa.gov/
vaccinecompensation/accv.htm) prior to the
meeting. Agenda items are subject to change
as priorities dictate.

Public Comment: Persons interested in
providing an oral presentation should submit
a written request, along with a copy of their
presentation to: Annie Herzog, DVIC,
Healthcare Systems Bureau (HSB), Health
Resources and Services Administration
(HRSA), Room 11C-26, 5600 Fishers Lane,
Rockville, MD 20857 or email: aherzog@
hrsa.gov. Requests should contain the name,
address, telephone number, email address,
and any business or professional affiliation of
the person desiring to make an oral
presentation. Groups having similar interests
are requested to combine their comments and
present them through a single representative.
The allocation of time may be adjusted to
accommodate the level of expressed interest.
DVIC will notify each presenter by email,
mail or telephone of their assigned
presentation time. Persons who do not file an
advance request for a presentation, but desire
to make an oral statement, may announce it
at the time of the public comment period.
Public participation and ability to comment
will be limited to space and time as it
permits.

For further information contact: Anyone
requiring information regarding the ACCV
should contact Annie Herzog, DVIC, HSB,
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HRSA, Room 11C-26, 5600 Fishers Lane,
Rockville, MD 20857; telephone (301) 443—
6634 or email: aherzog@hrsa.gov.

Dated: August 6, 2014.
Jackie Painter,

Acting Director, Division of Policy and
Information Coordination.

[FR Doc. 2014-19201 Filed 8-13—14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4165-15-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Health Resources and Services
Administration

Advisory Council on Blood Stem Cell
Transplantation; Notice of Meeting

In accordance with section 10(a)(2) of
the Federal Advisory Committee Act
(Pub. L. 92—-463), notice is hereby given
of the following meeting:

Name: Advisory Council on Blood Stem
Cell Transplantation.

Date and Time: September 15, 2014, 8:00
a.m. to 4:30 p.m. (Eastern Standard Time).

Place: Fishers Lane Conference Center,
Terrace Level, 5635 Fishers Lane, Rockville,
MD 20852.

Status: The meeting will be open to the
public.

Purpose: Pursuant to Public Law 109-129,
42 U.S.C. 274Kk (section 379 of the Public
Health Service Act, as amended), the
Advisory Council on Blood Stem Cell
Transplantation (ACBSCT) advises the
Secretary of the Department of Health and
Human Services and the Administrator,
Health Resources and Services
Administration, on matters related to the
activities of the C.W. Bill Young Cell
Transplantation Program (Program) and the
National Cord Blood Inventory Program.

Agenda: The Council will hear reports
from ACBSCT Work Groups including:
Realizing the Potential of Cord Blood; Access
to Transplantation; and Advancing
Hematopoietic Stem Cell Transplantation for
Hemoglobinopathies. The Council also will
hear presentations and discussions on topics
including: Financial Issues Related to Stem
Cell Transplantation and Quality of Care.
Agenda items are subject to changes as
priorities indicate.

After Council discussions, members of the
public will have an opportunity to provide
comments. Because of the Council’s full
agenda and the time frame in which to cover
the agenda topics, public comment will be
limited. All public comments will be
included in the record of the ACBSCT
meeting. Meeting summary notes will be
posted on the HRSA’s Program Web site at
http://bloodcell.transplant.hrsa.gov/ABOUT/
Advisory_Council/index.html.

Those participating in this meeting can
register and view the draft meeting agenda by
visiting https://www.blsmeetings.net/acbsct.
The deadline to register for this meeting is
Friday, September 12, 2014. For all logistical
questions and concerns, please contact Anita
Allen, Seamon Corporation, by calling (301)

658—3442 or by sending an email to aallen@
seamoncorporation.com.

Public Comment: It is preferred that
persons interested in providing an oral
presentation submit a written request, along
with a copy of their presentation to: Patricia
Stroup, MBA, MPA, Executive Secretary,
Healthcare Systems Bureau, Health
Resources and Services Administration,
Room 17W65, 5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville,
Maryland 20857 or email at pstroup@
hrsa.gov. Requests should contain the name,
address, telephone number, email address,
and any business or professional affiliation of
the person desiring to make an oral
presentation. Groups having similar interests
are requested to combine their comments and
present them through a single representative.

The allocation of time may be adjusted to
accommodate the level of expressed interest.
Persons who do not file an advance request
for a presentation, but desire to make an oral
statement, may request this at the time of the
public comment period. Public participation
and ability to comment will be limited to
time as it permits.

For Further Information Contact:

Patricia Stroup, MBA, MPA, Executive
Secretary, Healthcare Systems Bureau, Health
Resources and Services Administration, 5600
Fishers Lane, Room 17W63, Rockville,
Maryland 20857; telephone (301) 443-1127.

Dated: August 8, 2014.
Jackie Painter,
Acting Director, Division of Policy and
Information Coordination.
[FR Doc. 2014-19218 Filed 8—13-14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4165-15-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Health Resources and Services
Administration

Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention (CDC)/Health Resources
and Services Administration (HRSA)
Advisory Committee on HIV, Viral
Hepatitis, and Sexually Transmitted
Disease (STD) Prevention and
Treatment

AGENCY: Health Resources and Services
Administration, HHS.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Health Resources and
Services Administration (HRSA) is
requesting nominations to fill three
vacancies on the CDC/HRSA Advisory
Committee on HIV, Viral Hepatitis and
STD Prevention and Treatment
(CHACHSPT).

DATES: Nominations should be
submitted electronically or in writing,
and must be postmarked by August 30,
2014.

ADDRESSES: All nominations should be
submitted by email to: Shelley B.
Gordon, Public Health Analyst, at

sgordon@hrsa.gov or mailed to Shelley
B. Gordon, HIV/AIDS Bureau, HRSA,
5600 Fishers Lane, Room 7C-26,
Rockville, Maryland 20857, no later
than September 15, 2014.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Shelley B. Gordon, Public Health
Analyst, HIV/AIDS Bureau, HRSA, 5600
Fishers Lane, Room 7C-26, Rockville,
Maryland 20857, sgordon@hrsa.gov,
301-443-9684.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
CHACHSPT is governed by the Federal
Advisory Committee Act, Public Law
92-643 (5 U.S.C. App. 2), as amended,
which sets forth the standards for the
formation and use of advisory
committees. The CHACHSPT consists of
18 experts knowledgeable in the fields
of public health, epidemiology,
laboratory practices, immunology,
infectious diseases, drug abuse,
behavioral science, health education,
healthcare delivery, state health
programs, clinical care, preventive
health, medical education, health
services and clinical research, and
healthcare financing, who are selected
by the Secretary of the U.S. Department
of Health and Human Services (HHS).
The CHACHSPT provides advice to the
Secretary, HHS; the Director, CDC; and
the Administrator, HRSA, on objectives,
strategies, policies, and priorities for
HIV, viral hepatitis, and STD prevention
and treatment efforts including
surveillance of HIV infection, AIDS,
viral hepatitis, other STDs, and related
behaviors; epidemiologic, behavioral,
health services, and laboratory research
on HIV/AIDS, viral hepatitis, and other
STDs; identification of policy issues
related to HIV/viral hepatitis/STD
professional education, patient
healthcare delivery, and prevention
services; agency policies about
prevention of HIV/AIDS, viral hepatitis,
and other STDs, treatment, healthcare
delivery, and research and training;
strategic issues influencing the ability of
CDC and HRSA to fulfill their missions
of providing prevention and treatment
services; programmatic efforts to
prevent and treat HIV, viral hepatitis,
and other STDs; and support to the
agencies in their development of
responses to emerging health needs
related to HIV, viral hepatitis, and other
STDs.

Nominations are being sought for
individuals who have expertise and
qualifications necessary to contribute to
the Committee’s objectives.

Nominees will be selected from
experts having experience in HIV/AIDS,
viral hepatitis, and STDs prevention and
control. Experts in the disciplines of
epidemiology, laboratory practice,
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immunology, infectious diseases, drug
abuse, behavioral science, health
education, healthcare delivery, state
health programs, clinical care,
preventive health, medical education,
health services and clinical research,
healthcare financing, and other related
disciplines will be considered. Members
may be invited to serve for terms of up
to 4 years.

The HHS policy stipulates that
committee membership be balanced in
terms of points of view represented and
the committee’s function. Consideration
is given to ensure a broad representation
of geographic areas within the U.S., as
well as gender, race, ethnicity, persons
with disabilities, and several other
factors including: (1) The committee’s
mission; (2) the geographic, ethnic,
social, economic, or scientific impact of
the advisory committee’s
recommendations; (3) the types of
specific perspectives required, for
example, those of consumers, technical
experts, the public at-large, academia,
business, or other sectors; (4) the need
to obtain divergent points of view on the
issues before the advisory committee;
and (5) the relevance of state, local, or
Tribal governments to the development
of the advisory committee’s
recommendations. Nominees must be
U.S. citizens.

Candidates should submit the
following items:

e Current curriculum vitae, including
complete contact information
(telephone numbers, mailing address,
email address).

o A letter of recommendation from
person(s) not employed by the U.S.
Department of Health and Human
Services.

o A statement indicating the
nominee’s willingness to serve as a
potential member of the Committee.

Dated: August 7, 2014.
Jackie Painter,

Acting Director, Division of Policy and
Information Coordination.

[FR Doc. 2014—-19199 Filed 8-13—-14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4165-15-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Health Resources and Services
Administration

Rural Health Services Outreach
Program

AGENCY: Health Resources and Services
Administration, HHS.

ACTION: Notice of Class Deviation from
Competition Requirements for Rural

Health Services Outreach Program
(Outreach).

SUMMARY: The Office of Rural Health
Policy (ORHP) will provide program
expansion supplemental awards to the
current Rural Health Services Outreach
Program grantees. The program
expansion supplemental funds will
allow current Outreach grantees to
expand outreach and enrollment
activities to the rural uninsured for the
next Affordable Care Act’s (ACA) Health
Insurance Marketplace open enrollment
period (November 15, 2014-February
15, 2015). In addition, it will help
educate the newly insured about the
insurance and benefits they can now
access as a result of enrolling during the
initial Health Insurance Marketplace
open enrollment period. The
overarching goals of this supplemental
funding are to: (1) Increase the number
of uninsured educated about their
coverage options; (2) increase the
number of uninsured enrolled into the
Health Insurance Marketplaces or other
available sources of insurance, such as
Medicaid and the Children’s Health
Insurance Program; and (3) increase the
number of newly insured individuals
educated about the benefits and primary
care and preventative services to which
they now have access.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

INTENDED RECIPIENT OF THE AWARD: CURRENT OUTREACH GRANTEES (QUANTITY: 69)

Grant No. Grantee name City State Amount
D04RH23609 ..... PeaceHealth DBA Ketchikan General Hospital ..... Ketchikan ........cccceeeveiinnnnns AK Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23614 ..... Siloam Springs Regional Health Cooperative, Inc | Siloam Springs ................. AR Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23596 ..... Mariposa Community Health Center, Inc ............... Nogales ............... AZ Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23569 ..... County of Nevada Human Services Agency ...... Nevada City ... CA Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23589 ..... Lake County Tribal Health, InC .......cccccveiiiiiinen. Lakeport .......ccccveviiniieennn. CA Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23620 ..... Woodlake Union Elementary ..........c.ccccvvviinnnnen. Woodlake ........ccoovreennne CA Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23616 ..... Telluride Medical Center Foundation Telluride ......... CcO Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23588 ..... La Red Health Center, INC .......ccccecueeee Georgetown ... DE Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23580 ..... Heartland Rural Health Network, Inc Avon Park ............ FL Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23611 ..... Rural Health Network of Monroe County Florida, | Summerland Key .............. FL Not to exceed $25,000.

Inc.
D04RH23576 ..... Georgia Southern University ..........ccceveeeneeneeene Statesboro ........ccccceeeenee. GA Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23585 ..... Irwin County Board of Health ...................... Ocilla ........... GA Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23599 ..... Meadows Regional Medical Center, Inc Vidalia ............ GA Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23615 ..... St. Mary’s Hospital, INC .......cccoevvriiiiiieinns .... | Cottonwood ... ID Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23583 ..... Indiana Rural Health Association, Inc ................... Rosedale ....... IN Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23618 ..... Unified School District #498 Marshall County Kan- | Waterville ...........ccccceenneee. KS Not to exceed $25,000.
sas.
D04RH23572 ..... Ephraim McDowell Health Care Foundation, Inc .. | Danville .........ccccocereiennee. KY Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23586 ..... Kentucky Office of Vocational Rehabilitation ......... Frankfort ..... KY Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23590 ..... Lake Cumberland District Health Department ....... Somerset ... KY Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23591 ..... Lotts Creek Community School, Inc ........... Hazard .... KY Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23595 ..... Marcum and Wallace Memorial Hospital ............... Irvine ... KY Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23603 ..... Montgomery County Kentucky Health Department | Mount Sterling .. KY Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH24757 ..... Unlawful Narcotics Investigation, Treatment and | Somerset .......c..ccccceceenenee. KY Not to exceed $25,000.
Education.
D04RH23582 ..... Hospital Service District No. 1-A of the Parish of | Delhi .......c.cccccovviniiinnne. LA Not to exceed $25,000.
Richland.
D04RH23584 ..... Innis Community Health Center, Inc ..................... INNIS oo LA Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23592 ..... Louisiana Tech University .... Ruston ........... LA Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23556 ..... Allegany Health Right, InC .......c.cccoeiiinninnn. Cumberland ... MD Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23604 ..... Mount Desert Island Hospital Organization ........... Bar Harbor .........cccoeeeee. ME Not to exceed $25,000.
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INTENDED RECIPIENT OF THE AWARD: CURRENT OUTREACH GRANTEES (QUANTITY: 69)—Continued

Grant No. Grantee name City State Amount
D04RH23621 ..... Spectrum Health Hospitals ..........cccoceeviiiiiinncnnne. Greenville Ml Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23622 ..... Sterling Area Health Center .... | Sterling ... Mi Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23623 ..... Upper Great Lakes Family Health Center ............. GWINN o, Mi Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23624 ..... Western Upper Peninsula District Health Depart- | Hancock ...........cccceeveeeenee Mi Not to exceed $25,000.

ment.
D04RH23568 ..... County of Koochiching .........cccceeniiiiiiniiiiicnieee International Falls ............. MN Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23601 ..... Mississippi Headwaters Area Dental Health Cen- | Bemidji .......cccccoeeviiniinnen. MN Not to exceed $25,000.
ter.
D04RH23566 ..... Citizens Memorial Hospital District .............cocee..e. Bolivar MO Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23574 ..... Freeman Neosho Hospital .... | Neosho ... MO Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23579 ..... Health Care Coalition of Layfayette County .......... Lexington .......cccoecvveiieennn. MO Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23608 ..... Northeast Missouri Health Council, Inc ................. Kirksville ........ccccccvreinnne. MO Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23563 ..... Central Mississippi Residential Center .................. Newton ... MS Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23562 ..... Butte Silver Bow Primary Health Care Clinic, Inc | Butte ........ccccoociiiiiniienienne MT Not to exceed $25,000.
AKA Butte Community Health Center.
D04RH23578 ..... Granite County Medical Center .........cccccoeveeneenee. Philipsburg .......ccccoveeeieen. MT Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23594 ..... Madison Valley Hospital Association, Inc ... Ennis .............. MT Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23602 ..... Seely Swan Hospital District ..........c.ccceeueee .... | Seeley Lake ... MT Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH25707 ..... Partnership for Children of the Foothills ................ Forest City .....cccccovvriienenene NC Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23605 ..... Nebraska Association of Local Health Directors ... | Kearney NE Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23610 ..... Public Health Solutions ...........ccccceniiiiiniieee. Crete ....... NE Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23597 ..... Mary Hitchcock Memorial Hospital/Dartmouth- | Lebanon NH Not to exceed $25,000.
Hitchcock Medical Center.
D04RH23600 ..... Mid-State Health Center ........cccocoeviiiiiiiiinieeen, Plymouth ........ccocceeiieeene NH Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23607 ..... North Country Health Consortium Inc Littleton ... NH Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23559 ..... Ben Archer Health Center ................. ... | Hatch ...... NM Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23581 ..... Hidalgo Medical Services ...........cccovviiiiiiiiiinnnenne. Lordsburg .......ccccovviennnee NM Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23564 ..... Chautauqua County Health Network, Inc .............. Jamestown .........ccccoeeeenne NY Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23565 ..... Chautauqua Opportunities, Inc .... | Dunkirk ....... NY Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23573 ..... Fostoria Community Hospital ...... .... | Fostoria ... OH Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23617 ..... Trinity Hospital Twin City .......cccoviiiieiiiiiiciieee Dennison OH Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23587 ..... La Clinica Del Carino ........cccccvvveceerenieneseeneseens Hood River OR Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23613 ..... Samaritan North Lincoln Hospital ...........ccccoeeeee. Lincoln City .... OR Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23557 ..... Armstrong-Indiana Drug and Alcohol Commission, | Shelocta .........cc.cccoveeeveeenee PA Not to exceed $25,000.
Inc.
D04RH26834 ..... Community Guidance Center .........c.cceveevieeneeenne. Indiana PA Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23570 ..... Delta Dental Plan of South Dakota ... Pierre ...... SD Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23612 ..... Sacred Heart Health Service ............ .... | Yankton .. SD Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23619 ..... University of South Dakota .........cccccceeeiiiieeiienens Vermillion .........ccoceeeeeeeennnn. SD Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23561 ..... Buffalo Valley, Inc Hohenwald TN Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23593 ..... Madison County ... .... | Madisonville ... TX Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23577 ..... Giles Free CliniC .....coccvveieiieiieeieeicee, .... | Pearisburg VA Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23558 ..... Behavioral Health Network of Vermont ................. Montpelier .......c.ccocvveeenee. vT Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23560 ..... Bi-State Primary Care Association ............cccce..... Montpelier ........cccccevennnen. VT Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23555 ..... ABC for Rural Health, Inc .... | Balsam Lake Wi Not to exceed $25,000.
D04RH23575 ..... Future Generations .........c.cccccevvieeneneeneneeneeen Circleville ......ccccovrviceennene Wv Not to exceed $25,000.

Amount of Non-Competitive Awards:  enrollment period (November 15, 2014~ DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND

$25,000/award February 15, 2015). Additionally, HUMAN SERVICES

Period of Supplemental Funding: To ~ Outreach grantees will be able help
be used in the current fiscal year (FY) educate the newly insured rural Substance Abuse and Mental Health
2014 budget period Americans about the health insurance Services Administration

CFDA Number: 93.912 coverage and care to which they now .

have access. Center for Mental Health Services;

Authority: Public Health Service Act, Notice of Meetin
Section 330A (e) (42 U.S.C. 254(c)), as FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 9
Linds Koon, MOt Companty B pursuat o Puc L 400

Justification: A greater proportion of ’ . Y> notice is hereby given that the

. . . Health Resources and Services b Ab dM | Health
rural residents lack health insurance in Iy : : Substance Abuse and Mental Healt
\ . . Administration, 5600 Fishers Lane, . L. L

comparison to urban residents. With . Services Administration’s (SAMHSA)

R . . . Room 17W29C, Rockville, MD 20857, .
millions still uninsured, this phone: (301) 594-4205, or email: Center for Mental Hea!th Serv1ces. '
supplemental funding will allow Lkwon@hrsa. eov ’ ‘ (CMHS) National Advisory Council will
current Outreach grantees an §OV: meet August 26, 2(?14, 1:.00 p.-m. to 5:00
opportunity to specifically employ and Dated: August 7, 2014. p.m., Eastern Daylight Time (EDT).
tailor ACA outreach and enrollment Mary K. Wakefield, The meeting will include discussion
efforts to the uninsured population in Administrator. and evaluation of grant applications
rural communities for the upcoming [FR Doc. 2014-19200 Filed 8-13-14; 8:45 am] reviewed by Initial Review Groups, and

Health Insurance Marketplace open BILLING CODE 4165-15-P involve an examination of confidential
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financial and business information as
well as personal information concerning
the applicants. Therefore, the meeting
will be closed to the public from 1:00
p-m. to 3:00 p.m. as determined by the
SAMHSA Administrator, in accordance
with Title 5 U.S.C. 552b(c)(4) and (6)
and (c)(9)(B) and 5 U.S.C. App. 2,
Section 10(d). The remainder of the
meeting is open and will include
discussion of SAMHSA’s Common Data
Platform and program developments.

Substantive program information, a
summary of the meeting and a roster of
Council members may be obtained as
soon as possible after the meeting, by
accessing the SAMHSA Committee Web
site at https://nac.samhsa.gov/
CMHScouncil/Index.aspx, or by
contacting the CMHS National Advisory
Council’s Designated Federal Official,
Ms. Deborah DeMasse-Snell (see contact
information below).

Committee Name: SAMHSA'’S Center
for Mental Health Services National
Advisory Council.

Date/Time/Type: August 26, 2014,
1:00 p.m. to 3:00 p.m. (EDT) CLOSED,
August 26, 2014, 3:00 p.m. to 5:00 p.m.
(EDT) OPEN.

Place: SAMHSA Building, 1 Choke
Cherry Road, Conference Room 6—1060,
Rockville, Maryland 20857.

Contact: Deborah DeMasse-Snell,
M.A. (Than), Designated Federal
Official, SAMHSA CMHS National
Advisory Council, 1 Choke Cherry Road,
Room 6-1084, Telephone: (240) 276—
1861, Fax: (240) 276-1850, E-Mail:
Deborah.DeMasse-Snell@
samhsa.hhs.gov.

Cathy J. Friedman,

Public Health Analyst, SAMHSA.

[FR Doc. 2014-19182 Filed 8—13-14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4162-20-P

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND
SECURITY

[Docket Number DHS-2014-0042]

Environmental Planning and Historic
Preservation Program

AGENCY: Department of Homeland
Security.

ACTION: Notice of Programmatic
Environmental Assessment and Finding
of No Significant Impact for
departmental actions to address the
increased influx of unaccompanied
children and families across the
southwest border of the United States.

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that
the Department of Homeland Security
(DHS or Department) has prepared a
Programmatic Environmental

Assessment (PEA) and Finding of No
Significant Impact (FONSI) for actions
to address the influx of unaccompanied
alien children and families across the
southwest border of the United States.
The PEA was prepared pursuant to the
National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.),
the Council on Environmental Quality
Regulations for implementing the
procedural provisions of NEPA (40 CFR
Parts 1500-1508), and the Department’s
NEPA procedures (Directive 023-01,
Environmental Planning Program).
DATES: The Programmatic
Environmental Assessment and Finding
of No Significant Impact documents are
being made available for public
inspection for thirty (30) days.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
NEPA-related inquires, contact: Dr.
Teresa R. Pohlman, Director,
Sustainability and Environmental
Programs, Office of the Chief Readiness
Support Officer, Management
Directorate, Department of Homeland
Security by any of the following means:
By mail to 245 Murray Lane SW., Mail
Stop 0075, Washington, DC 20528—
0075; by calling 202—343-4051; or by
emailing SEP-EPHP@hq.dhs.gov. Media
inquiries regarding the DHS response to
and operations regarding the influx of
unaccompanied alien children and
families may be emailed to the DHS
Office of Public Affairs at
mediainquiry@dhs.gov. For further
information on the DHS response to the
humanitarian situation, visit
www.dhs.gov/uac.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The June
2, 2014, Presidential Memorandum
Response to the Influx of
Unaccompanied Alien Children Across
the Southwest Border directed the
Secretary of the Department of
Homeland Security to establish an
interagency Unified Coordination Group
to ensure unity of effort across the
executive branch in responding to the
humanitarian aspects of the situation,
consistent with the Homeland Security
Act of 2002 and Homeland Security
Presidential Directive-5 (Management of
Domestic Incidents), including
coordination with State, local, and other
nonfederal entities. In addition to the
influx of unaccompanied alien children,
there is also an increase in the number
of family units entering the United
States.

The Department of Homeland
Security (DHS) is responsible for the
apprehension, processing, detention,
and removal of such persons crossing
the southwest border into the United
States without authorization. The
increased influx in the number of

apprehended persons has the potential
to fill or exceed the capacity of the DHS
support resources and infrastructure
(real property for processing and
housing apprehended persons, services
including medical care, transportation,
utilities, meals, hygiene, recreation, etc.)
currently available.

The purpose of the Proposed Action
is to implement the DHS response to the
influx of unaccompanied alien children
and family units entering the United
States across the southwest border, and
to identify a process for efficient and
effective environmental review for
action(s) subject to NEPA.

The need for the Proposed Action is
based on the existing and expected
increase in the number of apprehended
persons being processed that may
exceed the then current capacity of the
DHS support resources and
infrastructure. In addition, the need for
the proposed action is to meet the
requirements in the June 2, 2014
Presidential Memorandum to address
the humanitarian situation.

The PEA evaluated two alternatives:
the No Action Alternative and the
Proposed Action Alternative. Under the
Proposed Action Alternative, DHS
proposes to increase, in accelerated
fashion, its capacity for managing
unaccompanied alien children and
family units crossing the southwest
border of the United States until said
persons can have their status
determined or, in the case of
unaccompanied alien children, can be
transferred to the Department of Health
and Human Services. Increased DHS
capacity is needed in the following
areas: temporary detention space and
housing, transportation, childcare, and
medical care.

Under the No Action Alternative, no
additional facilities and services would
be acquired in an accelerated fashion.
Unaccompanied alien children and
family units would be detained in
custody for unacceptable lengths of time
in overcrowded and potentially unsafe
and unhealthy conditions which do not
meet standards acceptable to the United
States. Because of the potential for
adverse impacts to human health and
safety if there is no accelerated increase
in facilities and services to address the
influx of unaccompanied alien children
and family units, the No-Action
Alternative is not viable.

The PEA and FONSI are available on
the internet at www.dhs.gov/nepa and

www.regulations.gov (Docket Number
DHS-2014-0042).
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Dated: August 7, 2014,
Teresa R. Pohlman,

SECURITY
Director of Sustainability and Environmental
Programs.

[FR Doc. 2014-19209 Filed 8—13—14; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 9110-9B-P

Agency

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND

Federal Emergency Management

issue of Wednesday, July 9, 2014, make
the following correction:

On pages 38935—-38939, the tables
should appear as follows:

I. Watershed-based studies:

[Docket ID FEMA-2014-0002; Internal

Agency Docket No. FEMA-B-1419]

Proposed Flood Hazard

Determinations

Correction

In notice document 2014-16051,
appearing on pages 38935—38939 in the

Community

Community map repository address

Lower Susquehanna Watershed
Lancaster County, Pennsylvania (All Jurisdictions)

Maps Available for Inspection Online at: http.//www.fema.gov/preliminaryfloodhazarddata

Borough of Adamstown
Borough of Akron
Borough of Christiana .
Borough of Columbia ..
Borough of Denver
Borough of East Petersburg ....
Borough of Elizabethtown
Borough of Ephrata
Borough of Lititz
Borough of Manheim ..
Borough of Marietta ....
Borough of Millersville ....
Borough of Mount Joy ....
Borough of Mountville
Borough of Quarryville
Borough of Strasburg .
City of Lancaster

Township of Bart
Township of Brecknock

Township of Caernarvon
Township of Clay
Township of Colerain ..
Township of Conestoga ..
Township of Conoy
Township of Drumore .
Township of Earl

Township of East Cocalico
Township of East Donegal

Township of East Drumore

Township of East Earl
Township of East Hempfield

Township of East Lampeter ...
Township of Eden
Township of Elizabeth

Township of Ephrata
Township of Fulton

Township of Lancaster

Township of Leacock

Township of Little Britain

Township of Manheim
Township of Manor

Borough Office, 3000 North Reading Road, Adamstown, PA 19501.

Borough Office, 117 South 7th Street, Akron, PA 17501.

Borough Hall, 10 West Slokom Avenue, Christiana, PA 17509.

Borough Hall, 308 Locust Street, Columbia, PA 17512.

Borough Office, 501 Main Street, Denver, PA 17517.

Borough Hall, 6040 Main Street, East Petersburg, PA 17520.

Borough Office, 600 South Hanover Street, Elizabethtown, PA 17022.

Borough Office, 124 South State Street, Ephrata, PA 17522.

Borough Office, 7 South Broad Street, Lititz, PA 17543.

Borough Office, 15 East High Street, Manheim, PA 17545.

Borough Office, 111 East Market Street, Marietta, PA 17547.

Borough Office, 100 Municipal Drive, Millersville, PA 17551.

Borough Office, 21 East Main Street, Mount Joy, PA 17552.

Borough Office, 21 East Main Street, Mountville, PA 17554.

Borough Office, 300 Saint Catherine Street, Quarryville, PA 17566.

Borough Office, 145 Precision Avenue, Strasburg, PA 17579.

Lancaster Municipal Building, 120 North Duke Street, Lancaster, PA
17608.

Bart Township Office, 46 Quarry Road, Quarryville, PA 17566.

Brecknock Township Office, 1026 Dry Tavern Road, Denver, PA
17517.

Caernarvon Township Office, 2147 Main Street, Narvon, PA 17555.

Clay Township Office, 870 Durlach Road, Stevens, PA 17578.

Colerain Township Office, 1803 Kirkwood Pike, Kirkwood, PA 17536.

Township Municipal Building, 3959 Main Street, Conestoga, PA 17516.

Conoy Township Office, 211 Falmouth Road, Bainbridge, PA 17502.

Township Office, 1675 Furniss Road, Drumore, PA 17518.

Earl Township Office, 517 North Railroad Avenue, New Holland, PA
17557.

East Cocalico Township Office, 100 Hill Road, Denver, PA 17517.

East Donegal Municipal Building, 190 Rock Point Road, Marietta, PA
17547.

East Drumore Township Municipal Building, 925 Robert Fulton High-
way, Quarryville, PA 17566.

Municipal Building, 4610 Division Highway, East Earl, PA 17519.

East Hempfield Township Office, 1700 Nissley Road, Landisville, PA
17538.

East Lampeter Township Office, 2250 Old Philadelphia Pike, Lan-
caster, PA 17602.

Eden Township Office, 489 Stony Hill Road, Quarryville, PA 17566.

Elizabeth Township Office, 423 South View Drive, Lititz, PA 17543.

Township Office, 265 Akron Road, Ephrata, PA 17522.

Fulton Municipal Building, 777 Nottingham Road, Peach Bottom, PA
17563.

Township Municipal Building, 1240 Maple Avenue, Lancaster, PA
17603.

Leacock Township Office, 3545 West Newport Road, Intercourse, PA
17534.

Little Britain Municipal Building, 323 Green Lane, Quarryville, PA
17566.

Manheim Township Office, 1840 Municipal Drive, Lancaster, PA 17601.

Manor Township Office, 950 West Fairway Drive, Lancaster, PA
17603.
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Community

Community map repository address

Township of Martic

Township of Mount Joy

Township of Paradise
Township of Penn
Township of Pequea

Township of Providence

Township of Rapho

Township of Sadsbury

Township of Salisbury

Township of Strasburg
Township of Upper Leacock
Township of Warwick
Township of West Cocalico

Township of West Donegal

Township of West Earl

Township of West Hempfield

Township of West Lampeter

Martic Municipal Building, 370 Steinman Farm Road, Pequea, PA
17565.

Mount Joy Township Office, 159 Merts Drive, Elizabethtown, PA
17022.

Township Office, 2 Township Drive, Paradise, PA 17562.

Penn Township Office, 97 North Penryn Road, Manheim, PA 17545.

Pequea Township Office, 1028 Millwood Road, Willow Street, PA
17584.

Providence Township Office, 200 Mount Airy Road, New Providence,
PA 17560.

Rapho Township Office, 971 North Colebrook Road, Manheim, PA
17545.

Sadsbury Township Office, 7182 White Oak Road, Christiana, PA
17509.

Salisbury Township Office, 5581 Old Philadelphia Pike, Gap, PA
17527.

Township Office, 400 Bunker Hill Road, Strasburg, PA 17579.

Upper Leacock Township Office, 36 Hillcrest Avenue, Leola, PA 17540.

Warwick Township Office, 315 Clay Road, Lititz, PA 17543.

West Cocalico Township Office, 156B West Main Street, Reinholds, PA
17569.

West Donegal Township Office, 1 Municipal Drive, Elizabethtown, PA
17022.

West Earl Township Office, 157 West Metzler Road, Brownstown, PA
17508.

West Hempfield Township Office, 3401 Marietta Avenue, Lancaster,
PA 17601.

West Lampeter Township Office, 852 Village Road, Lampeter, PA
17537.

York County, Pennsylvania (All Jurisdictions)

Maps Available for Inspection Online at: http://www.fema.gov/preliminaryfloodhazarddata

Borough of Cross Roads

Borough of Delta
Borough of Dillsburg
Borough of Dover
Borough of Fawn Grove

Borough of Felton
Borough of Glen Rock
Borough of Goldsboro
Borough of Hallam
Borough of Hanover ...
Borough of Jacobus ...
Borough of Jefferson ..
Borough of Lewisberry ...
Borough of Manchester
Borough of Mount Wolf
Borough of New Freedom ....
Borough of North York

Borough of Railroad
Borough of Seven Valleys ....
Borough of Spring Grove
Borough of Wellsville
Borough of Windsor ....
Borough of Wrightsville ..
Borough of Yoe
Borough of York Haven

City of York

Township of Carroll

Township of Chanceford

Township of Codorus

Township of Conewago

Township of Dover

Cross Roads Borough Secretary’s Office, 14771 Cross Mill Road,
Felton, PA 17322.

Borough Office, 101 College Avenue, Delta, PA 17314.

Municipal Building, 151 South Baltimore Street, Dillsburg, PA 17019.

Borough Hall, 46 Butter Road, Dover, PA 17315.

Citizens Volunteer Fire Company, 171 South Market Street, Fawn
Grove, PA 17321.

Borough Office, 88 Main Street, Felton, PA 17322.

Borough Building, 1 Manchester Street, Glen Rock, PA 17327.

Goldsboro Municipal Building, 53 North York Street, Etters, PA 17319.

Borough Building, 250 West Beaver Street, Hallam, PA 17406.

Borough Office, 44 Frederick Street, Hanover, PA 17331.

Borough Office, 126 North Cherry Lane, Jacobus, PA 17407.

Jefferson Borough Office, 48 Baltimore Street, Codorus, PA 17311.

Borough Community Center, 308 Market Street, Lewisberry, PA 17339.

Borough Hall, 225 South Main Street, Manchester, PA 17345.

Borough Office, 345 Chestnut Street, Mount Wolf, PA 17347.

Borough Office, 49 East High Street, New Freedom, PA 17349.

North York Municipal Building, 350 East Sixth Avenue, York, PA
17404.

Borough Office, 2 East Main Street, Railroad, PA 17355.

Borough Office, 9 Maple Street, Seven Valleys, PA 17360.

Borough Office, 1 Campus Avenue, Spring Grove, PA 17362.

Borough Office, 299 Main Street, Wellsville, PA 17365.

Borough Building, 2 East Main Street, Windsor, PA 17366.

Municipal Office, 601 Water Street, Wrightsville, PA 17368.

Borough Building, 150 North Maple Street, Yoe, PA 17313.

Borough Hall, 2 Pennsylvania Avenue, Storage Room, York Haven, PA
17370.

Department of Public Works, 101 South George Street, York, PA
17401.

Carroll Township Municipal Building, 555 Chestnut Grove Road,
Dillsburg, PA 17019.

Chanceford Community Building, 51
Brogue, PA 17309.

Codorus Township Building, 4631 Shaffers Church Road, Glenville, PA
17329.

Conewago Township Secretary’s Office, 490 Copenhaffer Road, York,
PA 17404.

Township Building, 2480 West Canal Road, Dover, PA 17315.

Muddy Creek Forks Road,
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Community

Community map repository address

Township of East Hopewell
Township of East Manchester

Township of Fairview

Township of Fawn
Township of Franklin ..
Township of Heidelberg

Township of Hellam
Township of Hopewell

Township of Jackson

Township of Lower Chanceford

Township of Lower Windsor

Township of Manchester
Township of Manheim

Township of Monaghan

Township of Newberry
Township of North Codorus ....

Township of North Hopewell

Township of Paradise

Township of Peach Bottom

Township of Penn

Township of Shrewsbury

Township of Spring Garden

Township of Springettsbury

Township of Springfield

Township of Warrington

Township of Washington

Township of West Manchester

Township of West Manheim

Township of Windsor

Township of York

East Hopewell Township Office, 8916 Hickory Road, Felton, PA 17322.

East Manchester Township Office, 5080 North Sherman Street Exten-
sion, Mount Wolf, PA 17347.

Fairview Township Building, 599 Lewisberry Road, New Cumberland,
PA 17070.

Fawn Township Office, 245 Alum Rock Road, New Park, PA 17352.

Franklin Township Building, 150 Century Lane, Dillsburg, PA 17019.

Heidelberg Township Building, 6424 York Road, Spring Grove, PA
17362.

Hellam Township Office, 44 Walnut Springs Road, York, PA 17406.

Hopewell Township Building, 3336 Bridgeview Road, Stewartstown, PA
17363.

Jackson Township Municipal Building, 439 Roth’s Church Road, Spring
Grove, PA 17362.

Lower Chanceford Township Building, 4120 Delta Road, Airville, PA
17302.

Lower Windsor Township Building, 2425 Craley Road, Wrightsville, PA
17368.

Manchester Township Building, 3200 Farmtrail Road, York, PA 17406.

Manheim Township Building, 5191 Wool Mill Road, Glenville, PA
17329.

Monaghan Township Municipal Office, 202 South York Road, Dillsburg,
PA 17019.

Newberry Township Building, 1915 Old Trail Road, Etters, PA 17319.

North Codorus Township Municipal Building, 1986 Stoverstown Road,
Spring Grove, PA 17362.

North Hopewell Township Building, 13081 High Point Road, Felton, PA
17322.

Paradise Township Municipal
Abbottstown, PA 17301.

Peach Bottom Township Office, 529 Broad Street Extension, Delta, PA
17314.

Penn Township Municipal Building, 20 Wayne Avenue, Hanover, PA
17331.

Shrewsbury Township Municipal Building, 11505 Susquehanna Trail
South, Glen Rock, PA 17327.

Spring Garden Township Zoning Office, 558 South Ogontz Street,
York, PA 17403.

Springettsbury Township Community Development Department, 1501
Mount Zion Road, York, PA 17402.

Springfield Township Administrative Building, 9211 Susquehanna Trail
South, Seven Valleys, PA 17360.

Warrington Township Municipal
Wellsville, PA 17365.

Washington Township Municipal Building, 14 Creek Road, East Berlin,
PA 17316.

West Manchester Township Building, 380 East Berlin Road, York, PA
17408.

West Manheim Township Office, 2412 Baltimore Pike, Hanover, PA
17331.

Windsor Township Municipal Office, 1480 Windsor Road, Red Lion, PA
17356.

York Township Complex, Engineering Department, 190 Oak Road,
Dallastown, PA 17313.

Building, 82 Beaver Creek Road,

Building, 3345 Rosstown Road,

II. Non-watershed-based studies:

Community

Community map repository address

Delaware County, New York (All Jurisdictions)

Maps Available for Inspection Online at: http://www.fema.gov/preliminary floodhazarddata

Town of Andes
Town of Bovina

Town of Colchester
Town of Delhi
Town of Franklin ...
Town of Hamden

Town of Harpersfield

Town Hall, 115 Delaware Avenue, Andes, NY 13731.

Bovina Town Clerk’s Office, 1866 County Highway 6, Bovina Center,
NY 13740.

Colchester Town Hall, 72 Tannery Road, Downsville, NY 13755.

Town Clerk’s Office, 5 EIm Street, Delhi, NY 13753.

Town Hall, 554 Main Street, Franklin, NY 13775.

Town Hall, Corner of Route 10 and Covert Hollow Road, Hamden, NY
13782.

Town Hall, 25399 State Highway 23, Harpersfield, NY 13786.
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Community

Community map repository address

Town of Kortright
Town of Meredith .....
Town of Middletown

Town of Roxbury
Town of Stamford ....
Town of Tompkins ...
Town of Walton ....
Village of Delhi
Village of Fleischmanns .
Village of Hobart
Village of Margaretville
Village of Stamford
Village of Walton

Kortright Town Hall, 51702 State Highway 10, Bloomville, NY 13739.

Town Hall, 4247 Turnpike Road, Meredith, NY 13806.

Middletown Building and Zoning Office, 42339 State Highway 28,
Margaretville, NY 12455.

Town Hall, 53690 State Highway 30, Roxbury, NY 12474.

Stamford Town Hall, 101 Maple Avenue, Hobart, NY 13788.

Tompkins Town Hall, 148 Bridge Street, Trout Creek, NY 13847.

Town Hall, 129 North Street, Walton, NY 13856.

Village Hall, 9 Court Street, Delhi, NY 13753.

Village Hall, 1017 Main Street, Fleischmanns, NY 12430.

Community Center, 80 Cornell Avenue, Hobart, NY 13788.

Village Hall, 773 Main Street, Margaretville, NY 12455.

Village Hall, 84 Main Street, Stamford, NY 12167.

Village Hall, 21 North Street, Walton, NY 13856.

Rensselaer County, New York (All Jurisdictions)

Maps Available for Inspection Online at: http://www.fema.gov/preliminaryfloodhazarddata

TOWN Of HOOSICK ...ttt
Town of Pittstown
Town of Schaghticoke
Village of Hoosick Falls ..
Village of Schaghticoke ..
Village of Valley Falls

Hoosick Town Building Department, New York State Armory, 80
Church Street, Hoosick Falls, NY 12090.

Pittstown Town Hall, 97 Tomhannock Road, Valley Falls, NY 12185.

Schaghticoke Town Hall, 290 Northline Drive, Melrose, NY 12121.

Municipal Building, 24 Main Street, Hoosick Falls, NY 12090.

Municipal Building, 163 Main Street, Schaghticoke, NY 12154.

Village Office, 11 Charles Street, Valley Falls, NY 12185.

Delaware County, Pennsylvania (All Jurisdictions)

Maps Available for Inspection Online at: http.//www.fema.gov/preliminaryfloodhazarddata

Borough of EAdysStone .........ccooiiiiiiiii e
Borough of Folcroft
Borough of Marcus Hook
Borough of Norwood
Borough of Prospect Park ....
Borough of Trainer
City of Chester
Township of Ridley

Township of Tinicum

Eddystone Borough Engineering Office, 520 West MacDade Boulevard,
Milmont Park, PA 19033.

Borough Hall, 1555 EImwood Avenue, Folcroft, PA 19032.

Municipal Building, 1015 Green Street, Marcus Hook, PA 19061.

Borough Hall, 10 West Cleveland Avenue, Norwood, PA 19074.

Borough Building, 720 Maryland Avenue, Prospect Park, PA 19076.

Borough Hall, 824 Main Street, Trainer, PA 19061.

Planning Department, 1 Fourth Street, Chester, PA 19013.

Ridley Township Office, 100 East MacDade Boulevard, Folsom, PA
19033.

Tinicum Township Hall,
Essington, PA 19029.

629 North Governor Printz Boulevard,

Bastrop County, Texas, and Incorporated Areas

Maps Available for Inspection Online at: http://www.fema.gov/preliminaryfloodhazarddata

Unincorporated Areas of Bastrop County

Bastrop County Courthouse, 806 Water Street, Bastrop, TX 78602.

Travis County, Texas, and Incorporated Areas

Maps Available for Inspection Online at: http.//www.fema.gov/preliminaryfloodhazarddata

City of Austin

City of Creedmoor
City of Mustang Ridge

Unincorporated Areas of Travis County

Watershed Engineering Division, 505 Barton Springs Road, 12th Floor,
Austin, TX 78704.

City Hall, 5008 Hartung Lane, Creedmoor, TX 78610.

City Offices, 12800 U.S. Highway 183 South, Mustang Ridge, TX
78610.

Travis County Transportation and Natural Resources Department, 700
Lavaca Street, 5th Floor, Austin, TX 78701.

Isle of Wight County, Virginia, and Incorporated Areas

Maps Available for Inspection Online at: http.//www.fema.gov/preliminaryfloodhazarddata

Town of Smithfield

Unincorporated Areas of Isle of Wight County

Planning, Engineering and Public Works Department, 310 Institute
Street, Smithfield, VA 23430.

Isle of Wight County Planning and Zoning Department, 17140 Monu-
ment Circle, Suite 201, Isle of Wight, VA 23397.
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[FR Doc. C1-2014-16051 Filed 8-13—14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 1505-01-D

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Fish and Wildlife Service

[FWS-R6-R-2014-N289; FXRS1261060-
145-FF06R06000]

Cokeville Meadows National Wildlife
Refuge, Cokeville, Wyoming; Final
Comprehensive Conservation Plan and
Finding of No Significant Impact for
Environmental Assessment

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice of availability.

SUMMARY: We, the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service (Service), announce the
availability of a final comprehensive
conservation plan (CCP) and finding of
no significant impact (FONSI) for the
environmental assessment (EA) we
prepared on the CCP for Cokeville
Meadows National Wildlife Refuge. The
final CCP describes how we intend to
manage the refuge for the next 15 years.

ADDRESSES: You will find the final CCP,
the EA, and the FONSI on our planning
Web site at http://www.fws.gov/
mountain-prairie/planning/ccp/wy/ckv/
ckv.html. A limited number of hard
copies are available. You may request
one by any of the following methods:

Email: bernardo_garza@fws.gov.
Include “Cokeville Meadows NWR” in
the subject line of the message.

U.S. Mail: Bernardo Garza, Planning
Team Leader, Suite 300, 134 Union
Boulevard, Lakewood, CO 80228.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Bernardo Garza, (303) 236—4377
(phone); (303) 236—4792 (fax); or
bernardo_garza@fws.gov (email).
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Introduction

With this notice, we continue the CCP
process for Cokeville Meadows National
Wildlife Refuge, which we began by
publishing a notice of intent in the
Federal Register (74 FR 57328) on
November 5, 2009. For more about the
initial process and the history of this
refuge, see that notice. We released the
draft CCP and EA to the public,
announcing and requesting comments
in a notice of availability (78 FR 58340)
on September 23, 2013. The 30-day
comment period ended on October 21,
2013. We then extended the comment
period to November 4, 2013. A summary
of public comments and the agency
responses is included in the final CCP.

Background

The National Wildlife Refuge System
Administration Act of 1966, as amended
by the National Wildlife Refuge System
Improvement Act of 1997 (16 U.S.C.
668dd—668ee) (Administration Act),
requires us to develop a CCP for each
national wildlife refuge. The purpose in
developing a CCP is to provide refuge
managers with a 15-year strategy for
achieving refuge purposes and
contributing toward the mission of the
National Wildlife Refuge System
(NWRS), consistent with sound
principles of fish and wildlife
management, conservation, legal
mandates, and Service policies. In
addition to outlining broad management
direction on conserving wildlife and
their habitats, CCPs identify wildlife-
dependent recreational opportunities
available to the public, including
opportunities for hunting, fishing,
wildlife observation and photography,
and environmental education and
interpretation. We will review and
update the CCP at least every 15 years
in accordance with the Administration
Act.

Each unit of the NWRS was
established for specific purposes. We
use these purposes as the foundation for
developing and prioritizing the
management goals and objectives for
each refuge within the NWRS mission,
and to determine how the public can
use each refuge. The planning process is
a way for us and the public to evaluate
management goals and objectives that
will ensure the best possible approach
to wildlife, plant, and habitat
conservation, while providing for
wildlife-dependent recreation
opportunities that are compatible with
each refuge’s establishing purposes and
the mission of the NWRS.

Additional Information About the CCP,
EA, and FONSI

The final CCP includes detailed
information about the planning process,
refuge, management issues, and
management alternative selected. The
EA includes discussion of four
alternative refuge management options.
The Service’s selected alternative is
reflected in the final CCP, and also in
the FONSI.

The selected alternative for the refuge
focuses on managing lands within a
greater landscape footprint by using
partnerships to enhance habitats both
on and off the refuge. Land and
easement acquisition will continue to
round out and complete the acquisition
boundary. Wet meadow and upland
habitats will be enhanced and managed
to increase wildlife productivity and

diversity. The use of agricultural
practices will be specifically geared to
enhance refuge habitats for wildlife and
to help decrease wildlife depredation on
private property adjacent to the refuge.

Staff will increase focus on
developing visitor resources, access, and
opportunities for wildlife-dependent
uses (hunting, fishing, wildlife
observation, photography,
environmental education, and
interpretation) to encourage a greater
understanding and appreciation of the
Bear River watershed; wet meadow,
riparian and stream habitats; and
wildlife. A detailed description of
objectives and actions included in this
selected alternative is found in chapter
4 of the final CCP.

Dated: June 3, 2014.
Noreen Walsh,

Regional Director, Mountain-Prairie Region,
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

[FR Doc. 2014-18670 Filed 8—13—14; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4310-55-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

U.S. Geological Survey
[GX14EB00A181100]

Agency Information Collection
Activities: Request for Comments: The
William T. Pecora Award Application
and Nomination Process

AGENCY: U.S. Geological Survey (USGS),
Department of Interior.

ACTION: Notice of a revision of a
currently approved information
collection (1028-0101).

SUMMARY: We (the U.S. Geological
Survey) will ask the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB) to
approve the information collection (IC)
described below. As required by the
Paperwork Reduction Act (PRA) of
1995, and as part of our continuing
efforts to reduce paperwork and
respondent burden, we invite the
general public and other Federal
agencies to take this opportunity to
comment on this IC. This collection is
scheduled to expire on January 31,
2015.

DATES: To ensure that your comments
are considered, we must receive them
on or before October 14, 2014.
ADDRESSES: You may submit comments
on this information collection to the
Information Collection Clearance
Officer, U.S. Geological Survey, 12201
Sunrise Valley Drive MS 807, Reston,
VA 20192 (mail); (703) 648—7197 (fax);
or gs-help_infocollections@usgs.gov
(email). Please reference ‘“‘Information
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Collection 1028-0101, Pecora Award”
in all correspondence.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: To
request additional information about
this IC, please contact the U.S.
Geological Survey, Tina Pruett, MS-517,
12201 Sunrise Valley Dr., Reston, VA
20192 (mail), by telephone (703)-648—
4585, or tpruett@usgs.gov (email).
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

1. Abstract

The William T. Pecora Award is
presented annually to individuals or
groups that make outstanding
contributions toward understanding the
earth by means of remote sensing. The
award is sponsored jointly by the
Department of the Interior (DOI) and the
National Aeronautics and Space
Administration (NASA).

In 1974 the Pecora award was
established in honor of Dr. William T.
Pecora, former Director of the U.S.
Geological Survey, Under Secretary,
Department of the Interior and a
motivating force behind the
establishment of a program for civil
remote sensing of the earth from space.
The purpose of the award is to recognize
individuals or groups working in the
field of remote sensing of the earth.
National and international nominations
are accepted from the public and private
sector individuals, teams, organizations,
and professional societies.

Nomination packages include three
sections: (A) Cover Sheet, (B) Summary
Statement, and (C) Supplemental
Materials. The cover sheet includes
professional contact information. The
Summary Statement is limited to two
pages and describes the nominee’s
achievements in the scientific and
technical remote sensing community,
contributions leading to successful
practical applications of remote sensing,
and/or major breakthroughs in remote
sensing science or technology.
Nominations may include up to 10
pages of supplemental information such
as resume, publications list, and/or
letters of endorsement.

II. Data

OMB Control Number: 1028-0101.

Form Number: Various if many
different forms or screen shots,
otherwise provide the form number.

Title: The Pecora Award; Application
and Nomination Process.

Type of Request: Renew approval for
an existing information collection.

Affected Public: Individuals or
households; Businesses and other
academic and non-profit institutions;
State, local and tribal governments.

Respondent’s Obligation: None.
Participation is voluntary.

Frequency of Collection: Annually.

Estimated Total Number of Annual
Responses: 10-20.

Estimated Time per Response: 10
hours.

Estimated Annual Burden Hours: 200.

Estimated Reporting and
Recordkeeping “Non-Hour Cost”
Burden: There are no “non-hour cost”
burdens associated with this IC.

Public Disclosure Statement: The PRA
(44 U.S.C. 3501, et seq.) provides that an
agency may not conduct or sponsor and
you are not required to respond to a
collection of information unless it
displays a currently valid OMB control
number and current expiration date.

II1. Request for Comments

We are soliciting comments as to: (a)
Whether the proposed collection of
information is necessary for the agency
to perform its duties, including whether
the information is useful; (b) the
accuracy of the agency’s estimate of the
burden of the proposed collection of
information; (c) ways to enhance the
quality, usefulness, and clarity of the
information to be collected; and (d) how
to minimize the burden on the
respondents, including the use of
automated collection techniques or
other forms of information technology.

Please note that the comments
submitted in response to this notice are
a matter of public record. Before
including your personal mailing
address, phone number, email address,
or other personally identifiable
information in your comment, you
should be aware that your entire
comment, including your personally
identifiable information, may be made
publicly available at any time. While
you can ask us in your comment to
withhold your personally identifiable
information from public view, we
cannot guarantee that we will be able to
do so.

Tim Newman,

Program Coordinator, Land Remote Sensing
Program, U.S. Geological Survey.

[FR Doc. 2014—-19243 Filed 8—-13—-14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4311-AM-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Land Management

[F-14858-B, F-14872-B, F-14913-B;
LLAK940000-L14100000—-HY0000-P]

Alaska Native Claims Selection

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice of Decisions Approving
Lands for Conveyance.

SUMMARY: As required by 43 CFR
2650.7(d), notice is hereby given that
appealable decisions will be issued by
the Bureau of Land Management (BLM)
to Gana-a ‘Yoo, Limited, Successor in
Interest to Notaaghleedin, Limited, for
the Native village of Galena; Successor
in Interest to Takathlee-tondin,
Incorporated, for the Native village of
Kaltag; and Successor in Interest to
Nik’aghun, Limited, for the Native
village of Nulato. The decisions approve
the surface estate in the lands described
below for conveyance pursuant to the
Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act (43
U.S.C. 1601, et seq.). The subsurface
estate in these lands will be conveyed
to Doyon, Limited, when the surface
estate is conveyed to Gana-a ‘Yoo,
Limited. The lands are in the vicinity of
Galena, Kaltag, and Nulato, Alaska, and
are located in:

Kateel River Meridian, Alaska

Near the Village of Galena
T.8S.,,R.11E,,

Secs. 7 and 8.

Containing 1,270.76 acres.

Near the Village of Kaltag
T.14S,R.1W,,

Sec. 5.

Containing 640 acres.

Near the Village of Nulato
T.10S.,R. 3 E,,
Sec. 16.
Containing 0.97 acre.
Aggregating 1,911.73 acres.

Notice of the decisions will also be
published once a week for four
consecutive weeks in the Fairbanks
Daily News-Miner.

DATES: Any party claiming a property
interest in the lands affected by the
decisions may appeal the decisions in
accordance with the requirements of 43
CFR part 4 within the following time
limits:

1. Unknown parties, parties unable to
be located after reasonable efforts have
been expended to locate, parties who
fail or refuse to sign their return receipt,
and parties who receive a copy of the
decisions by regular mail which is not
certified, return receipt requested, shall
have until September 15, 2014 to file an
appeal.

2. Parties receiving service of the
decisions by certified mail shall have 30
days from the date of receipt to file an
appeal.

Parties who do not file an appeal in
accordance with the requirements of 43
CFR part 4 shall be deemed to have
waived their rights. Notices of appeal
transmitted by electronic means, such as
facsimile or email, will not be accepted
as timely filed.
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47668

Federal Register/Vol. 79, No. 157/ Thursday, August 14, 2014/ Notices

ADDRESSES: A copy of the decisions may
be obtained from: Bureau of Land
Management, Alaska State Office, 222
West Seventh Avenue, #13, Anchorage,
AK 99513-7504.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: The
BLM by phone at 907-271-5960 or by
email at blm_ak_akso_public room@
blm.gov. Persons who use a
Telecommunications Device for the Deaf
(TDD) may call the Federal Information
Relay Service (FIRS) at 1-800-877—-8339
to contact the BLM during normal
business hours. In addition, the FIRS is
available 24 hours a day, 7 days a week,
to leave a message or question with the
BLM. The BLM will reply during
normal business hours.

Christy Favorite,

Land Law Examiner, Adjudication Services
Section.

[FR Doc. 2014-19215 Filed 8-13—14; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4310-JA-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Land Management

[F-14848-A and F-14848-A2; LLAK944000—
L14100000-HY0000-P]

Alaska Native Claims Selection

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice of Decision Approving
Lands for Conveyance.

SUMMARY: As required by 43 CFR
2650.7(d), notice is hereby given that an
appealable decision will be issued by
the Bureau of Land Management (BLM)
to Chefarnrmute, Incorporated. The
decision approves the surface estate in
the lands described below for
conveyance pursuant to the Alaska
Native Claims Settlement Act (43 U.S.C.
1601, et seq.). The subsurface estate in
these lands will be conveyed to Calista
Corporation when the surface estate is
conveyed to Chefarnrmute,
Incorporated.

The lands are in the vicinity of
Chefornak, Alaska, and are located in:

Seward Meridian, Alaska
T.6 N,,R. 78 W,
Secs. 29 and 30.
Containing approximately 1,167 acres.
T.6 N,,R. 79 W,
Sec. 25.
Containing approximately 320 acres.
Total aggregating approximately 1,487
acres.

Notice of the decision will also be
published once a week for four
consecutive weeks in the Delta
Discovery.

DATES: Any party claiming a property
interest in the lands affected by the
decision may appeal the decision in
accordance with the requirements of 43
CFR part 4 within the following time
limits:

1. Unknown parties, parties unable to
be located after reasonable efforts have
been expended to locate, parties who
fail or refuse to sign their return receipt,
and parties who receive a copy of the
decision by regular mail which is not
certified, return receipt requested, shall
have until September 15, 2014 to file an
appeal.

2. Parties receiving service of the
decision by certified mail shall have 30
days from the date of receipt to file an
appeal.

Parties who do not file an appeal in
accordance with the requirements of 43
CFR part 4 shall be deemed to have
waived their rights. Notices of appeal
transmitted by electronic means, such as
facsimile or email will not be accepted
as timely filed.

ADDRESSES: A copy of the decision may
be obtained from: Bureau of Land
Management, Alaska State Office, 222
West Seventh Avenue, #13, Anchorage,
AK 99513-7504.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION, CONTACT: The
BLM by phone at 907-271-5960 or by
email at blm_ak_akso_public room@
blm.gov. Persons who use a
Telecommunications Device for the Deaf
(TDD) may call the Federal Information
Relay Service (FIRS) at 1-800-877—-8339
to contact the BLM during normal
business hours. In addition, the FIRS is
available 24 hours a day, 7 days a week,
to leave a message or question with the
BLM. The BLM will reply during
normal business hours.

Judy A. Kelley,

Land Law Examiner, Branch of Adjudication.
[FR Doc. 2014-19216 Filed 8—13—14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-JA-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Land Management

[LLCA930000; L14300000; FM0000; CACA
25594, CACA 31926 and CACA 30070]

Notice of Intent To Prepare a
Supplemental Environmental Impact
Statement for the Eagle Mountain Land
Exchange, Riverside County, CA

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice of Intent.

SUMMARY: In compliance with the
National Environmental Policy Act of
1969, as amended (NEPA), the Federal

Land Policy and Management Act of
1976 (FLPMA), and in response to the
May 10, 2011, Order of the United
States District Court for the Central
District of California, the Bureau of
Land Management (BLM), Palm Springs
South Coast Field Office, Palm Springs,
California, will prepare a Supplemental
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
addressing deficiencies identified by the
9th U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals in the
1997 EIS for the Eagle Mountain
Landfill and Recycling Center Project.

DATES: This notice initiates the public
scoping process for the Supplemental
EIS. Comments on issues may be
submitted in writing until September
15, 2014. The date(s) and location(s) of
any scoping meetings will be
announced at least 15 days in advance
through the local news media and the
BLM Web site at: www.blm.gov/ca/st/
en/fo/palmsprings.html. In order to be
included in the Draft Supplemental EIS,
all comments must be received prior to
the close of the scoping period or 15
days after the last public meeting,
whichever is later. The BLM will
provide additional opportunities for
public participation upon publication of
the Draft Supplemental EIS.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments
related to the Supplemental EIS by any
of the following methods:

e Web site: www.blm.gov/ca/st/en/fo/
palmsprings.html

e Email: blm ca_palm_springs_
fo_email@blm.gov

e Fax: 760-833-7199

e Mail: Palm Springs South Coast Field
Office, Attn: John Kalish, 1201 Bird
Center Drive, Palm Springs, CA 92262

Documents pertinent to this notice
may be examined at this address during
regular business hours (8:00 a.m. to 4:30
p-m.) Monday through Friday, except
holidays.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Thomas Gey, Realty Specialist, BLM
California Desert District Office,
telephone 951-697-5352; address 22835
Calle San Juan De Los Lagos, Moreno
Valley, CA 92553-9046; email
tgey@blm.gov.

Contact Mr. Gey to have your name
added to our mailing list. Persons who
use a telecommunications device for the
deaf (TDD) may call the Federal
Information Relay Service (FIRS) at 1—-
800—-877-8339 to contact Mr. Gey
during normal business hours. The FIRS
is available 24 hours a day, 7 days a
week, to leave a message or question for
Mr. Gey. You will receive a reply during
normal business hours.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In 1989,
Kaiser Eagle Mountain, Inc. (Kaiser) and
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Mine Reclamation Corporation (MRC)
proposed to develop the Eagle Mountain
Landfill and Recycling Project in the
Eagle Mountains in Riverside County,
California. The landfill project, which
has since been abandoned, would have
involved a Class III nonhazardous solid
waste landfill in and around the Eagle
Mountain Mine and the renovation of
the nearby Eagle Mountain townsite to
support landfill operations. The
proposed landfill, support facilities, and
open space buffer areas would have
required approximately 4,654 acres of
land, including private land owned by
Kaiser, as well as approximately 3,481
acres of scattered parcels of BLM-
managed public lands within the project
area.

To facilitate the landfill project,
Kaiser proposed in 1989 a land
exchange to acquire the public lands in
the project area and acquire the federal
reversionary interest in the Eagle
Mountain townsite. Additionally, Kaiser
applied for two rights-of-way (ROW) to
use an existing railroad to transport
solid waste to the landfill, as well as an
existing road for purposes associated
with the landfill project. The proposed
land exchange, which was completed in
1999, involved the conveyance of 3,481
acres of public land to Kaiser, much of
which was previously disturbed,
unpatented mining and mill site claims
held by Kaiser. In exchange, in a deed
recorded in Riverside County on
October 13, 1999, Kaiser conveyed 2,846
acres of land into public ownership,
which included habitat for the desert
tortoise (a federally threatened species)
and habitat supporting the desert
pupfish, and the Yuma clapper rail (a
federally endangered species). Kaiser
also requested that the BLM release any
remaining interests of the United States
(U.S.) in the Eagle Mountain townsite.

The existing railroad was previously
authorized in 1955 under Private Law
790 for transporting iron ore from the
Eagle Mountain Mine to Ferrum
Junction, just northeast of the Salton
Sea. The Eagle Mountain townsite was
conveyed to Kaiser Steel Corporation in
1955 pursuant to Private Law 790, but
the U.S. retained a reversionary interest
in the land. Kaiser also sought, and
subsequently received, approvals for the
landfill project from Riverside County
for a zoning change, specific plan and
solid waste facilties permit.

The BLM and Riverside County
prepared a joint EIS/Environmental
Impact Report (EIR), which was released
for public review and comment in 1992.
The BLM issued a Record of Decision
(ROD) approving the exchange and
associated ROWs on October 20, 1993.

Appeals were filed with the Interior
Board of Land Appeals (IBLA) and three
lawsuits were filed in State court in
1992 challenging the adequacy of the
EIR under the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA). In September 1994,
a State court found the 1992 EIR to be
inadequate and required further
environmental review by Riverside
County. The BLM subsequently
requested the IBLA remand the case
back to the BLM to allow preparation of
a new joint EIS/EIR.

After circulating a new draft EIS/EIR
on the Project, the BLM and Riverside
County released a new final joint EIS/
EIR in January of 1997. In December of
1999, after legal challenges to the
validity of the EIR under State law were
ultimately unsuccessful, the Riverside
County Department of Environmental
Health and the California Integrated
Waste Management Board approved
final permits for the landfill project.

The BLM approved the land exchange
in a ROD dated September 25, 1997, and
issued ROWs over public lands in 1998.
Several parties protested the BLM’s
decision and filed appeals with the
IBLA.

On October 13, 1999, after the IBLA
affirmed the BLM’s EIS and ROD
approving the exchange, the BLM
patented approximately 3,481 acres of
public land to Kaiser and conveyed the
federal reversionary interest in the Eagle
Mountain townsite to Kaiser.

Kaiser reciprocated by issuing to the
U.S. a grant deed for 2,846 acres of its
private lands and a payment of $20,100,
representing the difference between the
appraised value of the exchange lands.

Subsequent litigation over the BLM’s
1997 decision to approve the land
exchange resulted in a 2005 decision by
the United States District Court for the
Central District of California (District
Court) that certain portions of the
analysis forming the basis for the BLM’s
approval of the land exchange (EIS and
ROD) were flawed under NEPA and
FLPMA.

The District Court found the BLM’s
appraisal was flawed; the BLM’s
determination that the exchange was in
the public interest was not adequately
supported; the EIS was flawed because
the purpose, need, and range of
alternatives were too narrow; and the
analysis of the impacts of the Project on
bighorn sheep and eutrophication was
inadequate.

The District Court set aside the land
exchange pending the BLM preparation
of a new EIS and ROD consistent with
the Court’s Order. Subsequent appeals
resulted in a May 19, 2010, opinion by
the 9th U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals,
which partially reversed and partially

affirmed the District Court’s
determinations. The 9th Ciruit found
the determination that the exchange was
in the public interest was adequately
supported and the EIS adequately
addressed the impacts of the Project on
bighorn sheep and reversed the District
Court’s rulings on these issues. The 9th
Circuit affirmed the District Court’s
rulings that the appraisal was flawed
and the EIS was inadequate because the
purpose and need and range of
alternatives were too narrow and the
analysis of eutrophication was
inadequate.

The 9th Circuit’s opinion was
followed by a May 10, 2011, Order by
the District Court setting aside the
ROWs the BLM granted to Kaiser in
1998 and the land exchange the BLM
completed with Kaiser in 1999, pending
preparation by the BLM of a new ROD
and EIS consistent with the 9th Circuit’s
May 19, 2010, opinion. The BLM
intends to prepare a Supplemental EIS,
which, along with any new ROD, will be
provided to the District Court, which
retained jurisdiction to resolve legal
challenges to any new ROD and EIS.

The BLM had delayed preparing a
new ROD and Supplemental EIS
pending the Sanitation Districts of Los
Angeles County (Sanitation Districts)
acquisition of Kaiser’s interest in the
Eagle Mountain Landfill Project.
However, on May 22, 2013, the
Sanitation Districts announced that they
would no longer pursue acquisition of
the Eagle Mountain Landfill Project,
which effectively ended the viability of
the landfill project. On December 19,
2013, the District Court issued an order
directing the parties in the litigation to
commence settlement discussions. No
settlement has been reached; therefore,
the BLM intends to prepare a
Supplemental EIS. Although public
scoping is not required for a
Supplemental EIS, the BLM believes
public scoping is appropriate in this
case. The purpose of the public scoping
process is to determine relevant issues
that will influence the scope of the
environmental analysis and alternatives,
identify reasonably foreseeable uses of
the lands involved, and guide the
process for developing the
Supplemental EIS. Because the landfill
project has been abandoned, the BLM
believes no additional analysis of the
impacts of eutrophication is necessary
in the Supplemental EIS.

The Supplemental EIS will include
any new information not available when
the January 1997 EIS for the now
defunct Eagle Mountain Landfill and
Recycling Project was completed. To the
extent determined through scoping, this
land exchange in the Eagle Mountain
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area may present opportunities to
advance landscape-scale conservation
goals for the BLM and National Park
Service (NPS). The area was removed
from the Park (then a National
Monument) in 1950 to further the
national objective of mining and
development of the steel industry. NPS,
serving as a cooperating agency in the
NEPA process, will assist the BLM
during scoping to assess landscape-scale
conservation opportunities for lands
that support habitat, historic, cultural
and other conservation values.
Concurrent with the scoping process,
NPS plans to evaluate opportunities for
addition to Joshua Tree National Park.
The following preliminary revised
purpose and need for Eagle Mountain
Land Exchange reflects the fact that the
landfill project has been abandoned.
The preliminary revised purpose and
need is to:

1. Protect important habitat and
conservation values, including critical
desert tortoise habitat, habitat for the
Yuma clapper rail and desert pupfish,
and critical upland habitat that is
important for maintaining ecosystem
processes and resources conserved by
Joshua Tree National Park and other
conservation partners;

2. Ensure the permanent conservation
of formerly private inholdings in the
Chuckwalla Desert Wildlife
Management Area, the Dos Palmas Area
of Critical Environmental Concern, and
conservation areas designated in the
Coachella Valley Multiple Species
Habitat Conservation Plan;

3. Reduce the BLM’s costs associated
with managing lands that generally lack
legal and physical access, are
encumbered by mining claims, and
which have been included in mining
operations associated with the Eagle
Mountain Mine;

4. Divest the BLM of the federal
reversionary interest in the Eagle
Mountain townsite, which is not
suitable for management by the BLM;
and

5. Facilitate adaptive re-use of the
Eagle Mountain townsite,
unencumbered by the federal
reversionary interest, including
potentially preserving this area for any
cultural and historic values.

The BLM will use NEPA public
participation requirements to assist the
agency in satisfying the public
involvement requirements under
Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) (16 U.S.C.
470(f)) pursuant to 36 CFR 800.2(d)(3).
New information about historic and
cultural resources in the project area
will assist the BLM in identifying and
evaluating impacts to such resources in

the context of both NEPA and Section
106 of the NHPA.

The BLM will consult with Indian
tribes on a government-to-government
basis in accordance with Executive
Order 13175 and other policies. Tribal
concerns, including impacts on Indian
trust assets and potential impacts to
cultural resources, will be given due
consideration. Federal, State, and local
agencies, along with tribes and other
stakeholders that may be interested in or
affected by the Eagle Mountain Land
Exchange are invited to participate in
the scoping process and, if eligible, may
request or be requested by the BLM to
participate in the development of the
environmental analysis as a cooperating
agency.

Before including your address, phone
number, email address, or other
personal identifying information in your
comment, be advised that your entire
comment—including your personal
identifying information—may be made
publicly available at any time. While
you can ask us in your comment to
withhold from public review your
personal indentifying information, we
cannot guarantee that we will be able to
do so.

Authority: 40 CFR 1501.7.
John Kalish,
Field Manager, South Coast Field Office.

[FR Doc. 2014-19239 Filed 8-13-14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-40-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Land Management

[LLNMLO00000 L13300000.EP0000
14XL1109AF]

Notice of Extension of Temporary
Closure of Public Land in Donha Ana
County, NM

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Bureau of Land
Management (BLM), Las Cruces District
Office is extending a temporary closure
of public land in the vicinity of the
Community Pit No. 1 in Dofia Ana
County, New Mexico, in order to protect
persons, property, and public lands and
resources.

DATES: This closure will be in effect on
September 15, 2014 and shall remain in
effect for up to 24 months, or until a
final decision is made in the TriCounty
Resource Management Plan (RMP),
whichever is sooner.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Edward Seum, Supervisor, Lands and

Minerals, BLM Las Cruces District
Office, 1800 Marquess Street, Las
Cruces, NM 88005; or by telephone at
575-525-4300. Persons who use a
telecommunications device for the deaf
(TDD) may call the Federal Information
Relay Service (FIRS) at 1-800-877—-8339
to contact the above individual during
normal business hours. The FIRS is
available 24 hours a day, 7 days a week,
to leave a message or question with the
above individual. You will receive a
reply during normal business hours.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
TriCounty RMP is analyzing a range of
alternatives, including an alternative
that would close the 67.5-acre
Community Pit No.1 until physical
remediation of the high, unconsolidated
walls has occurred, thereby eliminating
the public health and safety risk.
Pursuant to a temporary closure that
published in the Federal Register on
July 23, 2012 (77 FR 43111), the area
was closed to casual use to protect
persons, property, and public land and
resources, and generally to provide for
public safety. The extension of the
closure is needed to reduce or prevent
the opportunity for damage to property,
personal injury, or loss of life in the
vicinity of the Community Pit No. 1 in
Dofia Ana County, New Mexico. The
temporary closure and restrictions
applicable to the closure are as follows:

1. The public land to be closed under
this notice is described as:

New Mexico Principal Meridian, New
Mexico
T.22S,R.1E,

Sec. 19, SWVaNWV4SEVa,
EV2E12SWVaSWVaSEVa, EV2SWY4SEV4,
SVoNV2SEY4SEYa, SY2SEV4SEVa,
EV2NW1/4SW1/4SEVa.

Containing 67.5 acres. Any area described
as a half (1/2) of a half (1/2) is based on the
proper subdivision of section in accordance
with the Manual of Surveying Instructions.

All public use, including casual use,
is prohibited on this 67.5-acre parcel.
Casual use is defined as any short-term,
non-commercial activity which does not
noticeably damage or disturb the public
land, resources, or improvements.
Closure of this parcel is a consequence
of unsafe conditions related to past
mining resulting in steep high walls in
excess of 150 feet, abrupt precipices and
ledges, and loose unconsolidated walls
of rock.

2. This closure does not affect the
ability of local, State, or Federal officials
in the performance of their duties in the
area.

3. This Notice will be posted along
the public roads where this closure is in
effect.
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4. The following persons are exempt
from this closure order:

a. Federal, State, or local law
enforcement officers, while acting
within the scope of their official duties;
and

b. Any person who obtains, or
currently is in possession of, an
authorization or permit from the BLM
for use of the land identified in this
closure.

Violations of this closure and
restrictions are punishable by fines not
to exceed $1,000 and/or imprisonment
not to exceed 1 year. These actions are
taken to protect public health and
safety.

The Las Cruces District Office has
completed an Environmental
Assessment (EA) (DOI-BLM-NM-
LCDO-2010-0086-EA) to close the pit
to public use, evaluating the potential
reclamation of the site and analyzing the
hazards to public health and safety until
such time as reclamation of the site
would be completed.

Copies of this closure order and maps
showing the location are available from
the Las Cruces District Office, 1800
Marquess Street, Las Cruces, NM 88005.

Authority: 43 CFR 8364.1 and 18 U.S.C.
3551.

Jesse J. Juen,

State Director.

[FR Doc. 2014—-19217 Filed 8-13—14; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4310-FB-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Land Management
[LLNV952000 L14200000.BJ0000 241A; 13—
08807; MO#4500067817; TAS: 14X1109]
Filing of Plats of Survey; NV

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The purpose of this notice is
to inform the public and interested State
and local government officials of the
filing of Plats of Survey in Nevada.
DATES: Effective Dates: Unless otherwise
stated filing is effective at 10:00 a.m. on
the dates indicated below.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
David D. Morlan, Chief, Branch of
Geographic Sciences, Bureau of Land
Management, Nevada State Office, 1340
Financial Blvd., Reno, NV 89502-7147,
phone: 775-861-6490. Persons who use
a telecommunications device for the
deaf (TDD) may call the Federal
Information Relay Service (FIRS) at 1—
800—-877-8339 to contact the above
individual during normal business

hours. The FIRS is available 24 hours a
day, 7 days a week, to leave a message
or question with the above individual.
You will receive a reply during normal
business hours.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

1. The Plat of Survey of the following
described lands was officially filed at
the Nevada State Office, Reno, Nevada
on June 30, 2014:

The plat, in 1 sheet, representing the
dependent resurvey of a portion of the
east boundary, a portion of the
subdivisional lines and the subdivision
of sections 25 and 26, Township 24
South, Range 58 East, Mount Diablo
Meridian, Nevada, under Group No.
887, was accepted June 25, 2014. This
survey was executed to meet certain
administrative needs of the BLM.

2. The Plat of Survey of the following
described lands was officially filed at
the Bureau of Land Management (BLM)
Nevada State Office, Reno, Nevada, on
June 30, 2014:

The plat, in 3 sheets, representing the
dependent resurvey of a portion of the
east boundary (Carson River Guide
Meridian) and a portion of the
subdivisional lines, the subdivision of
section 1 and the metes-and-bounds
surveys of a line 30 feet northerly and
parallel with the apparent centerline of
a portion of Eastgate Siding Road, a
portion of the northerly right-of-way
line of Flint Drive and a portion of the
easterly right-of-way line of U.S.
Highway No. 50, Township 15 North,
Range 20 East, Mount Diablo Meridian,
Nevada, under Group No. 920, was
accepted June 25, 2014. This survey was
executed to facilitate the conveyance of
certain public lands to the Municipality
of Carson City, Nevada, as provided for
by special legislation within the
Omnibus Public Land Management Act
of 2009, Public Law 111-11.

3. The Plat of Survey of the following
described lands was officially filed at
the Bureau of Land Management (BLM)
Nevada State Office, Reno, Nevada, on
June 30, 2014:

The plat, in 1 sheet, representing the
dependent resurvey of a portion of the
subdivisional lines, the subdivision of
section 6 and a metes-and-bounds
survey of a portion of the Carson City
and Lyon County Line, Township 15
North, Range 21 East, Mount Diablo
Meridian, Nevada, under Group No.
920, was accepted June 25, 2014. This
survey was executed to facilitate the
conveyance of certain public lands to
the Municipality of Carson City,
Nevada, as provided for by special
legislation within the Omnibus Public
Land Management Act of 2009, Public
Law 111-11.

4. The Plat of Survey of the following
described lands was officially filed at
the Bureau of Land Management (BLM)
Nevada State Office, Reno, Nevada, on
June 30, 2014:

The plat, in 2 sheets, representing the
dependent resurvey of the Third
Standard Parallel North through a
portion of Range 20 East and a portion
of the subdivisional lines, the
subdivision of section 36 and a metes-
and-bounds survey of a portion of the
centerline of U.S. Highway No. 50,
Township 16 North, Range 20 East,
Mount Diablo Meridian, Nevada, under
Group No. 920, was accepted June 25,
2014. This survey was executed to
facilitate the conveyance of certain
public lands to the Municipality of
Carson City, Nevada, as provided for by
special legislation within the Omnibus
Public Land Management Act of 2009,
Public Law 111-11.

5. The Plat of Survey of the following
described lands was officially filed at
the Bureau of Land Management (BLM)
Nevada State Office, Reno, Nevada, on
June 30, 2014:

The plat, in 1 sheet, representing the
dependent resurvey of the Third
Standard Parallel North through a
portion of Range 21 East, a portion of
the west boundary (Carson River Guide
Meridian) and a portion of the
subdivisional lines, the subdivision of
section 31 and a metes-and-bounds
survey of a portion of the Carson City
and Lyon County Line, Township 16
North, Range 21 East, Mount Diablo
Meridian, Nevada, under Group No.
920, was accepted June 25, 2014. This
survey was executed to facilitate the
conveyance of certain public lands to
the Municipality of Carson City,
Nevada, as provided for by special
legislation within the Omnibus Public
Land Management Act of 2009, Public
Law 111-11.

The surveys listed above are now the
basic record for describing the lands for
all authorized purposes. These surveys
have been placed in the open files in the
BLM Nevada State Office and are
available to the public as a matter of
information. Copies of the surveys and
related field notes may be furnished to
the public upon payment of the
appropriate fees.

Dated: July 1, 2014.

David D. Morlan,

Chief Cadastral Surveyor, Nevada.

[FR Doc. 2014-19234 Filed 8—-13-14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-HC-P
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Land Management

[LLOR957000-L63100000—-HD0000—
14XL1116AF: HAG14-0176]

Filing of Plats of Survey: Oregon/
Washington

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The plats of survey of the
following described lands are scheduled
to be officially filed in the Bureau of
Land Management, Oregon State Office,
Portland, Oregon, 30 days from the date
of this publication.

Willamette Meridian

Oregon

18 S., R. 7 W., accepted July 22, 2014
11 S.,R. 1 E., accepted July 22, 2014

12 S.,R. 1 E., accepted July 22, 2014

22 S., R. 25 E., accepted July 23, 2014
15 S.,R. 2 W., accepted July 23, 2014
32 S.,R. 19 E,, accepted August 4, 2014
14 S., R. 16 E., accepted August 4, 2014

Washington

T. 34 N,,R. 44 E., accepted July 23, 2014
T. 34 N, R. 9 E., accepted July 23, 2014

ADDRESSES: A copy of the plats may be
obtained from the Public Room at the
Bureau of Land Management, Oregon
State Office, 1220 SW., 3rd Avenue,
Portland, Oregon 97204, upon required
payment.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Kyle
Hensley, (503) 808-6132, Branch of
Geographic Sciences, Bureau of Land
Management, 1220 SW., 3rd Avenue,
Portland, Oregon 97204. Persons who
use a telecommunications device for the
deaf (TDD) may call the Federal
Information Relay Service (FIRS) at 1—
800-877-8339 to contact the above
individual during normal business
hours. The FIRS is available 24 hours a
day, 7 days a week, to leave a message
or question with the above individual.
You will receive a reply during normal
business hours.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A person
or party who wishes to protest against
this survey must file a written notice
with the Oregon State Director, Bureau
of Land Management, stating that they
wish to protest. A statement of reasons
for a protest may be filed with the notice
of protest and must be filed with the
Oregon State Director within thirty days
after the protest is filed. If a protest
against the survey is received prior to
the date of official filing, the filing will
be stayed pending consideration of the
protest. A plat will not be officially filed

until the day after all protests have been
dismissed or otherwise resolved.

Before including your address, phone
number, email address, or other
personal identifying information in your
comment, you should be aware that
your entire comment—including your
personal identifying information—may
be made publicly available at any time.
While you can ask us in your comment
to withhold your personal identifying
information from public review, we
cannot guarantee that we will be able to
do so.

Mary J.M. Hartel,

Chief Cadastral Surveyor of Oregon/
Washington.

[FR Doc. 2014-19231 Filed 8-13—14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-33-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

National Park Service

[NPS-IMR-CHIR-15590; PPIMCHIR00
PPMPSPD1Z.YM0000]

Minor Boundary Revision at
Chiricahua National Monument

AGENCY: National Park Service, Interior.

ACTION: Notification of Boundary
Revision.

SUMMARY: The boundary of Chiricahua
National Monument is modified to
include 40 acres of land located in
Cochise County, Arizona, immediately
adjacent to the western boundary of
Chiricahua National Monument.
Subsequent to the proposed boundary
revision, the United States will acquire
the land by purchase from The Trust for
Public Land, a nonprofit conservation
organization.

DATES: The effective date of this
boundary revision is August 14, 2014.

ADDRESSES: The map depicting this
boundary revision is available for
inspection at the following locations:
National Park Service, Land Resources
Program Center, Intermountain Region,
12795 West Alameda Parkway, Denver,
Colorado 80228 and National Park
Service, Department of the Interior,
1849 C Street NW., Washington, DC
20240.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Chief Realty Officer Glenna Vigil,
National Park Service, Land Resources
Program Center, Intermountain Region,
12795 West Alameda Parkway, Denver,
Colorado 80228, telephone (303) 969—
2610.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Notice is
hereby given that, pursuant to 16 U.S.C.
4601-9(c)(1), the boundary of Chiricahua

National Monument is modified to
include 40 acres of land identified as
Tract 01-130, tax parcel number 304—
35-019-06-0. This land is located in
Cochise County, Arizona, immediately
adjacent to the western boundary of
Chiricahua National Monument. The
boundary revision is depicted on Map
No. 145/117,588, dated November 9,
2012.

16 U.S.C. 4601-9(c)(1) provides that,
after notifying the House Committee on
Natural Resources and the Senate
Committee on Energy and Natural
Resources, the Secretary of the Interior
is authorized to make this boundary
revision upon publication of notice in
the Federal Register. The Committees
have been notified of this boundary
revision. This boundary revision and
subsequent acquisition will ensure
preservation and protection of the
monument’s scenic and historic
resources.

Dated: April 14,2014.
Sue E. Masica,
Regional Director, Intermountain Region.
[FR Doc. 2014-19230 Filed 8—13-14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4312-CB-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

National Park Service

[NPS-PWR-KAHO-15968; PPPWKAHOSO,
PPMPSPD1Z.S00000]

Notice of Request for Nominations for
the Na Hoa Pili O Kaloko-Honokohau
National Historical Park Advisory
Commission

AGENCY: National Park Service, Interior.

ACTION: Notice of Request for
Nominations.

SUMMARY: The National Park Service,
U.S. Department of the Interior,
proposes to appoint new members to the
Na Hoa Pili O Kaloko-Honokohau (The
Friends of Kaloko-Honokohau), an
advisory commission for the park. The
Superintendent, Kaloko-Honokohau
National Historical Park, acting as
administrative lead, is requesting
nominations for qualified persons to
serve as members of the Commission.
DATES: Nominations must be
postmarked by October 14, 2014.
ADDRESSES: Nominations should be sent
to Tammy Duchesne, Superintendent,
Kaloko-Honokohau National Historical
Park, 73—4786 Kanalani Street, Suite
#14, Kailua-Kona, HI 96740.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Jeff
Zimpfer, National Park Service,
Environmental Protection Specialist,
Kaloko-Honokohau National Historical
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Park, 73-4786 Kanalani St., #14, Kailua
Kona, HI 96740, telephone number (808)
329-6881, ext. 1500, or email jeff
zimpfer@nps.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Kaloko-Honokohau National Historical
Park was established by Section 505(a)
of Public Law 95-625, November 10,
1978, as amended. Section 505(f) of that
law, as amended, established the Na
Hoa Pili O Koloko-Honokohau (The
Friends of Kaloko-Honokohau), as an
advisory commission for the Park. The
Commission was re-established by Title
VII, Subtitle E, Section 7401 of Public
Law 111-11, the Omnibus Public Land
Management Act of 2009, March 30,
2009. The Commission’s current
termination date is December 18, 2018.

The purpose of the Commission is to
advise the Director of the National Park
Service with respect to the historical,
archeological, cultural, and interpretive
programs of the Park. The Commission
is to afford particular emphasis to the
quality of traditional native Hawaiian
cultural practices demonstrated in the
Park.

The Commission consists of nine
members, each appointed by the
Secretary of the Interior, and four ex
officio non-voting members, as follows:
all nine Secretarial appointees will be
residents of the State of Hawaii, and at
least six of those appointees will be
native Hawaiians; native Hawaiian
organizations will be invited to
nominate members, and at least five
members will be appointed from those
nominations to represent the interests of
those organizations. The other four
members will represent native Hawaiian
interests. The four ex officio members
include the Park Superintendent, the
Pacific West Regional Pacific Islands
Director, one person appointed by the
Governor of Hawaii, and one person
appointed by the Mayor of the County
of Hawaii.

The nine voting members will be
appointed for 5-year terms. No member
may serve more than one term
consecutively. Any vacancy in the
Commission shall be filled by
appointment for the remainder of the
term. The Secretary of the Interior shall
designate one member of the
Commission to be Chairman.

Members of the Commission will
receive no pay, allowances, or benefits
by reason of their service on the
Commission. However, while away from
their homes or regular places of
business in the performance of services
for the Commission as approved by the
Designated Federal Officer, members
will be allowed travel expenses,
including per diem in lieu of

subsistence, in the same manner as
persons employed intermittently in
Government service are allowed such
expenses under Section 5703 of Title 5
of the United States Code.

Individuals who are currently
Federally registered lobbyists are
ineligible to serve on all FACA and non-
FACA boards, committees, or councils.

Seeking Nominations For Membership

We are seeking nominations for
individuals to be considered as
commission members to represent the
following category: native Hawaiians
interests. For the purposes of section
505(e) of Public Law 95-625, native
Hawaiians are defined as any lineal
descendants of the race inhabiting the
Hawaiian Islands prior to the year 1778.
Nominations should include a resume
providing an adequate description of the
nominee’s qualifications, including
information that would enable the
Department of the Interior to make an
informed decision regarding meeting the
membership requirements of the
Commission and permit the Department
of the Interior to contact a potential
member.

Nominations should be postmarked
no later than October 14, 2014, to
Tammy Duchesne, Superintendent,
Kaloko-Honokohau National Historical
Park, 73-4786 Kanalani Street, Suite
#14, Kailua-Kona, HI 96740.

Dated: August 4, 2014.
Alma Ripps,
Chief, Office of Policy.
[FR Doc. 2014-19229 Filed 8-13—-14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-EE-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Reclamation

[RR83570000, 145R5065C6,
RX.59389832.1055700]

Agency Information Collection
Activities; Proposed Renewal of a
Currently Approved Information
Collection (OMB Control Number
1006-0028)

AGENCY: Bureau of Reclamation,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice and request for
comments.

SUMMARY: We, the Bureau of
Reclamation, intend to seek approval of
the following information collection set
to expire on December 31, 2014:
Recreation Visitor Use Surveys, OMB
Control Number 1006—0028. We will
use several distinct forms to collect
different types of recreation
information. Before submitting the

information collection request to the
Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) for re-approval, we are soliciting
comments on specific aspects of the
information collection.

DATES: Submit written comments on
this information collection request by
October 14, 2014.

ADDRESSES: Send written comments to
Jerome Jackson, Bureau of Reclamation,
Office of Policy and Administration, 84—
57000, P.O. Box 25007, Denver, CO
80225-0007; or via email to
jljackson@usbr.gov.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
further information or a copy of the
proposed collection of information
forms, contact Jerome Jackson at 303—
445-2712.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In
accordance with the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995 (44 U.S.C. 3501
et seq.), this notice announces that we
are requesting re-approval for the
collection of data from recreational
users of our lands, rivers, and reservoirs.
To meet our needs for the collection of
visitor use data, we will be requesting
OMB to authorize a two-part request.
The first part of the request provides us
with a set of 11 pre-approved
questionnaires to be administered as
approved by OMB.

The second part of the request
consists of OMB and the Bureau of
Reclamation agreeing upon a process
whereby we custom design a survey
instrument to fit a specific situation or
area. The custom designed survey
would be created by extracting
questions from the approved
questionnaires as applicable to the area
and issue being evaluated. Only
questions included in the pre-approved
questionnaires will be used. We will
then submit the new survey form to
OMB for expedited approval.

1. Abstract

The Bureau of Reclamation is
responsible for recreation development
at all of its reservoirs. Presently, there
are 289 designated recreation areas on
our lands within the 17 Western States
hosting over 24 million visitors
annually. As a result, we must be able
to respond to emerging trends, changes
in the demographic profile of users,
changing values, needs, wants, and
desires, and conflicts between user
groups. Statistically valid and up-to-
date data derived from the user is
essential to developing and providing
recreation programs relevant to today’s
visitor.

II. Data
OMB Control Number: 1006—0028.
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Title: Recreation Visitor Use Surveys

Frequency: Varies by survey.

Respondents: Respondents to the
surveys will be members of the public
engaged in recreational activities on our
lands. Several surveys target people
engaged in various activities such as
boating on a specific lake, or people

camping at a developed campground.
Visitors will primarily consist of local
residents, people from large
metropolitan areas in the vicinity of the
lake/reservoir, and people from out of
state.

Estimated Total Number of
Respondents: 7,531

Estimated Number of Responses per
Respondent: 1.0

Estimated Total of Annual Responses:

7,531

Estimated Total Annual Burden
Hours on Respondents: 2,043

ESTIMATE OF BURDEN FOR EACH FORM

Burden esti- .
Number of Number of re- Total esti-
Survey instrument matev%?/r sur- surveys spondents per | mated number Egbarl SS%%?]I
(in minutes) (times/yr.) survey of respondents
Marina SUIVEY ....cooiiiiiiiiie s 10 2 278 556 93
Campground Survey ............ 25 2 278 556 232
River Instream Flow Survey 20 2 278 556 185
Reservoir Preferred Water Level Survey ........cccceeeveeeiens 15 2 278 556 139
Lake/River Visit Expenditure Survey ..........cccccovoeeieeneeennn. 15 2 278 556 139
Recreation Activities SUNVEY .........ccceciriiiiniiiiiecceeee 15 2 278 556 139
Recreation Management SUIVeY ..........cccceveveieenienieenneens 15 2 278 556 139
Recreation FEe SUIVEY .......ccceriiriiiiiniie e 10 1 581 581 97
Recreation Development SUIVeY .........cccccevevviieenienieennens 15 2 278 556 139
Water Level Impacts on Recreation Boating Use ............... 10 2 278 556 93
River Recreation Quality SUrvey .........ccccccovvecenenceniceeens 20 2 278 556 185
CUStOMIZEA SUINVEYS ....ooeiiiiiiiiiieiie et 20 5 278 1,390 463
TOAIS .ot sees | seeee e neeene | eeseeeene e nes | beeeessene e 7,531 2,043
Comments Dated: August 6, 2014. Renaissance participating in the

Karl Stock,

Acting Director, Policy and Administration.
[FR Doc. 2014-19232 Filed 8—13-14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-MN-P

Comments are invited on:

(a) Whether the proposed collection of
information is necessary for the proper
performance of our functions, including

Renaissance Technologies, LLC 401(k)
Plan, through such employees’ 401 (k)
plan accounts, in certain proprietary
funds managed by Renaissance.

DATES: Effective Date: This proposed

whether the information will have

practical use;

(b) The accuracy of our estimated time
and cost burdens of the proposed new
collection of information, including the
validity of the methodology and
assumptions used;

(c) Ways to enhance the quality, use,
and clarity of the information to be
collected; and

(d) Ways to minimize the burden of
the collection of information on
respondents, including increased use of
automated collection techniques or
other forms of information technology.

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR

Employee Benefits Security
Administration

[Application No. D-11730]

Notice of Proposed Amendment to PTE
2012-10, Involving Renaissance
Technologies, LLC (Renaissance or
the Applicant) Located in New York,
New York

AGENCY: Employee Benefits Security
Administration, U.S. Department of

We will summarize all comments Labor.
received regarding this notice. We will ~ » ~p o\ Proposed amendment to
publish that summary in the Federal exemption

amendment, if granted, would be
effective as of the earlier of the date of
publication in the Federal Register of
such grant of amendment or October 1,
2014.

DATES: Written comments and hearing
requests are due within 33 days of the
publication of the notice of proposed
amendment in the Federal Register. All
comments will be made available to the
public.

ADDRESSES: Comments and requests for
a hearing should state: (1) The name,
address, and telephone number of the
person making the comment or request,
and (2) the nature of the person’s
interest in the proposed exemption and

Register when the information
collection is submitted to OMB for
review and approval.

Before including your address, phone
number, email address, or other
personal identifying information in your
comment, you should be aware that
your entire comment—including your
personal identifying information—may