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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.

NATIONAL MEDIATION BOARD
5 CFR Chapter CI

[Docket No. C-7188]

RIN 3209-AA47

Supplemental Standards of Ethical
Conduct for Employees of the National
Mediation Board

AGENCY: National Mediation Board.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The National Mediation
Board (NMB or Board), with the
concurrence of the U.S. Office of
Government Ethics (OGE), is issuing a
final rule for employees of the NMB that
supplements the executive branch-wide
Standards of Ethical Conduct
(Standards) issued by OGE. The
supplemental regulation requires NMB
employees to obtain approval before
engaging in outside employment.
DATES: This final rule is effective May
29, 2019.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mary Johnson, General Counsel,
National Mediation Board, 202-692—
5050, infoline@nmb.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Background

On November 1, 2018, the NMB, with
OGE’s concurrence, published an
interim final rule in the Federal
Register, 83 FR 54861, adopting agency-
specific supplemental regulations
requiring NMB employees to obtain
approval before engaging in outside
employment. The interim final rule
provided a 60 day comment period,
which ended on December 31, 2018.
The NMB did not receive any
comments. The rationale for the interim
final rule, which the NMB is now
adopting as final, is explained in the
preamble at: https://
www.federalregister.gov/documents/
2018/11/01/2018-23548/supplemental-
standards-of-ethical-conduct-for-

employees-of-the-national-mediation-
board.

II. Matters of Regulatory Procedure
Executive Order 12866

This rule is not a significant rule for
purposes of Executive Order 12866 and
has not been reviewed by the Office of
Management and Budget.

Regulatory Flexibility Act

As required by the Regulatory
Flexibility Act, the NMB certifies that
these regulatory changes will not have
a significant impact on small business
entities. This rule will not have any
significant impact on the quality of the
human environment under the National
Environmental Policy Act.

Paperwork Reduction Act

The NMB has determined that the
Paperwork Reduction Act does not
apply because this regulation does not
contain any information collection
requirements that require the approval
of the Office of Management and
Budget.

List of Subjects in 5 CFR Part 10101

Conlflicts of interests, Government
employees.

Dated: May 1, 2019.

By direction of the Board.
Mary Johnson,
General Counsel, National Mediation Board.
Emory A. Rounds, III,
Director, U.S. Office of Government Ethics.

Chapter CI—National Mediation Board

PART 10101—SUPPLEMENTAL
STANDARDS OF ETHICAL CONDUCT
FOR EMPLOYEES OF THE NATIONAL
MEDIATION BOARD

m Accordingly, the interim rule adding
5 CFR chapter CI, consisting of part
10101, which was published at 83 FR
54861 on November 1, 2018, is adopted
as final without change.

[FR Doc. 2019-11163 Filed 5-28-19; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7550-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 25

[Docket No. FAA-2019-0235; Special
Conditions No. 25-747-SC]

Special Conditions: Airbus Model A330
Series Airplanes; Seats With Inertia
Locking Devices

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final special conditions.

SUMMARY: These special conditions are
issued for the Airbus Model A330 series
airplane. These airplanes will have a
novel or unusual design feature when
compared to the state of technology
envisioned in the airworthiness
standards for transport-category
airplanes. This design feature is seats
with inertia locking devices. The
applicable airworthiness regulations do
not contain adequate or appropriate
safety standards for this design feature.
These special conditions contain the
additional safety standards that the
Administrator considers necessary to
establish a level of safety equivalent to
that established by the existing
airworthiness standards.

DATES: Effective May 29, 2019.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Shannon Lennon, Cabin and Airframe
Safety Section, AIR-675, Transport
Standards Branch, Policy and
Innovation Division, Aircraft
Certification Service, Federal Aviation
Administration, 2200 South 216th
Street, Des Moines, Washington 98198;
telephone and fax 206-231-3209; email
shannon.lennon@faa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Background

On February 13, 2019, Airbus applied
for a change to Type Certificate No.
A46NM for seats with inertia locking
devices in Model A330 series airplanes.
The Model A330 series airplane is a
twin-engine, transport-category airplane
with a maximum takeoff weight of
533,518 pounds and seating for 440
passengers.

Type Certification Basis

Under the provisions of title 14, Code
of Federal Regulations (14 CFR) 21.101,
Airbus must show that the Model A330
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series airplanes, as changed, continue to
meet the applicable provisions of the
regulations listed in Type Certificate No.
A46NM, or the applicable regulations in
effect on the date of application for the
change, except for earlier amendments
as agreed upon by the FAA.

If the Administrator finds that the
applicable airworthiness regulations
(i.e., 14 CFR part 25) do not contain
adequate or appropriate safety standards
for Airbus Model A330 series airplanes
because of a novel or unusual design
feature, special conditions are
prescribed under the provisions of
§21.16.

Special conditions are initially
applicable to the model for which they
are issued. Should the type certificate
for that model be amended later to
include any other model that
incorporates the same novel or unusual
design feature, or should any other
model already included on the same
type certificate be modified to
incorporate the same novel or unusual
design feature, these special conditions
would also apply to the other model
under §21.101.

In addition to the applicable
airworthiness regulations and special
conditions, Airbus Model A330 series
airplanes must comply with the fuel-
vent and exhaust-emission requirements
of 14 CFR part 34, and the noise-
certification requirements of 14 CFR
part 36.

The FAA issues special conditions, as
defined in 14 CFR 11.19, in accordance
with §11.38, and they become part of
the type certification basis under
§21.101.

Novel or Unusual Design Features

Airbus Model A330 series airplanes
will incorporate the following novel or
unusual design features:

Seats with inertia locking devices
(ILD).

Discussion

Airbus will install, in Model A330
series airplanes, Thompson Aero
Seating Ltd. passenger seats that can be
translated in the fore and aft direction
by an electrically powered motor
(actuator) that is attached to the seat
primary structure. Under typical
service-loading conditions, the motor
internal brake is able to translate the
seat and hold the seat in the translated
position. However, under the inertial
loads of emergency-landing loading
conditions specified in 14 CFR 25.562,
the motor internal brake may not be able
to maintain the seat in the required
position. The ILD is an “active” device
intended to control seat movement (i.e.,
a system that mechanically deploys

during an impact event) to lock the
gears of the motor assembly in place.
The ILD mechanism is activated by the
higher inertial load factors that could
occur during an emergency landing
event. Each seat place incorporates two
ILDs, one on either side of the seat pan.
Only one ILD is required to hold an
occupied seat in position during worst-
case dynamic loading specified in
§25.562.

The ILD will self-activate only in the
event of a predetermined airplane
loading condition such as that occurring
during crash or emergency landing, and
will prevent excessive seat forward
translation. A minimum level of
protection must be provided if the seat-
locking device does not deploy.

The normal means of satisfying the
structural and occupant protection
requirements of § 25.562 result in a non-
quantified, but nominally predictable,
progressive structural deformation or
reduction of injury severity for impact
conditions less than the maximum
specified by the rule. A seat using ILD
technology, however, may involve a
step change in protection for impacts
below and above that at which the ILD
activates and deploys to retain the seat
pan in place. This could result in
structural deformation or occupant
injury output being higher at an
intermediate impact condition than that
resulting from the maximum impact
condition. It is acceptable for such step-
change characteristics to exist, provided
the resulting output does not exceed the
maximum allowable criteria at any
condition at which the ILD does or does
not deploy, up to the maximum severity
pulse specified by the requirements.

The ideal triangular maximum
severity pulse is defined in Advisory
Circular (AC) 25.561-1B. For the
evaluation and testing of less-severe
pulses for purposes of assessing the
effectiveness of the ILD deployment
setting, a similar triangular pulse should
be used with acceleration, rise time, and
velocity change scaled accordingly. The
magnitude of the required pulse should
not deviate below the ideal pulse by
more than 0.5g until 1.33 t; is reached,
where t; represents the time interval
between 0 and t; on the referenced
pulse shape as shown in AC 25.561-1B.
This is an acceptable method of
compliance to the test requirements of
the special conditions.

Conditions 1 through 5 address
ensuring that the ILD activates when
intended, to provide the necessary
protection of occupants. This includes
protection of a range of occupants under
various accident conditions. Conditions
6 through 10 address maintenance and
reliability of the ILD, including any

outside influences on the mechanism, to
ensure it functions as intended.

These special conditions contain the
additional safety standards that the
Administrator considers necessary to
establish a level of safety equivalent to
that established by the existing
airworthiness standards.

Discussion of Comments

The FAA issued Notice of Proposed
Special Conditions No. 25-19-02—-SC
for the Airbus Model A330 series
airplane. This document was published
in the Federal Register on April 16,
2019 (84 FR 15531). No comments were
received, and the special conditions are
adopted as proposed.

Applicability

As discussed above, these special
conditions are applicable to Airbus
Model A330 series airplanes. Should
Airbus apply at a later date for a change
to the type certificate to include another
model incorporating the same novel or
unusual design feature, these special
conditions would apply to that model as
well.

Conclusion

This action affects only one novel or
unusual design feature on one model
series of airplanes. It is not a rule of
general applicability.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 25

Aircraft, Aviation safety, Reporting
and recordkeeping requirements.

Authority Citation

The authority citation for these
special conditions is as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(f), 106(g), 40113,
44701, 44702, 44704.

The Special Conditions

Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority delegated to me by the
Administrator, the following special
conditions are issued as part of the type
certification basis for Airbus Model
A330 series airplanes.

In addition to the requirements of
§25.562, passenger seats incorporating
inertia locking devices (ILD)s must meet
the following:

1. Level of Protection Provided by
ILD—Tt must be demonstrated by test
that the seats and attachments, when
subject to the emergency-landing
dynamic conditions specified in
§ 25.562, and with one ILD not
deployed, do not experience structural
failure that could result in:

a. Separation of the seat from the
airplane floor.

b. Separation of any part of the seat
that could form a hazard to the seat
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occupant or any other airplane
occupant.

c. Failure of the occupant restraint or
any other condition that could result in
the occupant separating from the seat.

2. Protection Provided Below and
Above the ILD Actuation Condition—If
step-change effects on occupant
protection exist for impacts below and
above that at which the ILD deploys,
tests must be performed to demonstrate
that the occupant is shown to be
protected at any condition at which the
ILD does or does not deploy, up to the
maximum severity pulse specified by
§ 25.562. Test conditions must take into
account any necessary tolerances for
deployment.

3. Protection Over a Range of Crash
Pulse Vectors—The ILD must be shown
to function as intended for all test
vectors specified in § 25.562.

4. Protection During Secondary
Impacts—The ILD activation setting
must be demonstrated to maximize the
probability of the protection being
available when needed, considering a
secondary impact that is above the
severity at which the device is intended
to deploy up to the impact loading
required by § 25.562.

5. Protection of Occupants other than
50th Percentile—Protection of
occupants for a range of stature from a
two-year-old child to a ninety-five
percentile male must be shown.

6. Inadvertent Operation—It must be
shown that any inadvertent operation of
the ILD does not affect the performance
of the device during a subsequent
emergency landing.

7. Installation Protection—It must be
shown that the ILD installation is
protected from contamination and
interference from foreign objects.

8. Reliability—The performance of the
ILD must not be altered by the effects of
wear, manufacturing tolerances, aging or
drying of lubricants, and corrosion.

9. Maintenance and Functional
Checks—The design, installation, and
operation of the ILD must be such that
it is possible to functionally check the
device in place. Additionally, a
functional-check method and a
maintenance-check interval must be
included in the seat installer’s
instructions for continued airworthiness
(ICA) document.

10. Release Function—If a means
exists to release an inadvertently
activated ILD, the release means must
not introduce additional hidden failures
that would prevent the ILD from
functioning properly.

Issued in Des Moines, Washington, on May
22, 2019.

Victor Wicklund,

Manager, Transport Standards Branch, Policy
and Innovation Division, Aircraft
Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 2019-11071 Filed 5-28-19; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. FAA—-2018-0726; Product
Identifier 2017-SW-097—-AD; Amendment
39-19638; AD 2019-09-04]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Leonardo
S.p.A. (Type Certificate Previously
Held by Finmeccanica S.p.A.,
AgustaWestland S.p.A) Helicopters

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: We are adopting a new
airworthiness directive (AD) for certain
Leonardo S.p.A. (Type Certificate
previously held by Finmeccanica S.p.A.,
AgustaWestland S.p.A.) Model
AW109SP helicopters. This AD requires
inspecting and altering the rescue hoist.
This AD was prompted by a report of a
damaged hoist cable that detached after
load application. The actions of this AD
are intended to address an unsafe
condition on these products.

DATES: This AD is effective July 3, 2019.
The Director of the Federal Register
approved the incorporation by reference
of a certain document listed in this AD

as of July 3, 2019.

ADDRESSES: For service information
identified in this final rule, contact
Leonardo S.p.A. Helicopters, Matteo
Ragazzi, Head of Airworthiness, Viale
G.Agusta 520, 21017 C.Costa di
Samarate (Va) Italy; telephone +39—
0331-711756; fax +39-0331-229046; or
at https://www.leonardocompany.com/
en/home. You may review the
referenced service information at the
FAA, Office of the Regional Counsel,
Southwest Region, 10101 Hillwood
Pkwy., Room 6N-321, Fort Worth, TX
76177. It is also available on the internet
at http://www.regulations.gov by
searching for and locating Docket No.
FAA-2018-0726.

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-2018—
0726; or in person at Docket Operations
between 9 a.m. and 5 p.m., Monday
through Friday, except Federal holidays.
The AD docket contains this final rule,
the European Aviation Safety Agency
(EASA) AD, any incorporated-by-
reference service information, the
regulatory evaluation, any comments
received, and other information. The
street address for Docket Operations
(phone: 800-647-5527) is U.S.
Department of Transportation, Docket
Operations, M—30, West Building
Ground Floor, Room W12-140, 1200
New Jersey Avenue SE, Washington, DC
20590.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
David Hatfield, Aviation Safety
Engineer, Safety Management Section,
Rotorcraft Standards Branch, FAA,
10101 Hillwood Pkwy., Fort Worth, TX
76177; telephone (817) 222—-5110; email
david.hatfield@faa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Discussion

We issued a notice of proposed
rulemaking (NPRM) to amend 14 CFR
part 39 by adding an AD that would
apply to certain Leonardo S.p.A.
(formerly Finmeccanica S.p.A,
AgustaWestland S.p.A.) Model
AW109SP helicopters. The NPRM
published in the Federal Register on
August 21, 2018 (83 FR 42230). The
NPRM was prompted by a report of a
damaged hoist cable that detached after
load application. The NPRM proposed
to require inspecting and altering the
rescue hoist.

We are issuing this AD to address
chafing of a rescue hoist cable. This
condition could result in detachment of
an external load and subsequent injury
to persons being lifted.

EASA, which is the Technical Agent
for the Member States of the European
Union, has issued AD No. 2017-0025,
dated February 14, 2017, to correct an
unsafe condition for certain Leonardo
S.p.A. (formerly Finmeccanica S.p.A.
and AgustaWestland S.p.A.) Model
AW109SP helicopters. EASA advises
that a hoist cable became snagged
behind a hoist handle assembly nut and
broke during a dummy load application.
EASA further advises that this condition
could result in detachment of an
external load, and subsequent personal
injury or injury to persons on the
ground. To address this unsafe
condition, the EASA AD requires
inspecting the hoist cable, modifying
the rescue hoist handle, and amending
the rescue hoist pre-flight inspection
described in the rotorcraft flight manual.


https://www.leonardocompany.com/en/home
https://www.leonardocompany.com/en/home
http://www.regulations.gov
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Comments

We gave the public the opportunity to
participate in developing this final rule.
We have considered the comment
received. One commenter commented in
support of the NPRM.

FAA’s Determination

These helicopters have been approved
by EASA and are approved for operation
in the United States. Pursuant to our
bilateral agreement with the European
Union, EASA has notified us of the
unsafe condition described in the EASA
AD. We are issuing this AD because we
evaluated all information provided by
EASA and determined the unsafe
condition exists and is likely to exist or
develop on other helicopters of these
same type designs and that air safety
and the public interest require adopting
the AD requirements as proposed.

Related Service Information Under 1
CFR Part 51

Leonardo S.p.A. issued Leonardo
Helicopters Bollettino Tecnico No.
109SP-110, dated February 13, 2017,
which contains procedures for
inspecting the hoist handle, the
passenger-side cabin doorframe, and the
hoist cable. This service information
also specifies replacing the attaching
hardware on the rescue hoist handle
and adding a temporary pre-flight check
of the hoist cable to the rotorcraft flight
manual.

This service information is reasonably
available because the interested parties
have access to it through their normal
course of business or by the means
identified in the ADDRESSES section.

Differences Between This AD and the
EASA AD

The EASA AD requires amending the
rotorcraft flight manual by adding a
daily rescue hoist cable preflight
inspection, this AD does not since the
actions in this AD correct the unsafe
condition.

Costs of Compliance

We estimate that this AD affects 30
helicopters of U.S. Registry. We estimate
that operators may incur the following
costs in order to comply with this AD,
based on an average labor rate of $85 per
hour.

Inspecting the hoist handle assembly,
cabin doorframe, and hoist cable
requires about 2 hours, for a cost of $170
per helicopter and $5,100 for the U.S.
fleet. Replacing the hardware on the
hoist handle assembly requires about 1
hour and required parts costs are
minimal, for a cost of $85 per helicopter
and $2,550 for the U.S. fleet.

If required, replacing a hoist cable
requires about 3 hours and required
parts cost $3,150, for a cost per
helicopter of $3,405.

According to Leonardo Helicopters’
service information, some of the costs of
this AD may be covered under warranty,
thereby reducing the cost impact on
affected individuals. We do not control
warranty coverage by Leonardo
Helicopters. Accordingly, 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

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

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify that this AD:

(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);

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

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

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

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

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

Adoption of the Amendment

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

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

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

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

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

2019-09-04 Leonardo S.p.A. (Type
Certificate Previously Held by
Finmeccanica S.p.A., AgustaWestland
S.p.A.): Amendment 39-19638; Docket
No. FAA-2018-0726; Product Identifier
2017-SW-097-AD.

(a) Applicability

This AD applies to Leonardo S.p.A. (Type

Certificate previously held by Finmeccanica

S.p.A., AgustaWestland S.p.A.) Model

AW109SP helicopters, certificated in any

category, with a rescue hoist part number

109-B810-16-101 or 109-B810-16-201
installed.

(b) Unsafe Condition

This AD defines the unsafe condition as
chafing of a rescue hoist cable. This
condition could result in detachment of an
external load and subsequent injury to
persons being lifted.

(c) Effective Date
This AD is effective July 3, 2019.

(d) Compliance

You are responsible for performing each
action required by this AD within the
specified compliance time unless it has
already been accomplished prior to that time.

(e) Required Actions

(1) Within 10 hours time-in-service (TIS) or
before the next hoist operation, whichever
occurs first, inspect the rescue hoist handle
assembly and the upper part of the cabin
doorframe for chafing. The inspection area of
the cabin doorframe is depicted in Figure 3
of Leonardo Helicopters Bollettino Tecnico
No. 109SP-110, dated February 13, 2017 (BT
109SP-110). Examples of chafing are shown
in Figures 10 and 11 of BT 109SP-110. If
there is any chafing, before further flight,
repair the chafed areas and inspect the first
6 meters (20 feet) of the hoist cable as
follows:

(i) Measure the diameter of the hoist cable
as described in the Compliance Instructions,
Part I, paragraphs 3.4.1 through 3.4.2 of BT
109SP-110.
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(ii) Average the two measurements at each
location. If at any location the diameter of the
hoist cable is less than 4.7 mm (0.185 inch),
before the next hoist operation, remove the
hoist cable from service.

(iii) Inspect the hoist cable for broken
wires, kinks, bird caging, flattened areas,
abrasion, and necking, referencing the
examples shown and depicted in Figures 5
through 9 of BT 109SP-110. If there are any
broken wires, kinks, bird caging, flattened
areas, abrasion, or necking, before the next
hoist operation, remove the hoist cable from
service.

(2) Within 25 hours TIS, replace the rescue
hoist handle attaching hardware as described
in the Compliance Instructions, Part II,
paragraphs 3 through 6, of BT 109SP-110.

(f) Special Flight Permits

A one-time special flight permit may be
granted provided that the hoist is not used.

(g) Alternative Methods of Compliance
(AMOCs)

(1) The Manager, Safety Management
Section, Rotorcraft Standards Branch, FAA,
may approve AMOGCs for this AD. Send your
proposal to: David Hatfield, Aviation Safety
Engineer, Safety Management Section,
Rotorcraft Standards Branch, FAA, 10101
Hillwood Pkwy., Fort Worth, TX 76177;
telephone (817) 222-5110; email 9-
ASWFTW-AMOC-Requests@faa.gov.

(2) For operations conducted under a 14
CFR part 119 operating certificate or under
14 CFR part 91, subpart K, we suggest that
you notify your principal inspector, or
lacking a principal inspector, the manager of
the local flight standards district office or
certificate holding district office, before
operating any aircraft complying with this
AD through an AMOC.

(h) Additional Information

The subject of this AD is addressed in
European Aviation Safety Agency (EASA) AD
No. 2017-0025, dated February 14, 2017. You
may view the EASA AD on the internet at
http://www.regulations.gov in Docket No.
FAA-2018-0726.

(i) Subject

Joint Aircraft Service Component (JASC)
Code: 2500, Cabin Equipment/Furnishings.

(j) Material Incorporated by Reference

(1) The Director of the Federal Register
approved the incorporation by reference of
the service information listed in this
paragraph under 5 U.S.C. 552(a) and 1 CFR
part 51.

(2) You must use this service information
as applicable to do the actions required by
this AD, unless the AD specifies otherwise.

(i) Leonardo Helicopters Bollettino Tecnico
No. 109SP-110, dated February 13, 2017.

(ii) [Reserved]

(3) For service information identified in
this AD, contact Leonardo S.p.A. Helicopters,
Matteo Ragazzi, Head of Airworthiness, Viale
G.Agusta 520, 21017 C.Costa di Samarate

(Va) Italy; telephone +39-0331-711756; fax
+39-0331-229046; or at https://
www.leonardocompany.com/en/home.

(4) You may view this service information
at FAA, Office of the Regional Counsel,
Southwest Region, 10101 Hillwood Pkwy.,
Room 6N-321, Fort Worth, TX 76177. For
information on the availability of this
material at the FAA, call (817) 222-5110.

(5) You may view this service information
that is incorporated by reference 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/cfr/
ibrlocations.html.

Issued in Fort Worth, Texas, on May 15,
2019.
Helene Gandy,
Acting Director, Compliance & Airworthiness
Division, Aircraft Certification Service.
[FR Doc. 2019-10773 Filed 5—-28-19; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Safety and Environmental
Enforcement

30 CFR Part 250

[Docket ID: BSEE-2017-0008; 190E1700D2
ETISF0000.EAQ000 EEEE500000]

RIN 1014-AA37

Oil and Gas and Sulphur Operations
on the Outer Continental Shelf—Oil
and Gas Production Safety Systems;
Corrections

AGENCY: Bureau of Safety and
Environmental Enforcement, Interior.

ACTION: Correcting amendments.

SUMMARY: On September 28, 2018, the
Bureau of Safety and Environmental
Enforcement (BSEE) published a final
rule that revised certain BSEE-
administered regulations. This
document corrects the final regulations.

DATES: Effective on May 29, 2019.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kelly Odom, Regulations and Standards
Branch, 703-787-1775 or by email:
regs@bsee.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: BSEE
published the final rule: Oil and Gas
and Sulphur Operations on the Outer
Continental Shelf—Oil and Gas
Production Safety Systems (1014—
AA37), on September 28, 2018 (83 FR
49216). This correction to that
publication is necessary to modify the

amendatory instructions in the
regulatory text of the final rule related
to the formatting of certain tables. The
Office of the Federal Register has
informed BSEE that it must remove the
instruction to print certain tables in the
final regulatory text as photographs in
the Federal Register publication in
order to facilitate the printing of the
final regulatory text in the Code of
Federal Regulations by the Government
Publishing Office. Accordingly, BSEE
publishes this correction so that the
tables as printed in the Federal Register
are formatted to be more readily
susceptible to publication in the Code of
Federal Regulations. This correction is
clerical in nature only, and does not
impact the substantive requirements of
the final rule.

List of Subjects in 30 CFR Part 250

Administrative practice and
procedure, Continental shelf,
Continental shelf—mineral resources,
Continental shelf—rights-of-way,
Environmental impact statements,
Environmental protection, Government
contracts, Incorporation by reference,
Investigations, Oil and gas exploration,
Penalties, Pipelines, Reporting and
recordkeeping requirements, Sulfur.

For the reasons stated in the
preamble, the Bureau of Safety and
Environmental Enforcement (BSEE)
amends 30 CFR part 250 as follows:

PART 250—OIL AND GAS AND
SULFUR OPERATIONS IN THE OUTER
CONTINENTAL SHELF

m 1. The authority citation for part 250
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 30 U.S.C. 1751, 31 U.S.C. 9701,
33 U.S.C. 1321(j)(1)(C), 43 U.S.C. 1334.

Subpart H—Oil and Gas Production
Safety Systems

m 2. Revise § 250.842 to read as follows:

§250.842 Approval of safety systems
design and installation features.

(a) Before you install or modify a
production safety system, you must
submit a production safety system
application to the District Manager. The
District Manager must approve your
production safety system application
before you commence production
through or otherwise use the new or
modified system. The application must
include the design documentation
prescribed as follows:
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You must submit:

Details and/or additional requirements:

(1) Safety analysis flow diagram (APl RP 14C,
Annex B) and Safety Analysis Function Eval-
uation (SAFE) chart (APl RP 14C, section
6.3.3) (incorporated by reference in
§250.198)

(2) Electrical one-line diagram;

(3) Area classification diagram;

(4) A piping and instrumentation diagram, for
new facilities;
(5) The service fee listed in §250.125;

Your safety analysis flow diagram must show the following:

(i) Well shut-in tubing pressure;

(i) Pressure relieving device set points;

(iii) Size, capacity, and design working pressures of separators, flare scrubbers, heat ex-
changers, treaters, storage tanks, compressors, and metering devices;

(iv) Size, capacity, design working pressures, and maximum discharge pressure of hydro-
carbon-handling pumps;

(v) Size, capacity, and design working pressures of hydrocarbon-handling vessels, and
chemical injection systems handling a material having a flash point below 100 degrees
Fahrenheit for a Class | flammable liquid as described in API RP 500 and APl RP 505
(both incorporated by reference in §250.198); and

(vi) Piping sizes and maximum allowable working pressures as determined in accordance
with APl RP 14E (incorporated by reference in §250.198), including the locations of
piping specification breaks.

Showing elements including generators, circuit breakers, transformers, bus bars, conductors,
automatic transfer switches, uninterruptable power supply (UPS) and associated battery
banks, dynamic (motor) loads, and static loads (e.g., electrostatic treater grid, lighting pan-
els). You must also include a functional legend.

A plan for each platform deck and outlining all classified areas. You must classify areas ac-
cording to APl RP 500 or API RP 505 (both incorporated by reference in §250.198). The
plan must contain:

(i) All major production equipment, wells, and other significant hydrocarbon and class 1
flammable sources, and a description of the type of decking, ceiling, walls (e.g., grating
or solid), and firewalls; and

(i) The location of generators and any buildings (e.g., control rooms and motor control
center (MCC) buildings) or major structures on the platform.

A detailed flow diagram which shows the piping and vessels in the process flow, together with
the instrumentation and control devices.

The fee you must pay will be determined by the number of components involved in the review
and approval process.

(b) You must develop and maintain
the following design documents and

make them available to BSEE upon
request:

Diagram:

Details and/or additional requirements:

(1) Additional electrical system information;

(2) Schematics of the fire and gas-detection
systems;

(3) Revised piping and instrumentation diagram
for existing facilities;

(i) Cable tray/conduit routing plan that identifies the primary wiring method (e.g., type cable,
cable schedule, conduit, wire); and

(ii) Panel board/junction box location plan, if this information is not shown on the area classi-
fication diagram required in paragraph (a)(3) of this section.

Showing a functional block diagram of the detection system, including the electrical power
supply and also including the type, location, and number of detection sensors; the type and
kind of alarms, including emergency equipment to be activated; and the method used for
detection.

A detailed flow diagram which shows the piping and vessels in the process flow, together with
the instrumentation and control devices.

(c) In the production safety system
application, you must also certify the
following:

(1) That all electrical systems were
designed according to API RP 14F or
APIRP 14FZ, as applicable
(incorporated by reference in § 250.198);

(2) That the design documents for the
mechanical and electrical systems that
you are required to submit under
paragraph (a) of this section are sealed
by a licensed professional engineer. For
modified systems, only the
modifications are required to be sealed
by a licensed professional engineer(s).
The professional engineer must be
licensed in a State or Territory of the
United States and have sufficient
expertise and experience to perform the
duties; and

(e) You must maintain approved and
supporting design documents required
under paragraphs (a) and (b) of this
section at your offshore field office
nearest the OCS facility or at other
locations conveniently available to the
District Manager. These documents
must be made available to BSEE upon
request and must be retained for the life
of the facility. All approved designs are
subject to field verifications.

m 3. Amend § 250.851 by revising
paragraph (a)(2) to read as follows:

(3) That a hazards analysis was
performed in accordance with
§250.1911 and API RP 14] (incorporated
by reference in § 250.198), and that you
have a hazards analysis program in
place to assess potential hazards during
the operation of the facility.

(d) Within 90 days after placing new
or modified production safety systems
in service, you must submit to the
District Manager the as-built diagrams
for the new or modified production
safety systems outlined in paragraphs
(a)(1), (2), and (3) of this section. You
must certify in an accompanying letter
that the as-built design documents have
been reviewed for compliance with
applicable regulations and accurately
represent the new or modified system as
installed. The drawings must be clearly
marked ‘“as-built.”

§250.851 Pressure vessels (including heat
exchangers) and fired vessels.

(a)* L
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ltem name Applicable codes and requirements

(2) Existing uncoded pressure and fired vessels:
their continued use.
(i) With an operating pressure greater than 15 psig; and
(i) That are not code stamped in accordance with the ASME Boiler
and Pressure Vessel Code.

Must be justified and approval obtained from the District Manager for

* * * * * §250.873 Subsea gas lift requirements.
m 4. Amend § 250.873 by revising * * * * *
paragraph (b)(3) to read as follows: (b) * = =

Then you must install a

If your subsea gas
lift system intro-
duces the lift gas
tothe. . .

PSHL on the
gas-lift supply

ANSI/API Spec 6A and API Spec 6AV1 (both in-
corporated by reference as specified in §250.198)
gas-lift shutdown valve (GLSDV), and . . .

FSV on the gas-
lift supply pipe-
line. ..

ANSI/API Spec
6A and

API Spec 6AV1
manual
isolation valve

In addition, you must

* * * * *

(3) Pipeline risers  Meet all of the requirements for the GLSDV de- upstream (in- flowline up-
via a gas-lift line scribed in §§250.835(a), (b), and (d) and board) of the stream (in-
contained within 250.836 on the gas-lift supply pipeline. GLSDV. board) of the
the pipeline riser. FSV.

Attach the GLSDV by flanged connection directly
to the ANSI/API Spec. 6A component used to
suspend and seal the gas-lift line contained
within the production riser. To facilitate the re-
pair or replacement of the GLSDV or production
riser BSDV, you may install a manual isolation
valve between the GLSDV and the ANSI/API
Spec. 6A component used to suspend and seal
the gas-lift line contained within the production
riser, or outboard of the production riser BSDV
and inboard of the ANSI/API Spec. 6A compo-
nent used to suspend and seal the gas-lift line
contained within the production riser.

* *

downstream (out
board) of the
GLSDV.

(i) Ensure that the gas-lift supply
flowline from the gas-lift com-
pressor to the GLSDV is pres-
sure-rated for the MAOP of the
pipeline riser.

(i) Ensure that any surface
equipment associated with the
gas-lift system is rated for the
MAORP of the pipeline riser.

(iii) Ensure that the gas-lift com-
pressor discharge pressure
never exceeds the MAOP of
the pipeline riser.

(iv) Suspend and seal the gas-lift
flowline contained within the
production riser in a flanged
ANSI/API Spec. 6A component
such as an ANSI/API Spec. 6A
tubing head and tubing hanger
or a component designed, con-
structed, tested, and installed
to the requirements of ANSI/
API Spec. 6A.

(v) Ensure that all potential leak
paths upstream or near the
production riser BSDV on the
platform provide the same level
of safety and environmental
protection as the production
riser BSDV.

(vi) Ensure that this complete as-
sembly is fire-rated for 30 min-
utes.

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Joseph R. Balash,

Assistant Secretary—Land and Minerals.
[FR Doc. 2019-11079 Filed 5-28-19; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-VH-P

Office of the Secretary

32 CFR Part 275
[Docket ID: DOD-2018-0S—-0026]
RIN 0790-AKO01

Right to Financial Privacy Act

AGENCY: Department of Defense.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This rule describes the
procedures the Department of Defense

(DoD) will follow when seeking access
to customer records maintained by
financial institutions. These updates
fulfill DoD’s responsibilities under the
Right to Financial Privacy Act.

DATES: This final rule is effective on
June 28, 2019.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Cindy Allard, (703) 571-0086.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Background

DoD’s current rule was last updated
on May 4, 2006 (71 FR 26221). DoD’s
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revisions modified the regulatory text to
only include content relating to those
instances when the Department submits
“formal written requests” to financial
institutions for customer records, as
described by 12 U.S.C. 3408. On
October 29, 2018 the Department of
Defense published the proposed rule in
the Federal Register at (83 FR 54297—
54300). Four commenters provided
responses addressing issues within the
scope of this rule. The comments are
available through the eRulemaking
docket, available online at
www.regulations.gov, and then
navigating to this rulemaking docket,
DOD-2018-0S-0026.

Discussion of Comments

All four commenters expressed
agreement with the rule. Commenters
affirmed the need to protect financial
privacy. Based on the comments, DoD is
adopting the proposed changes in the
final rule without revision. This rule
will apply DoD-wide to provide
consistent implementation across all
components. Upon publication, one
component-level rule at 32 CFR part 504
will be rescinded.

Expected Costs and Benefits

The primary benefit to a DoD-wide
rule is consistent implementation across
the DoD’s responsibilities under the Act.
The Act requires DoD to reimburse a
financial institution for such costs as are
reasonably necessary and which have
been directly incurred based on the
rates of reimbursement established by
the Federal Reserve Board in 12 CFR
219.3. The average cost of
reimbursement from DoD to financial
institutions over the past five years is
$4,328 per year and the Department
does not anticipate an increase with the
finalization of this rule. DoD has not
paid any civil penalties associated with
this rule as discussed in the Civil
Liability section of the rule.

Regulatory Procedures

Executive Order 12866, ““Regulatory

Planning and Review” and Executive
Order 13563, “Improving Regulation
and Regulatory Review”

Executive Orders 12866 and 13563
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 not been
designated a “‘significant regulatory
action,” under section 3(f) of Executive
Order 12866 and was not reviewed by
the Office of Management and Budget
(OMB).

Executive Order 13771, “Reducing
Regulation and Controlling Regulatory
Costs”

This final rule is not subject to the
requirements of E.O. 13771 (82 CFR
9339, February 3, 2017) because this
final rule is not significant under E.O.
12866.

Public Law 104—4, “‘Unfunded Mandates
Reform Act” (2 U.S.C. Ch. 25)

This final rule is not subject to the
Unfunded Mandates Reform Act
because it does not contain a federal
mandate that may result in the
expenditure by state, local, and tribal
governments, in the aggregate, or by the
private sector, of $100M or more in any
one year.

Public Law 96-354, ““Regulatory
Flexibility Act” (5 U.S.C. Ch. 6)

It has been certified that 32 CFR part
275 is not subject to the Regulatory
Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. 601) because it
does not have a significant economic
impact on a substantial number of small
entities.

Public Law 96-511, “Paperwork
Reduction Act” (44 U.S.C. Ch. 35)

It has been certified that 32 CFR part
275 does not impose reporting or
recordkeeping requirements under the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995.

Executive Order 13132, “‘Federalism”

Executive Order 13132 establishes
certain requirements that an agency
must meet when it promulgates a
proposed rule (and subsequent final
rule) that imposes substantial direct
requirement costs on state and local
governments, preempts state law, or
otherwise has federalism implications.
This final rule will not have a
substantial effect on state and local
governments, or otherwise have
federalism implications.

List of Subjects in 32 CFR Part 275
Banks, Banking, Credit, Privacy.

m Accordingly, 32 CFR part 275 is
revised to read as follows:

PART 275—RIGHT TO FINANCIAL
PRIVACY ACT

Sec.

275.1 Purpose.

275.2 Definitions.
275.3 Authorization.

275.4 Formal written request.
275.5 Certification.
275.6 Cost reimbursement.

Authority: 12 U.S.C. 3401, et seq.

§275.1 Purpose.

The purpose of this part is to
authorize DoD Components to request
financial records from a financial
institution pursuant to the formal
written request procedure authorized by
section 1108 of the Act and to set forth
the conditions under which such
requests may be made.

§275.2 Definitions.

The terms used in this part have the
same meaning as similar terms used in
the Right to Financial Privacy Act of
1978, Title XI of Public Law 95-630.

Act means the Right to Financial
Privacy Act of 1978.

DoD Components means the law
enforcement activities of the Office of
the Secretary of Defense, the Military
Departments, the Office of the Chairman
of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, the Joint
Staff, the Combatant Commands, the
Office of the Inspector General of the
Department of Defense, the Defense
Agencies, the DoD Field Activities, and
all other organizational entities in the
Department of Defense (hereafter
referred to as the “DoD Components”).

§275.3 Authorization.

The DoD Components are authorized
to request financial records of any
customer from a financial institution
pursuant to a formal written request
under the Act only if:

(a) No administrative summons or
subpoena authority reasonably appears
to be available to the DoD Component
to obtain financial records for the
purpose for which the records are
sought;

(b) There is reason to believe that the
records sought are relevant to a
legitimate law enforcement inquiry and
will further that inquiry;

(c) The request is issued by a
supervisory official of a grade
designated by the head of the DoD
Component. Officials so designated
shall not delegate this authority to
others;

(d) The request adheres to the
requirements set forth in § 275.4; and

(e) The notice requirements required
by section 1108(4) of the Act, or the
requirements pertaining to the delay of
notice in section 1109 of the Act, and
described in paragraphs (e)(1) through
(5) of this section are satisfied, except in
situations (e.g., section 1113(g)) where
no notice is required.

(1) The notice requirements are
satisfied when a copy of the request has
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been served on the customer or mailed
to the customer’s last known address on
or before the date on which the request
was made to the financial institution
together with the following notice
which shall state with reasonable
specificity the nature of the law
enforcement inquiry: ‘“Records or
information concerning your
transactions held by the financial
institution named in the attached
request are being sought by the
Department of Defense [or the specific
DoD Component] in accordance with
the Right to Financial Privacy Act of
1978 for the following purpose:”

(2)(i) Within ten days of service or
within fourteen days of mailing of a
subpoena, summons, or formal written
request, a customer may file a motion to
quash an administrative summons or
judicial subpoena, or an application to
enjoin a Government authority from
obtaining financial records pursuant to
a formal written request, with copies
served upon the Government authority.
A motion to quash a judicial subpoena
shall be filed in the court that issued the
subpoena. A motion to quash an
administrative summons or an
application to enjoin a Government
authority from obtaining records
pursuant to a formal written request
shall be filed in the appropriate United
States District Court. Such motion or
application shall contain an affidavit or
sworn statement stating:

(A) That the applicant is a customer
of the financial institution from which
financial records pertaining to said
customer have been sought; and

(B) The applicant’s reasons for
believing that the financial records
sought are not relevant to the legitimate
law enforcement inquiry stated by the
Government authority in its notice, or
that there has not been substantial
compliance within the provisions of the
Act.

(ii) Service shall be made upon a
Government authority by delivering or
mailing by registered or certified mail a
copy of the papers to the person, office,
or department specified in the notice
which the customer has received a
request.

(3) If a customer desires that such
records or information not be made
available, the customer must:

(i) Fill out the accompanying motion
paper and sworn statement or write one
of the customer’s own, stating that he or
she is the customer whose records are
being requested by the Government and
either giving the reasons the customer
believes that the records are not relevant
to the legitimate law enforcement
inquiry stated in this notice or any other

legal basis for objecting to the release of
the records.

(ii) File the motion and statement by
mailing or delivering them to the clerk
at an appropriate United States District
Court.

(iii) Serve the Government authority
requesting the records by mailing or
delivering a copy of the motion and
statement to the Government authority.

(iv) Be prepared to go to court and
present the customer’s position in
further detail.

(v) The customer does not need to
have a lawyer, although he or she may
wish to employ a lawyer to represent
the customer and protect the customer’s
rights.

(4) If the customer does not follow the
procedures in paragraphs (e)(2) and (3)
of this section, upon the expiration of
ten days from the date of service or
fourteen days from the date of mailing
of the notice, the records or information
requested therein may be made
available. The records may be
transferred to other Government
authorities for legitimate law
enforcement inquiries, in which event
the customer will be notified after the
transfer.

(5) Also, the records or information
requested therein may be made
available if ten days have expired from
the date of service or fourteen days from
the date of mailing of the notice and
within such time period the customer
has not filed a sworn statement and an
application to enjoin the Government
authority in an appropriate court, or the
customer challenge provisions.

§275.4 Formal written request.

(a) The formal written request must be
in the form of a letter or memorandum
to an appropriate official of the financial
institution from which financial records
are requested. The request shall be
signed by the issuing official, and shall
set forth that official’s name, title,
business address, and business phone
number. The request shall also contain
the following:

(1) The identity of the customer or
customers to whom the records pertain;

(2) A reasonable description of the
records sought; and

(3) Such additional information
which may be appropriate—e.g., the
date when the opportunity for the
customer to challenge the formal written
request expires, the date on which the
DoD Component expects to present a
certificate of compliance with the
applicable provisions of the Act, the
name and title of the individual (if
known) to whom disclosure is to be
made.

(b) In cases where customer notice is
delayed by court order, a copy of the
court order must be attached to the
formal written request.

§275.5 Certification.

Before obtaining the requested records
pursuant to a formal written request
described in § 275.4, an official of a rank
designated by the head of the requesting
DoD Component shall certify in writing
to the financial institution that the DoD
Component has complied with the
applicable provisions of the Act.

§275.6 Cost reimbursement.

Cost reimbursement to financial
institutions for providing financial
records will be made consistent with 12
CFR part 219, subpart A.

Dated: May 22, 2019.

Aaron T. Siegel,

Alternate OSD Federal Register Liaison
Officer, Department of Defense.

[FR Doc. 2019-11013 Filed 5-28-19; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 5001-06—-P

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND
SECURITY

Coast Guard
33 CFR Part 165
[Docket Number USCG-2019-0193]

RIN 1625-AA00

Safety Zones; July 4th Holiday
Fireworks in the Coast Guard Captain
of the Port Maryland-National Capital
Region Zone

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DHS.
ACTION: Temporary final rule.

SUMMARY: The Coast Guard is
establishing three temporary safety
zones for certain waters within the
Captain of the Port Maryland-National
Capital Region Zone. This action is
necessary to provide for the safety of life
on these navigable waters of the Severn
River at Sherwood Forest, MD, on July
3, 2019, (with alternate date of July 5,
2019), the Middle River in Baltimore
County, MD, on July 6, 2019, (with
alternate date of July 7, 2019), and the
Susquehanna River at Havre de Grace,
MD, on July 6, 2019, (with alternate date
of July 7, 2019), during fireworks
displays to commemorate the July 4th
holiday. This regulation prohibits
persons and vessels from being in the
safety zones unless authorized by the
Captain of the Port Baltimore or a
designated representative.
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DATES: This rule is effective from 8:30
p-m. on July 3, 2019 through 10:30 p.m.
on July 7, 2019.

ADDRESSES: To view documents
mentioned in this preamble as being
available in the docket, go to https://
www.regulations.gov, type USCG-2019—
0193 in the “SEARCH” box and click
“SEARCH.” Click on Open Docket
Folder on the line associated with this
rule.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: If
you have questions on this rule, call or
email Mr. Ron Houck, Sector Maryland-
National Capital Region Waterways
Management Division, U.S. Coast
Guard; telephone 410-576—-2674, email
Ronald.L.Houck@uscg.mil.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

1. Table of Abbreviations

CFR Code of Federal Regulations

COTP Captain of the Port

DHS Department of Homeland Security
FR Federal Register

NPRM Notice of proposed rulemaking
§ Section

U.S.C. United States Code

II. Background Information and
Regulatory History

The Sherwood Forest Club, Inc.,
notified the Coast Guard that from 9:20
to 9:50 p.m. on July 3, 2019, it will be
conducting a fireworks display
launched from the end of the Sherwood
Forest Club main pier, located adjacent
to the Severn River, in Sherwood Forest,
MD. In the event of inclement weather,
the fireworks display will be scheduled
for the same time on July 5, 2019.

The Marine Trades Association of
Baltimore County, Inc. notified the
Coast Guard that from 9:15 to 9:55 p.m.
on July 6, 2019, it will be conducting a
fireworks display launched from a
fireworks barge located in the Middle
River, approximately 300 yards
southeast of Wilson Point in Baltimore
County, MD. In the event of inclement
weather, the fireworks display will be
scheduled for the same time on July 7,
2019.

The City of Havre de Grace 2019
Independence Day Commission notified
the Coast Guard that from 9:15 to 9:45
p-m. on July 6, 2019, it will be
conducting a fireworks display
launched from a fireworks barge located
in the Susquehanna River,
approximately 300 yards southeast of
Concord Point in Havre de Grace, MD.
In the event of inclement weather, the
fireworks display will be scheduled for
the same time on July 7, 2019.

In response, on April 9, 2019, the
Coast Guard published a notice of
proposed rulemaking (NPRM) titled
“Safety Zones; July 4th Holiday

Fireworks in the Coast Guard Captain of
the Port Maryland-National Capital
Region Zone” (84 FR 14064). There we
stated why we issued the NPRM, and
invited comments on our proposed
regulatory action related to these three
fireworks displays. During the comment
period that ended May 9, 2019, we
received four comments.

III. Legal Authority and Need for Rule

The Coast Guard is issuing this rule
under authority in 46 U.S.C. 70034
(previously 33 U.S.C. 1231). The COTP
has determined that potential hazards
associated with the fireworks to be used
in these three fireworks displays will be
a safety concern for anyone within a
150-yard radius of the end of Sherwood
Forest Club main pier along the Severn
River, a 200-yard radius of the barge on
the Middle River, and a 200-yard radius
of the barge on the Susquehanna River.
The purpose of this rule is to ensure
safety of vessels and the navigable
waters in the safety zone before, during,
and after the scheduled events.

IV. Discussion of Comments, Changes,
and the Rule

As noted above, we received four
comments on our NPRM published
April 9, 2019. The comments were in
support of the Coast Guard’s
rulemaking. There are no changes in the
regulatory text of this rule from the
proposed rule in the NPRM as a result
of comments. However, there is a minor
change to coordinates to one of the
safety zones. The change is in paragraph
(a)(2), to the location of ““Safety zone 2.”
The proposed rule stated the
approximate position of the fireworks
barge as latitude 39°18’24” N, longitude
076°24’29” W. The approximate position
of the fireworks barge is actually
latitude 39°18725” N, longitude
076°2727” W. The difference between
the two locations is approximately 64
yards.

This rule establishes three safety
zones for certain waters within the
COTP Maryland-National Capital
Region Zone, as described in 33 CFR
3.25-15, which will be enforced during
the times described below for each zone.

The first safety zone will cover all
navigable waters within 150 yards of the
end of Sherwood Forest Club main pier
located along the Severn River in
Sherwood Forest, MD. A
“FIREWORKS—DANGER—STAY
AWAY” sign will be posted on land
adjacent to the shoreline, near the
location. The duration of the zone is
intended to ensure the safety of vessels
and these navigable waters before,
during, and after the scheduled 9:20

p-m. to 9:50 p.m. on July 3, 2019
fireworks display.

The second safety zone will cover all
navigable waters within 200 yards of a
barge in the Middle River located
approximately 300 yards southeast of
Wilson Point in Baltimore County, MD.
“FIREWORKS—DANGER—STAY
AWAY?” signs will be posted on the port
and starboard sides of the on-scene
barge. The duration of the zone is
intended to ensure the safety of vessels
and these navigable waters before,
during, and after the scheduled 9:15
p.m. to 9:55 p.m. on July 6, 2019
fireworks display.

The third safety zone will cover all
navigable waters within 200 yards of a
barge in the Susquehanna River located
approximately 300 yards southeast of
Concord Point in Havre de Grace, MD.
“FIREWORKS—DANGER—STAY
AWAY” signs will be posted on the port
and starboard sides of the on-scene
barge. The duration of the zone is
intended to ensure the safety of vessels
and these navigable waters before,
during, and after the scheduled 9:15 to
9:45 p.m. on July 6, 2019 fireworks
display.

No vessel or person will be permitted
to enter the safety zone without
obtaining permission from the COTP or
a designated representative.

V. Regulatory Analyses

We developed this rule after
considering numerous statutes and
Executive orders related to rulemaking.
Below we summarize our analyses
based on a number of these statutes and
Executive orders, and we discuss First
Amendment rights of protestors.

A. Regulatory Planning and Review

Executive Orders 12866 and 13563
direct agencies to assess the costs and
benefits of available regulatory
alternatives and, if regulation is
necessary, to select regulatory
approaches that maximize net benefits.
Executive Order 13771 directs agencies
to control regulatory costs through a
budgeting process. This rule has not
been designated a “‘significant
regulatory action,” under Executive
Order 12866. Accordingly, this rule has
not been reviewed by the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB), and
pursuant to OMB guidance it is exempt
from the requirements of Executive
Order 13771.

This regulatory action determination
is based on the size, duration, and time-
of-day of the safety zones, which would
impact small designated areas of the
Severn River, Middle River, and
Susquehanna River for a total of
approximately seven enforcement-
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hours, during the evening when vessel
traffic is normally low. Moreover, the
Coast Guard will issue Local Notices to
Mariners and a Broadcast Notice to
Mariners via VHF-FM marine channel
16 about the zones.

B. Impact on Small Entities

The Regulatory Flexibility Act of
1980, 5 U.S.C. 601-612, as amended,
requires Federal agencies to consider
the potential impact of regulations on
small entities during rulemaking. The
term ‘“‘small entities” comprises small
businesses, not-for-profit organizations
that are independently owned and
operated and are not dominant in their
fields, and governmental jurisdictions
with populations of less than 50,000.
The Coast Guard received no comments
from the Small Business Administration
on this rulemaking. The Coast Guard
certifies under 5 U.S.C. 605(b) that this
rule will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities.

While some owners or operators of
vessels intending to transit the safety
zone may be small entities, for the
reasons stated in section V. A above, this
rule will not have a significant
economic impact on any vessel owner
or operator.

Under section 213(a) of the Small
Business Regulatory Enforcement
Fairness Act of 1996 (Pub. L. 104-121),
we want to assist small entities in
understanding this rule. If the rule
would affect your small business,
organization, or governmental
jurisdiction and you have questions
concerning its provisions or options for
compliance, please contact the person
listed in the FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT section.

Small businesses may send comments
on the actions of Federal employees
who enforce, or otherwise determine
compliance with, Federal regulations to
the Small Business and Agriculture
Regulatory Enforcement Ombudsman
and the Regional Small Business
Regulatory Fairness Boards. The
Ombudsman evaluates these actions
annually and rates each agency’s
responsiveness to small business. If you
wish to comment on actions by
employees of the Coast Guard, call 1—
888—REG—FAIR (1-888-734—-3247). The
Coast Guard will not retaliate against
small entities that question or complain
about this rule or any policy or action
of the Coast Guard.

C. Collection of Information

This rule will not call for a new
collection of information under the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 (44
U.S.C. 3501-3520).

D. Federalism and Indian Tribal
Governments

A rule has implications for federalism
under Executive Order 13132,
Federalism, if it has 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. We have
analyzed this rule under that Order and
have determined that it is consistent
with the fundamental federalism
principles and preemption requirements
described in Executive Order 13132.

Also, this rule does not have tribal
implications under Executive Order
13175, Consultation and Coordination
with Indian Tribal Governments,
because it does not have a substantial
direct effect on one or more Indian
tribes, on the relationship between the
Federal Government and Indian tribes,
or on the distribution of power and
responsibilities between the Federal
Government and Indian tribes. If you
believe this rule has implications for
federalism or Indian tribes, please
contact the person listed in the FOR
FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT section.

E. Unfunded Mandates Reform Act

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

F. Environment

We have analyzed this rule under
Department of Homeland Security
Directive 023-01 and Environmental
Planning COMDTINST 5090.1 (series),
which guide the Coast Guard in
complying with the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969(42
U.S.C. 4321-4370f), and have
determined that this action is one of a
category of actions that do not
individually or cumulatively have a
significant effect on the human
environment. This rule involves three
safety zones lasting seven hours that
will prohibit entry within portions of
the Severn River, Middle River, and
Susquehanna River. It is categorically
excluded from further review under
paragraph L60(a) in Table 3—1 of U.S.
Coast Guard Environmental Planning
Implementing Procedures 5090.1. A

Record of Environmental Consideration
supporting this determination is
available in the docket where indicated
under ADDRESSES.

G. Protest Activities

The Coast Guard respects the First
Amendment rights of protesters.
Protesters are asked to contact the
person listed in the FOR FURTHER
INFORMATION CONTACT section to
coordinate protest activities so that your
message can be received without
jeopardizing the safety or security of
people, places or vessels.

List of Subjects in 33 CFR Part 165

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

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

PART 165—REGULATED NAVIGATION
AREAS AND LIMITED ACCESS AREAS

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

Authority: 46 U.S.C. 70034, 70051; 33 CFR
1.05-1, 6.04-1, 6.04—6, and 160.5;
Department of Homeland Security Delegation
No. 0170.1.

m 2. Add § 165.T05—-0193 to read as
follows:

§165.T05-0193 Safety Zones; July 4th
Holiday Fireworks in the Coast Guard
Captain of the Port Maryland-National
Capital Region Zone.

(a) Locations. The following areas are
a safety zone. All coordinates refer to
datum NAD 1983.

(1) Safety zone 1. All navigable waters
of the Severn River, within 150 yards of
a fireworks discharge site located at the
end of Sherwood Forest Club main pier
in approximate position latitude
39°01'54.0” N, longitude 076°32"41.8”
W, located at Sherwood Forest, MD.

(2) Safety zone 2. All navigable waters
of the Middle River, within 200 yards of
a fireworks barge in approximate
position latitude 39°18’25” N, longitude
076°24’27” W, located in Baltimore
County, MD.

(3) Safety zone 3. All navigable waters
of the Susquehanna River, within 200
yards of a fireworks barge in
approximate position latitude 39°32"19”
N, longitude 076°04’58.3” W, located at
Havre de Grace, MD.

(b) Definitions. As used in this
section:

(1) Captain of the Port (COTP) means
the Commander, U.S. Coast Guard
Sector Maryland-National Capital
Region.
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(2) Designated representative means
any Coast Guard commissioned,
warrant, or petty officer who has been
authorized by the Captain of the Port
Maryland-National Capital Region to
assist in enforcing any safety zone
described in paragraph (a) of this
section.

(c) Regulations. (1) Under the general
safety zone regulations in subpart C of
this part, you may not enter the safety
zone described in paragraph (a) of this
section unless authorized by the COTP
or the COTP’s designated representative.
All vessels underway within this safety
zone at the time it is activated are to
depart the zone.

(2) To seek permission to enter,
contact the COTP or the COTP’s
designated representative by telephone
at 410-576—2693 or on Marine Band
Radio VHF-FM channel 16 (156.8
MHz). The Coast Guard vessels
enforcing this section can be contacted
on Marine Band Radio VHF-FM
channel 16 (156.8 MHz).

(3) Those in the safety zone must
comply with all lawful orders or
directions given to them by the COTP or
the COTP’s designated representative.

(d) Enforcement officials. The U.S.
Coast Guard may be assisted in the
patrol and enforcement of the safety
zone by Federal, State, and local
agencies.

(e) Enforcement. These safety zones
will be enforced during the periods
described in paragraph (f) of this
section. A “FIREWORKS—DANGER—
STAY AWAY” sign will be posted on
land adjacent to the shoreline, near the
location described in paragraph (a)(1) of
this section. A “FIREWORKS—
DANGER—STAY AWAY” sign will be
posted on the port and starboard sides
of the barge on-scene near the locations
described in paragraphs (a)(2) and (3) of
this section.

(f) Enforcement periods. (1) Paragraph
(a)(1) of this section will be enforced
from 8:30 p.m. to 10:30 p.m. on July 3,
2019. If necessary due to inclement
weather on July 3rd, it will be enforced
from 8:30 p.m. to 10:30 p.m. on July 5,
2019.

(2) Paragraph (a)(2) of this section will
be enforced from 8 p.m. to 10:30 p.m.
on July 6, 2019. If necessary due to
inclement weather on July 6th, it will be
enforced from 8 p.m. to 10:30 p.m. on
July 7, 2019.

(3) Paragraph (a)(3) of this section will
be enforced from 8 p.m. to 10:30 p.m.
on July 6, 2019. If necessary due to
inclement weather on July 6th, it will be
enforced from 8 p.m. to 10:30 p.m. on
July 7, 2019.

Dated: May 23, 2019.
Joseph B. Loring,

Captain, U.S. Coast Guard, Captain of the
Port Maryland-National Capital Region.

[FR Doc. 2019-11139 Filed 5-28-19; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 9110-04-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 52

[EPA-R06-OAR-2017-0558; FRL-9993-79-
Region 6]

Air Plan Approval and Promulgation of
State Implementation Plan, Louisiana;
Attainment Demonstration for the St.
Bernard Parish 2010 SO, Primary
National Ambient Air Quality Standard
Nonattainment Area

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

SUMMARY: The Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) is approving the State
Implementation Plan (SIP) revision that
the State of Louisiana submitted to EPA
on November 9, 2017 with supplements
provided on February 8, 2018, August
24, 2018 and October 9, 2018. The
purpose of this revision is to provide for
attainment of the 1-hour sulfur dioxide
(SO») primary national ambient air
quality standard (NAAQS) in the St.
Bernard Parish, Louisiana
Nonattainment Area. This plan (herein
called a “‘nonattainment plan”) includes
Louisiana’s attainment demonstration
and other elements required under the
Clean Air Act (CAA). In addition to an
attainment demonstration, the
nonattainment plan addresses the
requirements for meeting reasonable
further progress (RFP) toward
attainment of the NAAQS,
implementation of reasonably available
control measures and reasonably
available control technology (RACM/
RACT), base-year and projection-year
emission inventories, enforceable
emissions limitations and control
measures, and contingency measures.
EPA concludes that Louisiana has
appropriately demonstrated that the
nonattainment plan provisions provide
for attainment of the 2010 1-hour
primary SO, NAAQS in the St. Bernard
Parish, Louisiana Nonattainment Area
by the applicable attainment date and
that the nonattainment plan meets the
other applicable requirements under the
CAA. This action is being taken in
accordance with the CAA.

DATES: This rule is effective on June 28,
2019.

ADDRESSES: EPA has established a
docket for this action under Docket
Identification No. EPA-R06—OAR-
2017-0558. All documents in the docket
are listed on the www.regulations.gov
website. Although listed in the index,
some information is not publicly
available, i.e., CBI or other information
whose disclosure is restricted by statute.
Certain other material, such as
copyrighted material, is not placed on
the internet and will be publicly
available only in hard copy form.
Publicly available docket materials are
available at www.regulations.gov or at
the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, EPA Region 6 Office, Air and
Radiation Division, Regional Haze and
SO, Section, 1445 Ross Avenue, Dallas,
TX. EPA requests that if at all possible,
you contact the contact listed in the FOR
FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT section to
schedule your inspection.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Robert Imhoff, EPA Region 6 Office,
Regional Haze and SO- Section, 1445
Ross Avenue, (Mail code ARSI), Dallas,
TX 75202-2750, (214) 665-7262,
Imhoff.Robert@epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Throughout this document whenever
“we,” “us,” or “our” is used, we mean
EPA.

Table of Contents
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II. Summary of Major Issues Raised by
Commenters and Our Responses

I1I. Final Action

IV. Incorporation by Reference

V. Statutory and Executive Order Reviews

I. Background and Purpose

On June 22, 2010, EPA promulgated a
new 1-hour primary SO, NAAQS of 75
parts per billion (ppb), which is met at
an ambient air quality monitoring site
when the 3-year average of the annual
99th percentile of daily maximum 1-
hour average concentrations does not
exceed 75 ppb, as determined in
accordance with appendix T of 40 CFR
part 50. See 75 FR 35520, codified at 40
CFR 50.17(a)—(b). On August 5, 2013,
EPA designated a first set of 29 areas of
the country as nonattainment for the
2010 SO, NAAQS, including the St.
Bernard Parish, Louisiana
Nonattainment Area within the State of
Louisiana. See 78 FR 47191, codified at
40 CFR part 81, subpart C. These “round
one” area designations were effective
October 4, 2013. Section 191(a) of the
CAA directs states to submit SIPs for
areas designated as nonattainment for
the SO, NAAQS to EPA within 18
months of the effective date of the
designation, i.e., by no later than April
4, 2015 in this case. These SIPs are


mailto:Imhoff.Robert@epa.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov

Federal Register/Vol. 84, No. 103/ Wednesday, May 29, 2019/Rules and Regulations

24713

required to demonstrate that their
respective areas will attain the NAAQS
as expeditiously as practicable, but no
later than 5 years from the effective date
of designation, which is October 4,
2018, in accordance with CAA sections
191-192.

Section 172(c) of the CAA lists the
required components of a
nonattainment plan submittal. The base
year emissions inventory (section
172(c)(3)) is required to show a
comprehensive, accurate, current
inventory of all relevant pollutants in
the nonattainment area. The
nonattainment plan must identify and
quantify any expected emissions from
the construction of new sources to
account for emissions in the area that
might affect reasonable further progress
(RFP) toward attainment, or that might
interfere with attainment and
maintenance of the NAAQS, and it must
provide for a nonattainment new source
review (NNSR) program (section
172(c)(5)). The attainment
demonstration must include a modeling
analysis showing that the enforceable
emissions limitations and other control
measures taken by the state will provide
for RFP and expeditious attainment of
the NAAQS (section 172(c)(2), (4), (6),
and (7)). The nonattainment plan must
include an analysis and provide for
implementation of RACM, including
RACT (section 172(c)(1)). Finally, the
nonattainment plan must provide for
contingency measures (section
172(c)(9)) to be implemented either in
the case that RFP toward attainment is
not made, or in the case that the area
fails to attain the NAAQS by the
attainment date.

On April 23, 2014, EPA issued a
guidance document entitled, “Guidance
for 1-Hour SO, Nonattainment Area SIP
Submissions” (2014 guidance). This
2014 guidance provides
recommendations for the development
of SO, nonattainment SIPs to satisfy
CAA requirements (see, e.g., sections
172, 191, and 192). An attainment
demonstration must also meet the
requirements of 40 CFR part 51,
subparts F and G, and 40 CFR part 51,
appendix W (the Guideline on Air
Quality Models; “‘the Guideline”), and
include inventory data, modeling
results, and emissions reduction
analyses on which the state has based
its projected attainment.

For a number of areas, including the
St. Bernard Parish, Louisiana SO,
Nonattainment Area, EPA published a
document on March 18, 2016, that
pertinent states had failed to submit the
required SO, nonattainment plan by the
submittal deadline. See 81 FR 14736.
This finding initiated a deadline under

CAA section 179(a) for the potential
imposition of new source review and
highway funding sanctions, and for EPA
to promulgate a Federal implementation
plan (FIP) under section 110(c) of the
CAA. Louisiana submitted a
nonattainment plan for the St. Bernard
Parish, Louisiana Nonattainment Area
on November 9, 2017 and supplemented
it on February 8, 2018. On February 26,
2018, EPA determined that the State’s
SO, Nonattainment Area SIP revision
for St. Bernard Parish was complete
under 40 CFR part 51, app. V. As a
result of EPA’s February 26, 2018
completeness determination, and
pursuant to the Clean Air Act 179(a),
sanctions that would have applied, no
longer apply upon such a determination
of completeness. Furthermore, upon
issuance of this final approval of
Louisiana’s SIP submittal, EPA’s FIP
obligation will cease to apply.

On April 19, 2018, we published a
proposed rulemaking action to approve
the 2010 SO, Primary NAAQS
Nonattainment Area SIP revision for St.
Bernard Parish, submitted by the State
of Louisiana on November 9, 2017 and
first supplemented on February 8, 2018.
See 83 FR 17349. The April 19, 2018
action proposed approval of the
following CAA SIP elements: The
attainment demonstration for the SO,
NAAQS and enforceable emissions
limits, which included an Agreed Order
on Consent (AOC) dated February 2,
2018 for the Rain CII Carbon, LLC.
(Rain) facility; the reasonable further
progress (RFP) plan; the reasonably
available control measures (RACM) and
reasonably available control technology
(RACT) demonstration; the emission
inventories; and the contingency
measures. We also proposed to find that
the State had demonstrated that its
current Nonattainment New Source
Review (NNSR) program covered the
2010 SO, NAAQS; therefore, no revision
to the SIP was required for the NNSR
element. Comments on the original
proposal were required to be received
by May 21, 2018. We received timely
comments on the proposal.

After the close of the public comment
period to the April 19, 2018 proposal,
the Louisiana Department of
Environmental Quality (LDEQ)
submitted additional information to
EPA on August 24, 2018. The additional
information was submitted to us partly
in response to a public comment
received on the April 19, 2018 proposal
from United States Senator from
Louisiana, Bill Cassidy. Senator
Cassidy’s comment letter expressed
concern that Rain would need to modify
the February 2018 AOC entered between
Rain and LDEQ as Rain did not believe

that it could meet the limits set forth in
the AOC without an additional
extension to the compliance dates. In
response to the comment, and to
determine feasible emission limits for
operations during transitions from
exhaust flow through the hot stack to
flow through the heat recovery boiler
(referred to as the cold stack), LDEQ
granted an extension of the deadline of
the February 2018 AOC on April 27,
2018. LDEQ then issued a revised AOC
on August 2, 2018. An air quality
modeling analysis was submitted to
EPA on August 24, 2018 to specifically
demonstrate attainment of the NAAQS
with the revised limits in the August
2018 AOC. EPA reviewed the new
modeling analysis and found some
errors and omissions. In response, LDEQ
submitted an updated modeling analysis
on October 9, 2018. The AOC (signed by
LDEQ and Rain August 2, 2018 and
submitted to EPA on August 24, 2018),
and the October 9, 2018 modeling files
(also submitted by LDEQ) serve as a
supplement to the November 9, 2017
and February 8, 2018 SIP submittals and
are intended to address the public
comment by incorporating certain
additional AOC revisions (dated August
2, 2018) and supporting modeling into
the 2010 SO, Primary NAAQS
Nonattainment Area SIP revision for St.
Bernard Parish. All correspondence
related to the supplemental August 24,
2018 and updated October 9, 2018
modeling analyses and the revised
August 2, 2018 AOC are included in the
public docket to this action.?

In a supplemental notice of proposed
rulemaking on February 8, 2019 (84 FR
2801), EPA proposed to approve
Louisiana’s August 24, 2018 and
October 9, 2018 updated modeling files
as a supplement to the November 9,
2017 SIP and February 8, 2018
submittals. The State’s submittal and
attainment demonstration included all
the specific attainment elements
mentioned above, including new SO,
emission limits and associated control
technology efficiency requirements for
the calcining plant, currently owned
and operated by Rain CII Carbon. Rain’s
new SO, emission limits were
developed in accordance with EPA’s
2014 guidance as referenced above.
Comments on EPA’s supplemental
proposed rulemaking were due on or
before March 11, 2019. EPA received
timely comments on the supplemental
proposed approval for Louisiana’s
nonattainment area plan for the St.
Bernard Parish, Louisiana
Nonattainment Area. The comment

1For the related correspondence, please see the
public docket at EPA-R06—-OAR-2017-0558-0034.
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letters received in response to the
supplemental February 8, 2019 proposal
and our earlier April 19, 2018 proposal
are available in the docket for this final
rulemaking action. EPA’s summary of
the more significant comments and
EPA’s responses are provided below.
We respond to all comments received
on both the original and supplemental
proposals in a separate response to
comment document available in the
public docket for this action. For a
comprehensive discussion of
Louisiana’s SIP submittal and EPA’s
analysis and rationale for approval of
the State’s submittal and attainment
demonstration for this area, please refer
to EPA’s April 19, 2018 proposed
approval and February 8, 2019
supplemental notice of proposed
rulemaking.

II. Summary of Major Issues Raised by
Commenters and Our Responses

We received five written comment
letters in response to our original and
supplemental proposals for approval of
the SIP revisions for the St. Bernard
Parish, Louisiana Nonattainment Area
relevant to both actions.2 We received
comments from Sierra Club on both the
April 19, 2018 proposal and the
February 8, 2019 supplemental
proposal; one comment letter from
Congressman Cassidy on the April 19,
2018 proposal, and comment letters
from the Louisiana Chemical
Association (LCA) on both the April 19,
2018 proposal and the February 8, 2019
supplemental proposal. To review the
complete set and text of the comments
received, please refer to the publicly
posted docket for this rulemaking as
identified above. A document titled
“Response to Significant Comments on
the Attainment Demonstration for the
2010 Sulfur Dioxide National Ambient
Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) in St.
Bernard Parish, Louisiana,” also is
included in the docket to this action and
contains a complete list of comments
and our detailed responses to all
comments. Below, we provide a
summary of some of the more
significant comments received and a
summary of EPA’s responses.

Comments in Support

Comment: EPA received supportive
comments from LCA on the April 19,
2018 initial proposed approval and on
the February 8, 2019 supplemental
proposal. The commenter expressed

2We also received five anonymous public
comments on the April 19, 2018 proposed
rulemaking action that were not relevant to the
proposal. Please see the separate Responses to
Significant Comments document for more detailed
information.

support for LDEQ’s approach to the SIP
and EPA’s proposed approval.

EPA Response

EPA acknowledges the commenter’s
support.

Attainment Demonstration Comments

Comment: We received comments
from Sierra Club stating that the 2016
monitored design value (DV) is just
below the standard and that the
attainment demonstration does not
provide adequate assurance that air
quality impacts will remain below the
NAAQS.

EPA’s Response

We disagree that the attainment
demonstration does not provide
adequate assurance that air quality
impacts will remain below the NAAQS.
The SO, demonstration SIP and the
modeling, which is part of the SIP,
indicate that the SO, health-based
standard will be attained in and around
St. Bernard Parish, thus protecting the
health of the inhabitants.

The SO, emissions in St. Bernard
Parish have continued to decline, the
total emission rate with updated permits
declining 21% from 2017 to 2018—from
9117 tpy to 7170 tpy. This decline in
emissions along with the emission
limits specified in the revised Rain AOC
will maintain the reduced measured
SO, concentrations at the monitors in
St. Bernard Parish. Through the 4th
quarter of 2018 (the most recent data
available at this time), the SO,
concentration data submitted to the
AQS shows the 1st and 4th highest SO,
2018 concentrations at the Vista monitor
were 66.9 and 40.3 ppb respectively.
The design value for 2018 certified by
the State and subject to EPA review and
concurrence is 59 ppb (154.6 ug/m3), a
significant decline from the 2016 design
value of 73 ppb (191.2 pg/m3).

Modeling Comments

Comment: One commenter (Sierra
Club) asserted that in reviewing a state
plan, EPA can approve, disapprove,
partially approve, partially disapprove
and issue its own plan. EPA may not fill
the gaps in a facially deficient SIP
without first concluding that the plan is
deficient in some respect. Here, EPA has
performed its own modeling as part of
the proposed SIP approval, and in doing
s0, has blurred the lines between
appropriate review and action on the
State submittal, and its obligation to
take Federal action in the absence of a
complete and lawful SIP.

In addition, the commenter argues
that neither the State’s nor EPA’s
modeling provide adequate assurance

that air quality impacts in St. Bernard
Parish will remain below the NAAQS.
EPA’s modeling and the State’s
modeling appear to be fundamentally
inconsistent as in Table 2 of the
proposed rule the agency indicates that
the maximum SO, impacts in St.
Bernard Parish will be 190.8 ug/m3
while the State’s own submittal
concludes that the maximum impacts
are 191.4 ug/m3.

EPA Response

Nothing in the Clean Air Act
forecloses EPA from conducting an
analysis to assist in its review and
evaluation of the State’s SIP submittal.
EPA’s modeling was an integral part of
our review and evaluation of the State’s
SIP submittal to verify that the NAAQS
was fully protected at all relevant
locations when accounting for all
measures in the SIP. In this case, EPA’s
modeling confirmed the State’s analysis;
our modeling was provided to show our
process and to assess our reasons for
approving the SIP submittal. We also
consider the comment moot based on
the State’s August 24, 2018 and October
9, 2018 supplements to the SIP in which
the State conducted its own additional
modeling analysis to support the August
2, 2018 revised AOC.

EPA contacted LDEQ to confirm why
the maximum SO, concentration in
LDEQ Secretary Brown’s letter 3 was
slightly different (by 0.6 ug/ms3) from the
value in the State’s modeling files.
LDEQ indicated that Secretary Brown’s
letter was based on preliminary
modeling conducted in July 2018 to
determine limits for the proposed AOC
revision.* After that modeling was
conducted, additional updates were
made to emissions for other St. Bernard
Parish sources to make sure that the
modeling inventory was accurate, and
LDEQ remodeled and provided the
October 9, 2018 supplement. The
modeled impacts are below the level of
the 1-hour primary SO, NAAQS (196
ug/m3) and demonstrate attainment of
the 1-hour SO, primary NAAQS.5

Comment: One commenter (Sierra
Club) took issue with the State’s
exclusion from modeling of several
major SO, sources to the west because

3 See August 24, 2018 Letter from Chuck Carr
Brown, Louisiana Department of Environmental
Quality to Anne Idsal, (former) Regional
Administrator submitting Supplemental
Information and the August 2, 2018 Executed
Administrative Order on Consent available in the
docket for this action. See docket ID No. EPA-R06—
OAR-2017-0558-0032.

4See Email from Vennetta Hayes to Robert Imhoff
on March 18, 2019 included in docket to this action
email Hayes to Imhoff 03182019.pdf.

5For all related correspondence, please see the
public docket at EPA-R06—-OAR-2017-0558-0034.
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they did not cause modeled gradients
>3.5 ug/m3 at any receptors in St.
Bernard Parish and to characterize their
contribution through the background
concentrations. The commenter states
that the use of 3.5 pg/m3 as a threshold
is arbitrary to define significant
contribution to the nonattainment area.

EPA Response

EPA used several factors in evaluating
and concurring with the State’s decision
to exclude the sources to the west from
the modeling. In the State’s judgment,
the distance to these western sources
(>25km to the Parish boundary), and the
low maximum concentrations and the
small impact gradients modeled for
these sources in the western edge of St.
Bernard Parish support the
determination that their impacts not be
included in the modeling or
characterized in the modeling through
the use of the background monitor value
added to the modeling concentration.

EPA’s guidance ¢ is that distant
sources (beyond a 10-20 km range from
St. Bernard) need not be included in the
modeling unless they are very large (on
the order of 5,000 to 10,000 tpy or more
for ranges beyond 20 km). In our 1-hour
NO, and SO, modeling guidance, we
specifically indicate that in many
situations sources beyond 10 km would
not need to be included.

For St. Bernard there were limited
options for the background monitor data
because the existing monitors are
directly impacted by nearby sources
under certain wind directions. The
option chosen was to use a monitor,
Meraux, located in St. Bernard Parish, to
best characterize background
concentrations because of its proximity.
Since the Meraux monitor was impacted
by Valero refinery emissions which
were directly included in the model,
LDEQ excluded the data when winds
were from directions that could
transport Valero’s emissions to this
monitor. Valero is located to the west of
the Meraux monitor. EPA acknowledges
that the exclusion of wind directions
from the Valero refinery to the Meraux

background monitor also means that the
background does not include all
potential contributions from the remote
(£20km) sources to the west. As
discussed above, none of these sources
would normally be included in the
modeling directly due to their size and
distance. However, because of the
exclusion of certain wind directions
coupled with relatively few point
sources in the included wind directions
that made up the Meraux monitor’s
background data, out of an abundance of
caution, EPA requested that the State
model the remote western sources to
ensure that their exclusion was
reasonable and would not impact the
attainment demonstration if they were
included.

EPA’s concern was whether the
attainment demonstration modeling
would show a projected value to the
east of Rain very near the standard
during Rain’s normal operations. In that
case, if the excluded sources to the west
had the potential for an appreciable
impact there would be a concern that
the modeled DV could exceed the
standard if the impact from those
sources were included. In order to make
sure that there was no appreciable
potential impact from these sources to
the west, LDEQ agreed to look at sources
individually and also ensure that they
were not omitting a cluster of sources
that could have potential impacts much
higher than 3.5 ug/ms3. LDEQ chose the
value of 3.5 ug/m3, which is less than
50% of the 3 ppb (7.86 ug/m?3)
Significant Impact Level that LDEQ has
used in their permitting program for the
1-Hour SO, NAAQS. LDEQ’s analysis
was conservative as it assessed the
potential of the sources to add 3.5 pg/
m3 to a receptor anywhere in St.
Bernard Parish. For these sources to the
west to play a role in the attainment
demonstration, their impact would have
to occur at a time and at a receptor that
was very near the standard in St.
Bernard Parish. The use of the <3.5 pg/
m?3 was not as a significance threshold
but as a conservative factor assessing the
potential impacts anywhere in St.

Bernard Parish from these sources. As
long as the modeled maximum design
value to the east of Rain in the absence
of these sources to the west was more
than 3.5 ug/m3 below the NAAQS, then
even if all the western sources were
included in the modeling they could not
have caused a violation of the NAAQS.

The result of the modeling for the
attainment demonstration was that the
highest design values were projected to
the west of Rain during periods with
winds out of the east. The excluded
western sources cannot add to this
design value as they are downwind of
the area of highest modeled
concentration during this period. The
highest values to the east of Rain under
any scenario were projected to be more
than 10 pg/m? below the standard.
Given that there were only two potential
remote sources that were over 1,000 tpy
to the west and they both had modeled
impacts below 3.5 ug/m3 and were not
above the clustering threshold, we know
that the sources could not endanger the
attainment demonstration if they were
included in the modeling. EPA noted
that the low concentrations modeled for
these sources comports with the
guidance from appendix W 8.3.3 (b) i—
iii. Further, these maximum modeled
impacts occurred at the extreme western
boundary of St. Bernard Parish and
declined to the east where the
maximum design value was located.

The table below gives the distance
from the excluded sources from the west
to the modeled maximum design value
to the east of Rain that occurs during
one stage of Rain’s operation and their
2014 NEI emissions. Based on the 2014
NEI emissions and distance to the
maximum modeled design value east of
Rain it was appropriate to not include
these sources to the west in the model.
LDEQ’s analysis to consider these
sources to the west for inclusion in the
modeling was conservative and
provided additional support to the
conclusion that inclusion of these
sources would not impact the
attainment demonstration.

Distance to 2014
Excluded source modeled max Emissions
east of rain (toy)
(km)

CornerstoNg ChEMICAI—FOITIEI .........ccciiiiiiee ettt e e e e e r e e e e e e e et s e eeeeeeseaaanseeeeeeeeennsaseseeeseannnnes 29 1154
Valero RefiNiNG—=St. CRAIES ........coiiiiiiiiieee ettt a et b et e sne e e nneenne e 41 212
Rain CII Carbon—Norco 42 2710
MOtiVa REFINEIY—NOICTO ...ttt ettt et e s ae e e bt e s at e et e e sab e e be e emseesaeesateeaseeenbeeaneeenneas 425 226
ST =Y L@ g =T 1= T N e oo SR 42.8 177
UNION Carbide—St CRAIES ........ccoiiiiiieiiee et e e e e et e e e e s e et ae e e e e e e seabaaeeeeeeesssbaneeeeeseansnrrenees 46.5 413

6June 29, 2010 memo from Steve Page, Guidance
Concerning the Implementation of the 1-hour NO,

NAAQS for the Prevention of Significant
Deterioration Program.
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Comment: One commenter (Sierra
Club) noted that as part of its attainment
demonstration, the State modeled a
transition from hot to cold stack
operations from January 8 through
January 9, 2017. The analysis found the
highest modeled design value was for
the cold stack alone with an emission
rate of 510 Ib/hr. The modeled DV of
192.4 W/m3 is within 2% of the
standard. Yet the actual emissions for
the cold stack shown in Figure 1
indicate that there are several hours
with emissions above this limit of 510
Ib/hr. The commenter states that neither
LDEQ nor EPA explain how the 510 lb/
hr limit will be enforced, which further
gives rise to the representativeness of
such a small sample size that was
chosen to exemplify the transition.
There is no comparison to other
transition periods and no justification of
why the single 33-hour period modeled
from January 2017 is representative of a
worst case and an assurance that 510 lb/
hr is not exceeded more frequently. The
fact that even this one period chosen for
the analysis has hourly emissions
exceeding the limit suggests that a
historical examination of all transition
periods and their associated hot and
cold stack emissions is warranted.

EPA Response

The purpose of the use of the
transition was to use the stack
parameters (e.g. stack temperature and
flow velocity) for an actual transition to
give realistic parameters (that is those
that the plant can reliably maintain) to
model the allowable emission rates
throughout the transition period. As
stated in the TSD, reduced SO, emission
rates were derived from modeling and
Rain must achieve them to attain the
standard. The few hours with rates
above the new emission rate limit are
not pertinent to compliance since the
510 Ib/hr limit was not in place at the
time in January 2017. The August 2,
2018 AOC specifies both the stack
parameters and the emission rate to be
maintained during normal operation
through the cold stack and at the
different stages of transition and the
model indicates that the standard will
be met under all these conditions. While
the use of data from an actual transition
gives confidence that the plant can
successfully meet the conditions of the
AOG, examination of past additional
transitions would not add value.

Compliance with the 510 1b/hr limit
on the cold stack is achieved through
the automated control and monitored by
the installed CEM system which
measures both concentration and mass
flow rate. The emission rate required is
programmed into the system and it

governs the operational parameters of
the scrubber to achieve the desired rate.
The emission rate attained is recorded
directly and reported for compliance.

Comment: One commenter (Sierra
Club) questioned the choice to use rural
dispersion coefficients in an area they
believe to be urban. The commenter
asserts that modeling should have been
run with both rural and urban
coefficients.

EPA Response

LDEQ stated that rural coefficients
were appropriate since the surrounding
rivers, lakes, and wetlands would tend
to minimize the urban heat island effect.
In particular, the wind direction for the
highest design values is from the east
which contains an extensive wetland.
See our full Response to Significant
Comments document for a detailed
analysis of the land use around the
facility and in the region. EPA agrees
with LDEQ that this choice was
appropriate for this analysis and
running the model with urban
coefficients was not appropriate or
necessary.

Comment: One commenter (Sierra
Club), argues that Louisiana’s SIP
revision, the AOC, or EPA’s approval
does not provide understandable
conditions and emission limits for the
Rain CII Carbon, LLC facility. The
commenter argues that the AOC
contains numerous overlapping, and in
some cases, inconsistent standards that
govern the same pollutant. Moreover,
the AOC includes many alternatives for
compliance, none of which involve
actually measuring or monitoring the
pollution emitted by the facility.
Because the SIP fails to include any
meaningful way for LDEQ or EPA to
monitor compliance, the emission limits
and compliance obligations must be
revised so that the conditions are clear,
specific, and unambiguous.

EPA Response

We disagree with the comment. As to
the first part of the comment over
inconsistent standards for the same
pollutant, the AOC provides clear
requirements at all stages of operation of
the plant to ensure attainment of the
NAAQS. At every operational stage, the
operational conditions (temperature,
flow and emission rate) needed are
unequivocal and distinct. As illustrated
in Figure 5 from the supplemental TSD
and repeated in the detailed Response to
Comment document included in the
docket to this action, the requirements
do not overlap as stated by the
commenter—each block is distinct (they
do not overlap) and the required
conditions are specific.

As to the comment regarding
alternatives for compliance, as stated
above and illustrated in Figure 5 from
the supplemental TSD, the requirements
for compliance are specific and distinct
for each operational phase. The cold
stack requirements are directly
measured and reported. Compliance
with the hot stack requirements is
monitored by measurements of
temperature and flow rates and a
verified emission rate equation. The
equation is based on a mass balance of
the sulfur contained in the input green
coke and output calcined coke
determined through composite samples
taken throughout the operational day. It
should be noted that the hours of
operation of the hot stack either by
stand-alone operation or during
transitions are limited. The stand-alone
hours of operation are limited by the
permit to less than 500 hours per year.
According to Rain’s 2017 Title V
Specific Requirements Report 7 the plant
operated the hot stack-alone 435 hours
(5% of the time) and transition
operations 394 hours (4.5% of the time).

Procedural and Other Comments

Comment: One commenter (Sierra
Club) stated that EPA’s original proposal
and supplemental notice of proposed
rulemaking fail to meet the Clean Air
Act’s statutory deadline for issuing a
FIP, and the agency must impose
sanctions for failing to submit a lawful
SIP. Under Section 192, these SIPs are
required to demonstrate that their
respective areas will attain the NAAQS
no later than 5 years from the date of the
nonattainment designation—here, no
later than August 5, 2018. However,
Louisiana failed to timely submit a
nonattainment SIP for St. Bernard
Parish; on March 18, 2016, EPA
published a final rule for failure to
submit a nonattainment SIP. This
started an 18-month sanction clock
ending on September 18, 2017. EPA’s
February 26, 2018 determination of
completeness letter to LDEQ is not a
substitute for a finding of the
Administrator that the State has come
into compliance, and therefore the
agency must impose sanctions. Lastly,
the State’s supplemental modeling was
not submitted until October 9, 2018—
two months after the deadline.

EPA Response

We disagree with the Commenter.
With regard to the Commenter’s
statements on sanctions, we find the
comments are outside the scope of the
proposal and supplemental proposal

7Title_V_Specific_ Requirements_Report_
2017.pdf included in the docket for this action.
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actions and not germane to our original
or supplemental proposed action to
approve the SIP, since the
determination of completeness and
correction of deficiency that stopped the
above-referenced sanctions clock
occurred before we proposed this SIP
approval, and therefore we are not
required to respond to the comment.
Further, under EPA’s rules
implementing mandatory sanctions, it is
clear that sanctions clocks started by a
finding of failure to submit per 40 CFR
52.31(c)(1) are terminated by the finding
that the state has corrected the
deficiency via a letter from the
Administrator to the Governor, under 40
CFR 52.31(d)(5). Moreover, under
Delegation 7—67, the authority to make
this finding is delegated to Regional
Administrators, who may re-delegate
this authority to Division Directors.8 In
this case, the completeness finding
under 40 CFR part 51, app. V, was made
by the delegated Division Director and
communicated to the State by a letter
signed by EPA on February 26, 2018.9
Under the CAA, once such finding is
made and a SIP submittal is deemed
complete, the imposition of New Source
Review and highway funding sanctions
ceases to apply. With regard to the
October modeling files, as stated
previously, these served as an update to
the November 9, 2017 and February 8,
2018 SIP submittals and were intended
to address a specific public comment by
incorporating certain additional AOC
revisions (dated August 2, 2018) and
supporting modeling into the 2010 SO,
Primary NAAQS Nonattainment Area
SIP revision for St. Bernard Parish.
Specifically, the October modeling files
were submitted by LDEQ to correct
some errors and omissions in the
August 24, 2018 modeling. The October
2018 modeling analysis, including the
revised August 2, 2018 AOC emission
limits for the Rain facility (emission
limits effective August 2, 2018), resulted
in concentrations below the level of the
1-hour primary SO, NAAQS and
demonstrate attainment of the 1-hour
SO, primary NAAQS before the
attainment deadline of October 4, 2018.
We note that the commenter is
incorrect with regards to the attainment
date. As detailed in the background
section above, the “round one’ area
designations were effective October 4,
2013. SIPs are required to demonstrate
that their respective areas will attain the
NAAQS as expeditiously as practicable,
but no later than 5 years from the
effective date of designation, which is
October 4, 2018. With regard to a FIP

8 See docket for a copy of the 767 Delegation.
9 See docket for a copy of this letter.

obligation mentioned by the commenter,
as we noted above, any duties EPA has
to promulgate a FIP are outside the
scope of this SIP approval action, and
therefore we are not required to respond
to the comment, however, such alleged
duties will terminate upon issuance of
this final rulemaking approval action,
thus EPA’s FIP obligation will cease to
apply.

Comment: One commenter stated that
EPA’s finding of failure to submit
triggered a requirement that the EPA
promulgate a FIP within two years of
the finding—i.e., by and March 18,
2018—unless, by that time (a) the state
has made the necessary complete
submittal and (b) EPA has approved the
submittal as meeting applicable
requirements. Since Louisiana missed
the deadline for a complete submittal
EPA must impose a nonattainment FIP
for St. Bernard Parish.

EPA Response

With regard to the Commenter’s
statements on the FIP, we find that any
duties EPA has to promulgate a FIP are
outside the scope of this SIP approval
action, and therefore we are not
required to respond to the comment.
However, we note that in any case such
alleged duties will terminate upon
EPA’s final approval of the SIP.

III. Final Action

EPA has determined that Louisiana’s
SO, nonattainment plan meets the
applicable requirements of sections 110,
172, 191, and 192 of the CAA. EPA is
approving Louisiana’s November 9,
2017 SIP submission, as supplemented
by the State on February 8, 2018, August
24, 2018 and October 9, 2018, for
attaining the 2010 primary 1-hour SO,
NAAQS for the St. Bernard Parish,
Louisiana Nonattainment Area and for
meeting other nonattainment area
planning requirements. This SO,
nonattainment plan includes
Louisiana’s attainment demonstration
for the SO, nonattainment area. The
nonattainment area plan also addresses
requirements for RFP, RACT/RACM,
enforceable emission limits and control
measures, base-year and projection-year
emission inventories, and contingency
measures. Louisiana has also
demonstrated it met the requirements
regarding NNSR for SO, and this NNSR
program already is part of the SIP.

EPA is approving into the Louisiana
SIP the provisions of Rain Carbon CII’s
Administrative Order, issued August 2,
2018, that constitute the SO, operating
and emission limits and their associated
monitoring, testing, recordkeeping, and
reporting requirements. EPA is

approving these provisions as a source-
specific SIP revision.

IV. Incorporation by Reference

In this rule, EPA is finalizing
regulatory text that includes
incorporation by reference. In
accordance with the requirements of 1
CFR 51.5, we are finalizing the
incorporation by reference of revisions
to the Louisiana source-specific
requirements as described in the Final
Action section above. We have made,
and will continue to make, these
documents generally available
electronically through
www.regulations.gov and in hard copy
at the EPA Region 6 office (please
contact the person listed in the FOR
FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT section of
this preamble for more information).
Therefore, these materials have been
approved by EPA for inclusion in the
SIP, have been incorporated by
reference by EPA into that plan, are
fully federally enforceable under
sections 110 and 113 of the CAA as of
the effective date of the final rulemaking
of EPA’s approval, and will be
incorporated by reference in the next
update to the SIP compilation.10

V. Statutory and Executive Order
Reviews

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

e Is not a significant regulatory action
subject to review by the Office of
Management and Budget under
Executive Orders 12866 (58 FR 51735,
October 4, 1993) and 13563 (76 FR 3821,
January 21, 2011);

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

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

e does not contain any unfunded
mandate or significantly or uniquely
affect small governments, as described

10 See 62 FR 27968 (May 22, 1997).
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in the Unfunded Mandates Reform Act
of 1995 (Pub. L. 104-4);

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

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

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

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

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

In addition, the SIP is not approved
to apply on any Indian reservation land
or in any other area where EPA or an
Indian tribe has demonstrated that a
tribe has jurisdiction. In those areas of
Indian country, the rule does not have
tribal implications and will not impose
substantial direct costs on tribal
governments or preempt tribal law as
specified by Executive Order 13175 (65
FR 67249, November 9, 2000).

The Congressional Review Act, 5
U.S.C. 801 et seq., as added by the Small

Business Regulatory Enforcement
Fairness Act of 1996, generally provides
that before a rule may take effect, the
agency promulgating the rule must
submit a rule report, which includes a
copy of the rule, to each House of the
Congress and to the Comptroller General
of the United States. EPA will submit a
report containing this action and other
required information to the U.S. Senate,
the U.S. House of Representatives, and
the Comptroller General of the United
States prior to publication of the rule in
the Federal Register. A major rule
cannot take effect until 60 days after it
is published in the Federal Register.
This action is not a “major rule” as
defined by 5 U.S.C. 804(2).

Under section 307(b)(1) of the Clean
Air Act, petitions for judicial review of
this action must be filed in the United
States Court of Appeals for the
appropriate circuit by July 29, 2019.
Filing a petition for reconsideration by
the Administrator of this final rule does
not affect the finality of this action for
the purposes of judicial review nor does
it extend the time within which a
petition for judicial review may be filed,
and shall not postpone the effectiveness
of such rule or action. This action may
not be challenged later in proceedings to
enforce its requirements. (See section

307(b)(2).)
List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52

Environmental protection, Air
pollution control, Incorporation by
reference, Intergovernmental relations,

Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Sulfur oxides.
Dated: May 21, 2019.
David Gray,
Acting Regional Administrator, Region 6.

Part 52 of chapter I, title 40 of the
Code of Federal Regulations is amended
as follows:

PART 52—APPROVAL AND
PROMULGATION OF
IMPLEMENTATION PLANS

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

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

Subpart T—Louisiana

m 2. Section 52.970 is amended by:

m a. In the table in paragraph (d), adding
an entry for “Rain CII Carbon in St.
Bernard Parish” at the end of the table;
and

m b. In the second table in paragraph (e)
titled “EPA Approved Louisiana
NonRegulatory Provisions and Quasi-
Regulatory Measures”, adding the entry
“St. Bernard Parish, Louisiana
Nonattainment Area Plan for the 2010
Primary 1-Hour Sulfur Dioxide
NAAQS” at the end of the table.

The additions read as follows:

§52.970 Identification of plan.
* * * * *
(d) * % %

EPA-APPROVED LOUISIANA SOURCE-SPECIFIC REQUIREMENTS

State
Name of source Permit or order number approval/ EPA approval date Comments
effective date
Rain CIlI Carbon in St. Bernard In the Matter of Rain Cll Carbon 8/2/2018 5/29/2019 [Insert Federal = Amended Administrative

Parish. LLC, St. Bernard Parish. Register citation]. order on Consent dated
8/2/18. Pyroscrubber
(EQT 004) and Waste
Heat Boiler/Baghouse
(EQT 00083).

(e) * *x %

EPA APPROVED LOUISIANA NONREGULATORY PROVISIONS AND QUASI-REGULATORY MEASURES

Name of SIP provision

Applicable geographic or
nonattainment area

State submittal
date/effective
date

EPA approved date

Explanation

* *

St. Bernard Parish, Louisiana St.
Nonattainment Area Plan for
the 2010 Primary 1-Hour Sulfur
Dioxide NAAQS.

Bernard Parish,
SO, Nonattainment Area.

* * *

Louisiana
2018, 8/24/
2018, 10/9/

2018

11/9/2017, 2/8/ 5/29/2019 [Insert Federal
Register citation).

* *

Revised AOC dated 8/2/
2018 submitted 8/24/
2018. Revised modeling
submitted 10/9/2018.
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[FR Doc. 2019-10918 Filed 5-28-19; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 52

[EPA-R01-OAR-2018-0829; FRL-9993-84—
Region 1]

Air Plan Approval; Massachusetts;
Nonattainment New Source Review
Program Revisions; Infrastructure
Provisions for National Ambient Air
Quality Standards; Nonattainment New
Source Review Requirements for the
2008 8-Hour Ozone Standard

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

SUMMARY: The Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) is approving a State
Implementation Plan (SIP) revision
submitted by the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts. On February 9, 2018, the
Massachusetts Department of
Environmental Protection (MassDEP)
submitted revisions to the EPA
satisfying the MassDEP’s earlier
commitment to adopt and submit
provisions that meet certain
requirements of the Nonattainment New
Source Review (NNSR) air permit
program regulations. The EPA is also
approving the Commonwealth’s NNSR
certification, which was included in the
February 9, 2018, SIP revision, as
sufficient for the purposes of satisfying
the 2008 8-hour ozone National
Ambient Air Quality Standard
(NAAQS). In addition, this action
converts the EPA’s December 21, 2016,
conditional approval for certain
infrastructure provisions relating to
Massachusetts’s NNSR air permit
program to full approval. This action is
being taken under the Clean Air Act.
DATES: This rule is effective on June 28,
2019.

ADDRESSES: EPA has established a
docket for this action under Docket
Identification No. EPA-R01-OAR-
2018-0829. All documents in the docket
are listed on the https://
www.regulations.gov website. Although
listed in the index, some information is
not publicly available, i.e., CBI or other
information whose disclosure is
restricted by statute. Certain other
material, such as copyrighted material,
is not placed on the internet and will be
publicly available only in hard copy
form. Publicly available docket
materials are available at https://
www.regulations.gov or at the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, EPA

Region 1 Regional Office, Air and
Radiation Division, Air Permits, Toxics,
and Indoor Programs Branch, 5 Post
Office Square—Suite 100, Boston, MA.
EPA requests that if at all possible, you
contact the contact listed in the FOR
FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT section to
schedule your inspection. The Regional
Office’s official hours of business are
Monday through Friday, 8:30 a.m. to
4:30 p.m., excluding legal holidays.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Eric
Wortman, Office of Ecosystem
Protection, U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency, EPA Region 1, 5 Post
Office Square—Suite 100 (Mail Code
05-2), Boston, MA 02109—3912, tel.
(617) 918—1624, email wortman.eric@
epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Throughout this document whenever

“we,” “us,” or “our” is used, we mean
EPA.

Table of Contents

I. Background and Purpose
A. NNSR SIP Revisions and the EPA’s
December 21, 2016 Conditional
Approval
B. NNSR Certification for 2008 Ozone
NAAQS
II. Final Action
III. Incorporation by Reference
IV. Statutory and Executive Order Reviews

I. Background and Purpose

On February 14, 2019, the EPA
published a Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking (NPRM) for the
Commonwealth of Massachusetts. See
84 FR 4021. The NPRM proposed
approval of several revisions to the
Commonwealth’s NNSR permit program
to address the relevant issues identified
in the EPA’s December 21, 2016
conditional approval of the
Commonwealth’s infrastructure SIP for
the 1997 ozone, 2008 lead, 2008 ozone,
2010 nitrogen dioxide (NO), and 2010
sulfur dioxide NAAQS. As a result of
the proposed approval of the NNSR
permitting revisions, the EPA also
proposed to convert the December 21,
2016 conditional approval to a full
approval for Clean Air Act (CAA)
section 110(a)(2)(D)(i)(II). In addition,
the NPRM proposed to approve the
Commonwealth’s NNSR certification as
sufficient for addressing the NNSR
requirements for the 2008 ozone
NAAQS for the Dukes County
Nonattainment Area. The formal SIP
revision was submitted by
Massachusetts on February 9, 2018.

A. NNSR SIP Revisions and the EPA’s
December 21, 2016 Conditional
Approval

On December 21, 2016, the EPA
published a final conditional approval
for Massachusetts’s June 6, 2014
infrastructure SIP submittal for the 1997
ozone, 2008 lead (Pb), 2008 ozone, 2010
NO,, and 2010 sulfur dioxide (SO,)
NAAQS. See 81 FR 93627. This
rulemaking identified that a provision
under section 110(a)(2)(D)(i)(II) of the
CAA was not included in the
Commonwealth’s June 6, 2014 SIP
submittal. Among other things, section
110(a)(2)(D)(i)(II) requires SIPs to
include provisions prohibiting any
source or other type of emissions
activity in one state from interfering
with measures required to prevent
significant deterioration of air quality in
another state. The EPA sometimes refers
to this requirement under subsection
110(a)(2)(D)(i)(II) as ““prong 3.” To
address the conditional approval for
prong 3, on February 9, 2018, the
MassDEP submitted regulatory
provisions for approval into the
Commonwealth’s SIP. As explained in
the NPRM, the revisions addressed the
NNSR requirements that would make
the Commonwealth’s NNSR program
applicable to sources regardless of the
attainment status of the area where the
source is located. These revisions were
necessary because Massachusetts is
located in the Ozone Transport Region
(OTR).2

B. NNSR Certification for 2008 Ozone
NAAQS

Dukes County in Massachusetts was
designated nonattainment for the 2008
8-hour ozone NAAQS on July 20, 2012
using 2009-2011 ambient air quality
data. See 77 FR 30088 (May 21, 2012).
At the time of designation, Dukes
County was classified as a marginal
nonattainment area. On March 6, 2015,
the EPA issued a final rule entitled,
“Implementation of the 2008 National
Ambient Air Quality Standards for
Ozone: State Implementation Plan
Requirements” (SIP Requirements Rule),
which established the requirements that
state, tribal, and local air quality
management agencies must meet in
developing implementation plans for
areas where ozone concentrations
exceed the 2008 8-hour ozone

1CAA section 184 details specific requirements
for a group of states (and the District of Columbia)
that make up the OTR. States in the OTR are
required to mandate a certain level of emissions
control for the pollutants that form ozone, even if
the areas in the state meet the ozone standards.
Thus, NNSR permitting requirements apply
statewide, even if the state is designated attainment
for the ozone NAAQS.
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NAAQS.2 See 80 FR 12264. Areas that
were designated as marginal
nonattainment areas for the 2008 8-hour
ozone NAAQS were required to attain
no later than July 20, 2015, based on
2012-2014 monitoring data. See 40 CFR
51.1103. The Dukes County
nonattainment area attained the 2008 8-
hour ozone NAAQS by July 20, 2015,
and therefore on April 11, 2016, the
EPA Administrator signed a final
determination of attainment for the 2008
8-hour ozone standard for the Dukes
County nonattainment area. See 81 FR
26697 (May 4, 2016).

Based on initial nonattainment
designations for the 2008 8-hour ozone
standard, as well as the March 6, 2015
final SIP Requirements Rule,
Massachusetts was required to develop
a SIP revision addressing certain CAA
requirements for the Dukes County
nonattainment area, and submit to the
EPA an NNSR Certification SIP or SIP
revision no later than 36 months after
the effective date of area designations
for the 2008 8-hour ozone NAAQS (i.e.,
July 20, 2015).3 4 Because Massachusetts
already has a NNSR program that
applies statewide, Massachusetts can
certify the adequacy of its existing
NNSR program with respect to the 2008
ozone NAAQS for the Dukes County
nonattainment area.> See 40 CFR
51.1114.

On February 3, 2017, the EPA found
that 15 states (including the
Commonwealth of Massachusetts) and

2The SIP Requirements Rule addresses a range of
nonattainment area SIP requirements for the 2008
ozone NAAQS, including requirements pertaining
to attainment demonstrations, reasonable further
progress (RFP), reasonably available control
technology, reasonably available control measures,
major new source review, emission inventories, and
the timing of SIP submissions and of compliance
with emission control measures in the SIP. The rule
also revokes the 1997 ozone NAAQS and
establishes anti-backsliding requirements.

3 Where an air agency determines that the
provisions in or referred to by its existing EPA
approved SIP are adequate with respect to a given
infrastructure SIP element (or sub-element) even in
light of the promulgation of a new or revised
NAAQS, the air agency may make a SIP submission
in the form of a certification. This type of
infrastructure SIP submission may, e.g., take the
form of a letter to the EPA from the Governor or
her/his designee containing a “certification” (or
declaration) that the already-approved SIP contains
or references provisions that satisfy all or some of
the requirements of section 110(a)(2), as applicable,
for purposes of implementing the new or revised
NAAQS.

4Massachusetts’s obligation to submit the NNSR
Certification SIP was not affected by the D.C.
Circuit Court’s February 16, 2018 decision on
portions of the SIP Requirements Rule in South
Coast Air Quality Mgmt. Dist. v. EPA.

5Massachusetts’s February 9, 2018 certification of
adequacy that the SIP meets the NNSR
requirements for the 2008 ozone NAAQS relies on
the inclusion of the SIP revisions approved in this
action.

the District of Columbia failed to submit
SIP revisions in a timely manner to
satisfy certain requirements for the 2008
8-hour ozone NAAQS that apply to
nonattainment areas and/or states in the
ozone transport region.® See 82 FR 9158.
MassDEP submitted its February 9, 2018
SIP revision to address the specific
NNSR requirements for the 2008 8-hour
ozone NAAQS, located in 40 CFR
51.160-165, as well as its obligations
under the EPA’s February 3, 2017
Findings of Failure to Submit.

Other specific requirements of the
Commonwealth’s NNSR SIP revisions
and NNSR certification, and the
rationale for EPA’s proposed action, are
explained in the NPRM and will not be
restated here. No public comments were
received on the NPRM.

II. Final Action

The EPA’s review of MassDEP’s
February 9, 2018 SIP submittal indicates
that the submittal satisfies the
requirements of the CAA and is
appropriate for inclusion into the SIP.
The EPA therefore is approving the SIP
revisions submitted by MassDEP. Also,
as a result of our approval of the NNSR
permitting revisions in this action, the
EPA is converting the December 21,
2016 conditional approval to a full
approval for prong 3 of CAA section
110(a)(2)(D)(1)I). Other aspects of
EPA’s December 21, 2016 conditional
approval will be addressed in other
actions.

The EPA is also approving MassDEP’s
February 9, 2018 SIP revision
addressing the NNSR requirements for
the 2008 ozone NAAQS for the Dukes
County Nonattainment Area. The EPA
has concluded that MassDEP’s
submission fulfills the 40 CFR 51.1114
revision requirement, meets the
requirements of CAA sections 110 and
172 and the minimum SIP requirements
of 40 CFR 51.165, as well as its
obligations under the EPA’s February 3,
2017 Findings of Failure to Submit

6 States have three years after the effective date of
designation for the 2008 8-hour ozone NAAQS to
submit SIP revisions addressing NNSR for their
nonattainment areas. See 40 CFR 51.1114.
Massachusetts’s SIP revision certified that its SIP-
approved state regulation addressing nonattainment
new source review for all new stationary sources
and modified existing stationary sources in the
Commonwealth exceeds the requirements of section
182(a)(2)(C) for the 2008 8-hour ozone NAAQS.
However, EPA does not believe that the two-year
deadline contained in CAA section 182(a)(2)(C)
applies to NNSR SIP revisions for implementing the
8-hour ozone NAAQS. See 80 FR 12264, 12267
(March 6, 2015); 70 FR 71612, 71683 (November 29,
2005). The submission of NNSR SIPs due on
November 15, 1992, satisfied the requirement for
states to submit NNSR SIP revisions to meet the
requirements of CAA sections 172(c)(5) and 173
within two years after the date of enactment of the
1990 CAA Amendments. Id.

relating to submission of a NNSR
certification.

IIL. Incorporation by Reference

In this rule, the EPA is finalizing
regulatory text that includes
incorporation by reference. In
accordance with requirements of 1 CFR
51.5, the EPA is finalizing the
incorporation by reference of
Massachusetts’s 310 CMR 7.00:
Appendix A as described in the
amendments to 40 CFR part 52 set forth
below. The EPA has made, and will
continue to make, these documents
generally available through https://
www.regulations.gov and at the EPA
Region 1 Office (please contact the
person identified in the FOR FURTHER
INFORMATION CONTACT section of this
preamble for more information).
Therefore, these materials have been
approved by EPA for inclusion in the
State implementation plan, have been
incorporated by reference by EPA into
that plan, are fully federally enforceable
under sections 110 and 113 of the CAA
as of the effective date of the final
rulemaking of EPA’s approval, and will
be incorporated by reference in the next
update to the SIP compilation.”

IV. Statutory and Executive Order
Reviews

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

¢ Is not a significant regulatory action
subject to review by the Office of
Management and Budget under
Executive Orders 12866 (58 FR 51735,
October 4, 1993) and 13563 (76 FR 3821,
January 21, 2011);

¢ This action is not an Executive
Order 13771 regulatory action because
this action is not significant under
Executive Order 12866;

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

e Is certified as not having a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities

762 FR 27968 (May 22, 1997).
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under the Regulatory Flexibility Act (5
U.S.C. 601 et seq.);

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

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

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

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

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

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

In addition, the SIP is not approved
to apply on any Indian reservation land
or in any other area where EPA or an
Indian tribe has demonstrated that a
tribe has jurisdiction. In those areas of
Indian country, the rule does not have
tribal implications and will not impose
substantial direct costs on tribal
governments or preempt tribal law as
specified by Executive Order 13175 (65
FR 67249, November 9, 2000).

The Congressional Review Act, 5
U.S.C. 801 et seq., as added by the Small
Business Regulatory Enforcement
Fairness Act of 1996, generally provides
that before a rule may take effect, the
agency promulgating the rule must
submit a rule report, which includes a
copy of the rule, to each House of the
Congress and to the Comptroller General
of the United States. EPA will submit a
report containing this action and other
required information to the U.S. Senate,
the U.S. House of Representatives, and
the Comptroller General of the United
States prior to publication of the rule in
the Federal Register. A major rule
cannot take effect until 60 days after it
is published in the Federal Register.
This action is not a “major rule” as
defined by 5 U.S.C. 804(2).

Under section 307(b)(1) of the Clean
Air Act, petitions for judicial review of
this action must be filed in the United
States Court of Appeals for the
appropriate circuit by July 29, 2019.
Filing a petition for reconsideration by
the Administrator of this final rule does
not affect the finality of this action for
the purposes of judicial review nor does
it extend the time within which a
petition for judicial review may be filed,
and shall not postpone the effectiveness
of such rule or action. This action may
not be challenged later in proceedings to
enforce its requirements. (See section

307(b)(2).)
List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52

Environmental protection, Air
pollution control, Incorporation by
reference, Intergovernmental relations,
Lead, Nitrogen dioxide, Ozone,

Particulate matter, Sulfur oxides,
Volatile organic compounds.

Dated: May 19, 2019.
Deborah Szaro,
Acting Regional Administrator, EPA Region
1

Part 52 of chapter I, title 40 of the
Code of Federal Regulations is amended
as follows:

PART 52—APPROVAL AND
PROMULGATION OF
IMPLEMENTATION PLANS

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

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

Subpart W—Massachusetts

§52.1119 [Amended]

m 2. Section 52.1119 is amended by
removing and reserving paragraph (a)(4).
m 3. Section 52.1120 is amended:
m a. In the table in paragraph (c), by
revising the entry for 310 CMR 7.00,
Appendix A”; and
m b. In the table in paragraph (e), by
adding entries for “Infrastructure SIP for
the 1997 Ozone NAAQS”,
“Infrastructure SIP for the 2008 Lead
NAAQS”, “Infrastructure SIP for the
2008 Ozone NAAQS”, “Infrastructure
SIP for the 2010 NO> NAAQS”, and
“Infrastructure SIP for the 2010 SO,
NAAQS” at the end of the table.

The revision and additions read as
follows:

§52.1120 Identification of plan.

* * * * *

(C) * x %

EPA APPROVED MASSACHUSETTS REGULATIONS

State citation

Title/subject

State effective
date

EPA approval date '

Explanations

* *

310 CMR 7.00, Appendix

Emission Offsets and Non-

* * *

October 22, 1999

May 29, 2019 [Insert Fed-

* *

Approves revisions for consistency

A. attainment Review. eral Register citation]. with underlying federal regula-
tions that make the Common-
wealth’s  SIP-approved NNSR
program applicable to certain
sources of NOx and VOC state-
wide.

1To determine the EPA effective date for a specific provision listed in this table, consult the Federal Register notice cited in this column for

the particular provision.

(e] * * %
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MASSACHUSETTS NON REGULATORY

Applicable
geographic or

Name of non regulatory SIP

State submittal

EPA approved date 3

Explanations

provision nonattainment date/effective date
area

Infrastructure SIP for 1997 Statewide .............. February 9, 2018 .. May 29, 2019 [Insert Fed- Certain aspects relating to PSD for
Ozone NAAQS. eral Register citation]. prong 3 of CAA  section
110(a)(2)(D)(i)(Il) which were condi-
tionally approved on December 21,

2016 are now fully approved.
Infrastructure SIP for 2008 Statewide .............. February 9, 2018 .. May 29, 2019 [Insert Fed- Certain aspects relating to PSD for
Lead NAAQS. eral Register citation]. prong 3 of CAA section
110(a)(2)(D)(i)(Il) which were condi-
tionally approved on December 21,

2016 are now fully approved.
Infrastructure SIP for 2008 Statewide .............. February 9, 2018 .. May 29, 2019 [Insert Fed- Certain aspects relating to PSD for
Ozone NAAQS. eral Register citation]. prong 3 of CAA  section
110(a)(2)(D)(i)(Il) which were condi-
tionally approved on December 21,

2016 are now fully approved.
Infrastructure SIP for 2010 Statewide .............. February 9, 2018 .. May 29, 2019 [Insert Fed- Certain aspects relating to PSD for
NO> NAAQS. eral Register citation]. prong 3 of CAA section
110(a)(2)(D)(i)(Il) which were condi-
tionally approved on December 21,

2016 are now fully approved.
Infrastructure SIP for 2010 Statewide .............. February 9, 2018 .. May 29, 2019 [Insert Fed- Certain aspects relating to PSD for

SO2 NAAQS.

eral Register citation].

prong 3 of CAA  section
110(a)(2)(D)(i)(Il) which were condi-
tionally approved on December 21,
2016 are now fully approved.

3To determine the EPA effective date for a specific provision listed in this table, consult the Federal Register notice cited in this column for

the particular provision.

[FR Doc. 2019-10875 Filed 5-28-19; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 180
[EPA-HQ-OPP-2018-0275; FRL—9993-48]

Clofentezine; Pesticide Tolerances

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

SUMMARY: This regulation establishes
tolerances for residues of clofentezine in
or on guava. The Interregional Research
Project Number 4 (IR—4) requested this
tolerance under the Federal Food, Drug,
and Cosmetic Act (FFDCA).

DATES: This regulation is effective May
29, 2019. Objections and requests for
hearings must be received on or before
July 29, 2019, and must be filed in
accordance with the instructions
provided in 40 CFR part 178 (see also
Unit I.C. of the SUPPLEMENTARY
INFORMATION).

ADDRESSES: The docket for this action,
identified by docket identification (ID)
number EPA-HQ-OPP-2018-0275, is
available at http://www.regulations.gov

or at the Office of Pesticide Programs
Regulatory Public Docket (OPP Docket)
in the Environmental Protection Agency
Docket Center (EPA/DC), West William
Jefferson Clinton Bldg., Rm. 3334, 1301
Constitution Ave. NW, Washington, DC
20460-0001. The 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 OPP
Docket is (703) 305-5805. Please review
the visitor instructions and additional
information about the docket available
at http://www.epa.gov/dockets.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Michael Goodis, Registration Division
(7505P), Office of Pesticide Programs,
Environmental Protection Agency, 1200
Pennsylvania Ave. NW, Washington, DC
20460-0001; main telephone number:
(703) 305—7090; email address:
RDFRNotices@epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. General Information

A. Does this action apply to me?

You may be potentially affected by
this action if you are an agricultural
producer, food manufacturer, or
pesticide manufacturer. The following
list of North American Industrial

Classification System (NAICS) codes is
not intended to be exhaustive, but rather
provides a guide to help readers
determine whether this document
applies to them. Potentially affected
entities may include:

e Crop production (NAICS code 111).

e Animal production (NAICS code
112).

¢ Food manufacturing (NAICS code
311).

¢ Pesticide manufacturing (NAICS
code 32532).

B. How can I get electronic access to
other related information?

You may access a frequently updated
electronic version of EPA’s tolerance
regulations at 40 CFR part 180 through
the Government Publishing Office’s e-
CFR site at http://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/
text-idx?&c=ecfr&tpl=/ecfrbrowse/
Title40/40tab 02.tpl. To access the
OCSPP test guidelines referenced in this
document electronically, please go to
https://www.epa.gov/aboutepa/about-
office-chemical-safety-and-pollution-
prevention-ocspp and select “Test
Methods and Guidelines.”

C. How can I file an objection or hearing
request?

Under FFDCA section 408(g), 21
U.S.C. 3464, any person may file an


http://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-idx?&c=ecfr&tpl=/ecfrbrowse/Title40/40tab_02.tpl
http://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-idx?&c=ecfr&tpl=/ecfrbrowse/Title40/40tab_02.tpl
http://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-idx?&c=ecfr&tpl=/ecfrbrowse/Title40/40tab_02.tpl
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.epa.gov/dockets
mailto:RDFRNotices@epa.gov
https://www.epa.gov/aboutepa/about-office-chemical-safety-and-pollution-prevention-ocspp
https://www.epa.gov/aboutepa/about-office-chemical-safety-and-pollution-prevention-ocspp
https://www.epa.gov/aboutepa/about-office-chemical-safety-and-pollution-prevention-ocspp
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objection to any aspect of this regulation
and may also request a hearing on those
objections. You must file your objection
or request a hearing on this regulation
in accordance with the instructions
provided in 40 CFR part 178. To ensure
proper receipt by EPA, you must
identify docket ID number EPA-HQ-
OPP-2018-0275 in the subject line on
the first page of your submission. All
objections and requests for a hearing
must be in writing, and must be
received by the Hearing Clerk on or
before July 29, 2019. Addresses for mail
and hand delivery of objections and
hearing requests are provided in 40 CFR
178.25(b).

In addition to filing an objection or
hearing request with the Hearing Clerk
as described in 40 CFR part 178, please
submit a copy of the filing (excluding
any Confidential Business Information
(CBD)) for inclusion in the public docket.
Information not marked confidential
pursuant to 40 CFR part 2 may be
disclosed publicly by EPA without prior
notice. Submit the non-CBI copy of your
objection or hearing request, identified
by docket ID number EPA-HQ-OPP-
2018-0275, by one of the following
methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: http://
www.regulations.gov. Follow the online
instructions for submitting comments.
Do not submit electronically any
information you consider to be CBI or
other information whose disclosure is
restricted by statute.

e Mail: OPP Docket, Environmental
Protection Agency Docket Center (EPA/
DC), (28221T), 1200 Pennsylvania Ave.
NW, Washington, DC 20460-0001.

e Hand Delivery: To make special
arrangements for hand delivery or
delivery of boxed information, please
follow the instructions at https://
www.epa.gov/dockets/where-send-
comments-epa-dockets.

Additional instructions on
commenting or visiting the docket,
along with more information about
dockets generally, is available at http://
www.epa.gov/dockets.

II. Summary of Petitioned-For
Tolerance

In the Federal Register of July 24,
2018 (83 FR 34968) (FRL—9980-31),
EPA issued a document pursuant to
FFDCA section 408(d)(3), 21 U.S.C.
346a(d)(3), announcing the filing of a
pesticide petition (PP 8E8660) by The
Interregional Research Project Number 4
(IR—4), Rutgers, The State University of
New Jersey, 500 College Road East,
Suite 201W, Princeton, NJ 08540. The
petition requested that 40 CFR 180.446
be amended by establishing tolerances
for residues of the insecticide

clofentezine, 3,6-bis(2-chlorphenyl)-
1,2,4,5-tetrazine, in or on guava at 1 part
per million (ppm). That document
referenced a summary of the petition
prepared by Makhteshim Agan of North
America (ADAMA), the registrant,
which is available in the docket, http://
www.regulations.gov. One comment was
received on the notice of filing. EPA’s
response to the comment is discussed in
Unit IV.C.

Based upon review of the data
supporting the petition, EPA is
establishing a tolerance level for
residues in or on guava at 3 ppm rather
than 1 ppm as requested. The reason for
this change is explained in Unit IV.D.

III. Aggregate Risk Assessment and
Determination of Safety

Section 408(b)(2)(A)(i) of FFDCA
allows EPA to establish a tolerance (the
legal limit for a pesticide chemical
residue in or on a food) only if EPA
determines that the tolerance is “safe.”
Section 408(b)(2)(A)(ii) of FFDCA
defines ‘“‘safe” to mean that “there is a
reasonable certainty that no harm will
result from aggregate exposure to the
pesticide chemical residue, including
all anticipated dietary exposures and all
other exposures for which there is
reliable information.” This includes
exposure through drinking water and in
residential settings, but does not include
occupational exposure. Section
408(b)(2)(C) of FFDCA requires EPA to
give special consideration to exposure
of infants and children to the pesticide
chemical residue in establishing a
tolerance and to “‘ensure that there is a
reasonable certainty that no harm will
result to infants and children from
aggregate exposure to the pesticide
chemical residue. . . .”

Consistent with FFDCA section
408(b)(2)(D), and the factors specified in
FFDCA section 408(b)(2)(D), EPA has
reviewed the available scientific data
and other relevant information in
support of this action. EPA has
sufficient data to assess the hazards of
and to make a determination on
aggregate exposure for clofentezine
including exposure resulting from the
tolerances established by this action.
EPA’s assessment of exposures and risks
associated with clofentezine follows.

A. Toxicological Profile

EPA has evaluated the available
toxicity data and considered its validity,
completeness, and reliability as well as
the relationship of the results of the
studies to human risk. EPA has also
considered available information
concerning the variability of the
sensitivities of major identifiable
subgroups of consumers, including

infants and children. The primary target
organ is the liver with secondary effects
on the thyroid. There is no concern for
increased quantitative or qualitative
susceptibility of the young following in
utero (rats and rabbits) and pre-and
post-natal exposure (rats) to
clofentezine. Clofentezine has been
classified as a possible human
carcinogen based on male rat thyroid
follicular cell adenoma and/or
carcinoma combined tumor rates. The
Q,* value for clofentezine using the %
interspecies scaling factor is 3.76 x 102
(mg/kg/day) — 1. Clofentezine is not
considered a mutagen.

Further detail on the toxicological
profile for clofentezine is discussed in
Unit I A. of the final rule published in
the Federal Register of June 14, 2016
(81 FR 38605) (FRL-9942-23).

Specific information on the studies
received and the nature of the adverse
effects caused by clofentezine as well as
the no-observed-adverse-effect-level
(NOAEL) and the lowest-observed-
adverse-effect-level (LOAEL) from the
toxicity studies can be found at http://
www.regulations.gov in document
“Clofentezine. Human-Health Risk
Assessment to Support a Section 3 New
Use on Guava” at page 14 in docket ID
number EPA-HQ-OPP-2018-0275.

B. Toxicological Points of Departure/
Levels of Concern

Once a pesticide’s toxicological
profile is determined, EPA identifies
toxicological points of departure (POD)
and levels of concern to use in
evaluating the risk posed by human
exposure to the pesticide. For hazards
that have a threshold below which there
is no appreciable risk, the toxicological
POD is used as the basis for derivation
of reference values for risk assessment.
PODs are developed based on a careful
analysis of the doses in each
toxicological study to determine the
dose at which no adverse effects are
observed (the NOAEL) and the lowest
dose at which adverse effects of concern
are identified (the LOAEL). Uncertainty/
safety factors are used in conjunction
with the POD to calculate a safe
exposure level—generally referred to as
a population-adjusted dose (PAD) or a
reference dose (RfD)—and a safe margin
of exposure (MOE). For non-threshold
risks, the Agency assumes that any
amount of exposure will lead to some
degree of risk. Thus, the Agency
estimates risk in terms of the probability
of an occurrence of the adverse effect
expected in a lifetime. For more
information on the general principles
EPA uses in risk characterization and a
complete description of the risk
assessment process, see https://


https://www.epa.gov/dockets/where-send-comments-epa-dockets
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assessing-pesticide-risks.

A summary of the toxicological
endpoints for clofentezine used for
human risk assessment is discussed in
Unit IL.B of the final rule published in
the Federal Register of June 14, 2016
(81 FR 38606) (FRL-9942-23).

C. Exposure Assessment

1. Dietary exposure from food and
feed uses. In evaluating dietary
exposure to clofentezine, EPA
considered exposure under the
petitioned-for tolerances as well as all
existing clofentezine tolerances in 40
CFR 180.446. EPA assessed dietary
exposures from clofentezine in food as
follows:

i. Acute exposure. Quantitative acute
dietary exposure and risk assessments
are performed for a food-use pesticide if
a toxicological study has indicated the
possibility of an effect of concern
occurring as a result of a 1-day or single
exposure. No such effects were
identified in the toxicological studies
for clofentezine; therefore, a quantitative
acute dietary exposure assessment is
unnecessary.

ii. Chronic exposure. In conducting
the chronic dietary exposure assessment
EPA used the food consumption data
from the United States Department of
Agriculture’s (USDA’s) 2003—-2008
National Health and Nutrition
Examination Survey, What We Eat in
America (NHANES/WWEIA). As to
residue levels in food, EPA used
anticipated residues (average residues
from available field trial data) for all
registered and proposed commodities as
well as empirical and updated 2018
default processing factors. Where data
were available, the Agency used percent
crop treated estimates; otherwise, EPA
assumed 100 percent crop treated.

iii. Cancer. Based on the data cited in
Unit III.A., EPA has concluded that
clofentezine should be classified as
“Likely to be Carcinogenic to Humans”
and a linear approach has been used to
quantify cancer risk. Cancer risk was
quantified using the same estimates as
discussed in Unit III.C.1.ii., Chronic
exposure.

1v. Anticipated residue and percent
crop treated (PCT) information. Section
408(b)(2)(E) of FFDCA authorizes EPA
to use available data and information on
the anticipated residue levels of
pesticide residues in food and the actual
levels of pesticide residues that have
been measured in food. If EPA relies on
such information, EPA must require
pursuant to FFDCA section 408(f)(1)
that data be provided 5 years after the
tolerance is established, modified, or
left in effect, demonstrating that the

levels in food are not above the levels
anticipated. For the present action, EPA
will issue such data call-ins as are
required by FFDCA section 408(b)(2)(E)
and authorized under FFDCA section
408(f)(1). Data will be required to be
submitted no later than 5 years from the
date of issuance of these tolerances.

Section 408(b)(2)(F) of FFDCA states
that the Agency may use data on the
actual percent of food treated for
assessing chronic dietary risk only if:

o Condition a: The data used are
reliable and provide a valid basis to
show what percentage of the food
derived from such crop is likely to
contain the pesticide residue.

e Condition b: The exposure estimate
does not underestimate exposure for any
significant subpopulation group.

¢ Condition c: Data are available on
pesticide use and food consumption in
a particular area, and the exposure
estimate does not understate exposure
for the population in such area.

In addition, the Agency must provide
for periodic evaluation of any estimates
used. To provide for the periodic
evaluation of the estimate of PCT as
required by FFDCA section 408(b)(2)(F),
EPA may require registrants to submit
data on PCT.

The Agency estimated the average
PCT for existing uses as follows:
Almonds: 5%; apples: 2.5%; apricots:
2.5%; cherries: 5%; grapes: 1%;
nectarines: 5%; peaches: 5%; pears: 5%;
and walnuts: 5%.

In most cases, EPA uses available data
from United States Department of
Agriculture/National Agricultural
Statistics Service (USDA/NASS),
proprietary market surveys, and the
National Pesticide Use Database for the
chemical/crop combination for the most
recent 6—7 years. EPA uses an average
PCT for chronic dietary risk analysis.
The average PCT figure for each existing
use is derived by combining available
public and private market survey data
for that use, averaging across all
observations, and rounding to the
nearest 5%, except for those situations
in which the average PCT is less than
one. In those cases, 1% is used as the
average PCT and 2.5% is used as the
maximum PCT. EPA uses a maximum
PCT for acute dietary risk analysis. The
maximum PCT figure is the highest
observed maximum value reported
within the recent 6 years of available
public and private market survey data
for the existing use and rounded up to
the nearest multiple of 5%.

The Agency believes that the three
conditions discussed in Unit III.C.1.iv.
have been met. With respect to
Condition a, PCT estimates are derived
from Federal and private market survey

data, which are reliable and have a valid
basis. The Agency is reasonably certain
that the percentage of the food treated

is not likely to be an underestimation.
As to Conditions b and c, regional
consumption information and
consumption information for significant
subpopulations is taken into account
through EPA’s computer-based model
for evaluating the exposure of
significant subpopulations including
several regional groups. Use of this
consumption information in EPA’s risk
assessment process ensures that EPA’s
exposure estimate does not understate
exposure for any significant
subpopulation group and allows the
Agency to be reasonably certain that no
regional population is exposed to
residue levels higher than those
estimated by the Agency. Other than the
data available through national food
consumption surveys, EPA does not
have available reliable information on
the regional consumption of food to
which clofentezine may be applied in a
particular area.

2. Dietary exposure from drinking
water. The Agency used screening level
water exposure models in the dietary
exposure analysis and risk assessment
for clofentezine in drinking water.
These simulation models take into
account data on the physical, chemical,
and fate/transport characteristics of
clofentezine. Further information
regarding EPA drinking water models
used in pesticide exposure assessment
can be found at https://www.epa.gov/
pesticide-science-and-assessing-
pesticide-risks/about-water-exposure-
models-used-pesticide.

Based on the First Index Reservoir
Screening Tool (FIRST) and Pesticide
Root Zone Model Ground Water
(PRZM-GW) models, the estimated
drinking water concentrations (EDWCs)
of clofentezine acute exposures are
estimated to be 7.59 parts per billion
(ppb) for surface water and less than
0.05 ppb for ground water. For chronic
exposures for non-cancer assessments,
the EDWCs are estimated to be 0.062
ppb for surface water and less than 0.05
ppb for ground water. For chronic
exposures for cancer assessments, the
EDWC is estimated to be 0.025 ppb for
surface.

Modeled estimates of drinking water
concentrations were directly entered
into the dietary exposure model. For
chronic dietary risk assessment, the
water concentration value of 0.062 ppb
was used to assess the contribution to
drinking water. For cancer dietary risk
assessment, the water concentration
value of 0.025 ppb was used to assess
the contribution to drinking water.
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3. From non-dietary exposure. The
term “residential exposure” is used in
this document to refer to non-
occupational, non-dietary exposure
(e.g., for lawn and garden pest control,
indoor pest control, termiticides, and
flea and tick control on pets).
Clofentezine is not registered for any
specific use patterns that would result
in residential exposure.

4. Cumulative effects from substances
with a common mechanism of toxicity.
Section 408(b)(2)(D)(v) of FFDCA
requires that, when considering whether
to establish, modify, or revoke a
tolerance, the Agency consider
“available information” concerning the
cumulative effects of a particular
pesticide’s residues and “other
substances that have a common
mechanism of toxicity.”

EPA has not found clofentezine to
share a common mechanism of toxicity
with any other substances, and
clofentezine does not appear to produce
a toxic metabolite produced by other
substances. For the purposes of this
tolerance action, therefore, EPA has
assumed that clofentezine does not have
a common mechanism of toxicity with
other substances. For information
regarding EPA’s efforts to determine
which chemicals have a common
mechanism of toxicity and to evaluate
the cumulative effects of such
chemicals, see EPA’s website at https://
www.epa.gov/pesticide-science-and-
assessing-pesticide-risks/cumulative-
assessment-risk-pesticides.

D. Safety Factor for Infants and
Children

1. In general. Section 408(b)(2)(C) of
FFDCA provides that EPA shall apply
an additional tenfold (10X) margin of
safety for infants and children in the
case of threshold effects to account for
prenatal and postnatal toxicity and the
completeness of the database on toxicity
and exposure unless EPA determines
based on reliable data that a different
margin of safety will be safe for infants
and children. This additional margin of
safety is commonly referred to as the
FQPA Safety Factor (SF). In applying
this provision, EPA either retains the
default value of 10X, or uses a different
additional safety factor when reliable
data available to EPA support the choice
of a different factor.

2. Prenatal and postnatal sensitivity.
There is no concern for increased
quantitative or qualitative susceptibility
of the young following in utero (rats and
rabbits) and pre-and post-natal exposure
(rats) to clofentezine.

3. Conclusion. EPA has determined
that reliable data show the safety of
infants and children would be

adequately protected if the FQPA SF
were reduced to 1X. That decision is
based on the following findings:

i. The toxicity database for
clofentezine is complete.

ii. There is no indication that
clofentezine is a neurotoxic chemical
and there is no need for a
developmental neurotoxicity study or
additional UF's to account for
neurotoxicity.

iii. There is no evidence that
clofentezine results in increased
susceptibility in in utero rats or rabbits
in the prenatal developmental studies or
in young rats in the 2-generation
reproduction study.

iv. There are no residual uncertainties
identified in the exposure databases.
EPA made conservative (protective)
assumptions in the ground and surface
water modeling used to assess exposure
to clofentezine in drinking water. These
assessments will not underestimate the
exposure and risks posed by
clofentezine.

E. Aggregate Risks and Determination of
Safety

EPA determines whether acute and
chronic dietary pesticide exposures are
safe by comparing aggregate exposure
estimates to the acute PAD (aPAD) and
chronic PAD (cPAD). For linear cancer
risks, EPA calculates the lifetime
probability of acquiring cancer given the
estimated aggregate exposure. Short-,
intermediate-, and chronic-term risks
are evaluated by comparing the
estimated aggregate food, water, and
residential exposure to the appropriate
PODs to ensure that an adequate MOE
exists.

1. Acute risk. An acute aggregate risk
assessment takes into account acute
exposure estimates from dietary
consumption of food and drinking
water. No adverse effect resulting from
a single oral exposure was identified
and no acute dietary endpoint was
selected. Therefore, clofentezine is not
expected to pose an acute risk.

2. Chronic risk. Using the exposure
assumptions described in this unit for
chronic exposure, EPA has concluded
that chronic exposure to clofentezine
from food and water will utilize less
than 1% of the cPAD for the general
U.S. population and all population
subgroups. There are no residential uses
for clofentezine.

3. Short- and Intermediate-term risk.
Short- and intermediate-term aggregate
exposure takes into account short- and
intermediate-term residential exposure
plus chronic exposure to food and water
(considered to be a background
exposure level). Short- and
intermediate-term adverse effects were

identified; however, clofentezine is not
registered for any use patterns that
would result in short- or intermediate-
term residential exposure. Short- and
intermediate-term risk is assessed based
on short- and intermediate-term
residential exposure plus chronic
dietary exposure. Because there is no
short- or intermediate-term residential
exposure and chronic dietary exposure
has already been assessed under the
appropriately protective cPAD (which is
at least as protective as the POD used to
assess short- or intermediate-term risk),
no further assessment of short- or
intermediate-term risk is necessary, and
EPA relies on the chronic dietary risk
assessment for evaluating short- and
intermediate-term risk for clofentezine.

4. Aggregate cancer risk for U.S.
population. Using the exposure
assumptions described in this unit for
cancer exposure, EPA has concluded
that by applying the Q,* of 3.76 x 102
(mg/kg/day) ~! to the exposure value
results in a cancer risk estimate of 3.9
x 1077 for adults. EPA generally
considers cancer risks (expressed as the
probability of an increased cancer case)
in the range of 1 in 1 million (or 1 X
1079) or less to be negligible.

5. Determination of safety. Based on
these risk assessments, EPA concludes
that there is a reasonable certainty that
no harm will result to the general
population, or to infants and children
from aggregate exposure to clofentezine
residues.

IV. Other Considerations
A. Analytical Enforcement Methodology

Adequate enforcement methodology
(high-performance liquid
chromatography (HPLC)) is available to
enforce the tolerance expression. The
limit of quantitation (LOQ) and limit of
detection (LOD) were determined to be
0.01 ppm and 0.003 ppm, respectively.

The method may be requested from:
Chief, Analytical Chemistry Branch,
Environmental Science Center, 701
Mapes Rd., Ft. Meade, MD 20755-5350;
telephone number: (410) 305—-2905;
email address: residuemethods@
epa.gov.

B. International Residue Limits

In making its tolerance decisions, EPA
seeks to harmonize U.S. tolerances with
international standards whenever
possible, consistent with U.S. food
safety standards and agricultural
practices. EPA considers the
international maximum residue limits
(MRLs) established by the Codex
Alimentarius Commission (Codex), as
required by FFDCA section 408(b)(4).
The Codex Alimentarius is a joint
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United Nations Food and Agriculture
Organization/World Health
Organization food standards program,
and it is recognized as an international
food safety standards-setting
organization in trade agreements to
which the United States is a party. EPA
may establish a tolerance that is
different from a Codex MRL; however,
FFDCA section 408(b)(4) requires that
EPA explain the reasons for departing
from the Codex level.

The Codex has not established an
MRL for clofentezine on guava.

C. Response to Comments

One comment was received on the
Notice of Filing expressing concern
about pollution in cities due to human
waste. The comment did not raise any
issue related to the Agency’s safety
determination for clofentezine
tolerances. The receipt of this comment
is acknowledged; however, this
comment is not relevant to this action.

D. Revisions to Petitioned-For
Tolerances

The Agency is establishing a tolerance
for residues of clofentezine in or on
guava at 3 ppm, rather than 1 ppm as
requested. The storage stability data
indicated a low average concurrent
recovery of residues in guava. To
account for the low storage stability
recoveries, the Agency applied a factor
of 3X to the average field trial values,
resulting in a calculation of higher
residues on guava and a need for a
higher tolerance level.

V. Conclusion

Therefore, a tolerance is established
for residues of clofentezine, 3,6-bis(2-
chlorphenyl)-1,2,4,5-tetrazine, in or on
guava at 3 ppm.

VI. Statutory and Executive Order
Reviews

This action establishes a tolerance
under FFDCA section 408(d) in
response to a petition submitted to the
Agency. The Office of Management and
Budget (OMB) has exempted these types
of actions from review under Executive
Order 12866, entitled “Regulatory
Planning and Review” (58 FR 51735,
October 4, 1993). Because this action
has been exempted from review under
Executive Order 12866, this action is
not subject to Executive Order 13211,
entitled “Actions Concerning
Regulations That Significantly Affect
Energy Supply, Distribution, or Use” (66
FR 28355, May 22, 2001) or Executive
Order 13045, entitled ‘“Protection of
Children from Environmental Health
Risks and Safety Risks” (62 FR 19885,
April 23, 1997), nor is this action

considered a regulatory action under
Executive Order 13771, entitled
“Reducing Regulations and Controlling
Regulatory Gosts” (82 FR 9339, February
3, 2017). This action does not contain
any information collections subject to
OMB approval under the Paperwork
Reduction Act (PRA) (44 U.S.C. 3501 et
seq.), nor does it require any special
considerations under Executive Order
12898, entitled “Federal Actions to
Address Environmental Justice in
Minority Populations and Low-Income
Populations” (59 FR 7629, February 16,
1994).

Since tolerances and exemptions that
are established on the basis of a petition
under FFDCA section 408(d), such as
the tolerance in this final rule, do not
require the issuance of a proposed rule,
the requirements of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act (RFA) (5 U.S.C. 601 et
seq.), do not apply.

This action directly regulates growers,
food processors, food handlers, and food
retailers, not States or tribes, nor does
this action alter the relationships or
distribution of power and
responsibilities established by Congress
in the preemption provisions of FFDCA
section 408(n)(4). As such, the Agency
has determined that this action will not
have a substantial direct effect on States
or tribal governments, on the
relationship between the national
government and the States or tribal
governments, or on the distribution of
power and responsibilities among the
various levels of government or between
the Federal Government and Indian
tribes. Thus, the Agency has determined
that Executive Order 13132, entitled
“Federalism” (64 FR 43255, August 10,
1999) and Executive Order 13175,
entitled “Consultation and Coordination
with Indian Tribal Governments” (65 FR
67249, November 9, 2000) do not apply
to this action. In addition, this action
does not impose any enforceable duty or
contain any unfunded mandate as
described under Title II of the Unfunded
Mandates Reform Act (UMRA) (2 U.S.C.
1501 et seq.).

This action does not involve any
technical standards that would require
Agency consideration of voluntary
consensus standards pursuant to section
12(d) of the National Technology
Transfer and Advancement Act
(NTTAA) (15 U.S.C. 272 note).

VII. Congressional Review Act

Pursuant to the Congressional Review
Act (5 U.S.C. 801 et seq.), EPA will
submit a report containing this rule and
other required information to the U.S.
Senate, the U.S. House of
Representatives, and the Comptroller
General of the United States prior to

publication of the rule in the Federal
Register. This action is not a “‘major
rule” as defined by 5 U.S.C. 804(2).

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 180

Environmental protection,
Administrative practice and procedure,
Agricultural commodities, Pesticides
and pests, Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements.

Dated: May 21, 2019.

Michael Goodis,
Director, Registration Division, Office of
Pesticide Programs.

Therefore, 40 CFR chapter I is

amended as follows:

PART 180—[AMENDED]

m 1. The authority citation for part 180
continues to read as follows:
Authority: 21 U.S.C. 321(q), 346a and 371.

m 2.In § 180.446, add alphabetically the
entry “Guava” to the table in paragraph
(a)(1) to read as follows:

§180.446 Clofentezine; tolerances for
residues.

(a) L
(1) * ok %
Commodity P;ritlﬁ O%Qr
Guava *** ......... * *3
% * * * *

[FR Doc. 2019-11094 Filed 5-28—19; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND
SECURITY

Federal Emergency Management
Agency
44 CFR Part 64

[Docket ID FEMA-2019-0003; Internal
Agency Docket No. FEMA-8581]

Suspension of Community Eligibility

AGENCY: Federal Emergency
Management Agency, DHS.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This rule identifies
communities where the sale of flood
insurance has been authorized under
the National Flood Insurance Program
(NFIP) that are scheduled for
suspension on the effective dates listed
within this rule because of
noncompliance with the floodplain
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management requirements of the
program. If the Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA) receives
documentation that the community has
adopted the required floodplain
management measures prior to the
effective suspension date given in this
rule, the suspension will not occur and
a notice of this will be provided by
publication in the Federal Register on a
subsequent date. Also, information
identifying the current participation
status of a community can be obtained
from FEMA’s Community Status Book
(CSB). The CSB is available at https://
www.fema.gov/national-flood-
insurance-program-community-status-
book.

DATES: The effective date of each
community’s scheduled suspension is
the third date (“Susp.”) listed in the
third column of the following tables.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: If
you want to determine whether a
particular community was suspended
on the suspension date or for further
information, contact Adrienne L.
Sheldon, PE, CFM, Federal Insurance
and Mitigation Administration, Federal
Emergency Management Agency, 400 C
Street SW, Washington, DC 20472, (202)
212-3966.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The NFIP
enables property owners to purchase
Federal flood insurance that is not
otherwise generally available from
private insurers. In return, communities
agree to adopt and administer local
floodplain management measures aimed
at protecting lives and new construction
from future flooding. Section 1315 of
the National Flood Insurance Act of
1968, as amended, 42 U.S.C. 4022,
prohibits the sale of NFIP flood
insurance unless an appropriate public
body adopts adequate floodplain
management measures with effective
enforcement measures. The
communities listed in this document no
longer meet that statutory requirement
for compliance with program
regulations, 44 CFR part 59.
Accordingly, the communities will be
suspended on the effective date in the
third column. As of that date, flood
insurance will no longer be available in

the community. We recognize that some
of these communities may adopt and
submit the required documentation of
legally enforceable floodplain
management measures after this rule is
published but prior to the actual
suspension date. These communities
will not be suspended and will continue
to be eligible for the sale of NFIP flood
insurance. A notice withdrawing the
suspension of such communities will be
published in the Federal Register.

In addition, FEMA publishes a Flood
Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) that
identifies the Special Flood Hazard
Areas (SFHASs) in these communities.
The date of the FIRM, if one has been
published, is indicated in the fourth
column of the table. No direct Federal
financial assistance (except assistance
pursuant to the Robert T. Stafford
Disaster Relief and Emergency
Assistance Act not in connection with a
flood) may be provided for construction
or acquisition of buildings in identified
SFHAs for communities not
participating in the NFIP and identified
for more than a year on FEMA’s initial
FIRM for the community as having
flood-prone areas (section 202(a) of the
Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973,
42 U.S.C. 4106(a), as amended). This
prohibition against certain types of
Federal assistance becomes effective for
the communities listed on the date
shown in the last column. The
Administrator finds that notice and
public comment procedures under 5
U.S.C. 553(b), are impracticable and
unnecessary because communities listed
in this final rule have been adequately
notified.

Each community receives 6-month,
90-day, and 30-day notification letters
addressed to the Chief Executive Officer
stating that the community will be
suspended unless the required
floodplain management measures are
met prior to the effective suspension
date. Since these notifications were
made, this final rule may take effect
within less than 30 days.

National Environmental Policy Act.
FEMA has determined that the
community suspension(s) included in
this rule is a non-discretionary action
and therefore the National

Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42
U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) does not apply.

Regulatory Flexibility Act. The
Administrator has determined that this
rule is exempt from the requirements of
the Regulatory Flexibility Act because
the National Flood Insurance Act of
1968, as amended, Section 1315, 42
U.S.C. 4022, prohibits flood insurance
coverage unless an appropriate public
body adopts adequate floodplain
management measures with effective
enforcement measures. The
communities listed no longer comply
with the statutory requirements, and
after the effective date, flood insurance
will no longer be available in the
communities unless remedial action
takes place.

Regulatory Classification. This final
rule is not a significant regulatory action
under the criteria of section 3(f) of
Executive Order 12866 of September 30,
1993, Regulatory Planning and Review,
58 FR 51735.

Executive Order 13132, Federalism.
This rule involves no policies that have
federalism implications under Executive
Order 13132.

Executive Order 12988, Civil Justice
Reform. This rule meets the applicable
standards of Executive Order 12988.

Paperwork Reduction Act. This rule
does not involve any collection of
information for purposes of the
Paperwork Reduction Act, 44 U.S.C.
3501 et seq.

List of Subjects in 44 CFR Part 64

Flood insurance, Floodplains.

Accordingly, 44 CFR part 64 is
amended as follows:

PART 64—[AMENDED]

m 1. The authority citation for part 64

continues to read as follows:
Authority: 42 U.S.C. 4001 et seq.;

Reorganization Plan No. 3 of 1978, 3 CFR,

1978 Comp.; p. 329; E.O. 12127, 44 FR 19367,
3 CFR, 1979 Comp.; p. 376.

§64.6 [Amended]

m 2. The tables published under the
authority of § 64.6 are amended as
follows:

Date certain

Federal
: Community Effective date authorization/cancellation of | Current effective assistance
State and location No. sale of flood insurance in community map date no longer
available in

SFHAs

Region Il
New York:
Akron, Village of, Erie County ............... 361553 | May 2, 1975, Emerg; November 19, 1980, | June 7, 2019 .... | June 7, 2019.
Reg; June 7, 2019, Susp.
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Date certain
C it Effective dat thorization/ llati f | C t effecti quteral
: ommuni ective date authorization/cancellation o urrent effective assistance
State and location No. Y sale of flood insurance in community map date no longer
available in
SFHAs
Alden, Town of, Erie County ................. 360225 | December 26, 1973, Emerg; June 1, 1981, | ...... do* e Do.
Reg; June 7, 2019, Susp.
Alden, Village of, Erie County ............... 360224 | August 28, 1974, Emerg; January 6, 1984, | ...... do . Do.
Reg; June 7, 2019, Susp.
Ambherst, Town of, Erie County ............. 360226 | August 9, 1974, Emerg; December 18, | ...... do s Do.
1984, Reg; June 7, 2019, Susp.
Angola, Village of, Erie County ............. 360982 | April 14, 1975, Emerg; May 18, 1979, Reg; | ...... do s Do.
June 7, 2019, Susp.
Blasdell, Village of, Erie County ............ 361489 | December 16, 1975, Emerg; June 25, 1976, | ...... do e Do.
Reg; June 7, 2019, Susp.
Brant, Town of, Erie County .................. 360229 | August 4, 1975, Emerg; January 6, 1984, | ...... do . Do.
Reg; June 7, 2019, Susp.
Buffalo, City of, Erie County .................. 360230 | January 16, 1974, Emerg; November 18, | ...... (o [o TR Do.
1981, Reg; June 7, 2019, Susp.
Cheektowaga, Town of, Erie County .... 360231 | February 4, 1972, Emerg; July 5, 1977, | ..... do e Do.
Reg; June 7, 2019, Susp.
Clarence, Town of, Erie County ............ 360232 | April 4, 1975, Emerg; April 1, 1982, Reg; | ...... (o [o TR Do.
June 7, 2019, Susp.
Colden, Town of, Erie County ............... 360233 | May 27, 1975, Emerg; July 2, 1979, Reg; | ...... do . Do.
June 7, 2019, Susp.
Collins, Town of, Erie County ................ 360234 | May 26, 1972, Emerg; May 16, 1977, Reg; | ...... (o [o TR Do.
June 7, 2019, Susp.
Concord, Town of, Erie County ............. 360235 | July 1, 1975, Emerg; February 27, 1984, | ...... [o [o R Do.
Reg; June 7, 2019, Susp.
Depew, Village of, Erie County ............. 360236 | December 24, 1974, Emerg; August 3, | ...... do e Do.
1981, Reg; June 7, 2019, Susp.
East Aurora, Village of, Erie County ..... 365335 | December 23, 1971, Emerg; July 20, 1973, | ...... do . Do.
Reg; June 7, 2019, Susp.
Elma, Town of, Erie County .................. 360239 | February 4, 1972, Emerg; June 1, 1977, | ..... do s Do.
Reg; June 7, 2019, Susp.
Evans, Town of, Erie County ................ 360240 | April 21, 1972, Emerg; September 30, | June 7, 2019 June 7, 2019.
1977, Reg; June 7, 2019, Susp.
Gowanda, Village of, Cattaraugus and 360075 | June 23, 1972, Emerg; June 1, 1977, Reg; | ...... do e Do.
Erie Counties. June 7, 2019, Susp.
Grand Island, Town of, Erie County ...... 360242 | September 6, 1974, Emerg; January 16, | ...... do . Do.
1980, Reg; June 7, 2019, Susp.
Hamburg, Town of, Erie County ............ 360244 | May 23, 1974, Emerg; November 19, 1980, | ...... do s Do.
Reg; June 7, 2019, Susp.
Hamburg, Village of, Erie County .......... 360243 | February 17, 1977, Emerg; January 20, | ...... (o [o TN Do.
1982, Reg; June 7, 2019, Susp.
Holland, Town of, Erie County .............. 360245 | July 23, 1975, Emerg; May 1, 1979, Reg; | ...... (o [o TR Do.
June 7, 2019, Susp.
Lancaster, Town of, Erie County ........... 360249 | May 16, 1974, Emerg; December 1, 1981, | ...... do . Do.
Reg; June 7, 2019, Susp.
Lancaster, Village of, Erie County ......... 360248 | May 19, 1975, Emerg; July 2, 1979, Reg; | ...... do s Do.
June 7, 2019, Susp.
Marilla, Town of, Erie County ................ 360250 | July 18, 1975, Emerg; September 29, 1978, | ...... [o [o R Do.
Reg; June 7, 2019, Susp.
Newstead, Town of, Erie County .......... 360251 | July 18, 1975, Emerg; November 19, 1980, | ...... do e Do.
Reg; June 7, 2019, Susp.
Orchard Park, Town of, Erie County ..... 360255 | August 1, 1975, Emerg; March 16, 1983, | ...... (o [o TR Do.
Reg; June 7, 2019, Susp.
Orchard Park, Village of, Erie County ... 360254 | July 3, 1975, Emerg; September 2, 1981, | ...... (o [o IR Do.
Reg; June 7, 2019, Susp.
Tonawanda, City of, Erie County .......... 360259 | August 21, 1974, Emerg; August 1, 1979, | ..... do ..o Do.
Reg; June 7, 2019, Susp.
Tonawanda, Town of, Erie County ........ 360260 | July 28, 1975, Emerg; August 17, 1981, | ..... [o [o R Do.
Reg; June 7, 2019, Susp.
Wales, Town of, Erie County ................ 360261 | July 23, 1975, Emerg; August 15, 1979, | ...... [o [o R Do.
Reg; June 7, 2019, Susp.
West Seneca, Town of, Erie County ..... 360262 | March 31, 1972, Emerg; February 2, 1977, | ...... {0 [o TR Do.
Reg; June 7, 2019, Susp.
Williamsville, Village of, Erie County ..... 360263 | July 12, 1974, Emerg; March 1, 1982, Reg; | ...... do s Do.
June 7, 2019, Susp.
Region IV
Georgia:
Aragon, City of, Polk County ................. 130152 | December 19, 1973, Emerg; September 2, | June 7, 2019 .... | June 7, 2019.

1988, Reg; June 7, 2019, Susp.
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Date certain
C it Effective dat thorization/ llati f | C t effecti quteral
: ommuni ective date authorization/cancellation o urrent effective assistance
State and location No. Y sale of flood insurance in community map date no longer
available in
SFHAs
Canton, City of, Cherokee County ........ 130039 | April 25, 1975, Emerg; July 15, 1988, Reg; | ...... (o [o TR Do.
June 7, 2019, Susp.
Cherokee  County,  Unincorporated 130424 | February 9, 1976, Emerg; July 15, 1988, | ...... do e Do.
Areas. Reg; June 7, 2019, Susp.
Columbia  County,  Unincorporated 130059 | October 2, 1975, Emerg; May 1, 1980, Reg; | ...... do . Do.
Areas. June 7, 2019, Susp.
Cumming, City of, Forsyth County ........ 130236 | July 23, 1975, Emerg; August 1, 1986, Reg; | ...... (o [o IR Do.
June 7, 2019, Susp.
Dallas, City of, Paulding County ........... 130372 | December 5, 1996, Emerg; November 8, | ...... do e Do.
1999, Reg; June 7, 2019, Susp.
Grovetown, City of, Columbia County ... 130265 | June 1, 1976, Emerg; January 28, 1977, | ...... do e Do.
Reg; June 7, 2019, Susp.
Polk County, Unincorporated Areas ...... 130256 | October 7, 1974, Emerg; December 16, | ...... do e Do.
1988, Reg; June 7, 2019, Susp.
Rockmart, City of, Polk County ............. 130154 | July 3, 1975, Emerg; March 4, 1988, Reg; | ...... (o [o IR Do.
June 7, 2019, Susp.
Woodstock, City of, Cherokee County .. 130264 | January 20, 1976, Emerg; July 15, 1988, | ...... do e Do.
Reg; June 7, 2019, Susp.
Region VI
Arkansas:
Jacksonville, City of, Pulaski County .... 050180 | November 26, 1973, Emerg; September 29, | ...... (o [o IR Do.
1978, Reg; June 7, 2019, Susp.
Little Rock, City of, Pulaski County ....... 050181 | March 16, 1973, Emerg; March 4, 1980, | ...... (o [o IR Do.
Reg; June 7, 2019, Susp.
Oklahoma:
Enid, City of, Garfield County ................ 400062 | November 2, 1973, Emerg; March 15, | ...... (o [o TR Do.
1979, Reg; June 7, 2019, Susp.
Kingfisher, City of, Kingfisher County ... 400082 | December 23, 1971, Emerg; September 30, | ...... (o [o TR Do.
1976, Reg; June 7, 2019, Susp.
Kingfisher  County,  Unincorporated 400471 | January 9, 1987, Emerg; September 18, | ...... {o [o TR Do.
Areas. 1991, Reg; June 7, 2019, Susp.
Piedmont, City of, Canadian and King- 400027 | February 4, 1985, Emerg; February 4, | June 7, 2019 June 7, 2019.
fisher Counties. 1985, Reg; June 7, 2019, Susp.
Region X
Idaho:
Canyon County, Unincorporated Areas 160208 | June 17, 1975, Emerg; September 28, | ...... do e, Do.
1984, Reg; June 7, 2019, Susp.
Middleton, City of, Canyon County ....... 160037 | May 22, 1975, Emerg; September 3, 1980, | ...... [0 o JUVUUPR Do.
Reg; June 7, 2019, Susp.
Notus, City of, Canyon County .............. 160147 | October 4, 1976, Emerg; March 18, 1980, | ...... do e, Do.
Reg; June 7, 2019, Susp.
Parma, City of, Canyon County ............ 160039 | July 27, 1976, Emerg; September 30, 1980, | ...... do e, Do.
Reg; June 7, 2019, Susp.
Star, City of, Ada and Canyon Counties 160236 | N/A, Emerg; September 6, 2002, Reg; June | ...... do ..o Do.
7, 2019, Susp.
Washington:
Hoh Indian Tribe, Tribe of, Jefferson 530329 | April 25, 1997, Emerg; N/A, Reg; June 7, | ...... [o [ T, Do.
County. 2019, Susp.
Jefferson  County,  Unincorporated 530069 | April 2, 1975, Emerg; July 19, 1982, Reg; | ...... o [o TR Do.
Areas. June 7, 2019, Susp.
Port Townsend, City of, Jefferson 530070 | June 11, 1975, Emerg; March 15, 1982, | June 7, 2019 .... | June 7, 2019.
County. Reg; June 7, 2019, Susp.

o do and Do = Ditto.

Code for reading third column: Emerg.—Emergency; Reg.—Regular; Susp.—Suspension.

Dated: May 17, 2019.
Eric Letvin,
Deputy Assistant Administrator for
Mitigation, Federal Insurance and Mitigation
Administration—FEMA Resilience,
Department of Homeland Security, Federal
Emergency Management Agency.
[FR Doc. 2019-11166 Filed 5-28-19; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 9110-12-P
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. FAA-2019-0325; Product
Identifier 2019-NM-038—-AD]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Embraer S.A.

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
Embraer S.A. Model ER]J 170 airplanes;
Model ERJ 190-100 STD, =100 LR, —100
ECJ, and —100 IGW airplanes; and
Model ER] 190-200 STD, —200 LR, and
—200 IGW airplanes. This proposed AD
was prompted by reports of the ram air
turbine (RAT) compartment door seal
peeling off and tangling up on the RAT
rotor during flight test. This proposed
AD would require a general visual
inspection for peeling-off of the RAT
compartment door seal, bonding if
necessary, and the rework of the RAT
compartment door seal attachment. We
are proposing this AD to address the
unsafe condition on these products.
DATES: We must receive comments on
this proposed AD by July 15, 2019.
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 NPRM, contact Embraer S.A.,
Technical Publications Section (PC
060), Av. Brigadeiro Faria Lima, 2170—
Putim—12227-901 Sio Jose dos
Campos—SP—-Brasil; telephone +55 12
3927-5852 or +55 12 3309-0732; fax
+55 12 3927-7546; email distrib@
embraer.com.br; internet http://
www.flyembraer.com. You may view
this service information at the FAA,
Transport Standards Branch, 2200
South 216th St., Des Moines, WA. For
information on the availability of this
material at the FAA, call 206-231-3195.

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-2019—
0325; or in person at Docket Operations
between 9 a.m. and 5 p.m., Monday
through Friday, except Federal holidays.
The AD docket contains this NPRM, the
regulatory evaluation, any comments
received, and other information. The
street address for Docket Operations
(phone: 800—647-5527) is listed above.
Comments will be available in the AD
docket shortly after receipt.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Krista Greer, Aerospace Engineer,
International Section, Transport
Standards Branch, FAA, 2200 South
216th St., Des Moines, WA 98198;
telephone and fax 206-231-3221.

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-
2019-0325; Product Identifier 2019—
NM-038-AD" at the beginning of your
comments. We specifically invite
comments on the overall regulatory,
economic, environmental, and energy
aspects of this NPRM. We will consider
all comments received by the closing
date and may amend this NPRM
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 NPRM.

Discussion

The Agéncia Nacional de Aviacao
Civil (ANAC), which is the aviation
authority for Brazil, has issued Brazilian
AD 2019-02-02, dated February 28,
2019 (referred to after this as the
Mandatory Continuing Airworthiness
Information, or “the MCAI”’), to correct
an unsafe condition for certain Embraer
S.A. Model ER]J 170 airplanes; Model
ERJ 190-100 STD, —100 LR, —100 ECJ,
and —100 IGW airplanes; and Model ER]
190-200 STD, —200 LR, and —200 IGW
airplanes. The MCAI states:

It has been found the occurrence some
events of the Ram Air Turbine (RAT)
compartment door seal peeling off and
tangling up on the RAT rotor during flight
test. We are issuing this [Brazilian] AD to
prevent the loss of the RAT function, which
associated with an emergency electrical
event, can result in the loss of airplane
controllability.

Required actions include an
inspection for peeling-off condition,
bonding as necessary, and rework of the
RAT compartment door seal attachment.
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-2019—
0325.

Related Service Information Under 1
CFR Part 51

Embraer S.A. has issued Service
Bulletin SB170-53-0142, Revision 01,
dated December 12, 2018; Service
Bulletin SB190-53—-0098, Revision 01,
dated December 12, 2018; and Service
Bulletin SB190LIN-53-0072, Revision
01, dated January 9, 2019. This service
information describes procedures for
rework of the RAT compartment door
seal attachment, which includes
installing fasteners around the RAT
door seal attachment. These documents
are distinct since they apply to different
airplane models.

This service information is reasonably
available because the interested parties
have access to it through their normal
course of business or by the means
identified in the ADDRESSES section.

FAA’s Determination

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
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of the unsafe condition described in the
MCALI and service information
referenced above. 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

on other products of the same type
design.

Proposed Requirements of This NPRM

This proposed AD would require a
general visual inspection for peeling-off
of the RAT compartment door seal,
bonding if necessary, and the rework of

the RAT compartment door seal
attachment.

Costs of Compliance

We estimate that this proposed AD
affects 570 airplanes of U.S. registry. We
estimate the following costs to comply
with this proposed AD:

ESTIMATED COSTS FOR REQUIRED ACTIONS

Cost per Cost on U.S.
Labor cost Parts cost product operators
3 WOrk-hours x $85 Per NOUr = $255 ......cccccviieiieiieiese e st eee st s ste s ste s see e aesneeaesseenaenes $0* $255 $145,350

*We have received no definitive data that would enable us to provide a parts cost estimate for the actions specified in this proposed AD.

We have received no definitive data
that would enable us to provide cost
estimates for the on-condition actions
specified in this proposed AD.

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.

This proposed AD is issued in
accordance with authority delegated by
the Executive Director, Aircraft
Certification Service, as authorized by
FAA Order 8000.51C. In accordance
with that order, issuance of ADs is
normally a function of the Compliance
and Airworthiness Division, but during
this transition period, the Executive
Director has delegated the authority to
issue ADs applicable to transport
category airplanes and associated
appliances to the Director of the System
Oversight Division.

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):

Embraer S.A.: Docket No. FAA-2019-0325;
Product Identifier 2019-NM-038—AD.

(a) Comments Due Date

We must receive comments by July 15,
2019.

(b) Affected ADs
None.

(c) Applicability

This AD applies to Embraer S.A. airplanes,
identified in paragraphs (c)(1) through (c)(3)
of this AD, certificated in any category.

(1) Model ERJ 170-100 LR, —100 STD, —100
SE, and —100 SU airplanes; and Model ER]
170-200 LR, —200 SU, —200 STD, and —200
LL airplanes, as identified in Embraer Service
Bulletin SB170-53—-0142, Revision 01, dated
December 12, 2018.

(2) Model ERJ 190-100 STD, —100 LR, and
—100 IGW airplanes; and ER] 190-200 STD,
—200 LR, and —200 IGW airplanes, as
identified in Embraer Service Bulletin
SB190-53-0098, Revision 01, dated
December 12, 2018.

(3) Model ERJ 190-100 ECJ airplanes, as
identified in Embraer Service Bulletin
SB190LIN-53-0072, Revision 01, dated
January 9, 2019.

(d) Subject

Air Transport Association (ATA) of
America Code 53, Fuselage.

(e) Reason

This AD was prompted by reports of the
ram air turbine (RAT) compartment door seal
peeling off and tangling up on the RAT rotor
during flight test. We are issuing this AD to
address the possible loss of the RAT
function, which associated with an
emergency electrical event, can result in the
loss of airplane controllability.

(f) Compliance

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

(g) Inspection and Rework

(1) For airplanes identified in paragraphs
(c)(1) and (c)(2) of this AD: Within 750 flight
hours after the effective date of this AD, do
a general visual inspection of the RAT
compartment door seal for peeling-off
condition (disbonding), do all applicable
bonding, and rework the RAT compartment
door seal attachment, in accordance with the
Accomplishment Instructions of the service
information identified in paragraph (c)(1) or
(c)(2) of this AD, as applicable. Do all
applicable bonding before further flight.

(2) For airplanes identified in paragraph
(c)(3) of this AD: Within 400 flight hours or
6 months after the effective date of this AD,
whichever occurs first, do all applicable
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bonding, and rework the RAT compartment
door seal attachment, in accordance with the
Accomplishment Instructions of the service
information identified in paragraph (c)(3) of
this AD, as applicable. Do all applicable
bonding before further flight.

(h) Credit for Previous Actions

This paragraph provides credit for actions
required by paragraph (g) of this AD, if those
actions were performed before the effective
date of this AD using Embraer Service
Bulletin 170-53-0142, dated December 8,
2017; Embraer Service Bulletin 190-53-0098,
dated December 8, 2017; or Embraer Service
Bulletin 190LIN-53-0072, dated December
15, 2017; as applicable.

(i) Other FAA AD Provisions

The following provisions also apply to this
AD:

(1) Alternative Methods of Compliance
(AMOCs): The Manager, International
Section, Transport Standards Branch, 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 Section, send it
to the attention of the person identified in
paragraph (j)(2) of this AD. 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.

(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 Section,
Transport Standards Branch, FAA; or the
Ageéncia Nacional de Aviagdo Civil (ANAC);
or ANAC’s authorized Designee. If approved
by the ANAC Designee, the approval must
include the Designee’s authorized signature.

(3) Required for Compliance (RC): Except
as specified by paragraphs (g) and (i)(2) of
this AD: For service information that
contains steps that are labeled as RC, the
provisions of paragraphs (i)(3)(i) and (i)(3)(ii)
of this AD apply.

(i) The steps labeled as RC, including
substeps under an RC step and any figures
identified in an RC step, must be done to
comply with the AD. If a step or substep is
labeled “RC Exempt,” then the RC
requirement is removed from that step or
substep. An AMOC is required for any
deviations to RC steps, including substeps
and identified figures.

(ii) Steps not labeled as RC may be
deviated from using accepted methods in
accordance with the operator’s maintenance
or inspection program without obtaining
approval of an AMOC, provided the RC steps,
including substeps and identified figures, can
still be done as specified, and the airplane
can be put back in an airworthy condition.

(j) Related Information

(1) Refer to Mandatory Continuing
Airworthiness Information (MCAI) Brazilian

AD 2019-02-02, dated February 28, 2019, 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-2019-0325.

(2) For more information about this AD,
contact Krista Greer, Aerospace Engineer,
International Section, Transport Standards
Branch, FAA, 2200 South 216th St., Des
Moines, WA 98198; telephone and fax 206—
231-3221.

(3) For service information identified in
this AD, contact Embraer S.A., Technical
Publications Section (PC 060), Av. Brigadeiro
Faria Lima, 2170—Putim—12227-901 Sao
Jose dos Campos—SP—Brasil; telephone +55
12 3927-5852 or +55 12 3309-0732; fax +55

12 3927-7546; email distrib@embraer.com.br;

internet http://www.flyembraer.com. You
may view this service information at the
FAA, Transport Standards Branch, 2200
South 216th St., Des Moines, WA. For
information on the availability of this
material at the FAA, call 206-231-3195.

Issued in Des Moines, Washington, on May
15, 2019.
Michael Kaszycki,

Acting Director, System Oversight Division,
Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 2019-11093 Filed 5-28—19; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND
SECURITY

Coast Guard

33 CFR Part 100
[Docket Number USCG-2019-0223]
RIN 1625—-AA08

Special Local Regulation; Zimovia
Strait, Wrangell, AK

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

SUMMARY: The Coast Guard proposes to
establish a permanent special local
regulation to enable vessel movement
restrictions for certain waters of the
Zimovia Strait. This action is necessary
to provide for the safety of life on these
navigable waters near Wrangell Harbor
during power boat races on July 4, 2019
and every subsequent year on July 4.
This proposed rulemaking would
prohibit persons and vessels from
transiting through, mooring, or
anchoring within the special local
regulation race area unless authorized
by the Captain of the Port Southeast
Alaska or a designated representative.
We invite your comments on this
proposed rulemaking.

DATES: Comments and related material
must be received by the Coast Guard on
or before June 28, 2019.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments
identified by docket number USCG—
2019-0223 using the Federal
eRulemaking Portal at http://
www.regulations.gov. See the ‘“Public
Participation and Request for
Comments” portion of the
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION section for
further instructions on submitting
comments.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: If
you have questions about this proposed
rulemaking, call or email LT Kristi
Sloane, Sector Juneau, Waterways
Management Division, Coast Guard:
Telephone 907-463-2846, email D17-
SMB-Sector-Juneau-WWM®@uscg.mil.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
1. Table of Abbreviations

CFR Code of Federal Regulations

DHS Department of Homeland Security
FR Federal Register

NPRM Notice of proposed rulemaking
§ Section

U.S.C. United States Code

II. Background, Purpose, and Legal
Basis

On January 16, 2019, the Wrangell
Chamber of Commerce notified the
Coast Guard that it will be conducting
high speed boat races from 11 a.m. to 7
p-m. on July 4, 2019, as part of the
Wrangell 4th of July Celebration. The
boat races will be taking place
approximately 100 yards off of the city
dock in Wrangell, AK. The Captain of
the Port Southeast Alaska (COTP) has
determined that potential hazards
associated with the high speed races is
a safety concern for anyone within the
zone.

The purpose of this rulemaking is to
ensure the safety of vessels and the
navigable waters within a race area
before, during, and after the scheduled
event. The Coast Guard proposes this
rulemaking under authority in 33 U.S.C.
1231.

III. Discussion of Proposed Rule

The COTP proposes to establish a
special local regulation from 11 a.m. to
7 p.m. on July 4, 2019, and every
subsequent year on July 4th. The special
local regulation would cover all
navigable waters within the race area to
include Wrangell Harbor entrance and
an area extending Northwest along the
shoreline approximately 1000 yards and
Southwest approximately 500 yards. No
vessel or person would be permitted to
enter the special local regulation area
without obtaining permission from the
COTP or a designated representative.
The regulatory text we are proposing
appears at the end of this document.
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IV. Regulatory Analyses

We developed this proposed rule after
considering numerous statutes and
Executive orders related to rulemaking.
Below we summarize our analyses
based on a number of these statutes and
Executive orders.

A. Regulatory Planning and Review

Executive Orders 12866 and 13563
direct agencies to assess the costs and
benefits of available regulatory
alternatives and, if regulation is
necessary, to select regulatory
approaches that maximize net benefits.
Executive Order 13771 directs agencies
to control regulatory costs through a
budgeting process. This NPRM has not
been designated a “‘significant
regulatory action,” under Executive
Order 12866. Accordingly, the NPRM
has not been reviewed by the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB), and
pursuant to OMB guidance it is exempt
from the requirements of Executive
Order 13771.

This regulatory action determination
is based on the size, location, duration,
and time-of-day of the special local
regulation. Vessel traffic would be able
to safely transit around the proposed
race area, which would impact a small
designated area in Wrangell Harbor for
8 hours. Moreover, the Coast Guard
would issue a Broadcast Notice to
Mariners via VHF-FM marine channel
16 about the race area, and the rule
would allow vessels to seek permission
to enter or transit through the race area.

B. Impact on Small Entities

The Regulatory Flexibility Act of
1980, 5 U.S.C. 601-612, as amended,
requires Federal agencies to consider
the potential impact of regulations on
small entities during rulemaking. The
term “‘small entities” comprises small
businesses, not-for-profit organizations
that are independently owned and
operated and are not dominant in their
fields, and governmental jurisdictions
with populations of less than 50,000.
The Coast Guard certifies under 5 U.S.C.
605(b) that this proposed rule would not
have a significant economic impact on
a substantial number of small entities.

While some owners or operators of
vessels intending to transit the special
local regulation area may be small
entities, for the reasons stated in section
IV.A above, this proposed rule would
not have a significant economic impact
on any vessel owner or operator.

If you think that your business,
organization, or governmental
jurisdiction qualifies as a small entity
and that this rule would have a
significant economic impact on it,

please submit a comment (see
ADDRESSES) explaining why you think it
qualifies and how and to what degree
this rule would economically affect it.

Under section 213(a) of the Small
Business Regulatory Enforcement
Fairness Act of 1996 (Pub. L. 104-121),
we want to assist small entities in
understanding this proposed rule. If the
rule would affect your small business,
organization, or governmental
jurisdiction and you have questions
concerning its provisions or options for
compliance, please contact the person
listed in the FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT section. The Coast Guard will
not retaliate against small entities that
question or complain about this
proposed rule or any policy or action of
the Coast Guard.

C. Collection of Information

This proposed rule would not call for
a new collection of information under
the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995
(44 U.S.C. 3501-3520).

D. Federalism and Indian Tribal
Governments

A rule has implications for federalism
under Executive Order 13132,
Federalism, if it has 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. We have
analyzed this proposed rule under that
Order and have determined that it is
consistent with the fundamental
federalism principles and preemption
requirements described in Executive
Order 13132.

Also, this proposed rule does not have
tribal implications under Executive
Order 13175, Consultation and
Coordination with Indian Tribal
Governments, because it would not have
a substantial direct effect on one or
more Indian tribes, on the relationship
between the Federal Government and
Indian tribes, or on the distribution of
power and responsibilities between the
Federal Government and Indian tribes.
If you believe this proposed rule has
implications for federalism or Indian
tribes, please contact the person listed
in the FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT section.

E. Unfunded Mandates Reform Act

The Unfunded Mandates Reform Act
of 1995 (2 U.S.C. 1531-1538) requires
Federal agencies to assess the effects of
their discretionary regulatory actions. In
particular, the Act addresses actions
that may result in the expenditure by a
State, local, or tribal government, in the
aggregate, or by the private sector of

$100,000,000 (adjusted for inflation) or
more in any one year. Though this
proposed rule would not result in such
an expenditure, we do discuss the
effects of this rule elsewhere in this
preamble.

F. Environment

We have analyzed this proposed rule
under Department of Homeland
Security Directive 023—-01 and
Commandant Instruction M16475.1D,
which guide the Coast Guard in
complying with the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42
U.S.C. 4321-4370f), and have made a
preliminary determination that this
action is one of a category of actions that
do not individually or cumulatively
have a significant effect on the human
environment. This proposed rule
involves a special local regulation
lasting eight (8) hours that would
prohibit entry or transit through the area
without obtaining permission from the
COTP or a designated representative.
Normally such actions are categorically
excluded from further review under
paragraph L61 of Appendix A, Table 1
of DHS Instruction Manual 023—-01—
001-01, Rev. 01. A preliminary Record
of Environmental Consideration
supporting this determination is
available in the docket where indicated
under ADDRESSES. We seek any
comments or information that may lead
to the discovery of a significant
environmental impact from this
proposed rule.

V. Public Participation and Request for
Comments

We view public participation as
essential to effective rulemaking, and
we will consider all comments and
material received during the comment
period. Your comment can help shape
the outcome of this rulemaking. If you
submit a comment, please include the
docket number for this rulemaking,
indicate the specific section of this
document to which each comment
applies, and provide a reason for each
suggestion or recommendation.

We encourage you to submit
comments through the Federal
eRulemaking Portal at http://
www.regulations.gov. If your material
cannot be submitted using http://
www.regulations.gov, contact the person
in the FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT section of this document for
alternate instructions.

We accept anonymous comments. All
comments received will be posted
without change to http://
www.regulations.gov and will include
any personal information you have
provided. For more about privacy and
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the docket, visit http://
www.regulations.gov/privacyNotice.

Documents mentioned in this NPRM
as being available in the docket, and all
public comments, will be in our online
docket at http://www.regulations.gov
and can be viewed by following that
website’s instructions. Additionally, if
you go to the online docket and sign up
for email alerts, you will be notified
when comments are posted or a final
rule is published.

List of Subjects in 33 CFR Part 100

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

For the reasons discussed in the
preamble, the Coast Guard proposes to
amend 33 CFR part 100 as follows:

PART 100—SAFETY OF LIFE ON
NAVIGABLE WATERS

m 1. The authority citation for part 100
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 46 U.S.C. 70041; 33 CFR 1.05—
1.

m 2. Add §100.1701 to read as follows:

§100.1701 Special Local Regulation;
Wrangell 4th of July Celebration Boat
Races, Wrangell, AK.

(a) Regulated area. The following area
is specified as a race area: All waters of
Zimovia Straits, Wrangell, AK,
approximately 1,000 yards to the
Northwest and 500 yards to the
Southwest of Wrangell Harbor entrance
bounded by the following points:
56°28.077 N, 132°23.074 W, 56°28.440
N, 132°23.685 W, 56°28.277 N,
132°24.020 W, and 56°27.910 N,
132°23.400 W.

(b) Regulations. In accordance with
the general regulations in this part, the
regulated area shall be closed
immediately prior to, during and
immediately after the event to all
persons and vessels not participating in
the event and authorized by the event
Sponsor.

(c) Authorization. All persons or
vessels who desire to enter the
designated area created in this section
while it is enforced must obtain
permission from the on-scene patrol
craft on VHF Ch 9.

(d) Enforcement period. This section
will be enforced from 11 a.m. to 7 p.m.
on July 4, each year unless otherwise
specified in the Seventeenth District
Local Notice to Mariners.

Dated: May 23, 2019.
Melissa L. Rivera, CAPT,

Acting Commander, Seventeenth Coast Guard
District, U.S. Coast Guard.

[FR Doc. 2019-11195 Filed 5-28—19; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 9110-04-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Centers for Medicare & Medicaid
Services

42 CFR Part 412
[CMS—-1710-CN]
RIN 0938-AT67

Medicare Program; Inpatient
Rehabilitation Facility (IRF)
Prospective Payment System for
Federal Fiscal Year 2020 and Updates
to the IRF Quality Reporting Program;
Correction

AGENCY: Centers for Medicare &
Medicaid Services (CMS), HHS.

ACTION: Proposed rule; correction.

“Specifically, we believe that there will
be an addition of 7.4 minutes on
admission, and 11.1 minutes on
discharge, for a total of 8.9 minutes of
additional clinical staff time to report
data per patient stay.” is corrected to
read ““Specifically, we believe that there
will be an addition of 7.8 minutes on
admission, and 11.1 minutes on
discharge, for a total of 18.9 minutes of
additional clinical staff time to report
data per patient stay.”.

Dated: May 22, 2019.
Wilma M. Robinson,

Deputy Executive Secretary to the
Department, Department of Health and
Human Services.

[FR Doc. 2019-11119 Filed 5-28—19; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4120-01-P

SUMMARY: This document corrects
technical errors in the proposed rule
that appeared in the April 24, 2019
Federal Register entitled, ‘“Medicare
Program; Inpatient Rehabilitation
Facility (IRF) Prospective Payment
System for Federal Fiscal Year 2020 and
Updates to the IRF Quality Reporting
Program.”

DATES: This correction to the proposed
rule published at 84 FR 17244 through
17335 on April 24, 2019, is applicable
May 28, 2019.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Kate
Brooks, (410) 786-7877.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Background

In FR Doc. 2019-07885 (84 FR 17244),
the proposed rule entitled, “Medicare
Program; Inpatient Rehabilitation
Facility (IRF) Prospective Payment
System for Federal Fiscal Year 2020 and
Updates to the IRF Quality Reporting
Program” (referred to hereafter as the
“FY 2020 IRF PPS proposed rule”),
there were technical errors that are
identified and corrected in this
correcting document. The correction is
applicable as of May 28, 2019.

II. Summary of Errors

On page 17329 of the FY 2020 IRF
PPS proposed rule, we inadvertently
misstated the additional minutes on
admission as 7.4 instead of 7.8 and the
total minutes of additional clinical staff
time as 8.9 instead of 18.9 in our
calculation of the estimated burden for
the IRF quality reporting program
(QRP).

I11. Correction of Errors

In FR Doc. 2019-07885 (84 FR 17244),
published April 24, 2019, on page
17329, first column, second paragraph,
lines 8 through 13, the sentence

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Defense Acquisition Regulations
System

48 CFR Parts 202, 216, 217, 225, 234,
and 235

[Docket DARS—-2019-0008]
RIN 0750-AJ32

Defense Federal Acquisition
Regulation Supplement: Use of Fixed-
Price Contracts (DFARS Case 2017-
D024)

AGENCY: Defense Acquisition
Regulations System, Department of
Defense (DoD).

ACTION: Proposed rule; extension of
comment period.

SUMMARY: DOD is proposing to amend
the Defense Federal Acquisition
Regulation Supplement (DFARS) to
implement sections of the National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2017 that require review and
approval for certain cost-reimbursement
contract types at specified thresholds
and established time periods and the
use of firm fixed-price contract types for
foreign military sales unless an
exception or waiver applies. The
comment period on the proposed rule is
extended 14 days.

DATES: The comment period for the
proposed rule published on April 1,
2019 (84 FR 12179), is extended. Submit
comments by June 14, 2019.

ADDRESSES: Submit comments
identified by DFARS Case 2017-D024,
using any of the following methods:

O Federal eRulemaking Portal: http://
www.regulations.gov. Search for
“DFARS Case 2017-D024.” Select
“Comment Now” and follow the


http://www.regulations.gov/privacyNotice
http://www.regulations.gov/privacyNotice
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
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instructions provided to submit a
comment. Please include “DFARS Case
2017-D024” on any attached
documents.

O Email: osd.dfars@mail.mil. Include
DFARS Case 2017-D024 in the subject
line of the message.

O Fax:571-372-6094.

O Mail: Defense Acquisition
Regulations System, Attn: Ms. Kimberly
Bass, OUSD(D&S)DPC/DARS, Room
3B941, 3060 Defense Pentagon,
Washington, DC 20301-3060.

Comments received generally will be
posted without change to http://
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information provided. To
confirm receipt of your comment(s),
please check www.regulations.gov,
approximately two to three days after
submission to verify posting (except
allow 30 days for posting of comments
submitted by mail).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ms.
Kimberly Bass, telephone 571-372—
6174.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Background

On April 1, 2019, DoD published a
proposed rule in the Federal Register at
84 FR 12179 to implement the
requirements of sections 829 and 830 of
the National Defense Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 2017 (Pub. L. 114-328).
Section 829 requires contracting officers
to first consider fixed-price contracts, to
include fixed-price incentive contracts,
when determining contract type and to
obtain approval from the head of the
contracting activity for—

¢ Cost-reimbursement contracts in
excess of $50 million to be awarded
after October 1, 2018, and before
October 1, 2019; and

¢ Cost-reimbursement contracts in
excess of $25 million to be awarded on
or after October 1, 2019.

Section 830 provides requirements,
exceptions, and waiver authority for the
use of firm-fixed-price contracts for
foreign military sales (FMS). It requires
contracting officers to use firm fixed-
price contracts unless specified
exceptions or a waiver applies.
Contracting officers are required to use
a different contract type if the FMS
customer has established in writing a
preference for a different contract type
or has requested in writing that a
different contract type be used for a
specific FMS. The waiver authorizes
contracting officers the ability to use
other than firm-fixed-price contract type
on a case by case basis when
determined it is in the best interest of
the United States and American
taxpayers.

The comment period for the proposed
rule is extended 14 days, from May 31,
2019, to June 14, 2019, to provide
additional time for interested parties to
comment on the proposed DFARS
changes.

List of Subjects in 48 CFR Parts 202,
216, 217, 225, 234, and 235

Government procurement.

Jennifer Lee Hawes,

Regulatory Control Officer, Defense
Acquisition Regulations System.

[FR Doc. 2019-11183 Filed 5-28-19; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 5001-06-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Railroad Administration

49 CFR Part 218
[Docket No. FRA-2014-0033, Notice No. 4]
RIN 2130-AC48

Train Crew Staffing

AGENCY: Federal Railroad
Administration (FRA), Department of
Transportation (DOT).

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM); withdrawal.

SUMMARY: FRA withdraws the March 15,
2016 NPRM concerning train crew
staffing. In withdrawing the NPRM, FRA
is providing notice of its affirmative
decision that no regulation of train crew
staffing is necessary or appropriate for
railroad operations to be conducted
safely at this time.

DATES: As of May 29, 2019, the NPRM
published on March 15, 2016 (81 FR
13918), is withdrawn.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Alan H. Nagler, Senior Attorney, U.S.
Department of Transportation, Federal
Railroad Administration, Office of Chief
Counsel, Room W31-309, 1200 New
Jersey Avenue SE, Washington, DC
20590, 202—493—-6038.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Table of Contents for Supplementary
Information

I. Background
A. Comments Generally Supporting the
Proposed Rule
B. Comments Generally Opposing the
Proposed Rule
II. FRA’s Decision
A. There Is No Direct Safety Connection
Between Train Crew Staffing and the
Lac-Mégantic or Casselton Accidents
B. Rail Safety Data Does Not Support a
Train Crew Staffing Rulemaking
C. Comments to the NPRM Do Not Support
a Train Crew Staffing Rulemaking

D. A Train Crew Staffing Rule Would
Unnecessarily Impede the Future of Rail
Innovation and Automation

E. FRA’s Withdrawal Is an Affirmative
Decision Not To Regulate With the
Intention To Preempt State Laws

I. Background

FRA has the authority to regulate train
crew staffing pursuant to its broad
authority to, ““as necessary, . . .
prescribe regulations and issue orders
for every area of railroad safety
supplementing laws and regulations in
effect on October 16, 1970.” * On March
15, 2016, FRA issued an NPRM which
proposed regulations establishing
minimum requirements for the size of
train crew staffs depending on the type
of operation (referred to herein as train
crew staffing). The proposed rule was
not statutorily mandated, but rather,
arose out of two rail accidents in 2013
(Lac-Mégantic, Quebec and Casselton,
North Dakota).2 Following the Lac-
Meégantic and Casselton accidents, the
rail industry, Transportation Safety
Board of Canada (TSB of Canada), and
DOT undertook a variety of
investigations and actions 3 to address
rail safety and hazardous materials
issues highlighted by those accidents,
including FRA’s submission of a task to
the Railroad Safety Advisory Committee
(RSAC).#

On August 29, 2013, RSAC accepted
a task (No. 13-05) entitled “Appropriate
Train Crew Size” and formed a Working
Group. The task statement noted that in
light of the Lac-Mégantic accident,
“FRA believes it is appropriate to
review whether train crew staffing
practices affect railroad safety.” Because
FRA did not have reliable or conclusive
statistical data to suggest whether one-
person crew operations are safer or less
safe than multiple-person crew
operations, FRA hoped that RSAC
would provide useful analysis,
including conclusive data addressing
whether there is a safety benefit or
detriment from crew redundancy (i.e.,
multiple-person train crews) and a
report on the costs and benefits
associated with crew redundancy.

149 U.S.C. 20103; 49 CFR 1.89.

2The accidents are described in the NPRM. See
81 FR 13918, 13921-13924 (Mar. 15, 2016).

3 Some of those actions are described in the
NPRM. See, e.g., 81 FR at 13922 (Mar. 15, 2016).

4To adopt a participatory approach to
rulemaking, in 1996, FRA first established the
RSAC, which is designed to bring together all
segments of the rail community to provide advice
and recommendations to FRA on railroad safety
issues. The RSAC includes representatives from
railroads, labor, shippers, industry associations, and
other government agencies. The RSAC provides
recommendations to FRA on issuing and updating
regulations and identifies non-regulatory
approaches to improve safety. The most recent
RSAC meeting occurred on April 24, 2019.


http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
mailto:osd.dfars@mail.mil
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Despite meeting five times from
October 2013 to March 2014, the RSAC
Working Group was unable to reach
consensus on any recommendation or
identify conclusive, statistical data to
suggest whether there is a safety benefit
or detriment from crew redundancy. As
noted in the NPRM, the accident data
railroads provided did not capture
accidents where the cause or
contributing factor was a lack of a
second crewmember and thus that data
did not aid the Working Group.

Although RSAC was unable to
identify data necessary to determine
whether a regulation was needed to
address train crew staffing, FRA
believed it was important to give the
broader public an opportunity to
provide input on this issue.
Accordingly, on March 15, 2016, FRA
issued the NPRM with an initial 60-day
comment period. FRA then extended
the comment period for an additional
month % and held a public hearing on
July 15, 2016. Subsequently, FRA
extended the comment period through
August 15, 2016.5

FRA received nearly 1,600 comments
on the NPRM from industry
stakeholders and individuals, including
current, former, and retired
crewmembers. FRA also received
comments from the National
Transportation Safety Board (NTSB),
two members of Congress, and
numerous state and local government
officials. A general summary of the
comments is provided below.?

A. Comments Generally Supporting the
Proposed Rule

Approximately 1,545 of the written
comments were in support of some kind
of train crew staffing requirements,
although not necessarily the exact
proposed requirements found in the
NPRM. Two railroad employee unions,
the Brotherhood of Locomotive
Engineers and Trainmen (BLET) and the
International Association of Sheet
Metal, Air, Rail and Transportation
Workers Transportation Division
(SMART TD), submitted comments
advocating for changes to the proposed

581 FR 30229 (May 16, 2016).

681 FR 39014 (June 15, 2016).

7 The order the comments are discussed in this
document, whether by issue or by commenter, is
not intended to reflect the significance of the
comment raised or the standing of the commenter.
Additionally, this summary of the comments is
intended to provide both a general understanding
of the overall extent and nature of the comments,
as well as give some specific descriptions to
provide context. Not every comment is described in
this summary though all were thoughtfully
considered and, when specific numbers of
comments are identified by comment theme or
issue, such numbers are approximate as some
comments could not be easily grouped with others.

rule. Commenters supportive of the rule
commonly sought more stringent
requirements that would mandate fewer,
or no, exceptions to a two-person train
crew, or require the second person be a
certified conductor under FRA’s
requirements in 49 CFR part 242. The
four central points of these comments
were that: (1) A train crew’s duties are
too demanding for one person; (2) new
technology will make the job more
complex; (3) unpredictable scheduling
makes fatigue a greater factor when
there is only a one-person crew; and (4)
the idea of a one-person train crew is
seemingly in conflict with the statutory
and regulatory requirements for
certification of both locomotive
engineers and conductors.

The vast majority of comments
supporting crew staffing requirements,
approximately 1,418, were filed by
members of the public on behalf of
themselves as individuals. Most of these
individual commenters identified
themselves as current, former, or retired
train crewmembers. These commenters
largely provided anecdotal information
supporting why they thought trains
staffed with fewer than two persons
created unsafe conditions. For example,
Mike Rankin, who also testified at the
public hearing, recalled that he was a
conductor working with a locomotive
engineer and was able to “cut”
(separate) a train in half after a grade
crossing accident. He stated that his
actions likely saved a teenager’s life by
allowing emergency first responders
quick access to the injured teenager
though the grade crossing, and enabling
hospital treatment much faster than if
only one train crewmember had been
present and the crossing remained
blocked.

A variety of governmental officials
and organizations also indicated
support for train crew staffing
requirements, but with a greater focus
on safety for the communities in
proximity to railroad tracks, as opposed
to the safety of the rail operation itself.
For example, FRA heard testimony at
the public hearing from Mayor Karen
Darch of Barrington, Illinois. Mayor
Darch explained that local governments
and railroads face the same task of
determining appropriate staffing levels,
with the local governments focusing on
police, fire, and emergency medical
services. She testified “FRA should be
concerned that industry may be tempted
to bet on its favorable accident odds and
make overly hasty staffing decisions to
reduce operating costs.” She asked FRA
to “balance the interests of the public
living or traveling with proximity to”
railroad track, because the economies of
“villages, towns, and cities are

negatively impacted on a daily basis by
train or grade crossing warning device
malfunctions that block crossings.” FRA
also heard testimony from Mr. Ronnie C.
Harris, Executive Director of the
Louisiana Municipal Association, an
organization that represents 303 cities,
towns, and villages, and two
consolidated parish governments in
Louisiana. Mr. Harris expressed concern
about dangerous commodities being
transported by rail on long trains that
have reached as long as 11,000 feet in
length, and that, without two
crewmembers, any blocked crossings
would remain blocked for considerably
longer than the time it would take a
two-person crew to unblock a crossing.?
In addition to these summarized
comments, FRA also received written
comments generally supporting the
NPRM'’s proposed requirements from
State and local governmental officials,
agencies and organizations from at least
16 States.

Two Members of Congress
commented on the rule, and they
echoed the concerns of State and local
governmental commenters, as well as
the labor unions. For instance, then-
Senator Heidi Heitkamp (North Dakota)
testified at the public hearing that, as a
representative of a State that moves a lot
of oil by rail, the people she represented
are concerned about safety and they
want to know that their government is
doing everything possible from a
regulatory standpoint to keep the
movement of oil and other hazardous
materials safe. Senator Heitkamp
testified that she supports a crew
staffing rule because she has heard from
rail workers in her State that believe
having two crew members is essential
for their safety and the public’s safety.
Senator Heitkamp further added that the
NPRM provided the right balance as it
proposed to allow exceptions grounded
in a safety rationale. Then-Rep. Richard
M. Nolan (8th District, Minnesota) also
commented in support of the rule. Like
BLET and SMART TD, Rep. Nolan
supported FRA adopting a more
stringent requirement that the second
crewmember must be a certified
conductor.

The Western Organization of Resource
Councils (WORC), a regional network of
grassroots community organizations that
includes 12,200 members, many of
whom are farmers, ranchers, and others
directly affected by coal, oil, and gas
development and who live in
communities along rail lines, raised

8 FRA is currently researching the rail operation
safety issues associated with freight train length, as
well as participating in a U.S. Government
Accountability Office (GAO) engagement (code
102557) on the same subject.
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concerns with trains being operated
with fewer than two crewmembers.
WORC commented that the 20-car
hazardous materials threshold for “key
trains” is not stringent enough to
adequately protect communities and
advocated for a single car threshold for
determining whether a second
crewmember must be present.

The Environmental Law & Policy
Center, an organization dedicated to the
protection of the environment,
commented that a second crewmember
can be critical in containing
environmental damage or making
operational moves that could prevent
accidents, and thus believes it is
common sense that two crewmembers
are better than one.

The National League of Cities (NLC),
an advocate for more than 19,000 cities,
villages, and towns, supported the
NPRM. NLC commented that local
officials are concerned with the
significant increase in the volume of
hazardous materials shipments
combined with rail operators seeking to
reduce crew sizes. NLC supported the
rule as a response to “preventable
tragedies of the past.”

B. Comments Generally Opposing the
Proposed Rule

Railroads, railroad associations, other
associations and organizations, and
some individual commenters submitted
approximately 39 comments that largely
took the position that FRA should not
regulate train crew size for a variety of
reasons. The Association of American
Railroads (AAR) commented that FRA’s
admission as to a lack of safety data
meant the rule was “arbitrary,”
indicating that AAR believed the rule
could be determined unlawful through
judicial review as a challenge under the
Administrative Procedure Act (APA).
AAR supported the NTSB’s approach
encouraging FRA to first modify its
accident report form to include the
number of crewmembers in the
controlling cab at the time of an
accident and then use the data it gathers
to evaluate the safety adequacy of
current regulatory requirements.® In

9The NTSB’s comment on the NPRM stated that
the NTSB had not taken a prior position on crew
size but that its accident report investigation into
the derailment of National Railroad Passenger
Corporation (Amtrak) train no. 188 in Philadelphia,
Pennsylvania, on May 12, 2015, would address the
issue. In that report, issued on May 17, 2016, the
NTSB made a finding that FRA’s “accident database
is inadequate for comparing relevant accident rates
based on crew size because the information about
accident circumstances and number of
crewmembers in the controlling cab is insufficient.”
NTSB, RAR-16/02, Derailment of Amtrak Passenger
Train 188 at 19 (2016). Therefore, the NTSB made
new recommendations to FRA to capture
crewmember data and use the data to evaluate the

addition, AAR noted that the crew
staffing issue has historically been left
for labor relations and that one-person
train crews are currently being used
safely. Further, AAR also believed that:
(1) The accidents FRA relied on in the
NPRM as the basis for the proposed rule
did not provide such a basis; (2) FRA
massively underestimated the costs of
the rule on the industry; and (3) FRA’s
proposed rule was stifling innovation
just as autonomous technologies were
emerging and DOT was removing
roadblocks to automation in other
modes of transportation. AAR also
provided research documents to support
its position. For instance, AAR funded
two studies conducted by Oliver
Wyman, a consulting firm. One study,
“Analysis of North American Freight
Rail Single-Person Crews: Safety and
Economics,” concluded that safety data
analyses show single-person crew
operations appear as safe as multiple-
person crew operations, if not safer.
This study also concluded that the
proposed rule would greatly reduce U.S.
railroads’ ability to control operating
costs, without making the industry
safer. A second study, ““Assessment of
European Railways: Characteristics and
Crew-Related Safety,” critiqued several
of the assertions FRA made in its
Regulatory Impact Analysis (RIA) on the
NPRM, and generally found that
European rail operations are comparable
to U.S. rail operations and therefore the
success of the European network in
implementing single-person crew
operations can serve as a model for the
U.S. rail system. AAR also submitted a
comparative risk assessment completed
by ICF Incorporated, a consulting firm,
titled “Evaluation of Single Crew
Risks,” which compared traditional
Class I railroad two-person crew
mainline operations with an FRA-
compliant positive train control (PTC)
system installed for both one-person-
and two-person-crew mainline
operations to determine the frequency of
accidents that might be impacted by
crew size. That assessment found almost
no difference in accident rates between
one- and two-person operations where
PTC has been fully implemented. Union
Pacific Railroad and Norfolk Southern
Railway were two of the Class I freight
railroads represented by AAR that

adequacy of current crew size regulations. Id.
(citing recommendations R-16—33 and R-16-34).
On April 25, 2018, FRA asked RSAC to consider
forming a working group to meet and discuss
possible changes and updates to FRA’s data
collection requirements that would include the
NTSB’s recommendations and RSAC accepted that
task. That process is ongoing.

submitted extensive comments raising
the same themes.

The American Short Line and
Regional Railroad Association
(ASLRRA) objected to the NPRM for
several reasons. ASLRRA was
concerned about the financial impact
and paperwork burden the rule would
have on short line railroads, which
generally are small entities, and
questioned whether FRA adequately
followed existing legal requirements
that protect small businesses. ASLRRA
challenged FRA’s lack of data and FRA’s
internal survey of its regional personnel
to determine the extent of one-person
crew operations. Also, ASLRRA
commented that its members would
have a competitive disadvantage
compared to the trucking industry, if the
NPRM was finalized, and it submitted
an economic paper suggesting the
proposed rule’s requirements may
induce railroads to reallocate scarce
resources away from upgrades to track
and equipment.

II. FRA’s Decision

While FRA continues to monitor the
potential safety impact of train crew
staffing, for the reasons provided below,
FRA finds that no regulation of train
crew staffing is necessary or appropriate
at this time. FRA believes that current
safety programs and actions taken
following the Lac-Mégantic and
Casselton accidents are the appropriate
avenues for addressing those accidents.
Moreover, despite studying this issue
in-depth and performing extensive
outreach to industry stakeholders and
the general public, FRA’s statement in
the NPRM that it “cannot provide
reliable or conclusive statistical data to
suggest whether one-person crew
operations are generally safer or less
safe than multiple-person crew
operations” still holds true today.
Accordingly, FRA withdraws the
NPRM.

A. There Is No Direct Safety Connection
Between Train Crew Staffing and the
Lac-Mégantic or Casselton Accidents

Although the Lac-Mégantic and
Casselton accidents initially led FRA to
review the potential impact of train
crew staffing on safety, FRA
subsequently determined that no direct
conclusions could be drawn about train
crew staffing’s safety impact on those
accidents. As FRA acknowledged in the
NPRM, the TSB of Canada’s
investigation report on the Lac-Mégantic
accident concluded it would have been
possible for a single operator to apply a
sufficient number of hand brakes within
a reasonable amount of time to have
secured the train involved in that
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accident.1®© The NPRM summarized TSB
of Canada’s finding that it could not be
concluded that a one-person crew
contributed to the accident, and that
risk, if any, posed by a one-person crew
was not determined to have directly led
to the accident. Simply put, TSB of
Canada found no direct causal
connection between this catastrophic
accident and the number of train
crewmembers.1! As FRA acknowledged
in the NPRM, “FRA does not have
information that suggests that there have
been any previous accidents involving
one-person crew operations that could
have been avoided by adding a second
crewmember.” 12 That fact remains true
today.

While the NPRM noted some indirect
connections between crew staffing and
railroad safety with respect to the Lac-
Meégantic and Casselton accidents, those
connections are tangential at best and
do not provide a sufficient basis for FRA
regulation of train crew staffing
requirements. For example, TSB of
Canada made indirect connections in
the Lac-Mégantic accident between the
railroad’s poor safety culture and the
one train crewmember’s alleged failure
to properly secure the train. However, in
making this connection, TSB of Canada
emphasized that a single crewmember
could have prevented or helped avoid
the catastrophic accident by following
the railroad’s rule requiring a proper
hand brake effectiveness test (i.e., to
determine whether a sufficient number
of hand brakes were applied to properly
secure the train), and that the incident
may have been just as likely with
multiple train crewmembers and a poor
safety culture.

Likewise, after reviewing the facts of
the Casselton accident as described in
the NPRM, '3 and FRA'’s final accident
investigation report,14 FRA believes that
the same type of positive post-accident
mitigating actions were achievable with:
(1) Fewer than two crewmembers on the
BNSF grain train involved in the
accident, and (2) a well-planned, post-
accident protocol that quickly brings
railroad employees to the scene of an
accident.15 In other words, the facts of

1081 FR at 13921.

11 Railway Investigation Report R13D0054 at 117—
18 (July 6, 2013), http://bit.ly/VLqVBk.

1281 FR at 13921.

1381 FR at 13923-24.

14 https://www.fra.dot.gov/eLib/details/
L18586#p1_z50 gD IAC y2013.

15 BNSF’s post-accident actions included the
development of an inventory of emergency response
resources along crude oil train routes, identifying
locations for staging emergency response
equipment, and identifying contacts for community
notification. NTSB/Railroad Accident Brief RAB—
17/01 at 15-16, https://www.ntsb.gov/

the accident suggest that BNSF could
have duplicated the mitigating moves of
the grain train crew with responding
emergency crewmembers. While FRA
acknowledges the BNSF key train crew
performed well, potentially saving each
other’s lives, it is possible that one
properly trained crewmember,
technology, and/or additional railroad
emergency planning could have
achieved similar mitigating actions.
Thus, the indirect safety connections
cited in the NPRM do not provide a
sufficient basis for FRA regulation of
train crew staffing.

FRA'’s current safety programs and
actions taken by FRA and DOT
following the Lac-Mégantic and
Casselton accidents appropriately
address safety concerns raised by those
accidents. In direct response to the Lac-
Mégantic derailment, FRA has taken the
following actions to ensure the safe
transportation of products by rail in the
United States, with a particular focus on
certain hazardous materials that present
an immediate danger for communities
and the environment in the event of a
train accident.

e FRA issued Emergency Order (E.O.)
28 to address the immediate dangers
that arise from unattended equipment
left unsecured on mainline tracks.16
E.O. 28 was rescinded on the effective
date of a subsequent final rule,1”
discussed further below.

¢ FRA and the Pipeline and
Hazardous Materials Safety
Administration (PHMSA) jointly issued
a Safety Advisory to railroads and
commodity shippers detailing eight
recommended actions the industry
should take to better ensure the safe
transport of hazardous materials.8
These recommendations include:
Reviewing the details and lessons
learned from the Lac Mégantic accident;
reviewing crew staffing levels; removing
and securing the train’s “reverser’” when
unattended; reviewing all railroad
operating procedures and testing/
operating rules related to securing a
train; reviewing Transport Canada’s
directives to secure and safely operate a
train; and conducting a system-wide
assessment of security risks when a
train is unattended and identifying
mitigation efforts for those risks.
Additionally, the Safety Advisory

investigations/AccidentReports/Reports/

RAB1701.pdf.

16 See 78 FR 48218, Aug. 7, 2013.

17 See Securement of Unattended Equipment, 80
FR 47349, 47358, Aug. 6, 2015.

18 See Federal Railroad Administration Safety
Advisory 2013-06, Lac-Mégantic Railroad Accident
and DOT Safety Recommendations, 78 FR 48224,
Aug. 7, 2013, available at http://www.fra.dot.gov/
eLib/details/L04720.

recommends testing and sampling of
crude oil for proper classification for
shipment, as well as a review of all
shippers’ safety and security plans.

¢ FRA and PHMSA jointly issued a
follow-up Safety Advisory.19 In this
Safety Advisory, PHMSA and FRA
reinforced the importance of proper
characterization, classification, and
selection of a packing group for Class 3
materials, and the corresponding
requirements in the federal hazardous
materials regulations for safety and
security planning. In addition, the
Safety Advisory reinforced that FRA
expects offerors by rail and rail carriers
to revise their safety and security plans
required by the federal hazardous
materials regulations, including the
required risk assessments, to address the
safety and security issues identified in
FRA’s E.O. 28 and the August 7, 2013,
joint Safety Advisory.

e FRA and PHMSA jointly issued a
Safety Advisory specifically regarding
the transportation of petroleum crude
0il.20 More specifically, the Safety
Advisory recommends that offerors and
carriers of Bakken crude oil by rail tank
car select and use the railroad tank car
designs with the highest level of
integrity reasonably available within
their fleet for shipment of these
hazardous materials by rail in interstate
commerce. Further, the Safety Advisory
recommends offerors and carriers of
Bakken crude oil avoid the use of older,
legacy DOT Specification 111 or CTC
111 tank cars for the shipment of such
oil, to the extent reasonably practicable.

¢ FRA coordinated with PHMSA on a
PHMSA final rule adopting new
operational requirements for certain
trains transporting large quantities of
flammable liquids known as “high-
hazard flammable trains”’; enhancing
safety improvements in tank car design
standards; providing a sampling and
classification program for unrefined
petroleum-based products; and
mandating notification requirements.21

e FRA issued a final rule to
strengthen existing securement
regulations, which mitigate risks
associated with the unintended

19 See Federal Railroad Administration Safety
Advisory 2013-07, Safety and Security Plans for
Class 3 Hazardous Materials Transported by Rail, 78
FR 69745, Nov. 20, 2013, available at https://
www.fra.dot.gov/eLib/details/L04861.

20 See Federal Railroad Administration Safety
Advisory 2014-01, Notice of Safety Advisory, 79 FR
27370, May 13, 2014, available at https://
www.fra.dot.gov/eLib/details/L05222.

21 See Hazardous Materials: Enhanced Tank Car
Standards and Operational Controls for High
Hazard Flammable Trains, 80 FR 26643, May 8,
2015.
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movement of unattended equipment.22
Additional requirements addressed
hazards identified from the Lac-
Meégantic accident. The final rule
codified much of FRA’s E.O. 28,
requiring railroads to implement
procedures to ensure the proper
securement of equipment containing
certain types and amounts of hazardous
materials when left unattended. For
example, the rule contains requirements
to ensure that each locomotive left
unattended outside of a yard is
equipped with an operative exterior
locking mechanism and that such locks
be applied on the controlling
locomotive cab door when a train is
transporting tank cars loaded with
certain hazardous materials. The rule
also provides that such hazardous
materials trains may only be left
unattended on a main track or siding if
justified in a plan adopted by the
railroad, accompanied by an appropriate
job briefing, and proper securement is
made and verified. This rule also
requires additional verification of
securement if a non-railroad emergency
responder may have been in a position
to have affected the equipment.

In addition to those actions, FRA
previously addressed post-accident
protocols for passenger trains through
the passenger train emergency
preparedness regulation.23 That rule,
typically referred to as the passenger
train “‘e-prep” rule, requires each
railroad involved in passenger train
operations to submit a plan, for FRA
approval, that ensures the railroad can
effectively and efficiently manage
passenger train emergencies. The e-prep
rule does not require a specific number
of on-board personnel, but rather
ensures that railroads can successfully
implement the emergency preparedness
plans and those operations adopted
under the rule; this notice of withdrawal
does not have any effect on the
emergency preparedness plan
requirements.

As identified in the NPRM, FRA is
also in the process of developing
regulations requiring Class I railroads,
other freight railroads with inadequate
safety performance, and all passenger
railroads to implement safety risk
reduction programs (RRPs).24 These

22 See Securement of Unattended Equipment, 80
FR 47349, Aug. 6, 2015.

2349 CFR part 239, Passenger Train Emergency
Preparedness; 63 FR 24630 (May 4, 1998).

240n August 12, 2016, FRA published a final
rule, found at 49 CFR part 270, mandating that
commuter and intercity passenger railroads develop
and implement a system safety program to improve
the safety of their operations. 81 FR 53850. A stay
was issued on this final rule until September 4,
2019, to consider petitions for reconsideration. 83
FR 63106. (Dec. 7, 2018). Similarly, on February 27,

RRPs represent a comprehensive,
system-oriented approach to safety that
determines an operation’s level of risk
by identifying and analyzing applicable
hazards and developing strategies to
mitigate that risk. As part of its RRP, a
railroad would identify safety hazards
and risks associated with its operations,
which could include changes in train
crew staffing.25

In particular, as new technologies are
introduced that may be connected to
future reductions in crew size (e.g., PTC
technology), railroads will be required
to analyze the safety impacts of
implementing those technologies as part
of their RRPs. As provided in 49 CFR
part 270 and proposed in 49 CFR part
271,26 railroads required to have an RRP
shall conduct a technology analysis
evaluating current, new, or novel
technologies that may mitigate or
eliminate hazards and the resulting risks
identified through the risk-based hazard
management program. The technology
analysis must also analyze the safety
impact of implementing the identified
technologies.

B. Rail Safety Data Does Not Support a
Train Crew Staffing Rulemaking

FRA’s accident/incident safety data 2”
does not establish that one-person
operations are less safe than multi-
person train crews. Indeed, as FRA
noted in the NPRM, existing one-person
operations “have not yet raised serious
safety concerns” and, in fact, “it is
possible that one-person crews have
contributed to the [railroads’] improving
safety record.” 28 The NTSB also
concurs with that conclusion:

[T]here is insufficient data to demonstrate
that accidents are avoided by having a
second qualified person in the cab. In fact,
the NTSB has investigated numerous
accidents in which both qualified individuals

2015, FRA published an NPRM that proposes to
require each Class I railroad and any freight railroad
with inadequate safety performance develop and
implement an RRP to improve the safety of their
operations. 80 FR 10950.

25 For example, FRA’s proposed risk reduction
rule would require, if made final, that a railroad’s
safety performance evaluation monitors the
railroad’s system to identify emerging or new risks,
which is expected to include a reduction in crew
staffing levels. See proposed 49 CFR 271.105, 80 FR
at 10992-93. FRA’s system safety final rule requires
that once FRA approves a railroad’s plan, the
railroad must apply a risk-based hazard analysis to
identify hazards such as “employee levels and
schedules” and must also perform a new analysis
whenever there are ““significant operational
changes.” 49 CFR 270.103(q)(1) and (3).

26 See 49 CFR part 270.103 and proposed 49 CFR
271.109, 80 FR at 10993.

2749 CFR part 225, Railroad Accidents/Incidents:
Reports Classification, and Investigations.

2881 FR at 13950 and 13932.

in a two-person crew made mistakes and
failed to avoid an accident.29

FRA reviewed accident/incident data
over a seventeen-year period ending in
2018 and could not determine that any
of the accidents/incidents involving a
one-person crew would have been
prevented by having multiple
crewmembers.3° Moreover, because
“FRA does not capture data that would
provide information regarding the total
operating mileage for one-person crew
operations in the United States (or even
two-person operations), it is impossible
for FRA to normalize the data and be
able to compare the accident/incident
rate of one-person operations to that of
two-person train crew operations to see
if one-person operations appear safer or
less safe.”” 31

For these reasons, this accident/
incident data does not support a train
crew staffing regulation. Rather, the
accident/incident data FRA presented in
the NPRM suggests that a railroad with
a higher rate of train accidents involving
the transportation of hazardous
materials could find itself more likely to
continue that trend, regardless of the
size of the crew, assuming the railroad
takes no further action to prevent such
accidents from occurring.32

Without “data to prove a direct
correlation between higher rates of
safety and multiple person crews,” 33
FRA provided the Working Group with
five FRA-sponsored research reports,34

29NTSB, RAR-16/02, Derailment of Amtrak
Passenger Train 188, at 18 (2016).

30FRA presented safety data to the RSAC
covering nearly 12 years of railroad safety data
between January 2002 and October 2013. The data
was developed by reviewing accident/incident
reports submitted to FRA. As stated in the NPRM,
the “accident/incident reports involving one-person
train crews . . . do not clearly help determine that
the accident/incident would have been prevented
by having multiple crewmembers.” 81 FR at 13931.
In a subsequent review of the data through 2018,
FRA again could not conclude that any of the
accidents/incidents involving a one-person crew
would have been prevented by having multiple
crewmembers.

3181 FR at 13931.

3281 FR 13930-32.

3381 FR at 13919.

34 The following is a list of the five research
reports and their location on FRA’s website:

(1) Cognitive and Collaborative Demands of
Freight Conductor Activities: Results and
Implications of a Cognitive Task Analysis—Human
Factors in Railroad Operations, Final Report, dated
July 2012, DOT/FRA/ORD-12/13. The report was
prepared and researched by the John A. Volpe
National Transportation Systems Center (Volpe
Center). http://www.fra.dot.gov/eLib/details/
L04331.

(2) Rail Industry Job Analysis: Passenger
Conductor, Final Report, dated Feb. 2013, DOT/
FRA/ORD-13/07. The report was prepared and
researched by the Volpe Center. http://
www.fra.dot.gov/eLib/details/L04321.

(3) Fatigue Status in the U.S. Railroad Industry,
Final Report, dated Feb. 2013, DOT/FRA/ORD-13/

Continued
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as well as one Transportation Research
Board (TRB) conference report that
contained presentations from multiple
research reports, before the first meeting
of the RSAC in October 2013. While
these reports identify safety issues that
railroads should consider when
evaluating any reduction in the number
of train crewmembers or a shift in
responsibilities among those
crewmembers, the reports do not
indicate that one-person crew
operations are less safe and therefore do
not form a sufficient basis for a final
rule on crew staffing.

C. Comments to the NPRM Do Not
Support a Train Crew Staffing
Rulemaking

Based on its review and careful
consideration of all the comments to the
NPRM, FRA has determined that no
regulation of train crew staffing is
necessary or appropriate at this time.
The comments do not provide
conclusive data suggesting that there
have been any previous accidents
involving one-person crew operations
that could have been avoided by adding
a second crewmember or that one-
person crew operations are less safe.

While the comments note some
indirect connections between crew
staffing and railroad safety, such as
post-accident response or handling of
disabled trains, those indirect
connections do not provide a sufficient
basis for FRA regulation of train crew
staffing requirements. Moreover, FRA
believes the indirect safety connections
cited in the comments could be
achieved with fewer than two
crewmembers with a well-planned,
disabled-train/post-accident protocol
that quickly brings railroad employees
to the scene of a disabled train or
accident. FRA expects railroads would
consider these protocols as mitigation
options under their RRPs when
evaluating any changes to train crew
staffing levels. Thus, FRA believes that
its previously discussed current safety
programs, along with other actions
taken by FRA and DOT, more

06. www.fra.dot.gov/Elib/Document/2929. The
report was prepared and researched by QinetiQ
North America and FRA’s Office of Research and
Development.

(4) Technology Implications of a Cognitive Task
Analysis for Locomotive Engineers—Human Factors
in Railroad Operations, Final Report, dated Jan.
2009, DOT/FRA/ORD-09/03. The report was
prepared and researched by the Volpe Center.
www.fra.dot.gov/Elib/Document/381.

(5) Using Cognitive Task Analysis to Inform
Issues in Human Systems Integration in Railroad
Operations—Human Factors in Railroad
Operations, Final Report, dated May 2013, DOT/
FRA/ORD-13/31. The report was prepared and
researched by the Volpe Center. http://
www.fra.dot.gov/eLib/details/L04589.

appropriately address the safety
concerns raised by the commenters.
FRA also does not concur with
commenters who assert that the idea of
a one-person train crew is seemingly in
conflict with the statutory and
regulatory requirements for certification
of both locomotive engineers and
conductors. There are no specific
statutes or regulations prohibiting a one-
person train crew, nor is there a specific
requirement that would prohibit
autonomous technology from operating
a locomotive or train in lieu of a
certified locomotive engineer. However,
the NPRM identified several regulations
that a railroad would need to be
cognizant of when adjusting its crew
staffing levels, while acknowledging
that none of those regulations requires
a minimum number of crewmembers to
achieve compliance.

D. A Train Crew Staffing Rule Would
Unnecessarily Impede the Future of Rail
Innovation and Automation

FRA’s current regulatory regime is
largely based on traditional or “legacy”
equipment and systems 3° that railroads
are, in many instances, moving away
from. DOT has recognized that the
integration of technology and
automation across our transportation
system has the potential to increase
productivity, facilitate freight
movement, create new kinds of jobs,
and, most importantly, improve safety
significantly by reducing accidents
caused by human error.36 FRA’s
accident/incident data for calendar year
2017 shows that railroads reported
1,710 train accidents not occurring at
highway grade crossings, and the most
frequent of which, 38 percent of those
accidents (650), were attributable to
human factor causes.3” The potential
benefits of automation will certainly
bring new challenges, requiring active
steps to prepare for the future by
engaging with new technologies to
ensure safety without hampering
innovation.

DOT’s approach to achieving safety
improvements begins with a focus on
removing unnecessary barriers and
issuing voluntary guidance, rather than
regulations that could stifle innovation.
In furtherance of these goals, on March

35 Notable exceptions are 49 CFR part 236,
subparts H and I, which contain FRA’s standards
for processor-based signal and train control systems
and positive train control regulations.

36 DOT’s ““Preparing for the Future of
Transportation,” Automated Vehicles 3.0 (Oct. 4,
2018).

37 The other causes cited were track (27 percent),
miscellaneous (18 percent), motive power/
equipment (14 percent), and signal caused, all track
types (3 percent). https://safetydata.fra.dot.gov/
officeofsafety/default.aspx.

29, 2018, FRA published a request for
information (RFI) on the subject of
automation in the railroad industry.38
The RFI’s purpose was to facilitate
comments that would help FRA
understand the current stage and
development of automated railroad
operations and how the agency can best
position itself to support the integration
and implementation of new automation
technologies to increase the safety,
reliability, and capacity of the nation’s
railroad system. Some commenters to
the RFI identified the train crew staffing
rulemaking as a potential barrier to
automation or other technology
improvements. Similar comments were
submitted to the train crew staffing
NPRM itself. FRA generally agrees with
those comments and, without sufficient
safety data showing the need for such a
rule, concurs that the NPRM should be
withdrawn.

By requiring a minimum number of
crewmembers for certain trains,
finalizing the train crew staffing rule
would have departed from FRA’s long-
standing regulatory approach of not
endorsing any particular crew staffing
arrangement.39 FRA completely
disagrees with the comments suggesting
that there is a specific statutory or
regulatory requirement that a certified
locomotive engineer and a certified
conductor are required on each
locomotive or train. The lack of a legal
prohibition means that each railroad is
free to make train crew staffing
decisions as part of their operational
management decisions, which would
include consideration of technological
advancements and any applicable
collective bargaining agreements.
However, the NPRM identified several
regulations that a railroad would need
to be cognizant of when adjusting its
crew staffing levels, while
acknowledging that none of those
regulations requires a minimum number
of crewmembers to achieve compliance.
For example, the NPRM noted that
when complying with the requirements
in 49 CFR 218.99 for performing a
shoving or pushing movement, a second
crewmember routinely provides point
protection. However, the NPRM also
noted that the point protection rule
permits use of cameras for performing
these movements.4°

3883 FR 13583.

39 For example, FRA’s conductor certification
final rule provides that: “It is FRA’s intent that this
conductor certification regulation . . . be neutral on
the crew consist issue. Nothing in part 242 should
be read as FRA’s endorsement of any particular
crew consist arrangement.” 76 FR 69802, 69825
(Nov. 9, 2011).

4081 FR at 13932 (citing 49 CFR 218.99).
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E. FRA’s Withdrawal Is an Affirmative
Decision Not To Regulate With the
Intention To Preempt State Laws

In issuing this withdrawal, FRA has
determined that no regulation of train
crew staffing is necessary or appropriate
at this time and intends for the
withdrawal to preempt all state laws
attempting to regulate train crew staffing
in any manner. FRA believes that nine
states have laws in place regulating
crew size in some manner: California,
West Virginia, and Wisconsin require a
minimum of two crew members for
certain trains; 41 Arizona, California,
Ohio, and Oregon have “full crew”
requirements for certain trains; 42 and
Massachusetts, New Jersey, and
Washington impose other restrictions.43
FRA also believes that laws regulating
crew size have been proposed in 30
states since 2015.44

Provisions of the federal railroad
safety statutes, specifically the former
Federal Railroad Safety Act of 1970
(FRSA), repealed and recodified at 49
U.S.C. 20106, mandate that laws,
regulations, and orders ‘“‘related to

41 (Cal. Lab. Code §6903(a); W. Va. Code Ann.
§ 24—3—1b(a); Wis. Stat. Ann. §192.25(2).

42 Ariz. Rev. Stat. Ann. §40-881; Cal. Lab. Code
§6901(a); Ohio Rev. Code Ann. §4999.06; Or. Rev.
Stat. Ann. § 824.300.

43Mass. Gen. Laws Ann. ch. 160, § 185; N.J. Stat.
Ann. § 48:12-155; Wash. Rev. Code Ann.
§81.40.010(1).

442016 Ala. S.B. 239; 2019 Ariz. H.B. 2102; 2019
Colo. H.B. 1034; 2019 Geor. H.B. 190; 2019 Idaho
H.B. 53; 2019 I1l. S.B. 24; 2016 Ind. H.B. 1029; 2019
Iowa S.F. 248; 2015 Kan. S.B. 164; 2019 Ky. H.B.
111; 2016 La. H.B. 778; 2019 Maine H.P. 521; 2019
Md. H.B. 66; 2017 Mass. S.B. 1953; 2019 Minn. S.F.
263; 2019 Mo. H.B. 179; 2019 Neb. L.B. 611; 2017
Nev. S.B. 427; 2019 N.M. H.B. 244; 2015 N.Y. S.B.
7435; 2015 N.D. H.B. 1357; 2017 Ohio S.B. 74; 2017
Okla. H.B. 1195; 2017 Pa. H.B. 1585; 2018 S.D. H.B.
1150; 2019 Tex. H.B. 742; 2019 Utah S.B. 176; 2018
Va. H.B. 1789; 2019 Wash. S.B. 5877; 2019 Wyo.
H.B. 104.

railroad safety”” be nationally uniform.45
The FRSA provides that a state law is
preempted where FRA, under authority
delegated from the Secretary of
Transportation, “prescribes a regulation
or issues an order covering the subject
matter of the State requirement.” 46 A
federal regulation or order covers the
subject matter of a state law where ‘‘the
federal regulations substantially
subsume the subject matter of the
relevant state law.” 47 A federal
regulation or order need not be identical
to the state law to cover the same
subject matter. The Supreme Court has
held preemption can be found from
“related safety regulations’ and “‘the
context of the overall structure of the
regulations.” 48 Federal and state actions
cover the same subject matter when they
address the same railroad safety
concerns.*® FRA intends this notice of
withdrawal to cover the same subject
matter as the state laws regulating crew
size and therefore expects it will have
preemptive effect.

4549 U.S.C. 20106(a)(1).

4649 U.S.C. 20106(a)(2). While the FRSA also
includes a narrow savings clause for “essentially
local safety hazards” which might except an
otherwise preempted state law, that clause would
not apply to the state laws at issue which would
apply statewide and therefore do not address an
“essentially local” hazard. 49 U.S.C. 20106(a)(2);
H.R. Rep. No. 1194, 91st Cong., 2d Sess. (1970)
(“these local hazards would not be statewide in
character”); see also Norfolk & Western Ry. Co. v.
Public Utilities Com’n of Ohio, 926 F.2d 567, 571
(6th Cir. 1991) and National Ass’n of Regulatory
Util. Comm’rs v. Coleman, 542 F.2d 11, 13 (3d Cir.
1976) (both holding that the local hazard exception
cannot be applied to uphold the application of a
statewide rule).

47 CSX Transportation, Inc. v. Easterwood, 507
U.S. 658, 664—65 (1993).

48 Easterwood, 507 U.S. at 674.

49 Burlington Northern R.R. v. Montana, 880 F.2d
1104, 1105 (9th Cir. 1989).

This notice of withdrawal provides
what the Supreme Court referred to as
“negative” or “implicit” preemption.
The Court recognized that “where
failure of . . . federal officials
affirmatively to exercise their full
authority takes on the character of a
ruling that no such regulation is
appropriate or approved pursuant to the
policy of the statute,” any state law
enacting such a regulation is
preempted.5°

After closely examining the train crew
staffing issue and conducting significant
outreach to industry and public
stakeholders, FRA determined that
issuing any regulation requiring a
minimum number of train crewmembers
would not be justified because such a
regulation is unnecessary for a railroad
operation to be conducted safely at this
time. Thus, this notice of withdrawal
provides FRA’s determination that no
regulation of train crew staffing is
appropriate and that FRA intends to
negatively preempt any state laws
concerning that subject matter.

Issued in Washington, DC, under the
authority set forth in 49 CFR 1.89(b).

Ronald L. Batory,

Administrator.

[FR Doc. 2019-11088 Filed 5-28-19; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-06-P

50 Ray v. Atlantic Richfield Co., 435 U.S. 151, 178
(1978) (quoting Bethlehem Steel Co. v. New York
State Labor Relations Board, 330 U.S. 767, 774
(1947)). For example, FRA examined the
effectiveness of strobe and oscillating lights on
locomotives and concluded they were not effective
in reducing grade-crossing accidents and mandating
them was therefore unjustified. 48 FR 20257 (May
5, 1983). When examined by the Ninth Circuit, the
court held that “[u]lnder [FRSA], where the FRA has
rejected the requirement of strobe or oscillating
lights, a state may not require them.”” Marshall v.
Burlington Northern, Inc., 720 F.2d 1149, 1154 (9th
Cir. 1983).
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Submission for OMB Review;
Comment Request

May 22, 2019,

The Department of Agriculture has
submitted the following information
collection requirement(s) to OMB for
review and clearance under the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995,
Public Law 104-13. Comments are
requested regarding: 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; the accuracy of the
agency’s estimate of burden including
the validity of the methodology and
assumptions used; ways to enhance the
quality, utility and clarity of the
information to be collected; and ways to
minimize the burden of the collection of
information on those who are to
respond, including through the use of
appropriate automated, electronic,
mechanical, or other technological
collection techniques or other forms of
information technology.

Comments regarding this information
collection received by June 28, 2019
will be considered. Written comments
should be addressed to: Desk Officer for
Agriculture, Office of Information and
Regulatory Affairs, Office of
Management and Budget (OMB), OIRA _
Submission@omb.eop.gov or fax (202)
395-5806 and to Departmental
Clearance Office, USDA, OCIO, Mail
Stop 7602, Washington, DC 20250—
7602. Copies of the submission(s) may
be obtained by calling (202) 720-8958.

An agency may not conduct or
sponsor a collection of information
unless the collection of information
displays a currently valid OMB control
number and the agency informs
potential persons who are to respond to
the collection of information that such
persons are not required to respond to
the collection of information unless it

displays a currently valid OMB control
number.

Food and Nutrition Service

Title: Annual State Report of
Verification of SNAP Participants.

OMB Control Number: 0584—0605.

Summary of Collection: Section 4032
of the Agriculture Act of 2014 mandates
States agencies will “submit to the
Secretary a report containing sufficient
information for the Secretary to
determine whether the State agency has,
for the most recently concluded fiscal
year preceding that annual date, verified
that the State agency in that fiscal year—
(1) did not issue benefits to a deceased
individual; and (2) did not issue
benefits to an individual who had been
permanently disqualified from receiving
benefits.”

Need and Use of the Information: The
purpose of the Annual State Report of
Verification of SNAP Participants is to
ensure that no person who is deceased,
or has been permanently disqualified
from SNAP, improperly received SNAP
benefits for the fiscal year preceding the
report submission.

State agency will use this information
performing mandated checks against
both eDRS and the SSA Death Master
File, send an email to their FNS
Regional Office SNAP Program Director
to provide the verification, and any
additional recordkeeping associated
with this burden. States must perform
this verification once a year and must
retain these records for 3 years. FNS
will use this information to ensure
compliance and program integrity.

Description of Respondents: State,
Local, or Tribal Government.

Number of Respondents: 53.

Frequency of Responses:
Recordkeeping; Reporting: Annually.

Total Annual Responses: 106.

Total Burden Hours: 57.

Food and Nutrition Service

Title: Supplemental Nutrition
Assistance Program Requirement for
National Directory of New Hires
Employment Verification and Annual
Program Activity Reporting.

OMB Control Number: 0584-0608.

Summary of Collection: This
requirement codified Section 4013 of
the Agricultural Act of 2014 (Pub. L.
113-79). FNS amended the SNAP
regulations at 7 CFR 272 to require State
agencies to access employment data
through the National Directory of New

Hires (NDNH) at the time of
certification, including recertification,
to determine eligibility status and
appropriate benefit amount for SNAP
applicants.

Need and Use of the Information:
National Directory of New Hires, State
agencies are required to compare
identifiable information about each
household member against data from
the NDNH at the time of certification
and recertification. This comparison
will be used to determine the eligibility
status of the household and determine
the correct benefit amount the
household should receive.

The data reported on the Program
Activity Statement (FNS 366B) enables
FNS to identify areas that may need
improvement and to provide more
effective technical assistance to State
agencies. An increase in reporting
frequency will allow for greater access
to timely program data. It will help
States, FNS, and other stakeholders
identify trends, inconsistencies and
inefficiencies earlier in each fiscal year.
FNS uses the data to monitor State
agency activity levels and performance,
ensure program integrity and to identify
and provide technical assistance to State
agencies in need of performance
improvements.

Description of Respondents: State,
Local, or Tribal Government; Individual
or households.

Number of Respondents: 891,125.

Frequency of Responses:
Recordkeeping; Reporting: On occasion;
Annually.

Total Annual Responses: 12,277,204.

Total Burden Hours: 252,433.

Ruth Brown,

Departmental Information Collection
Clearance Officer.

[FR Doc. 2019-11069 Filed 5-28-19; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 3410-30-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Bureau of Industry and Security

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).


mailto:OIRA_Submission@omb.eop.gov
mailto:OIRA_Submission@omb.eop.gov
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Agency: Bureau of Industry and
Security.

Title: BIS Program Evaluation.

Form Number(s): 0694—0125.

OMB Control Number: 0694—-0125.

Type of Review: Regular submission.

Estimated Total Annual Burden
Hours: 500.

Estimated Number of Respondents:
3,000.

Estimated Time per Response: 10
minutes.

Needs and Uses: This collection of
information is necessary to obtain
feedback from seminar participants.
This information helps BIS determine
the effectiveness of its programs and
identifies areas for improvement. The
gathering of performance measures on
the BIS seminar program is also
essential in meeting the agency’s
responsibilities under the Government
Performance and Results Act (GPRA).

Affected Public: Business or other for-
profit organizations.

Frequency: On Occasion.

Respondent’s Obligation: Voluntary.

This information collection request
may be viewed at reginfo.gov http://
www.reginfo.gov/public/. 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.

Sheleen Dumas,

Departmental Lead PRA Officer, Office of the
Chief Information Officer, Commerce
Department.

[FR Doc. 2019-11114 Filed 5-28-19; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-33-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
International Trade Administration

Initiation of Antidumping and
Countervailing Duty Administrative
Reviews

AGENCY: Enforcement and Compliance,
International Trade Administration,
Department of Commerce.

SUMMARY: The Department of Commerce
(Commerce) has received requests to
conduct administrative reviews of
various antidumping and countervailing
duty orders and findings with March
anniversary dates. In accordance with
Commerce’s regulations, we are
initiating those administrative reviews.
DATES: Applicable May 29, 2019.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Brenda E. Brown, Office of AD/CVD

Operations, Customs Liaison Unit,
Enforcement and Compliance,
International Trade Administration,
U.S. Department of Commerce, 1401
Constitution Avenue NW, Washington,
DC 20230, telephone: (202) 482—4735.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Background

Commerce has received timely
requests, in accordance with 19 CFR
351.213(b), for administrative reviews of
various antidumping and countervailing
duty orders and findings with March
anniversary dates.

All deadlines for the submission of
various types of information,
certifications, or comments or actions by
Commerce discussed below refer to the
number of calendar days from the
applicable starting time.

Notice of No Sales

If a producer or exporter named in
this notice of initiation had no exports,
sales, or entries during the period of
review (POR), it must notify Commerce
within 30 days of publication of this
notice in the Federal Register. All
submissions must be filed electronically
at http://access.trade.gov in accordance
with 19 CFR 351.303.* Such
submissions are subject to verification
in accordance with section 782(i) of the
Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (the Act).
Further, in accordance with 19 CFR
351.303(f)(1)(i), a copy must be served
on every party on Commerce’s service
list.

Respondent Selection

In the event Commerce limits the
number of respondents for individual
examination for administrative reviews
initiated pursuant to requests made for
the orders identified below, Commerce
intends to select respondents based on
U.S. Customs and Border Protection
(CBP) data for U.S. imports during the
POR. We intend to place the CBP data
on the record within five days of
publication of the initiation notice and
to make our decision regarding
respondent selection within 30 days of
publication of the initiation Federal
Register notice. Comments regarding the
CBP data and respondent selection
should be submitted within seven days
after the placement of the CBP data on
the record of this review. Parties
wishing to submit rebuttal comments
should submit those comments within
five days after the deadline for the
initial comments.

1 See Antidumping and Countervailing Duty
Proceedings: Electronic Filing Procedures;
Administrative Protective Order Procedures, 76 FR
39263 (July 6, 2011).

In the event Commerce decides it is
necessary to limit individual
examination of respondents and
conduct respondent selection under
section 777A(c)(2) of the Act:

In general, Commerce has found that
determinations concerning whether
particular companies should be
“collapsed” (e.g., treated as a single
entity for purposes of calculating
antidumping duty rates) require a
substantial amount of detailed
information and analysis, which often
require follow-up questions and
analysis. Accordingly, Commerce will
not conduct collapsing analyses at the
respondent selection phase of this
review and will not collapse companies
at the respondent selection phase unless
there has been a determination to
collapse certain companies in a
previous segment of this antidumping
proceeding (e.g., investigation,
administrative review, new shipper
review or changed circumstances
review). For any company subject to this
review, if Commerce determined, or
continued to treat, that company as
collapsed with others, Commerce will
assume that such companies continue to
operate in the same manner and will
collapse them for respondent selection
purposes. Otherwise, Commerce will
not collapse companies for purposes of
respondent selection. Parties are
requested to (a) identify which
companies subject to review previously
were collapsed, and (b) provide a
citation to the proceeding in which they
were collapsed. Further, if companies
are requested to complete the Quantity
and Value (Q&V) Questionnaire for
purposes of respondent selection, in
general each company must report
volume and value data separately for
itself. Parties should not include data
for any other party, even if they believe
they should be treated as a single entity
with that other party. If a company was
collapsed with another company or
companies in the most recently
completed segment of this proceeding
where Commerce considered collapsing
that entity, complete Q&V data for that
collapsed entity must be submitted.

Deadline for Withdrawal of Request for
Administrative Review

Pursuant to 19 CFR 351.213(d)(1), a
party that has requested a review may
withdraw that request within 90 days of
the date of publication of the notice of
initiation of the requested review. The
regulation provides that Commerce may
extend this time if it is reasonable to do
so. Determinations by Commerce to
extend the 90-day deadline will be
made on a case-by-case basis.


http://www.reginfo.gov/public/
http://www.reginfo.gov/public/
mailto:OIRA_Submission@omb.eop.gov
mailto:OIRA_Submission@omb.eop.gov
http://access.trade.gov
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Deadline for Particular Market
Situation Allegation

Section 504 of the Trade Preferences
Extension Act of 2015 amended the Act
by adding the concept of particular
market situation (PMS) for purposes of
constructed value under section 773(e)
of the Act.2 Section 773(e) of the Act
states that ““if a particular market
situation exists such that the cost of
materials and fabrication or other
processing of any kind does not
accurately reflect the cost of production
in the ordinary course of trade, the
administering authority may use
another calculation methodology under
this subtitle or any other calculation
methodology.” When an interested
party submits a PMS allegation pursuant
to section 773(e) of the Act, Commerce
will respond to such a submission
consistent with 19 CFR 351.301(c)(2)(v).
If Commerce finds that a PMS exists
under section 773(e) of the Act, then it
will modify its dumping calculations
appropriately.

Neither section 773(e) of the Act nor
19 CFR 351.301(c)(2)(v) set a deadline
for the submission of PMS allegations
and supporting factual information.
However, in order to administer section
773(e) of the Act, Commerce must
receive PMS allegations and supporting
factual information with enough time to
consider the submission. Thus, should
an interested party wish to submit a
PMS allegation and supporting new
factual information pursuant to section
773(e) of the Act, it must do so no later
than 20 days after submission of initial
responses to section D of the
questionnaire.

Separate Rates

In proceedings involving non-market
economy (NME) countries, Commerce
begins with a rebuttable presumption
that all companies within the country
are subject to government control and,
thus, should be assigned a single
antidumping duty deposit rate. It is
Commerce’s policy to assign all
exporters of merchandise subject to an
administrative review in an NME
country this single rate unless an

2 See Trade Preferences Extension Act of 2015,
Public Law 114-27, 129 Stat. 362 (2015).

exporter can demonstrate that it is
sufficiently independent so as to be
entitled to a separate rate.

To establish whether a firm is
sufficiently independent from
government control of its export
activities to be entitled to a separate
rate, Commerce analyzes each entity
exporting the subject merchandise. In
accordance with the separate rates
criteria, Commerce assigns separate
rates to companies in NME cases only
if respondents can demonstrate the
absence of both de jure and de facto
government control over export
activities.

All firms listed below that wish to
qualify for separate rate status in the
administrative reviews involving NME
countries must complete, as
appropriate, either a separate rate
application or certification, as described
below. For these administrative reviews,
in order to demonstrate separate rate
eligibility, Commerce requires entities
for whom a review was requested, that
were assigned a separate rate in the
most recent segment of this proceeding
in which they participated, to certify
that they continue to meet the criteria
for obtaining a separate rate. The
Separate Rate Certification form will be
available on Commerce’s website at
http://enforcement.trade.gov/nme/nme-
sep-rate.html on the date of publication
of this Federal Register notice. In
responding to the certification, please
follow the “Instructions for Filing the
Certification” in the Separate Rate
Certification. Separate Rate
Certifications are due to Commerce no
later than 30 calendar days after
publication of this Federal Register
notice. The deadline and requirement
for submitting a Certification applies
equally to NME-owned firms, wholly
foreign-owned firms, and foreign sellers
who purchase and export subject
merchandise to the United States.

Entities that currently do not have a
separate rate from a completed segment
of the proceeding 3 should timely file a

3 Such entities include entities that have not
participated in the proceeding, entities that were
preliminarily granted a separate rate in any
currently incomplete segment of the proceeding
(e.g., an ongoing administrative review, new
shipper review, etc.) and entities that lost their

Separate Rate Application to
demonstrate eligibility for a separate
rate in this proceeding. In addition,
companies that received a separate rate
in a completed segment of the
proceeding that have subsequently
made changes, including, but not
limited to, changes to corporate
structure, acquisitions of new
companies or facilities, or changes to
their official company name,* should
timely file a Separate Rate Application
to demonstrate eligibility for a separate
rate in this proceeding. The Separate
Rate Status Application will be
available on Commerce’s website at
http://enforcement.trade.gov/nme/nme-
sep-rate.htm! on the date of publication
of this Federal Register notice. In
responding to the Separate Rate Status
Application, refer to the instructions
contained in the application. Separate
Rate Status Applications are due to
Commerce no later than 30 calendar
days of publication of this Federal
Register notice. The deadline and
requirement for submitting a Separate
Rate Status Application applies equally
to NME-owned firms, wholly foreign-
owned firms, and foreign sellers that
purchase and export subject
merchandise to the United States.

For exporters and producers who
submit a separate-rate status application
or certification and subsequently are
selected as mandatory respondents,
these exporters and producers will no
longer be eligible for separate rate status
unless they respond to all parts of the
questionnaire as mandatory
respondents.

Initiation of Reviews

In accordance with 19 CFR
351.221(c)(1)(i), we are initiating
administrative reviews of the following
antidumping and countervailing duty
orders and findings. We intend to issue
the final results of these reviews not
later than March 31, 2020.

separate rate in the most recently completed
segment of the proceeding in which they
participated.

4Only changes to the official company name,
rather than trade names, need to be addressed via
a Separate Rate Application. Information regarding
new trade names may be submitted via a Separate
Rate Certification.


http://enforcement.trade.gov/nme/nme-sep-rate.html
http://enforcement.trade.gov/nme/nme-sep-rate.html
http://enforcement.trade.gov/nme/nme-sep-rate.html
http://enforcement.trade.gov/nme/nme-sep-rate.html
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Period to be
reviewed

India: Certain Frozen Warmwater Shrimp,5 A-533-840 ...
Indonesia: Uncoated Paper, A—560-828 ............cccceeueuen.

Thailand: Circular Welded Carbon Steel Pipes and Tubes, A-549-502 ....

The People’s Republic Of China: Certain Amorphous Silica Fabric, A-570-038

Antidumping Duty Proceedings

Brazil: Uncoated Paper, A—35T1—842 ...ttt et e et e e e a et e e et e e e e e bt e e e aa e e e e e Re e e e e b e e e e ebe e e e eare e e e nnreeeanreeeannee

International Paper do Brasil Ltda ....
International Paper Exportadora Ltda ..
Suzano Papel e Celulose S.A .......ccooeviriiiiiieee

APRIL Fine Paper Macao Offshore Limited ..
APRIL Fine Paper Trading Pte. Ltd ...........
APRIL International Enterprise Pte. Ltd ........
A P Fine Paper Trading (Hong Kong) Limited ..
PT Anugerah Kertas Utama ..........cccccoeceeenne

PT Riau Andalan Kertas .......
PT Asia Pacific Rayon ................
PT Sateri Viscose International .....

Portugal: Uncoated Paper, A—471—807 ..ot ettt s b e e e s b e sae e s e e e s aa e re e saee e

The Navigator COMPANY, S.A ...ttt et b bt e bt e bt e bt eb e e et ehe et e oh e ea e e eheeaseeb e es s ebeeasebenas et e nanetenanenenne

Apex International LOgIiStiCS ..........cccceeiiiiiiiiiiiiiccc e
AQUATEC IMAXCON ASIA ...ttt ettt e et e bt e e e et e o a et et e e e et e e bt e eh et ea et e e ae e e b e e ebe e e bt e nan e et e e ean e e e bt e eareeeneenreeateeaane
ASIAN UNILY PArt C0., LEA ...ttt ettt e e bt e e a et e et e e b e e e b e e eb et e bt e san e et e e ean e e bt e e ar e e nnnenr e e rneenne
Bis Pipe Fitting Industry Co., Ltd ..
Blue Pipe Steel Center ..................
Blue Pipe Steel Center Co. Ltd ..
Chuhatsu (Thailand) Co., Ltd ..
CSE Technologies Co., Ltd ...........
Expeditors International (Bangkok)
Expeditors Ltd .......ccooviiiiiiiiiniiees
FS International (Thailand) Co., Ltd .
K Line LOogiStiCS .......ccvevviervieirieriens
Kerry-Apex (Thailand) Co., Ltd .....
Oil Steel Tube (Thailand) Co., Ltd ...
Otto Ender Steel STruCtUIre CO., LEA .......eiieiiiie ettt e e e e e et e e e e e e eeeaaataeeeeeeeenbaaseeeeseaasnsaseeeeeeennsnnees
PaCIfic PIPE NG PUMP ...ttt ettt a ettt e s h et e b e e b et e st e ea et et e e ea bt e ea e e e bt e nae e e beeesneeeneenateennan
Pacific Pipe Public Company Limited ..
Pacific Pipe Public Company Limited ..
Panalpina World TranSPOrt LA ........cooiiiiiiiiieiie ettt e et e e e et e e et e s e e e s ar e e e s ne e e e s nn e e e anneeennneeennneeeas
Polypipe ENGINEEING C0., LI ...eiiiieiieeiieet ettt et sttt e ettt e be e e h et e ae e eat e e b e e eab e e saeeembeesabeebeeenbeesaeesaneennnas
Saha Thai Steel Pipe (Public) Company, Ltd
Saha Thai Steel Pipe Public Co., Ltd ...........
Schlumberger Overseas S.A ............
Siam Fittings Co., Ltd .......
Siam Steel Pipe Co., Ltd ....cccooiiiiiiiiiiieeeeee
Sino Connections Logistics (Thailand) Co., Ltd ...
Thai Malleable Iron and Steel .......ccccccooiriieeninne
Thai Oil Group ......cccceveeeneee.
Thai Oil Pipe Co., Ltd ...........
Thai Premium Pipe Co., Ltd .
Thai Premium Pipe Co., Ltd ........ccceceeee
Vatana Phaisal ENgiN@EriNG COMPANY .......oiiiiiiiiiiii ittt sttt et e b e sae e et e e sb e e bt e aaseesbeesabe e beeanbeeaaeeenseesneesbeaaseeanne
Visavakit Patana Corp., LA ..ottt sttt et e e bt e s ae e e et e s as e e beeshs e e bt e saeeebeeenbeeaheeenbeenneeenbeaaneeanne

Access China Industrial Textile (Pinghu) INC ......ccooviiiiiiiiiiceeeceee
Access China Industrial Textile (Shanghai) INC ........c.coiiiiiiiiee e sr et se e ne e
Yo g g 1] (=) o TR I (o PP UPPON
Beijing Great Pack Materials Co., Ltd ...........
Beijing Langingji Engineering Tech. Co., Ltd .........ccccccinennen.
Beijing Tianxing Ceramic Fiber Composite Materials Corp ....
Changshu Yaoxing Fiberglass Insulation Products Co., Ltd ..
Changzhou Kingze Composite Materials Co., Ltd ..................
Changzhou Utek Composite CO .......cccceevvevrevriienne
Chengdu Chang Yuan Shun Co., Ltd .......cccccceeennee.
Chengdu Youbang Hengtai New Material Co., Ltd ....
China Beihai Fiberglass Co., Ltd .....ccccooiiiiiiiiiiiiiciceeeeee,
China National Building Materials International Corporation ..
China Yangzhou Guo Tai Fiberglass Co., Ltd .........cccccevernene
Chongging Polycomp International Corp ...
Chongqing Tenways Material Corporation .................
Chongging Yangkai Import & Export Trade Co., Ltd .
Cixi Sunrise Sealing Material Co., Ltd ..........ccccee.ee.
Fujian Minshan Fire-Fighting Co., Ltd .....
Ganzhou Guangjian Fiberglass Co., Ltd .
Grant FIDErglass C0., LA ........ooiiiiieiiiee ettt ra ettt sh e bt e h et e bt e ea et et e e ea bt e b e e eat e e bt e nab e e be e e b e e nneenteenanas

3/1/18-2/28/19

2/1/18-1/31/19
3/1/18-2/28/19

3/1/18-2/28/19

3/1/18-2/28/19

3/1/18-2/28/19
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Period to be
reviewed

Jaining Jiete Fiberglass Fabric Co., LEA ......cooiiiiiiiiiiieie ettt b et be e st e et e e sab e e saeeembeesaeeenbeanseeanne
Haining Jorhom Imp. & Ex. Co., Ltd .....cccccvvvenenen.
Hebei Yuniu Fiberglass Manufacturing Co., Ltd .....
Hebei Yuyin Trade Co., Ltd ......cccoeoiiiiieiiiieee
Hengshui Aohong International Trading Co., Ltd ....
Hitex Insulation (Ningbo) Co., Ltd ........cccoeceenennee.
Huatek New Material INC ........ccccceocveenenene
Jiangsu Jiuding New Material Co., Ltd ...
Jiangxi Aidmer Seal & Packing Co., Ltd ....
Jiujiang Huaxing Glass Fiber Co., Ltd ....
Langfang Wanda Industrial Co., Ltd ....
Lanxi Joen Fiberglass Co., Ltd ........
1 Lo oTo R [ aTo (U (YA 1 4 T1 (=T PP PP P PP PRRPTN
Nanjing Debeili New Materials Co., LA ........ooiiiiiiiiiiie ettt ettt ettt et e bt e b e e e b e e saeeenbeesabeebeeanbeesaeesaneeneas
Naning Tianyuan Fiberglass Material Co., Ltd ..
New Fire Co., Ltd ....cccovieeiieiiieccieeceeeee
NINGDO EAS Material €., LA ....eiiiiiiiiiiieiiie ettt ettt et e st e e bt e st e e e bt e ssee e bt e sase e s eeanbeesaeeanseesaseebeeanseesneesnseeneas
Ningbo Firewheel Thermal Insulation & Sealing Co., LI ...
Ningbo Fitow High Strength Composites Co., Ltd ...............
Ningbo Universal Star Industry & Trade Limited .......
Ningguo BST Thermal Protection Products Co., Ltd .
Qingdao Feelongda Industry & Trade Co., Ltd .
Qingdao Junfeng Industry Company Limited .......
Qingdao Meikang Fireproof Materials Co., Ltd .
Qingdao Shishuo Industry Co., Ltd .......cc.ccecvvrnenen.
Rugao City Ouhua Composite Material Co., Ltd ....
Rugao Nebula Fiberglass Co., Ltd ........cccccvrvennenen.
Shanghai Bonthe Insulative Material CO., Ltd ..
Shanghai Horse Construction Co., Ltd .........cccceneee.
Shanghai Industrial Products Imp. & EXP. CO., LEA ...eiiiiiiiii et
Shanghai Liankun Electronics Material Co., LA .......c.coiiiiiiiiie ettt en e
Shanghai Porcher Industries Co., Ltd ........cccccoeiiiiiiiiiniiiieens
Shanghai Suita Environmental Protection Technology Co., Ltd .
Shangqiu Huanyu FIDerglass €., LA .......oouiiiiiiiiiee ettt ettt b et e et e sab e e sbe e esn e saeeeteenenes
Shaoxing Sunway Tools & Hardware Import & EXPOrt CO., LEA ....cccueiiiiiiiiiiiiieiee et
Shengzhou Top-Tech New Material Co., Ltd ......ccccceevveiriiiieenns
Shnzhen Core-Tex Composite Materials Co., Ltd ..
Shenzhen Songxin Silicone Products Co., Ltd .......
Suntex Composite Industrial Co., Ltd ..
Suretex Composite Co., Ltd .............
Taian Fibtex Trade Co., Ltd .........c........
Taian Juli Composite Materials Co., Ltd .
Taixing Chuanda Plastic Co., Ltd ..................
Taixing Kaixin Composite Materials Co., Ltd
Taixing Ruifeng Rubber Products Co., Lid .............
Taixing Vichen Composite Material Co., Limited ....
TaiZhou Xinxing Fiberglass Products Co., Ltd .......
Tenglong Sealing Products Manufactory Yuyao .....
Texaspro (China) Company .........ccccceeveereerieeenenns
Tianjin Bin Jin Fiberglass Products Co., Ltd .
Tongxiang Suretex Composite Co., Ltd ..
Wallcan Industries Co., Ltd ....................
Wouhan Dinfn Industries Co., Ltd ..................
Wuxi First Special-Type Fiberglass Co., Ltd .
Wouxi Xingxiao Hi-tech Material Co., Ltd ....
Yuyao Feida Insulation Sealing Factory .......
Yuyao Tianyi Special Carbon Fiber Co., Ltd
Zibo Irvine Trading Co., Ltd ...ocoiiiiiii e
Zibon Yao Xing Fire-Resistant and Heat Preservation Material Co., Ltd ...
Zibo Yuntai Furnace Technology Co., Ltd ......ccccoiiiiriiiiiiie e
The People’s Republic of China: Carbon and Alloy Steel Cut-To-Length Plate, A-570-047 .
Jiangsu Tiangong Tools Company LTD .......ccccecirirriireriee e
The People’s Republic of China: Glycine, A-570-836 ..... 3/1/18-2/28/19
Baoding Mantong Fine Chemistry Co., Ltd ............. .
Chemsteel Corporation ..........cccccceveecverennns
Enzyme Bioscience Private Limited .
Innospec Ltd ........
JC Chemicals Ltd ....
Kumar Industries ..............
Mulji Mehta Enterprises .........cccccevviiieennenne
Newtrend Food Ingredient (Thailand) Co. Ltd ..
Studio DISTUPt ....oceeeveiieiccieeee e
VRS- Vg e 0110 1= o PSP PPTTRPRTOPPNE

3/1/18-2/28/19
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The People’s Republic of China: Certain Amorphous Silica Fabric, C-570-039 .

Countervailing Duty Proceedings

India: Fine Denier Polyester Staple FiDer, A—533—876 .........ccccuiiiiiiiiiiieiii ettt ettt s e e

Reliance INAUSLHES LIMILEA .......ooiiiiiiiiiiiee ettt ettt e e e e e et e e e e e e eesasbaeeeeee e e saaseeeeeeeaaassaaseeeeeeaasnsaneeseeesannnnnees

India: Certain Cold-drawn Mechanical Tubing of Carbon and Alloy Steel,6 C—533-874 .........cccoiiiiiiiiiiiiine e

Indonesia: Uncoated Paper, C—560—829 ..........cccoiiiiiiiiiiiiie it aiee et teeate e s tee s et e aaeeabeaaseeanbeesaeeaabeeaaseebeeaseeeabeesaseeaseeanbeesneeanseean
APRIL Fine Paper Macao Offshore Limited .
APRIL International Enterprise Pte. Ltd ........
A P Fine Paper Trading (Hong Kong) Limited ..
PT Anugerah Kertas Utama ..............ccc.cc...

PT Riau Andalan Kertas .......
PT Asia Pacific Rayon ......
PT Sateri Viscose International ............ccooeieiieiininieneeecrereesee e

Access China Industrial Textile (Pinghu) Inc. (ACIT) ..oovoiiiieiiiiiieneeieee
Access China Industrial Textile (Shanghai) INC. (ACIT) ..ottt e bt st e s reesaeeebeesneeanne
o] 0 1=Y (=3 0o TR I (o RSOSSNt
Beijing Great Pack Materials Co., Ltd ...........
Beijing Langingji Engineering Tech. Co., Ltd
Beijing Tianxing Ceramic Fiber Composite Materials COmMD ........ccciiiiiiriiiiiiieei ettt ee s
Changshu Yaoxing Fiberglass Insulation Products Co., Ltd ..........ccciiiiiiiiiiii i
Changzhou Kingze Composite Materials Co., Ltd ..................

Changzhou Utek Composite CO .......cccceeveerrerninne
Chengdu Chang Yuan Shun Co., Ltd ......ccccccerieenee.
Chengdu Youbang Hengtai New Material Co., Ltd ....
China Beihai Fiberglass Co., Ltd .....cccceveiiiiiiiinieeeeeeeen,
China National Building Materials International Corporation ..
China Yangzhou Guo Tai Fiberglass Co., Ltd ...........ccoeeeeeee.
Chonggqing Polycomp International Corp. (CPIC) ...
Chongqing Tenways Material Corporation .................
Chonggqing Yangkai Import & Export Trade Co., Ltd .
Cixi Sunrise Sealing Material Co., Ltd ..........ccccueennee.
Fujian Minshan Fire-Fighting Co., LA ........cciiiiiiii e
Ganzhou Guangjian Fiberglass Co., LI .......c.cciiiiiiiiii e e e e
Grant Fiberglass Co., Ltd ........cccccoeveeinenne
Jaining Jiete Fiberglass Fabric Co., Ltd ..
Haining Jorhom IMp. & EX. C0., LEA ...oiiiiiiiiiii ettt ettt ettt sa et et e e sae e e be e s e e e nne e naneennas
Hebei Yuniu Fiberglass Manufacturing Co., LEA .....ccuoiiuiiiiiiiiiie ettt et be e e sn e e
Hebei Yuyin Trade Co., Ltd .....ccccoviiiiieiiiieeeee
Hengshui Aohong International Trading Co., Ltd ....
Hitex Insulation (Ningbo) Co., Ltd .......cccccovreennennen.
Huatek New Material InC ............ccoceenee
Jiangsu Jiuding New Material Co., Ltd ...
Jiangxi Aidmer Seal & Packing Co., Ltd .
Jiujiang Huaxing Glass Fiber Co., Ltd ....
Langfang Wanda Industrial Co., Ltd .
Lanxi Joen Fiberglass Co., Ltd ........
Moweco Industry Limited ...........cccccoeeeeeine
Nanjing Debeili New Materials Co., Ltd ........
Naning Tianyuan Fiberglass Material Co., Ltd ..
New Fire Co., Ltd ....ocooeviiieinecceeceneeee
Ningbo EAS Material Co., Ltd .......ccooeiiiiiiiiiiieieeeeeee
Ningbo Firewheel Thermal Insulation & Sealing Co., Ltd ....
Ningbo Fitow High Strength Composites Co., LA .......cceeiiiiiiiiiieieii et r e e
Ningbo Universal Star Industry & Trade LIMItEd ........ccceooiiiiiiiieiii ettt
Ningguo BST Thermal Protection Products Co., Ltd .
Qingdao Feelongda Industry & Trade Co., Ltd ..........
Qingdao Junfeng Industry Company LIMITEa. .........cooiiiiiiiiiiiiee ettt sttt
Qingdao Meikang Fireproof Materials Co., LA ........cccoiiiiiiiii e
Qingdao Shishuo Industry Co., Ltd .......cccccvvevreenne
Rugao City Ouhua Composite Material Co., Ltd ....
Rugao Nebula Fiberglass Co., Ltd ........cccccvreernenen.
Shanghai Bonthe Insulative Material CO., Ltd ..
Shanghai Horse Construction Co., Ltd .........ccccce.....
Shanghai Industrial Products Imp. & Exp. Co., Ltd ...
Shanghai Liankun Electronics Material Co., Ltd ........
Shanghai Porcher Industries Co., Ltd ........cccccoriiiiiiiiiiiiiiees
Shanghai Suita Environmental Protection Technology Co., Ltd .
Shanggiu Huanyu Fiberglass Co., Ltd .........cccoooiiiiiiiiiniinieeee
Shaoxing Sunway Tools & Hardware Import & Export Co., Ltd .
Shengzhou Top-Tech New Material Co., Ltd ..........
Shnzhen Core-Tex Composite Materials Co., Ltd ..
Shenzhen Songxin Silicone ProduCts €., LA .......coiiiiiiiiiiiiieii ettt ettt saeas

11/6/17-12/31/18
9/25/2017-12/31/

2018
1/1/18-12/31/2018

1/1/18-12/31/18
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Period to be
reviewed

Suntex Composite Industrial Co., Ltd
Suretex Composite Co., Ltd ....
Taian Fibtex Trade Co., Ltd
Taian Juli Composite Materials Co., Ltd ....

Taixing Chuanda PlastiC C0., LA .......couiiiiiiieii ettt st e et e ae e e b e e s ab e e bt e saee e beeanbeesaeeenbeesaeesnneaaneeanne
Taixing Kaixin Composite Materials Co., Ltd

Taixing Ruifeng Rubber Products Co., Ltd

Taixing Vichen Composite Material Co., Limited
TaiZhou Xinxing Fiberglass Products Co., Ltd
Tenglong Sealing Products Manufactory Yuyao .
Texaspro (China) Company ..........ccccceeeeenee.

Tianjin Bin Jin Fiberglass Products Co., Ltd

Tongxiang Suretex Composite Co., Ltd .......

Wallcan Industries Co., Ltd

Wuhan Dinfn INAUSEHES C0., LEA ...eooieiieeeee et e et e e e et e e st e e e s ta e e e saseeeesaseeeasaeesanseeaeasseeaanneeeaseeennnnes
Wauxi First Special-Type Fiberglass Co., Ltd

Wauxi Xingxiao Hi-tech Material Co., Ltd
Yuyao Feida Insulation Sealing Factory

Yuyao Tianyi Special Carbon Fiber Co., Ltd ...

Zibo Irvine Trading Co., Ltd

Zibon Yao Xing Fire-Resistant and Heat Preservation Material Co., Ltd ....

Zibo Yuntai Furnace Technology Co., Ltd

Turkey: Circular Welded Carbon Steel Pipes and Tubes, C-489-502
Borusan Birlesik Boru Fabrikalair San ve Tic
Borusan GemIiK BOrU TESISIEI A.S .......ueiiiiiieiiie e e et et e e et e e et e e et e e eate e e e eaeaeeaseeeeassaeesaaseeesasseeeaseeesanseeeeansaaesanreaeans
(51T U E==Ta I T 11T TN

Borusan lhracat Ithalat ve Dagitim A.S ...
Borusan Istikbal Ticaret T.A.S .................
Borusan lthicat ve Dagitim A.S ..

Borusan Lojistik Dagitim Depolama Tasimacilik ve Ticaret A.S

Borusan Mannesmann

Borusan Mannesmann Boru Sanayi ve Ticaret A.S
Borusan Mannesmann PiPE US, INC ....oouiiiiiiiiiiiee ettt ettt b et e e ae e st e e b e e e ab e e saeeeabeesabeebeeenbeesaeesaneennas

Borusan Mannesmann Yatirim Holding ...
Cagil Makina Sanayi ve Ticaret A.S

Cayirova Boru Sanayi ve Ticaret A.S
Cimtas Boru Imalatlari ve Ticaret Sirketi ....

Eksen MakKina .........cccceeeeeeiieiiiiieee e

Erbosan Erciyas Boru Sanayi ve Ticaret A.S

Guner Eksport
Guven Celik Born San. Ve Tic. Ltd
Guven Steel Pipe

HDM Celik Boru Sanayi ve Ticaret Ltd Sti ..

Kalibre Boru Sanayi ve Ticaret AS

MTS Lojistik ve Tasimacilik Hizmetleri TIC A.S. Istanbul ...
Net Boru Sanayi ve Dis TiCaret KOIL Sti ..ottt b e e sne e nneenenes
NOKSEI Celik BOTU SANAYI AS ...ttt ettt ettt e e bt e s aee e beeehe e e bt e aa e e e beesabe e b eeaabeeaaeeembeesmbeebeeanbeenaeesateennas

Perfektup Ambalaj San. ve Tic. A.S

Schenker Arkas Nakliyat Ve TICArEt A.S ... ittt ettt e e bt e st e et e e ea bt e beesat e e beesabeebeeanbeesneesaneeneas

Toscelik Metal Ticaret A.S
Toscelik Profil ve Sac Endustrisi A.S
Tosyali Dis Ticaret A.S .......cccceeeeiieeenns
Tubeco Pipe and Steel Corporation ..
Umran Celik Born Sanayii A.S .......
Umran Steel Pipe Inc

Vespro Muhendislik Mimarlik Danismanlik Sanayi ve Ticaret AS
Yucel Boru ve Profil ENUSEISE A.S ..ottt st e s r e e e s r e seenn e s e e nrenaeennenanenne e

Yucelboru Ihracat Ithalat ve Pazarlama A.S

1/1/18-12/31/18

50n May 2, 2019, Commerce initiated the 2018—
2019 administrative review of Certain Frozen
Warmwater Shrimp from India. See Initiation of
Antidumping and Countervailing Duty
Administrative Reviews, 84 FR 18777. In the notice
of initiation, Commerce inadvertently made the
following errors: (1) We included one company
twice (as Bell Exim Private Limited (Bell Foods

(Marine Division)) and Bell Exim Pvt. Ltd.); (2) we
failed to include Nekkanti Mega Food Park Private
Limited; and (3) we made a typographical error in
the name of Balasore Marine Exports Private
Limited (listed as Belasore Marine Exports Private
Limited). Accordingly, we are initiating this
administrative review for: (1) Bell Exim Private
Limited (Bell Foods (Marine Division)) only once;
(2) Nekkanti Mega Food Park Private Limited; and
(3) Balasore Marine Exports Private Limited.

60On May 2, 2019, Commerce initiated the 2017—
2018 administrative review of Certain Cold-drawn
Mechanical Tubing of Carbon and Alloy Steel from
India. See Initiation of Antidumping and
Countervailing Duty Administrative Reviews, 84 FR
18777. In the notice of initiation, Commerce
inadvertently made a typographical error in the
name of Goodluck India Limited (listed as Good
Luck India Limited). Accordingly, we are initiating
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Duty Absorption Reviews

During any administrative review
covering all or part of a period falling
between the first and second or third
and fourth anniversary of the
publication of an antidumping duty
order under 19 CFR 351.211 or a
determination under 19 CFR
351.218(f)(4) to continue an order or
suspended investigation (after sunset
review), the Secretary, if requested by a
domestic interested party within 30
days of the date of publication of the
notice of initiation of the review, will
determine whether antidumping duties
have been absorbed by an exporter or
producer subject to the review if the
subject merchandise is sold in the
United States through an importer that
is affiliated with such exporter or
producer. The request must include the
name(s) of the exporter or producer for
which the inquiry is requested.

Gap Period Liquidation

For the first administrative review of
any order, there will be no assessment
of antidumping or countervailing duties
on entries of subject merchandise
entered, or withdrawn from warehouse,
for consumption during the relevant
provisional-measures “gap” period, of
the order, if such a gap period is
applicable to the POR.

Administrative Protective Orders and
Letters of Appearance

Interested parties must submit
applications for disclosure under
administrative protective orders in
accordance with the procedures
outlined in Commerce’s regulations at
19 CFR 351.305. Those procedures
apply to administrative reviews
included in this notice of initiation.
Parties wishing to participate in any of
these administrative reviews should
ensure that they meet the requirements
of these procedures (e.g., the filing of
separate letters of appearance as
discussed at 19 CFR 351.103(d)).

Factual Information Requirements

Commerce’s regulations identify five
categories of factual information in 19
CFR 351.102(b)(21), which are
summarized as follows: (i) Evidence
submitted in response to questionnaires;
(ii) evidence submitted in support of
allegations; (iii) publicly available
information to value factors under 19
CFR 351.408(c) or to measure the
adequacy of remuneration under 19 CFR
351.511(a)(2); (iv) evidence placed on
the record by Commerce; and (v)
evidence other than factual information

this administrative review for Goodluck India
Limited.

described in (i)—(iv). These regulations
require any party, when submitting
factual information, to specify under
which subsection of 19 CFR
351.102(b)(21) the information is being
submitted and, if the information is
submitted to rebut, clarify, or correct
factual information already on the
record, to provide an explanation
identifying the information already on
the record that the factual information
seeks to rebut, clarify, or correct. The
regulations, at 19 CFR 351.301, also
provide specific time limits for such
factual submissions based on the type of
factual information being submitted.
Please review the final rule, available at
http://enforcement.trade.gov/frn/2013/
1304frn/2013-08227 .txt, prior to
submitting factual information in this
segment.

Any party submitting factual
information in an antidumping duty or
countervailing duty proceeding must
certify to the accuracy and completeness
of that information.? Parties are hereby
reminded that revised certification
requirements are in effect for company/
government officials as well as their
representatives. All segments of any
antidumping duty or countervailing
duty proceedings initiated on or after
August 16, 2013, should use the formats
for the revised certifications provided at
the end of the Final Rule.8 Commerce
intends to reject factual submissions in
any proceeding segments if the
submitting party does not comply with
applicable revised certification
requirements.

Extension of Time Limits Regulation

Parties may request an extension of
time limits before a time limit
established under Part 351 expires, or as
otherwise specified by the Secretary.
See 19 CFR 351.302. In general, an
extension request will be considered
untimely if it is filed after the time limit
established under Part 351 expires. For
submissions which are due from
multiple parties simultaneously, an
extension request will be considered
untimely if it is filed after 10:00 a.m. on
the due date. Examples include, but are
not limited to: (1) Case and rebuttal
briefs, filed pursuant to 19 CFR 351.309;
(2) factual information to value factors
under 19 CFR 351.408(c), or to measure
the adequacy of remuneration under 19
CFR 351.511(a)(2), filed pursuant to 19

7 See section 782(b) of the Act.

8 See Certification of Factual Information To
Import Administration During Antidumping and
Countervailing Duty Proceedings, 78 FR 42678 (July
17, 2013) (Final Rule); see also the frequently asked
questions regarding the Final Rule, available at
http://enforcement.trade.gov/tlei/notices/factual
info final rule FAQ 07172013.pdf.

CFR 351.301(c)(3) and rebuttal,
clarification and correction filed
pursuant to 19 CFR 351.301(c)(3)(iv); (3)
comments concerning the selection of a
surrogate country and surrogate values
and rebuttal; (4) comments concerning
CBP data; and (5) Q&V questionnaires.
Under certain circumstances, Commerce
may elect to specify a different time
limit by which extension requests will
be considered untimely for submissions
which are due from multiple parties
simultaneously. In such a case,
Commerce will inform parties in the
letter or memorandum setting forth the
deadline (including a specified time) by
which extension requests must be filed
to be considered timely. This
modification also requires that an
extension request must be made in a
separate, stand-alone submission, and
clarifies the circumstances under which
Commerce will grant untimely-filed
requests for the extension of time limits.
These modifications are effective for all
segments initiated on or after October
21, 2013. Please review the final rule,
available at http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/
pkg/FR-2013-09-20/html/2013-
22853.htm, prior to submitting factual
information in these segments.

These initiations and this notice are
in accordance with section 751(a) of the
Act (19 U.S.C. 1675(a)) and 19 CFR
351.221(c)(1)({).

Dated: May 22, 2019.

Gary Taverman,

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Antidumping
and Countervailing Duty Operations.

[FR Doc. 2019-11131 Filed 5-28-19; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration
[A-570-890]

Wooden Bedroom Furniture From the
People’s Republic of China: Final
Results of Antidumping Duty
Administrative Review and Final
Determination of No Shipments in Part;
2017

AGENCY: Enforcement and Compliance,
International Trade Administration,
Department of Commerce.

SUMMARY: The Department of Commerce
(Commerce) determines that eight of the
13 companies under review have not
demonstrated eligibility for a separate
rate and the other five companies under
review had no shipments of subject
merchandise during the period of
review (POR) January 1, 2017, through
December 31, 2017.

DATES: Applicable May 29, 2019.


http://enforcement.trade.gov/tlei/notices/factual_info_final_rule_FAQ_07172013.pdf
http://enforcement.trade.gov/tlei/notices/factual_info_final_rule_FAQ_07172013.pdf
http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2013-09-20/html/2013-22853.htm
http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2013-09-20/html/2013-22853.htm
http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2013-09-20/html/2013-22853.htm
http://enforcement.trade.gov/frn/2013/1304frn/2013-08227.txt
http://enforcement.trade.gov/frn/2013/1304frn/2013-08227.txt
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Howard Smith, AD/CVD Operations,
Office IV, Enforcement & Compliance,
International Trade Administration,
U.S. Department of Commerce, 1401
Constitution Avenue NW, Washington,
DC 20230; telephone: (202) 482—-5193.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Background

On December 12, 2018, Commerce
published its Preliminary Results of the
review of the antidumping duty order
on wooden bedroom furniture (WBF)
from the People’s Republic of China
(China) covering the period January 1,
2017, through December 31, 2017.1 On
January 10, 2019, the American
Furniture Manufacturers Committee for
Legal Trade and Vaughan-Bassett
Furniture Company, Inc. (collectively,
the petitioners) filed a case brief.2 No
rebuttal briefs were filed.

Commerce exercised its discretion to
toll all deadlines affected by the partial
federal government closure from
December 22, 2018, through the
resumption of operations on January 29,
2019.3 The revised deadline for the final
results of review is now May 21, 2019.

Scope of the Order

The product covered by the Order is
wooden bedroom furniture, subject to
certain exceptions. Imports of subject
merchandise are classified under the
Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the
United States (HTSUS) subheadings:
9403.50.9042, 9403.50.9045,
9403.50.9080, 9403.90.7005,
9403.90.7080, 9403.50.9041,
9403.60.8081, 9403.20.0018,
9403.90.8041, 7009.92.1000 or
7009.92.5000. Although the HTSUS
subheadings are provided for
convenience and customs purposes, the

1 See Wooden Bedroom Furniture from the
People’s Republic of China: Preliminary Results of
Antidumping Duty Administrative Review; 2017, 83
FR 63829 (December 12, 2018) (Preliminary
Results).

2 See Petitioners’ Letter, “Wooden Bedroom
Furniture from the People’s Republic of China:
Petitioners’ Case Brief,” dated January 10, 2019
(Petitioners’ Case Brief).

3 See Memorandum to the Record from Gary
Taverman, Deputy Assistant Secretary for
Antidumping and Countervailing Duty Operations,
performing the non-exclusive functions and duties
of the Assistant Secretary for Enforcement and
Compliance, “Deadlines Affected by the Partial
Shutdown of the Federal Government,” dated
January 28, 2019. All deadlines in this segment of
the proceeding have been extended by 40 days.

4 See Notice of Amended Final Determination of
Sales at Less Than Fair Value and Antidumping
Duty Order: Wooden Bedroom Furniture from the
People’s Republic of China, 70 FR 329 (January 4,
2005) (Order).

written product description in the Order
remains dispositive.5

Analysis

In the Preliminary Results, Commerce:
(1) Determined that eight companies,
including the sole mandatory
respondent, Decca Furniture Ltd.
(Decca), did not establish their
eligibility for a separate rate and are part
of the China-wide entity; ¢ and (2)
determined that five companies had no
shipments of subject merchandise.” For
these final results of review, we have
continued to treat the eight companies,
including Decca, as part of the China-
wide entity and have continued to find
that five companies had no shipments
during the POR. Because no party
requested a review of the China-wide
entity, we are not conducting a review
of the China-wide entity.2 Thus, there is
no change to the rate for the China-wide
entity from the Preliminary Results. The
existing rate for the China-wide entity is
216.01 percent.

For additional details, see the Issue
and Decision Memorandum, which is a
public document and is on file
electronically via Enforcement and
Compliance’s Antidumping and
Countervailing Duty Centralized
Electronic Service System (ACCESS).
ACCESS is available to registered users
at http://access.trade.gov and in the
Central Records Unit, Room B8024 of
the main Department of Commerce
building. In addition, a complete
version of the Issue and Decision

5For a complete description of the scope of the
Order, see Memorandum, ‘Issue and Decision
Memorandum for the Final Results of the 2017
Administrative Review of Wooden Bedroom
Furniture from the People’s Republic of China,”
dated concurrently with this notice (Issue and
Decision Memorandum).

6 The other seven companies are: (1) Dongguan
Kingstone Furniture Co., Ltd.; Kingstone Furniture
Co., Ltd.; (2) Kunshan Summit Furniture Co., Ltd.;
(3) Qingdao Liangmu Co., Ltd.; (4) Restonic
(Dongguan) Furniture Ltd.; Restonic Far East
(Samoa) Ltd.; (5) Rizhao Sanmu Woodworking Co.,
Ltd.; (6) Techniwood Industries Ltd.; Ningbo
Furniture Industries Ltd.; Ningbo Hengrun
Furniture Co., Ltd.; and (7) Zhangjiagang Zheng Yan
Decoration Co., Ltd. See Preliminary Results at
63829.

7 The five companies/company groupings are: (1)
Dongguan Sunrise Furniture Co., Ltd., Taicang
Sunrise Wood Industry Co., Ltd., Taicang
Fairmount Designs Furniture Co., Ltd., Meizhou
Sunrise Furniture Co., Ltd.; (2) Dongguan Sunrise
Furniture Co., Taicang Sunrise Wood Industry Co.,
Ltd., Shanghai Sunrise Furniture Co. Ltd., Fairmont
Designs; (3) Eurosa (Kunshan) Co., Ltd., Eurosa
Furniture Co., (PTE) Ltd.; (4) Shenyang Shining
Dongxing Furniture Co., Ltd.; and (5) Yeh Brothers
World Trade Inc. See Preliminary Results at 63829.

8 See Antidumping Proceedings: Announcement
of Change in Department Practice for Respondent
Selection in Antidumping Duty Proceedings and
Conditional Review of the Nonmarket Economy
Entity in NME Antidumping Duty Proceedings, 78
FR 65963, 65969—70 (November 4, 2013).

Memorandum can be accessed directly
on the internet at http://
enforcement.trade.gov/frn/index.html.
The signed and the electronic versions
of the Issue and Decision Memorandum
are identical in content. The issue raised
by the petitioners in their case brief is
identified in the Appendix to this
notice.

Assessment Rates

Pursuant to section 751(a)(2)(C) of the
Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (the Act),
and 19 CFR 351.212(b), Commerce has
determined, and U.S. Customs and
Border Protection (CBP) shall assess,
antidumping duties on all appropriate
entries of subject merchandise in
accordance with the final results of this
review. Commerce intends to issue
assessment instructions to CBP 15 days
after the publication date of the final
results of this review. Commerce will
instruct CBP to liquidate any entries of
subject merchandise exported during
this POR by Decca and the other seven
companies noted above which did not
qualify for separate rate status, at the
China-wide rate.

Additionally, pursuant to Commerce’s
practice in non-market economy cases,
if there are any suspended entries of
subject merchandise during the POR
under the case numbers of the five
companies that claimed no shipments of
subject merchandise during the POR,
they will be liquidated at the China-
wide rate.?

Cash Deposit Requirements

The following cash deposit
requirements will be effective upon
publication of the final results of this
administrative review for shipments of
subject merchandise from China
entered, or withdrawn from warehouse,
for consumption on or after the
publication date in the Federal Register
of the final results of this review, as
provided by section 751(a)(2)(C) of the
Act: (1) For previously investigated or
reviewed China and non-China
exporters which are not under review in
this segment of the proceeding but
which received a separate rate in a prior
segment of this proceeding, the cash
deposit rate will continue to be the
existing exporter-specific rate; (2) for all
China exporters of subject merchandise
that have not been found to be entitled
to a separate rate, the cash deposit rate
will be the rate for the China-wide
entity, which is 216.01 percent; and (3)
for all non-China exporters of subject
merchandise which have not received

9For a full discussion of this practice, see Non-
Market Economy Antidumping Proceedings:
Assessment of Antidumping Duties, 76 FR 65694
(October 24, 2011).


http://enforcement.trade.gov/frn/index.html
http://enforcement.trade.gov/frn/index.html
http://access.trade.gov
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their own rate, the cash deposit rate will
be the rate applicable to the China
exporter that supplied that non-China
exporter.

These deposit requirements, when
imposed, shall remain in effect until
further notice.

Notification to Interested Parties

This notice also serves as a final
reminder to importers of their
responsibility under 19 CFR
351.402(f)(2) to file a certificate
regarding the reimbursement of
antidumping duties prior to liquidation
of the relevant entries during this
review period. Failure to comply with
this requirement could result in the
Secretary’s presumption that
reimbursement of the antidumping
duties occurred and the subsequent
assessment of double antidumping
duties.

This notice also serves as a reminder
to parties subject to administrative
protective orders (APOs) of their
responsibility concerning the return or
destruction of proprietary information
disclosed under APO in accordance
with 19 CFR 351.305, which continues
to govern business proprietary
information in this segment of the
proceeding. Timely written notification
of the return/destruction of APO
materials or conversion to judicial
protective order is hereby requested.
Failure to comply with the regulations
and terms of an APO is a violation that
is subject to sanction.

This notice of the final results of this
antidumping duty administrative review
is issued and published in accordance
with sections 751(a)(1) and 777(i) of the
Act and 19 CFR 351.213 and 19 CFR
351.221(b)(5).

Dated: May 21, 2019.
Christian Marsh,

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Enforcement
and Compliance.

Appendix

Issues and Decision Memorandum

I. Summary
II. Background
I1I. Scope of the Order
IV. Discussion of the Issues
Comment: Commerce Should Assign the
Mandatory Respondent Decca a Rate
Based on Total Adverse Facts Available
V. Recommendation

[FR Doc. 2019-11081 Filed 5-28-19; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration
[A-570-909]

Certain Steel Nails From the People’s
Republic of China: Amended Final
Results of Antidumping Duty
Administrative Review; 2016-2017

AGENCY: Enforcement and Compliance,
International Trade Administration,
Department of Commerce.

SUMMARY: On April 24, 2019, the
Department of Commerce (Commerce)
published in the Federal Register the
final results of the administrative review
of the antidumping duty (AD) order on
certain steel nails from the People’s
Republic of China (China). Commerce is
amending the final results of the
administrative review to correct an
unintentional ministerial error.

DATES: Applicable May 29, 2019.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Susan Pulongbarit or Benito Ballesteros,
AD/CVD Operations, Office V,
Enforcement and Compliance,
International Trade Administration,
U.S. Department of Commerce, 1401
Constitution Avenue NW, Washington,
DC 20230; telephone 202-482—-4031 or
202-482-7425, respectively.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On April
24, 2019, Commerce published in the
Federal Register the final results of the
administrative review of certain steel
nails from China.! No interested party
submitted ministerial allegations
concerning the Final Results. Following
the publication of the Final Results,
Commerce identified a ministerial error
in Dezhou Hualude Hardware Products
Co., Ltd.’s (Dezhou Hualude) final
results margin calculation program.2

Legal Framework

A ministerial error, as defined in
section 751(h) of the Tariff Act of 1930,
as amended (the Act), includes “errors
in addition, subtraction, or other
arithmetic function, clerical errors
resulting from inaccurate copying,
duplication, or the like, and any other
type of unintentional error which the
administering authority considers
ministerial.” 3 With respect to final

1 See Certain Steel Nails from the People’s
Republic of China: Final Results of Antidumping
Duty Administrative Review, and Final
Determination of No Shipments; 2016-2017, 84 FR
17134 (April 24, 2019) (Final Results) and
accompanying Issues and Decision Memorandum
(IDM).

2 See Memorandum, ‘“‘Administrative Review
Certain Steel Nails from the People’s Republic of
China; 2016—-2017: Ministerial Error
Memorandum,” dated concurrently with this notice
(Ministerial Error Memorandum).

3 See also 19 CFR 351.224(f).

results of administrative reviews, 19
CFR 351.224(e) provides that Commerce
“will analyze any comments received
and, if appropriate, correct any
ministerial error by amending the final
results of review . . ..” Even when
interested parties do not submit
ministerial error comments, Commerce
has the authority to self-correct
ministerial errors provided the self-
correction occurs within the statutory
timeline for judicial review.4

Ministerial Errors

In the Final Results, we stated our
intention to adjust U.S. price in the
margin programming for Dezhou
Hualude’s international freight and
marine insurance expenses.5 However,
following the Final Results, we observed
that the SAS code input into the
program inadvertently caused the
program to create missing values for the
international freight expenses pertaining
to sales to certain importers, which in
turn removed those sales from the
program and failed to generate importer-
specific liquidation rates for those
importers. Modifying the final margin
program to fix these missing values will
properly include the sales in the
program and generate the proper
importer-specific liquidation rates.
Accordingly, we have determined, in
accordance with section 751(h) of the
Act and 19 CFR 351.224(f), that an
unintentional ministerial error was
made in the Final Results. For a detailed
discussion of this ministerial error, as
well as Commerce’s analysis, see
Ministerial Error Memorandum.

Amended Final Results

In accordance with section 751(h) of
the Act and 19 CFR 351.224(e), we are
amending the Final Results of this
administrative review of nails from
China. For the amended final results,
Commerce has recalculated the
weighted-average margin for Dezhou
Hualude. Commerce has also updated
the sample rate assigned to the non-
selected companies, which is based on
an average of the rates of the three
mandatory respondents, The Stanley
Works (Langfang) Fastening Systems
Co., Ltd. and Stanley Black & Decker,
Inc. (collectively, Stanley), Dezhou
Hualude, and Shandong Dinglong
Import & Export Co., Ltd. (Shandong
Dinglong), as discussed in the
Ministerial Error Memorandum. The
revised weighted-average dumping
margins for the administrative review
are as follows:

4 See American Signature, Inc. v. United States,
598 F.3d 816, 826—28 (Fed. Cir. 2010).
5 See Final Results and accompany IDM at 26.
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Exporter a;grrz?ne
(percent)

Dezhou Hualude Hardware ProdUCES CO., L .....oooiiiiiiii et e et e e e e et e e e e e s aa e e e e e eesansaeeeeeeeeennsaeeaaeaaas 69.99
Shandong Dinglong Import & EXPort Co., LIAG .........oiiiiiiiiieeie ettt sttt e sb e b e e saeeennee s 118.04
The Stanley Works (Langfang) Fastening Systems Co., Ltd. and Stanley Black & Decker, Inc. (collectively, Stanley)” 3.94
Hebei Canzhou New Century Foreign Trade Co., Ltd ... 43.26
Mingguang Ruifeng Hardware Products Co., Ltd .......... 43.26
Qingdao D&L Group Ltd ....cccoeceeviiveniniceneeene 43.26
SDC International Australia Pty. Ltd ........cccocoeeiiinieenen. 43.26
Shandong Oriental Cherry Hardware Group Co., Lid .... 43.26
Shanghai Curvet Hardware Products Co., Ltd .........ccoceiiiiiiiiiiicceeeccece, 43.26
Shanghai Yueda Nails Industry Co., Ltd. a.k.a. Shanghai Yueda Nails Co., Ltd . 43.26
Shanxi Hairui Trade Co., Ltd .....cooooiiiiiiiie et 43.26
Shanxi Pioneer Hardware Industrial Co., Ltd .... 43.26
Shanxi Tianli Industries Co., Ltd ...........cccceeeeeee 43.26
S-Mart (Tianjin) Technology Development Co., Ltd . 43.26
Suntec Industries Co., Ltd ......ccccooeeiiiiiiiieeeees 43.26
Tianjin Huixinshangmao Co., Ltd ......... 43.26
Tianjin Jinchi Metal Products Co., Ltd ......cccooioiiiiiiiniiieecee. 43.26
Tianjin Jinghai County Hongli Industry & Business Co., Ltd ... 43.26
Tianjin Universal Machinery Imp. & Exp. Corporation ............. 43.26
Tianjin Zhonglian Metals Ware Co., Ltd ............... 43.26
Xi'an Metals & Minerals Import & Export Co., Ltd ... 43.26
Zhangjiagang Lianfeng Metals Products C0., LA ........cccuioiiiiiiiiiiiie ettt ettt be e bt st e et e e snbeesaeesneenaee 43.26

Disclosure

We intend to disclose the calculations
performed for these amended final
results of review within five days of the
date of publication of this notice in the
Federal Register, in accordance with 19
CFR 351.224(b).

Assessment Rates

Commerce shall determine, and U.S.
Customs Border Protection (CBP) shall
assess antidumping duties on all
appropriate entries covered by this
review pursuant to section 751(a)(2)(A)
of the Act and 19 CFR 351.212(b).

Where the respondent reported
reliable entered values, we calculated
importer- (or customer-) specific ad
valorem rates by aggregating the
dumping margins calculated for all U.S.
sales to each importer (or customer) and
dividing this amount by the total
entered value of the sales to each
importer (or customer).8 Where
Commerce calculated a weighted-
average dumping margin by dividing the
total amount of dumping for reviewed
sales to that party by the total sales
quantity associated with those
transactions, Commerce will direct CBP
to assess importer-specific assessment
rates based on the resulting per-unit
rates.?® Where an importer- (or customer-
) specific ad valorem or per-unit rate is
greater than de minimis (i.e., 0.50

6 There are no changes to the dumping margin for
Shandong Dinglong.

7 There are no changes to the dumping margin for
Stanley.

8 See 19 CFR 351.212(b)(1).

oId.

percent), Commerce will instruct CBP to
collect the appropriate duties at the time
of liquidation.1© Where an importer- (or
customer-) specific ad valorem or per-
unit rate is zero or de minimis,
Commerce will instruct CBP to liquidate
appropriate entries without regard to
antidumping duties.?* We intend to
instruct CBP to liquidate entries
containing subject merchandise
exported by the China-wide entity at the
China-wide rate.

Pursuant to Commerce’s assessment
practice, for entries that were not
reported in the U.S. sales databases
submitted by companies individually
examined during this review, Commerce
will instruct CBP to liquidate such
entries at the China-wide entity rate.
Additionally, if Commerce determines
that an exporter had no shipments of the
subject merchandise, any suspended
entries that entered under that
exporter’s case number (i.e., at that
exporter’s rate) will be liquidated at the
China-wide entity rate.12

Cash Deposit Requirements

The following cash deposit
requirements will be effective
retroactively on any entries made on or
after April 24, 2019, the date of
publication of the Final Results, for all
shipments of the subject merchandise
entered, or withdrawn from warehouse,
for consumption on or after the
publication date, as provided for by

10[d.

11 See 19 CFR 351.106(c)(2).

12 See Non-Market Economy Antidumping
Proceedings: Assessment of Antidumping Duties, 76
FR 65694 (October 24, 2011).

section 751(a)(2)(C) of the Act: (1) For
the exporters listed above, the cash
deposit rate will be the rate established
in the “Amended Final Results” section
(except, if the rate is zero or de minimis,
a zero cash deposit rate will be required
for that company); (2) for previously
investigated or reviewed China and non-
China exporters not listed above that
have separate rates, the cash deposit rate
will continue to be the exporter-specific
rate published for the most recent
period; (3) for all China exporters of
subject merchandise which have not
been found to be entitled to a separate
rate, the cash deposit rate will be the
China-wide rate of 118.04 percent; and
(4) for all non-China exporters of subject
merchandise which have not received
their own rate, the cash deposit rate will
be the rate applicable to the China
exporters that supplied that non-China
exporter. The deposit requirements,
when imposed, shall remain in effect
until further notice.

Notification to Importers

This notice also serves as a final
reminder to importers of their
responsibility under 19 CFR 351.402(f)
to file a certificate regarding the
reimbursement of antidumping duties
prior to liquidation of the relevant
entries during this POR. Failure to
comply with this requirement could
result in Commerce’s presumption that
reimbursement of antidumping duties
occurred and the subsequent assessment
of doubled antidumping duties.
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Administrative Protective Orders

This notice also serves as a reminder
to parties subject to administrative
protective order (APO) of their
responsibility concerning the return or
destruction of proprietary information
disclosed under APO in accordance
with 19 CFR 351.305(a)(3), which
continues to govern business
proprietary information in this segment
of the proceeding. Timely written
notification of the return or destruction
of APO materials, or conversion to
judicial protective order, is hereby
requested. Failure to comply with the
regulations and terms of an APO is a
violation which is subject to sanction.

These amended final results and
notice are issued and published in
accordance with sections 751(h) and
777(i) of the Act and 19 CFR 351.224(e).

Dated: May 22, 2019.
Christian Marsh,

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Enforcement
and Compliance.

[FR Doc. 2019-11126 Filed 5-28-19; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-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: International Trade
Administration.

Title: Procedures for Importation of
Supplies for Use in Emergency Relief
Work.

Form Number(s): N/A.

OMB Control Number: 0625—-0256.

Type of Request: Regular Submission.

Burden Hours: 15.

Number of Respondents: 1.

Average Hours per Response: 15.

Needs and Uses: The regulations (19
CFR 358.101-104) provide procedures
for requesting the Secretary of
Commerce to permit the importation of
supplies, such as food, clothing, and
medical, surgical, and other supplies,
for use in emergency relief work free of
antidumping and countervailing duties.

Affected Public: Business or other for-
profit organizations.

Frequency: Varies.

Respondent’s Obligation: Voluntary.

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 fax to (202) 395-5806.

Sheleen Dumas,

Departmental Lead PRA Officer, Office of the
Chief Information Officer, Commerce
Department.

[FR Doc. 201911115 Filed 5-28-19; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration
[C-533-868]

Welded Stainless Pressure Pipe From
India: Rescission of the Countervailing
Duty Administrative Review; 2017

AGENCY: Enforcement and Compliance,
International Trade Administration,
Department of Commerce.

SUMMARY: The Department of Commerce
(Commerce) is rescinding the
administrative review of the
countervailing duty order on welded
stainless pressure pipe (WSPP) from
India for the period January 1, 2017,
through December 31, 2017.

DATES: Applicable May 29, 2019.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Emily Halle or Charles Doss, AD/CVD
Operations, Office III, Enforcement and
Compliance, International Trade
Administration, U.S. Department of
Commerce, 1401 Constitution Avenue
NW, Washington, DC 20230; telephone:
(202) 4820176 and (202) 482—4474,
respectively.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

On November 1, 2018, Commerce
published a notice of opportunity to
request an administrative review of the
countervailing duty (CVD) order on
WSPP from India.? On February 6, 2019,
in accordance with section 751(a) of the
Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (the Act),
Commerce published a notice of
initiation of an administrative review of
the order covering the period January 1,
2017, through December 31, 2017.2 On
March 8, 2019, Commerce selected
Hindustan Inox Limited (Hindustan
Inox), and Sun Mark Stainless Pvt. Ltd.
and its cross-owned affiliates, Sunrise

1 See Antidumping or Countervailing Duty Order,
Finding, or Suspended Investigation; Opportunity
to Request Administrative Review, 83 FR 54912
(November 1, 2018).

2 See Initiation of Antidumping and
Countervailing Duty Administrative Reviews, 84 FR
2159 (February 6, 2019).

Stainless Private Limited and Shah Foils
Ltd. (collectively, Sun Mark), as the
mandatory respondents in this
administrative review.3 On May 7, 2019,
Hindustan Inox and Sun Mark withdrew
their requests for review; Bristol Metals
and Primus Pipe & Tube (the
petitioners) also submitted a timely
request to rescind the administrative
review of the CVD order of WSPP from
India with respect to all entities for
which it had requested a review.+

Rescission of Review

Pursuant to 19 CFR 351.213(d)(1), the
Secretary will rescind an administrative
review, in whole or in part, if the party
or parties who requested the review
withdraw(s) the request within 90 days
of the date of publication of the notice
of initiation of the requested review.
Hindustan Inox, Sun Mark, and the
petitioners timely withdrew their
requests for an administrative review,
and no other party requested a review
of these companies. Therefore, we are
rescinding the administrative review of
the CVD order on WSPP from India
covering the period January 1, 2017, to
December 31, 2017, in its entirety.

Assessment

Commerce will instruct U.S. Customs
and Border Protection (CBP) to assess
countervailing duties on all appropriate
entries. Because Commerce is
rescinding this administrative review in
its entirety, the entries to which this
administrative review pertains shall be
assessed countervailing duties that are
equal to the cash deposits of estimated
countervailing duties required at the
time of entry, or withdrawal from
warehouse, for consumption, in
accordance with 19 CFR
351.212(c)(1)(i). Commerce intends to
issue appropriate assessment
instructions to CBP 15 days after the
publication of this notice in the Federal
Register.

Notification Regarding Administrative
Protective Order

This notice serves as a final reminder
to parties subject to an administrative
protective order (APO) of their

3 See Memorandum, ‘“‘Administrative Review of
the Countervailing Duty Order of Welded Stainless
Pressure Pipes from India: Respondent Selection,”
dated March 8, 2019.

4 See Hindustan’s letter, “Welded Stainless
Pressure Pipe from India: Withdrawal of Request for
Countervailing Duty Administrative Review of
Hindustan Inox Limited.,” dated May 7, 2019; Sun
Mark’s letter, “Welded Stainless Pressure Pipes
from India: Withdrawal of Request for
Countervailing Duty Administrative Review,” dated
May 7, 2019; the petitioners’ letter, “Welded
Stainless Pressure Pipe from India: Request to
Rescind Administrative Review,” dated May 7,
2019.
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responsibility concerning the return or
destruction of proprietary information
disclosed under an 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/destruction of
APO materials or conversion to judicial
protective order is hereby requested.
Failure to comply with the regulations
and terms of an APO is a violation
which is subject to sanction.

This notice is issued and published in
accordance with sections 751(a)(1) and
777(1)(1) of the Act, and 19 CFR
351.213(d)(4).

Dated: May 22, 2019.
Gary Taverman,

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Antidumping
and Countervailing Duty Operations.

[FR Doc. 2019-11125 Filed 5-28-19; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Institute of Standards and
Technology

Judges Panel of the Malcolm Baldrige
National Quality Award

AGENCY: National Institute of Standards
and Technology, Department of
Commerce.

ACTION: Notice of open meeting.

SUMMARY: The Judges Panel of the
Malcolm Baldrige National Quality
Award (Judges Panel) will meet on
Wednesday, June 5, 2019, from 9:00
a.m. to 3:30 p.m. Eastern Time. The
purpose of this meeting is to discuss
and review the role and responsibilities
of the Judges Panel and information
received from the National Institute of
Standards and Technology (NIST) in
order to ensure the integrity of the
Malcolm Baldrige National Quality
Award (Award) selection process. The
agenda will include: Judges Panel roles
and processes; Baldrige Program
updates; new business/public comment;
lessons learned from the 2018 judging
process; and the 2019 Award process.

DATES: The Judges Panel will meet on
Wednesday, June 5, 2019 from 9:00 a.m.
until 3:30 p.m. Eastern Time. The
meeting will be open to the public.

ADDRESSES: The meeting will be held at
the National Institute of Standards and
Technology, Building 101, Lecture
Room A, 100 Bureau Drive,
Gaithersburg, MD 20899. Please note
participation instructions under the
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION section of
this notice.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Robert Fangmeyer, Director, Baldrige
Performance Excellence Program,
National Institute of Standards and
Technology, 100 Bureau Drive, Mail
Stop 1020, Gaithersburg, MD 2899—
1020, 301-975-2361. Mr. Fangmeyer’s
email address is robert.fangmeyer@
nist.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Authority: 15 U.S.C. 3711a(d)(1) as
amended, and the Federal Advisory
Committee Act, as amended, 5 U.S.C. App.

Pursuant to the Federal Advisory
Committee Act, as amended, 5 U.S.C.
App., notice is hereby given that the
Judges Panel of the Malcolm Baldrige
National Quality Award will meet on
Wednesday, June 5, 2019 from 9:00 a.m.
to 3:30 p.m. Eastern Time. The Judges
Panel is composed of twelve members,
appointed by the Secretary of
Commerce, chosen for their familiarity
with quality improvement operations
and competitiveness issues of
manufacturing companies, service
companies, small businesses,
nonprofits, health care providers, and
educational institutions. The primary
purpose of this meeting is to assemble
to discuss and review the role and
responsibilities of the Judges Panel and
information received from NIST in order
to ensure the integrity of the Malcolm
Baldrige National Quality Award
selection process. The agenda may
change to accommodate Judges Panel
business. The final agenda will be
posted on the NIST website at https://
patapsco.nist.gov/BoardofExam/
Examiners Judge2.cfm. The meeting is
open to the public.

Individuals and representatives of
organizations who would like to offer
comments and suggestions related to the
Committee’s/Board’s business are
invited to request a place on the agenda.
Approximately 30 minutes will be
reserved for public comments and
speaking times will be assigned on a
first-come, first-serve basis. The amount
of time per speaker will be determined
by the number of requests received but
is likely to be about 3 minutes each.
Questions from the public will not be
considered during this period. Speakers
who wish to expand upon their oral
statements, those who had wished to
speak but could not be accommodated
on the agenda, and those who were
unable to participate are invited to
submit written statements to the
Baldrige Performance Excellence
Program, Attention: Robyn Verner,
National Institute of Standards and
Technology, 100 Bureau Drive, Mail
Stop 1020, Gaithersburg, Maryland
20899-1020, via fax at (301) 975-4967,

or electronically by email to
robyn.verner@nist.gov.

All visitors to the NIST site are
required to pre-register to be admitted.
Please submit your full name, time of
arrival, email address, and phone
number to Robyn Verner by 4:00 p.m.
Eastern Time, Friday, May 31, 2019.
Non-U.S. citizens must submit
additional information; please contact
Ms. Verner. Ms. Verner’s email address
is robyn.verner@nist.gov and her phone
number is (301) 975-2361. For
participants attending in person, please
note that federal agencies, including
NIST, can only accept a state-issued
driver’s license or identification card for
access to federal facilities if such license
or identification card is issued by a state
that is compliant with the REAL ID Act
of 2005 (Pub. L. 109-13), or by a state
that has an extension for REAL ID
compliance. NIST currently accepts
other forms of federal-issued
identification in lieu of a state-issued
driver’s license. For detailed
information please contact Ms. Verner at
(301) 975-2361 or visit: http://
www.nist.gov/public_affairs/visitor/.

Kevin A. Kimball,

Chief of Staff.

[FR Doc. 2019-11091 Filed 5-28-19; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 3510-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

RIN 0648—-XH040

Fisheries of the Atlantic; Southeast
Data, Assessment, and Review
(SEDAR); Public Meeting

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

ACTION: Notice of SEDAR 65 Data
Webinar II for HMS Atlantic blacktip
shark.

SUMMARY: The SEDAR 65 assessment
process of HMS Atlantic blacktip shark
will consist of a Data Workshop, a series
of data and assessment webinars, and a
Review Workshop. See SUPPLEMENTARY
INFORMATION.

DATES: The SEDAR 65 Data Webinar II
will be held June 20, 2019, from 1 p.m.
to 3 p.m. Eastern Standard Time.
ADDRESSES: The meeting will be held
via webinar. The webinar is open to
members of the public. Those interested
in participating should contact Julie A.
Neer at SEDAR (see FOR FURTHER
INFORMATION CONTACT) to request an
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invitation providing webinar access
information. Please request webinar
invitations at least 24 hours in advance
of each webinar.

SEDAR address: 4055 Faber Place
Drive, Suite 201, North Charleston, SC
29405.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Julie
A. Neer, SEDAR Coordinator; (843) 571—
4366; email: Julie.neer@safmc.net.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The Gulf
of Mexico, South Atlantic, and
Caribbean Fishery Management
Councils, in conjunction with NOAA
Fisheries and the Atlantic and Gulf
States Marine Fisheries Commissions
have implemented the Southeast Data,
Assessment and Review (SEDAR)
process, a multi-step method for
determining the status of fish stocks in
the Southeast Region. SEDAR is a multi-
step process including: (1) Data
Workshop, (2) a series of assessment
webinars, and (3) A Review Workshop.
The product of the Data Workshop is a
report that compiles and evaluates
potential datasets and recommends
which datasets are appropriate for
assessment analyses. The assessment
webinars produce a report that describes
the fisheries, evaluates the status of the
stock, estimates biological benchmarks,
projects future population conditions,
and recommends research and
monitoring needs. The product of the
Review Workshop is an Assessment
Summary documenting panel opinions
regarding the strengths and weaknesses
of the stock assessment and input data.
Participants for SEDAR Workshops are
appointed by the Gulf of Mexico, South
Atlantic, and Caribbean Fishery
Management Councils and NOAA
Fisheries Southeast Regional Office,
HMS Management Division, and
Southeast Fisheries Science Center.
Participants include data collectors and
database managers; stock assessment
scientists, biologists, and researchers;
constituency representatives including
fishermen, environmentalists, and
NGO'’s; International experts; and staff
of Councils, Commissions, and state and
federal agencies.

The items of discussion during the
webinar are as follows:

Panelists will review the data sets
being considered for the assessment and
discuss initial modeling efforts.

Although non-emergency issues not
contained in this agenda may come
before this group for discussion, those
issues may not be the subject of formal
action during this meeting. Action will
be restricted to those issues specifically
identified in this notice and any issues
arising after publication of this notice
that require 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

The meeting is physically accessible
to people with disabilities. Requests for
sign language interpretation or other
auxiliary aids should be directed to the
Council office (see ADDRESSES) at least 5
business days prior to each workshop.

Note: The times and sequence specified in
this agenda are subject to change.

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

Dated: May 23, 2019.
Tracey L. Thompson,

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

[FR Doc. 2019-11148 Filed 5-28-19; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

RIN 0648—-XH048

Pacific Fishery Management Council;
Public Meetings

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service, National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration,
Commerce.

ACTION: Notice of public meetings.

SUMMARY: The Pacific Fishery
Management Council (Pacific Council)
and its advisory entities will hold
public meetings.

DATES: The Pacific Council and its
advisory entities will meet June 19-25,
2019. The Pacific Council meeting will
begin on Thursday, June 20, 2019 at

9 a.m. Pacific Daylight Time (PDT),
reconvening at 8 a.m. each day through
Tuesday, June 25, 2019. All meetings
are open to the public, except a closed
session will be held from 8 a.m. to 9
a.m., Thursday, June 20 to address
litigation and personnel matters. The
Pacific Council will meet as late as
necessary each day to complete its
scheduled business.

ADDRESSES: Meetings of the Pacific
Council and its advisory entities will be
held at the DoubleTree by Hilton
Mission Valley, 7450 Hazard Center
Drive, San Diego, CA; telephone: (619)
297-5466.

Council address: Pacific Fishery
Management Council, 7700 NE
Ambassador Place, Suite 101, Portland,
OR 97220. Instructions for attending the

meeting via live stream broadcast are
given under SUPPLEMENTARY
INFORMATION, below.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
Chuck Tracy, Executive Director;
telephone: (503) 820—2280 or (866) 806—
7204 toll-free; or access the Pacific
Council website, http://
www.pcouncil.org for the current
meeting location, proposed agenda, and
meeting briefing materials.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The June
19-25, 2019 meeting of the Pacific
Council will be streamed live on the
internet. The broadcasts begin initially
at 9 a.m. PST Thursday, June 20, 2019
and continue at 8 a.m. daily through
Tuesday, June 25, 2019. Broadcasts end
daily at 5 p.m. PDT or when business
for the day is complete. Only the audio
portion and presentations displayed on
the screen at the Pacific Council
meeting will be broadcast. The audio
portion is listen-only; you will be
unable to speak to the Pacific Council
via the broadcast. To access the meeting
online, please use the following link:
http://www.gotomeeting.com/online/
webinar/join-webinar and enter the June
Webinar ID, 634-645—-459, and your
email address. You can attend the
webinar online using a computer, tablet,
or smart phone, using the GoToMeeting
application. It is recommended that you
use a computer headset to listen to the
meeting, but you may use your
telephone for the audio-only portion of
the meeting. The audio portion may be
attended using a telephone by dialing
the toll number 1-562—247-8422 (not a
toll-free number), audio access code
532—-691-006, and entering the audio
pin shown after joining the webinar.

The following items are on the Pacific
Council agenda, but not necessarily in
this order. Agenda items noted as ‘Final
Action” refer to actions requiring the
Council to transmit a proposed fishery
management plan, proposed plan
amendment, or proposed regulations to
the U.S. Secretary of Commerce, under
Sections 304 or 305 of the Magnuson-
Stevens Fishery Conservation and
Management Act. Additional detail on
agenda items, Council action, advisory
entity meeting times, and meeting
rooms are described in Agenda Item
A.4, Proposed Council Meeting Agenda,
and will be in the advance June 2019
briefing materials and posted on the
Pacific Council website at
www.pcouncil.org no later than
Monday, June 3, 2019.
A. Call to Order

1. Opening Remarks

2. Roll Call

3. Executive Director’s Report

4. Approve Agenda


http://www.gotomeeting.com/online/webinar/join-webinar
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B. Open Comment Period
1. Comments on Non-Agenda Items
C. Habitat
1. Current Habitat Issues
D. Administrative Matters
1. Council Coordination Committee
Meeting Report
2. Update on Implementation of the
Modernizing Recreational Fisheries
Management Act of 2018
. Legislative Matters
4. Allocation Review Procedures—
Final Action
5. Phased-In Approaches to Changing
Catch Limits—Scoping
6. Electronic Monitoring Program
Procedural Directive
7. Fiscal Matters
8. Approval of Council Meeting
Record
9. Membership Appointments and
Council Operating Procedures
10. Future Council Meeting Agenda
and Workload Planning
E. Enforcement
1. Annual U.S. Coast Guard Fishery
Enforcement Report
F. Coastal Pelagic Species Management
1. National Marine Fisheries Report
2. Stock Assessment Prioritization
Process
3. Pacific Mackerel Assessment,
Harvest Specifications, and
Management Measures—Final
Action
4. Review of Management Categories
G. Salmon Management
1. Rebuilding Plans
2. Southern Resident Killer Whale
Endangered Species Act
Consultation Progress Report
H. Pacific Halibut Management
1. Commercial Directed Fishery
Transition Process and Workshop
Planning
I. Groundfish Management
1. National Marine Fisheries Service
Report
2 Workload and New Management
Measure Update
3. Trawl Logbook Requirement
4. Groundfish Endangered Species
Workgroup Report
5. Endangered Species Act Seabird
Mitigation Measures—Final Action
6. Biennial Harvest Specifications and
Management Measures Process for
2021-22 Fisheries
7. Inseason Adjustments—Final
Action

w

J. Highly Migratory Species Management

1. National Marine Fisheries Service
Report

2. Recommend International
Management Activities

3. Yellowfin Tuna Overfishing
Response

4. Drift Gillnet Performance Metrics
Review

5 Exempted Fishing Permits

6. Deep-Set Buoy Gear Authorization

Advisory Body Agendas

Advisory body agendas will include
discussions of relevant issues that are
on the Pacific Council agenda for this
meeting, and may also include issues
that may be relevant to future Council
meetings. Proposed advisory body
agendas for this meeting will be
available on the Pacific Council website
http://www.pcouncil.org/council-
operations/council-meetings/current-
briefing-book/ no later than Monday
June 3, 2019.

Schedule of Ancillary Meetings
Day 1—Wednesday, June 19, 2019

Coastal Pelagic Species Advisory
Subpanel—8 a.m.

Coastal Pelagic Species Management
Team—~8 a.m.

Habitat Committee—8 a.m.

Scientific and Statistical Committee—8
a.m.

Legislative Committee—10 a.m.

Budget Committee—1 p.m.

Day 2—Thursday, June 20, 2019

California State Delegation—7 a.m.

Oregon State Delegation—7 a.m.

Washington State Delegation—7 a.m.

Coastal Pelagic Species Advisory
Subpanel—8 a.m.

Coastal Pelagic Species Management
Team—~8 a.m.

Salmon Advisory Subpanel—8 a.m.

Salmon Technical Team—8 a.m.

Scientific and Statistical Committee—8
a.m.

Enforcement Consultants—3 p.m.

Day 3—Friday, June 21, 2019

California State Delegation—7 a.m.

Oregon State Delegation—7 a.m.

Washington State Delegation—7 a.m.

Groundfish Advisory Subpanel—8 a.m.

Groundfish Management Team—8 a.m.

Highly Migratory Species Advisory
Subpanel—8 a.m.

Highly Migratory Species Management
Team—~8 a.m.

Enforcement Consultants—Ad Hoc

Day 4—Saturday, June 22, 2019

California State Delegation—7 a.m.

Oregon State Delegation—7 a.m.

Washington State Delegation—7 a.m.

Groundfish Advisory Subpanel—8 a.m.

Groundfish Management Team—8 a.m.

Highly Migratory Species Advisory
Subpanel—8 a.m.

Highly Migratory Species Management
Team—=8 a.m.

Enforcement Consultants—Ad Hoc
Day 5—Sunday, June 23, 2019

California State Delegation—7 a.m.

Oregon State Delegation—7 a.m.

Washington State Delegation—7 a.m.

Groundfish Advisory Subpanel—8 a.m.

Groundfish Management Team—8 a.m.

Highly Migratory Species Advisory
Subpanel—8 a.m.

Highly Migratory Species Management
Team—38 a.m.

Enforcement Consultants—Ad Hoc

Day 6—Monday, June 24, 2019

California State Delegation—7 a.m.

Oregon State Delegation—7 a.m.

Washington State Delegation—7 a.m.

Groundfish Advisory Subpanel—8 a.m.

Groundfish Management Team—8 a.m.

Highly Migratory Species Advisory
Subpanel—8 a.m.

Highly Migratory Species Management
Team—=8 a.m.

Enforcement Consultants—Ad Hoc

Day 7—Tuesday, June 25, 2019

California State Delegation—7 a.m.
Oregon State Delegation—7 a.m.
Washington State Delegation—7 a.m.

Although non-emergency issues not
contained in this agenda may come
before the Pacific Council for
discussion, those issues may not be the
subject of formal Council action during
this meeting. Council action will be
restricted to those issues specifically
listed in this notice and any issues
arising after publication of this notice
that require emergency action under
Section 305(c) of the Magnuson-Stevens
Fishery Conservation and Management
Act, provided the public has been
notified of the Pacific Council’s intent to
take final action to address the
emergency.

Special Accommodations

These meetings are physically
accessible to people with disabilities.
Requests for sign language
interpretation or other auxiliary aids
should be directed to Mr. Kris
Kleinschmidt at (503) 820-2411 at least
10 business days prior to the meeting
date.

Dated: May 23, 2019.

Tracey L. Thompson,

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

[FR Doc. 2019-11150 Filed 5-28-19; 8:45 am]|
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DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

Proposed Information Collection;
Comment Request; Survey Instrument
Assessing Ecosystem-Based
Resource Management in the United
States Gulf of Mexico

AGENCY: National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
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 July 29, 2019.
ADDRESSES: Direct all written comments
to Jennifer Jessup, Departmental
Paperwork Clearance Officer,
Department of Commerce, Room 66186,
14th and Constitution Avenue NW,
Washington, DC 20230 (or via the
internet at PRAcomments@doc.gov).
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Requests for additional information or
copies of the information collection
instrument and instructions should be
directed to Kathleen Ernst
(kathleen.ernst@noaa.gov) or Julien
Lartigue (julien.lartigue@noaa.gov),
NOAA RESTORE Science Program,
NOAA/NCEI 1021 Balch Blvd., Suite
1003, Stennis Space Center, MS 39529,
240—-429-5966.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

1. Abstract

The NOAA RESTORE Science
Program is committed to improving
ecosystem-based management practices
throughout the Gulf of Mexico by
funding project teams that bring
together scientists and resource
managers to produce findings and
products that (1) increase knowledge
and understanding of the ecosystem as
a whole, and (2) inform ecosystem-
based management. To assess progress
towards these outcomes, the Science
Program established a long-term
outcome metric for the program: The
management of the Gulf of Mexico
ecosystem and its resources is informed
by a comprehensive understanding of
the dynamic linkages between the
components of the ecosystem and there
is growing confidence in, and capacity
for, taking an ecosystem-based approach

to management. A survey instrument
has been developed that will assess the
state of ecosystem based management
practices across the Gulf of Mexico. This
survey instrument will be electronically
distributed to resource managers from
not-for-profit institutions and local,
state, tribal, and federal government
agencies. Potential participants can
print the survey, or receive the survey
by mail if they so choose. Currently, no
survey instrument assessing the state of
ecosystem-based management practices
in the Gulf of Mexico has been
undertaken at the regional scale. This
survey instrument is intended to create
a baseline of understanding regarding
ecosystem-based management practices
and progress in the Gulf of Mexico
region of the United States.

I1. Method of Collection

Information will primarily be
collected electronically using a survey
instrument to record responses. The
survey instrument will be available as a
Google Form, and partial responses will
be recorded if a participant submits the
survey but does not complete all survey
questions. An option to print the survey
instrument and mail it to the NOAA
RESTORE Science Program Offices is
also available at this url: https://
docs.google.com/forms/d/e/
1FAIpQLScp7I0m8ZAeSCtSGasyq
M48xjx7jVQ xGXttDR6XZuTfrXUGw/
viewform. In the event that a potential
respondent requests that a survey be
mailed to them, NOAA RESTORE
Science Program staff will mail the
survey to the potential respondent with
a stamped return envelope addressed to
the NOAA RESTORE Science Program.

II1. Data

OMB Control Number: 0648—xXxX.

Form Number(s): None.

Type of Review: Regular submission,
new information collection.

Affected Public: Individual natural
resource management professionals
working for not-for-profit institutions;
state, local, or tribal government, or the
Federal government.

Estimated Number of Respondents:
100.

Estimated Time per Response: 10
minutes.

Estimated Total Annual Burden
Hours: 5.5 hours.

Estimated Total Annual Cost to
Public: $1,620.00.

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.

Sheleen Dumas,

Departmental Lead PRA Officer, Office of the
Chief Information Officer, Commerce
Department.

[FR Doc. 2019-11117 Filed 5-28-19; 8:45 am]|
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DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

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: West Coast Region Trawl
Logbook Requirement.

OMB Control Number: 0648—XXXX.

Form Number(s): None.

Type of Request: Regular (New
collection).

Number of Respondents: 21.

Average Hours per Response: 6 hours
per logbook.

Burden Hours: 216 hours annually.

Needs and Uses: The success of
fisheries management programs
depends significantly on the availability
of fishery data. Currently, the states of
Washington, Oregon, and California
administer a trawl logbook on behalf of
the Pacific Fishery Management Council
(Council) and NOAA’s National Marine
Fisheries Service (NMFS). The log used
is a standard format developed by the
Council to collect information necessary
to effectively manage the fishery on a
coast-wide basis. The trawl logbook
collects haul-level effort data including
tow time, tow location, depth of catch,
net type, target strategy, and estimated
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pounds of fish retained per tow. Each
trawl log represents a single fishing trip.

The state of California repealed their
requirement, effective July 1, 2019,
therefore, NMFS must create a federal
requirement in order to not lose logbook
coverage from trawl vessels in
California. This federal requirement
duplicates the logbook structure and
process that the state of California was
using in order to minimize disruption or
confusion for fishery participants.
Under this rule, NMFS will contract
with the Pacific States Marine Fisheries
Commission (PSMFC) to distribute and
collect the same logbook these
fishermen have been using previously.
These data are used regularly by NMFS,
the Pacific Fishery Management
Council, the West Coast Groundfish
Observer Program, NMFS Office of Law
Enforcement, and the Coast Guard for
fisheries management and enforcement.

Affected Public: Business and other
for-profit.

Frequency: Monthly.

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 fax to (202) 395-5806.

Sheleen Dumas,

Departmental Lead PRA Officer, Office of the
Chief Information Officer, Commerce
Department.

[FR Doc. 2019-11116 Filed 5-28-19; 8:45 am]|
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DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

Solicitation for Applications for
Advisory Councils Established
Pursuant to the National Marine
Sanctuaries Act and Executive Orders

AGENCY: Office of National Marine
Sanctuaries (ONMS), National Ocean
Service (NOS), National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Department of Commerce (DOC).

ACTION: Notice of solicitation.

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that
ONMS will solicit applications to fill
seats on its 13 national marine
sanctuary advisory councils and the
Northwestern Hawaiian Islands Goral
Reef Ecosystem Reserve Advisory

Council (advisory councils), under the
National Marine Sanctuaries Act and
the Northwestern Hawaiian Islands
Coral Reef Ecosystem Reserve Executive
Order, respectively. Vacant seats,
including positions (i.e., primary and
alternate), for each of the advisory
councils will be advertised differently at
each site in accordance with the
information provided in this notice.
This notice contains web page links and
contact information for each site, as well
as additional resources on advisory
council vacancies and the application
process.

DATES: Please visit individual site web
pages, or reach out to a site as identified
in this notice’s SUPPLEMENTARY
INFORMATION section on Contact
Information for Each Site, regarding the
timing and advertisement of vacant
seats, including positions (i.e., primary
or alternate), for each of the advisory
councils. Applications will only be
accepted in response to current, open
vacancies and in accordance with the
deadlines and instructions included on
each site’s website.

ADDRESSES: Vacancies and applications
are specific to each site’s advisory
council. As such, questions about a
specific council or vacancy, including
questions about advisory council
applications, should be directed to a
site. Contact Information for Each Site is
contained in the SUPPLEMENTARY
INFORMATION section.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
further information on a particular
advisory council or available seats,
please contact the site as identified in
this notice’s SUPPLEMENTARY
INFORMATION section on Contact
Information for Each Site, below. For
general inquiries related to this notice or
ONMS advisory councils established
pursuant to the National Marine
Sanctuaries Act or Executive Order
13178, contact Rebecca R. Holyoke,
Ph.D., Office of National Marine
Sanctuaries Deputy Director
(Rebecca.Holyoke@noaa.gov; 240-533—
0685).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Section
315 of the National Marine Sanctuaries
Act (NMSA) (16 U.S.C. 1445A) allows
the Secretary of Commerce to establish
advisory councils to advise and make
recommendations regarding the
designation and management of national
marine sanctuaries. Executive Order
13178 similarly established a Coral Reef
Ecosystem Reserve Council pursuant to
the NMSA for the Northwestern
Hawaiian Islands Coral Reef Ecosystem
Reserve. In this Supplementary
Information section, NOAA provides

details regarding the Office of National
Marine Sanctuaries, the role of advisory
councils, and contact information for
each site.

Office of National Marine Sanctuaries
(ONMS)

ONMS serves as the trustee for a
network of underwater parks
encompassing more than 600,000 square
miles of marine and Great Lakes waters
from Washington state to the Florida
Keys, and from Lake Huron to American
Samoa. The network includes a system
of 13 national marine sanctuaries and
Papahanaumokuakea and Rose Atoll
marine national monuments. National
marine sanctuaries protect our nation’s
most vital coastal and marine natural
and cultural resources, and through
active research, management, and
public engagement, sustain healthy
environments that are the foundation for
thriving communities and stable
economies.

One of the many ways ONMS ensures
public participation in the designation
and management of national marine
sanctuaries is through the formation of
advisory councils. Advisory councils
are community-based advisory groups
established to provide advice and
recommendations to ONMS on issues
including management, science, service,
and stewardship; and to serve as
liaisons between their constituents in
the community and the site. Pursuant to
Section 315(a), advisory councils are
exempt from the requirements of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act.
Additional information on ONMS and
its advisory councils can be found at
http://sanctuaries.noaa.gov.

Advisory Council Membership

Under Section 315 of the NMSA,
advisory council members may be
appointed from among: (1) Persons
employed by federal or state agencies
with expertise in management of natural
resources; (2) members of relevant
regional fishery management councils;
and (3) representatives of local user
groups, conservation and other public
interest organizations, scientific
organizations, educational
organizations, or others interested in the
protection and multiple use
management of sanctuary resources. For
the Northwestern Hawaiian Islands
Coral Reef Ecosystem Reserve Advisory
Council, Executive Order 13178 Section
5(f) specifically identifies member and
representative categories.

The charter for each advisory council
defines the number and type of seats
and positions on the council; however,
as a general matter, available seats could
include: Conservation, education,
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research, fishing, whale watching,
diving and other recreational activities,
boating and shipping, tourism, harbors
and ports, maritime business,
agriculture, maritime heritage, and
citizen-at-large.

For each of the 14 advisory councils,
applicants are chosen based upon their
particular expertise and experience in
relation to the seat for which they are
applying; community and professional
affiliations; views regarding the
protection and management of marine
or Great Lakes resources; and possibly
the length of residence in the area
affected by the site. Applicants chosen
as members or alternates should expect
to serve two- or three-year terms,
pursuant to the charter of the specific
national marine sanctuary advisory
council or Northwestern Hawaiian
Islands Coral Reef Ecosystem Reserve
Advisory Council.

More information on advisory council
membership and processes, and
materials related to the purpose,
policies, and operational requirements
for advisory councils can be found in
the charter for a particular advisory
council (http://sanctuaries.noaa.gov/
management/ac/council charters.html)
and the National Marine Sanctuary
Advisory Council Implementation
Handbook (http://sanctuaries.noaa.gov/
management/ac/acref.html).

Contact Information for Each Site

e Channel Islands National Marine
Sanctuary Advisory Council: Channel
Islands National Marine Sanctuary,
University of California, Santa Barbara,
Ocean Science Education Building 514,
MC 6155, Santa Barbara, CA 93106;
805-893-6437; http://
channelislands.noaa.gov/sac/
councilnews.html.

e Cordell Bank National Marine
Sanctuary Advisory Council: Cordell
Bank National Marine Sanctuary, P.O.
Box 159, Olema, CA 94950; 415—464—
5260; http://cordellbank.noaa.gov/
council/applicants.html.

¢ Florida Keys National Marine
Sanctuary Advisory Council: Florida
Keys National Marine Sanctuary, 33
East Quay Road, Key West, FL 33040;
305-809-4700; http://
floridakeys.noaa.gov/sac/apps.html.

¢ Flower Garden Banks National
Marine Sanctuary Advisory Council:
Flower Garden Banks National Marine
Sanctuary, 4700 Avenue U, Building
216, Galveston, TX 77551; 409-621—
5151; http://flowergarden.noaa.gov/
advisorycouncil/recruitment.html.

e Gray’s Reef National Marine
Sanctuary Advisory Council: Gray’s
Reef National Marine Sanctuary, 10
Ocean Science Circle, Savannah, GA

31411; 912-598-2345; http://
graysreef.noaa.gov/management/sac/
council news.html.

e Greater Farallones National Marine
Sanctuary Advisory Council: Greater
Farallones National Marine Sanctuary,
991 Marine Drive, The Presidio, San
Francisco, CA 94129; 415-561-6622;
http://farallones.noaa.gov/manage/
sacrecruitment.html.

¢ Hawaiian Islands Humpback Whale
National Marine Sanctuary Advisory
Council: Hawaiian Islands Humpback
Whale National Marine Sanctuary,
NOAA Inouye Regional Center, NOS/
ONMS/HIHWNMS, 1845 Wasp
Boulevard, Building 176, Honolulu, HI
96818; 808—879-2818; http://hawaii
humpbackwhale.noaa.gov/council/
councilappaccepting.html.

e Monitor National Marine Sanctuary
Advisory Council: Monitor National
Marine Sanctuary, 100 Museum Drive,
Newport News, VA 23606; 757-599—
3122; http://monitor.noaa.gov/advisory/
news.html.

e Monterey Bay National Marine
Sanctuary Advisory Council: Monterey
Bay National Marine Sanctuary, 99
Pacific Street, Building 455A, Monterey,
CA 93940; 831-647—4201; http://
montereybay.noaa.gov/sac/recruit.html.

o Northwestern Hawaiian Islands
Coral Reef Ecosystem Reserve Advisory
Council: NOAA Inouye Regional Center,
NOS/ONMS/PMNM, 1845 Wasp
Boulevard, Building 176, Honolulu, HI
96818; 808—725-5800; http://
www.papahanaumokuakea.gov/new-
about/council/apply/.

e Olympic Coast National Marine
Sanctuary Advisory Council: Olympic
Coast National Marine Sanctuary, 115
East Railroad Avenue, Suite 301, Port
Angeles, WA 98362; 360—457—6622;
http://olympiccoast.noaa.gov/involved/
sac/recruitment.html.

o Stellwagen Bank National Marine
Sanctuary Advisory Council: Stellwagen
Bank National Marine Sanctuary, 175
Edward Foster Road, Scituate, MA
02066; 781-545—8026; http://
stellwagen.noaa.gov/management/sac/
recruitment.html.

o Thunder Bay National Marine
Sanctuary Advisory Council: Thunder
Bay National Marine Sanctuary, 500
West Fletcher Street, Alpena, MI 49707;
989-356—8805; http://
thunderbay.noaa.gov/management/
advisory_council recruitment.html.

Authority: 16 U.S.C. 1431 et seq.

(Federal Domestic Assistance Catalog
Number 11.429 Marine Sanctuary Program)

Dated: May 21, 2019.
John Armor,

Director, Office of National Marine
Sanctuaries, National Ocean Service,
National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration.
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DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

RIN 0648—-XH047

Western Pacific Fishery Management
Council; Public Meetings

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

ACTION: Notice of public meetings and a
partially closed meeting.

SUMMARY: The Western Pacific Fishery
Management Council (Council) will
hold its 132nd Scientific and Statistical
Committee (SSC) meeting, Fishery Data
Collection and Research Committee
(FDCRC), 178th Council meeting and
associated meetings to take actions on
fishery management issues in the
Western Pacific Region. A portion of the
Council’s Executive, Budget and
Legislative Standing Committee meeting
will be closed to the public for a briefing
on litigation by counsel.

DATES: The meetings will be held
between June 18 and June 27, 2019. For
specific times and agendas, see
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION.

ADDRESSES: The 132nd SSC, FDCRG, the
Council’s Executive, Budget and
Legislative Standing Committee and
Pelagic and International Standing
Committee meetings will be held at the
Council office, 1164 Bishop Street, Suite
1400, Honolulu, HI 96813, phone: (808)
522-8220. The 178th Council meeting
will be held at the Laniakea YWCA,
Fuller Hall, 1040 Richards Street,
Honolulu HI 96813, phone: (808) 538—
7061. The Fishers Forum will be held at
the Ala Moana Hotel, 410 Atkinson Dr,
Honolulu, HI 96814, phone: (808) 955—
4811.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION: Contact Kitty
M. Simonds, Executive Director,
Western Pacific Fishery Management
Council; phone: (808) 522-8220.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 132nd
SSC meeting will be held between 8:30
a.m. and 5 p.m. on June 18-20, 2019.
The FDCRC meeting will be held
between 8:30 a.m. and 12 noon on June
24, 2019. The Executive, Budget and
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Legislative Standing Committee meeting
will be held on June 24, 2019, between
9 a.m. and 11 a.m. The portion of the
Executive, Budget and Legislative
Standing Committee meeting from 9:30
a.m. to 10 a.m. will be closed to the
public in accordance with Section
302(i)(3)(A)(i) of the Magnuson-Stevens
Fishery Conservation and Management
Act (MSA) for a briefing on litigation by
counsel. The Pelagic and International
Standing Committee will be held on
June 24, 2019, between 1 p.m. and 3
p-m. The 178th Council meeting will be
held between 8:30 a.m. and 5 p.m. on
June 25-27, 2019. On June 25, 2019, the
Council will host a Fishers Forum
between 6 p.m. and 9 p.m.

Agenda items noted as “Final Action
Items” refer to actions that result in
Council transmittal of a proposed
fishery management plan, proposed
plan amendment, or proposed
regulations to the U.S. Secretary of
Commerce, under Sections 304 or 305 of
the MSA. In addition to the agenda
items listed here, the Council and its
advisory bodies will hear
recommendations from Council
advisors. An opportunity to submit
public comment will be provided
throughout the agendas. The order in
which agenda items are addressed may
change and will be announced in
advance at the Council meeting. The
meetings will run as late as necessary to
complete scheduled business.
Background documents will be available
from, and written comments should be
sent to, Kitty M. Simonds, Executive
Director; Western Pacific Fishery
Management Council, 1164 Bishop
Street, Suite 1400, Honolulu, HI 96813,
phone: (808) 522—-8220 or fax: (808)
522-8226.

Agenda for 132nd SSC Meeting

Tuesday, June 18, 2019, 8:30 a.m. to 5
p.-m.
1. Introductions
2. Approval of Draft Agenda and
Assignment of Rapporteurs
3. Status of the 131st SSC Meeting
Recommendations
4. Report from Pacific Islands Fisheries
Science Center Director
A. Status of Council Research
Priorities for the FY 2019 Annual
Guidance Memo
5. Program Planning and Research
A. Shifting Distributions and
Changing Productivity
B. Best Scientific Information
Available Policy Directive
C. SSC Workgroup Report
1. Modern Fish Act Process Paper
2. Road Map for Effective Spatial
Management

D. 2018 Annual Stock Assessment
and Fishery Evaluation Report and
Recommendations

1. Archipelagic Report Overview and
Highlights

2. Pelagic Report Overview and
Highlights

E. Public Comment

F. SSC Discussion and
Recommendations

6. Island Fisheries

A. Setting the Acceptable Biological
Catch (ABC) for the Main Hawaiian
Islands (MHI) Kona Crab

1. Risk of Overfishing (P*) Working
Group Report

2. Setting the ABC for the MHI Kona
Crabs (Action Item)

3. Social Ecological Economic
Management Uncertainty (SEEM*)
Working Group Report

B. Status of Opening MHI Bottomfish
Restricted Fishing Areas and
Revisions to Reporting
Requirements

C. Public Comment

D. SSC Discussion and
Recommendations

7. Protected Species

A. Oceanic Whitetip Shark Recovery
Planning Meeting

B. Evaluation of Potential Impacts of
Blue-Dyed Bait on Target Species
Catch Rates

C. Developing Tori Lines Minimum
Standards for the Hawaii Longline
Fishery

D. Status of Endangered Species Act
(ESA) Consultations for the Hawaii
Deep-Set Longline, American
Samoa Longline, and Bottomfish
Fisheries

E. Updates on ESA and Marine
Mammal Protection Act (MMPA)
Actions

F. Public Comment

G. SSC Discussion and
Recommendations

Wednesday, June 19, 2019, 8:30 a.m. to

5 p.m.
8. SSC Working Group Session

A. Potential Spatial Management
Approaches from the Hawaii
Shallow-Set Longline Biological
Opinion

B. Pacific Insular Fisheries—
Monitoring and Assessment
Planning Summit

9. Pelagic Fisheries

A. American Samoa Longline Fishery
Report

B. Hawaii Longline Report Fishery
Report

C. Territorial Bigeye Tuna Catch and/
or Allocation Limits (Action Item)

D. Pacific Community (SPC) Tuna
Tissue Bank

E. Pelagic Fisheries Research Plan

Updates

1. Update on Ancillary Pelagic
Indicators

2. Analysis on Oceanic Whitetip
Shark Catch Per Unit Effort (CPUE)

F. Hawaii Longline Fisheries

1. Shallow-Set Longline Biological
Opinion

2. Consideration of Additional
Mitigation Measures Under the
Shallow-Set Longline Biological
Opinion Reasonable and Prudent
Measures

3. Update on Electronic Reporting in
the Hawaii Longline Fisheries

G. International Fisheries Meetings

1. 2019 Inter-American Tropical Tuna
Commission (IATTC) Scientific
Advisory Committee (SAC) Meeting

2. Outcomes of United Nations
Boundaries Beyond National
Jurisdiction (UN-BBN]J) Meeting

H. Public Comment

I. SSC Discussion and
Recommendations

Thursday, June 20, 2019, 8:30 a.m. to 5
p.m.
10. Other Business
A. 133rd SSC Meetings Dates
11. Summary of SSC Recommendations
to the Council

Agenda for the FDCRC Meeting

Monday, June 24, 2019, 8:30 a.m. to 12
noon

1. Welcome Remarks and Introductions

2. Update on Previous FDCRC
Recommendations

3. Regulations for Mandatory License
and Reporting

A. Guam

B. Commonwealth of Northern
Mariana Islands (CNMI)

4. Data Collection Improvement Updates
A. American Samoa Department of
Marine and Wildlife Resources

(DMWR)

B. Guam Division of Aquatic and
Wildlife Resources (DAWR)

C. CNMI Department of Land and
Natural Resources (DLNR)—
Division of Fish and Wildlife (DFW)

D. Hawaii DLNR—Division of Aquatic
Resources (DAR)

E. Guam Bureau of Statistics and
Plans (BSP)

F. Western Pacific Regional Fishery
Management Council

G. National Marine Fisheries Service
(NMFS)—Pacific Island Fisheries
Science Center (PIFSC)

5. Pacific Insular Fisheries—Monitoring
and Assessment Planning Summit
(PIF-MAPS)

6. Interview of FDCRC members for the
PIF-MAPS

7. FDCRC Strategic Plan and Marine
Recreational Information Program
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(MRIP) Regional Implementation
Plan Updates

8. Report on FDCRC-Technical
Committee

9. Public Comment

10. Discussions and Recommendations

Agenda for the Executive, Budget and
Legislative Standing Committee

Monday, June 24, 2019, 9 a.m. to 11
a.m.

1. Financial Reports

2. Administrative Reports

3. CLOSED SESSION (MSA
§ 302(i)(3)(A)(ii))—Status of
Litigation (9:30 a.m.—10 a.m.)

4. Council Standard Operating Policies
and Procedures (SOPP)

5. Report on May Council Coordination
Committee Meeting

6. Council Family Changes

7. Council staff coordination workshop
with NMFS

8. Sustainable Fisheries Fund Marine
Conservation Fund

9. Meetings and Workshops

10. Other Issues

11. Public Comment

12. Discussion and Recommendations

Agenda for the Pelagic and
International Standing Committee

Monday, June 24, 2019, 1 p.m. to 3 p.m.

1. Hawaii Shallow-Set Longline Fishery

A. Biological Opinion

B. Managing Loggerhead and
Leatherback Sea Turtle Interactions
in the Hawaii-based Shallow-Set
Longline Fishery (Final Action)

C. Consideration of Additional
Mitigation Measures under the
Biological Opinion Reasonable and
Prudent Measures

2. Update on Electronic Reporting in
Hawaii Longline Fisheries
3. US Territory Longline Bigeye Catch/
Allocation Limits (Initial Action)
4. International Fisheries
A. 2019 IATTC-SAC Meeting
B. Outcomes of UN-BBN]J Meeting
5. Advisory Group Report and
Recommendations
A. Advisory Panel
B. Scientific & Statistical Committee
6. Public Comment
7. Standing Committee
Recommendations

Agenda for 178th Council Meeting

Tuesday, June 25, 2019, 8:30 a.m. to 5
p.m.

1. Welcome and Introductions

2. Approval of the 178th Agenda

3. Approval of the 176th and 177th
Meeting Minutes

4. Executive Director’s Report

5. Agency Reports

A. National Marine Fisheries Service

1. Pacific Islands Regional Office

2. Pacific Islands Fisheries Science
Center

B. NOAA Office of General Counsel,
Pacific Islands Section

C. U.S. State Department

D. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

E. Enforcement

1. U.S. Coast Guard

a. Search and Rescue Presentation

2. NOAA Office of Law Enforcement

3. NOAA Office of General Counsel,
Enforcement Section

F. Public Comment

G. Council Discussion and Action

6. Hawaii Archipelago & Pacific Remote

Island Area

A. Moku Pepa

B. Legislative Report

C. Enforcement Issues

D. Main Hawaiian Islands Kona Crab
Annual Catch Limits (ACL)

1. P* Working Group Report

2. SEEM* Working Group Report

3. Options for Specifying ACLs for the
Main Hawaiian Islands Kona Crab
(Final Action)

E. Report on MHI Bottomfish
Restricted Fishing Areas

F. Education and Outreach Initiatives

G. Fishery Ecosystem Plan (FEP)
Amendment to Precious Coral
Essential Fish Habitat (EFH) (Final
Action)

H. Advisory Group Report and
Recommendations

1. Advisory Panel

2. Archipelagic Plan Team

3. Scientific & Statistical Committee

1. Public Comment

J. Council Discussion and Action

7. Protected Species

A. French Frigate Shoals Green Turtle
Research Plans

B. Oceanic Whitetip Shark Recovery
Planning Meeting

C. Developing Tori Line Minimum
Standards for the Hawaii Longline
Fishery

D. Status of ESA Consultations for the
Hawaii Deep-Set Longline,
American Samoa Longline, and
Bottomfish Fisheries

E. Updates on ESA and MMPA
Actions

F. Advisory Group Report and
Recommendations

1. Advisory Panel

2. Protected Species Advisory
Committee

3. Pelagic Plan Team

4. Scientific & Statistical Committee

G. Public Comment

H. Council Discussion and Action

Tuesday, June 25, 2019, 4 p.m.

8. Public Comment on Non-agenda
Items

Tuesday, June 25, 2019, 6 p.m.-9 p.m.

Fishers Forum—Fishing in the Future:
Emerging Technologies in Fisheries

Wednesday, June 26, 2019, 8:30 a.m.—5
p.m.

9. Program Planning and Research

A. National Legislative Report

B. Best Scientific Information
Available Policy Directive

C. SSC Working Group Reports

1. Next Steps for Addressing Blue
Ocean Marine Protected Areas
(MPA)

2. Process for Addressing the Modern
Fish Act

D. Summary of 2018 Annual SAFE
Report Updates

1. Archipelagic Annual SAFE Report

2. Pelagic Annual SAFE Report

E. Regional, National, & International
Outreach & Education

F. Advisory Group Report and
Recommendations

1. Advisory Panel

2. Archipelagic Plan Team

3. Pelagic Plan Team

4. Protected Species Advisory
Committee

5. Social Science Planning Committee

6. Fishery Data Collection and
Research Committee

7. Scientific & Statistical Committee

G. Public Comment

H. Council Discussion and Action

10. Pelagic & International Fisheries

A. American Samoa Longline Annual
Fishery Report

B. Hawaii Longline Annual Fishery
Report

C. Hawaii Shallow-Set Longline
Fishery

1. Biological Opinion

2. Managing Loggerhead and
Leatherback Sea Turtle Interactions
in the Hawaii-Based Shallow-Set
Longline Fishery (Final Action)

3. Consideration of Additional
Mitigation Measures Under the
BiOp Reasonable and Prudent
Measures

D. Update on Electronic Reporting in
the Hawaii Longline Fishery

E. U.S. Territory Longline Bigeye
Catch/Allocation Limits (Final
Action)

F. Overview of the Global Fishing
Watch

G. International Fisheries

1. IATTC

a. Report on IATTC 2019 Stock
Assessments

b. IATTC SAC Meeting 2019

2. Outcomes of UN BBNJ Meeting

3. Report on 33rd Biannual Meeting of
the Committee on Fisheries

H. Advisory Group Report and
Recommendations
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1. Advisory Panel

2. Protected Species Advisory
Committee

3. Pelagic Plan Team Meeting

4. Scientific & Statistical Committee

I. Standing Committee Report and
Recommendations

J. Public Comment

K. Council Discussion and Action

11. American Samoa Archipelago

A. Motu Lipoti

B. Fono Report

C. Enforcement Issues

D. Community Activities and Issues

1. Tuna Industry

2. Aunu’u Alia Development Project

3. Island Fisheries Inc. Fagatogo Fish
Market

4. U.S. Goast Guard Awareness
Training for American Samoa
Longline Crews

5. 20th Steinlager I’a Lapo’a Game
Fishing Tournament

6. American Samoa Government
Development Projects

E. Education and Outreach Initiatives

1. U.S. Pacific Territories Capacity-
Building Scholarship Program

F. Advisory Group Report and
Recommendations

1. Advisory Panel

2. Scientific & Statistical Committee

G. Public Comment

H. Council Discussion and Action

Thursday, June 27, 2019, 8:30 a.m. to 5
p.m.

12. Mariana Archipelago
A. Guam
1. Isla Informe
2. Legislative Report
3. Enforcement Issues
4. Community Activities and Issues
5. Education and Outreach Initiatives
B. CNMI
1. Arongol Falu
2. Legislative Report
3. Enforcement Issues
4. Community Activities and Issues
5. Education and Outreach Initiatives
C. Advisory Group Reports and
Recommendations
. Mariana Archipelago FEP Advisory
Panel
2. Scientific & Statistical Committee
D. Public Comment
E. Council Discussion and Action
13. Administrative Matters
A. Financial Reports
B. Administrative Reports
C. Council SOPP
D. Report of the May Council
Coordination Committee Meeting
E. Council Family Changes
1. Advisory Panel
2. FDCRC-Technical Committee
F. Meetings and Workshops
G. Standing Committee Report and
Recommendations

[N

H. Public Comment

1. Council Discussion and Action
14. Other Business

Non-emergency issues not contained
in this agenda may come before the
Council for discussion and formal
Council action during its 178th meeting.
However, Council action on regulatory
issues will be restricted to those issues
specifically listed in this document and
any regulatory issue arising after
publication of this document that
requires emergency action under section
305(c) of the Magnuson-Stevens Act,
provided the public has been notified of
the Council’s intent to take action to
address the emergency.

Special Accommodations

These meetings are accessible to
people with disabilities. Requests for
sign language interpretation or other
auxiliary aids should be directed to
Kitty M. Simonds, (808) 522—-8220
(voice) or (808) 522—8226 (fax), at least
5 days prior to the meeting date.

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

Dated: May 23, 2019.
Tracey L. Thompson,

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

[FR Doc. 2019-11149 Filed 5-28-19; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

Survey To Develop Estimates of
Marine-Related Economic Activity in
the United States; Withdrawal of Notice
for Proposed Information Collection;
Comment Request

AGENCY: National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration,
Commerce.

ACTION: Notice; withdrawal.

SUMMARY: This notice withdraws the
Department of Commerce’s May 22,
2019, notice for the Survey to Develop
Estimates of Marine-Related Economic
Activity in the United States. The
Department of Commerce is
withdrawing this notice requesting
comments published in the May 22,
2019 issue of the Federal Register
entitled “Survey to Develop Estimates of
Marine-Related Economic Activity in
the United States”.

DATES: Applicable May 23, 2019, the
document published at 84 FR 23525 on
May 22, 2019, is withdrawn.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Jennifer Jessup, Director of Policy and

Governance, PRA Clearance Officer,
Office of Policy, and Governance, Office
of the Chief Information Officer, Office
of the Secretary, Department of
Commerce, Room 6616, 14th and
Constitution Avenue NW, Washington,
DC 20230 (or via the internet at
pracomments@doc.gov).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Department of Commerce wishes to
inform the public it is withdrawing a
60-day public notice in the Federal
Register entitled, “Survey to Develop
Estimates of Marine-Related Economic
Activity in the United States” (84 FR
23525) published on May 22, 2019. This
notice was published in error and is
being withdrawn immediately for public
comment.

Sheleen Dumas,

Departmental Lead PRA Officer, Office of the
Chief Information Officer, Commerce
Department.

[FR Doc. 2019-11187 Filed 5-28-19; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 3510-08-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

RIN 0648—-XH039

Fisheries of the Gulf of Mexico and
South Atlantic; Southeast Data,
Assessment, and Review (SEDAR);
Public Meeting

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

ACTION: Notice of SEDAR 68 Stock ID
scoping webinar for Gulf of Mexico and
Atlantic scamp.

SUMMARY: The SEDAR 68 assessment of
Gulf of Mexico and Atlantic scamp will
consist of a Data workshop, a series of
assessment webinars, and a Review
workshop.

DATES: The SEDAR 68 Stock
Identification (ID) scoping webinar will
be held on Wednesday, June 19, 2019,
from 10 a.m. to 12 p.m., Eastern
Standard Time.

ADDRESSES: The meeting will be held
via webinar. The webinar is open to
members of the public. Those interested
in participating should contact Julie A.
Neer at SEDAR (see FOR FURTHER
INFORMATION CONTACT) to request an
invitation providing webinar access
information. Please request webinar
invitations at least 24 hours in advance
of each webinar.
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SEDAR address: 4055 Faber Place
Drive, Suite 201, North Charleston, SC
29405.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Julie
A. Neer, SEDAR Coordinator; (843) 571—
4366; email: Julie.neer@safmc.net.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The Gulf
of Mexico, South Atlantic, and
Caribbean Fishery Management
Councils, in conjunction with NOAA
Fisheries and the Atlantic and Gulf
States Marine Fisheries Commissions
have implemented the Southeast Data,
Assessment and Review (SEDAR)
process, a multi-step method for
determining the status of fish stocks in
the Southeast Region. SEDAR is a multi-
step process including: (1) Data
Workshop; (2) Assessment Process
utilizing webinars; and (3) Review
Workshop. The product of the Data
Workshop is a data report that compiles
and evaluates potential datasets and
recommends which datasets are
appropriate for assessment analyses.
The product of the Assessment Process
is a stock assessment report that
describes the fisheries, evaluates the
status of the stock, estimates biological
benchmarks, projects future population
conditions, and recommends research
and monitoring needs. The assessment
is independently peer reviewed at the
Review Workshop. The product of the
Review Workshop is a Summary
documenting panel opinions regarding
the strengths and weaknesses of the
stock assessment and input data.
Participants for SEDAR Workshops are
appointed by the Gulf of Mexico, South
Atlantic, and Caribbean Fishery
Management Councils and NOAA
Fisheries Southeast Regional Office,
HMS Management Division, and
Southeast Fisheries Science Center.
Participants include data collectors and
database managers; stock assessment
scientists, biologists, and researchers;
constituency representatives including
fishermen, environmentalists, and
NGO’s; International experts; and staff
of Councils, Commissions, and state and
federal agencies.

The items of discussion in the Stock
ID webinars are as follows:

1. Participants will use review genetic
studies, growth patterns, existing stock
definitions, prior SEDAR stock ID
recommendations, and any other
relevant information on scamp stock
structure.

2. Participants will make
recommendations on biological stock
structure and define the unit stock or
stocks to be addressed through this
assessment.

Although non-emergency issues not
contained in this agenda may come

before this group for discussion, those
issues may not be the subject of formal
action during this meeting. Action will
be restricted to those issues specifically
identified in this notice and any issues
arising after publication of this notice
that require 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

The meeting is physically accessible
to people with disabilities. Requests for
sign language interpretation or other
auxiliary aids should be directed to the
Council office (see ADDRESSES) at least 5
business days prior to each workshop.

Note: The times and sequence specified in
this agenda are subject to change.

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

Dated: May 23, 2019.
Tracey L. Thompson,

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

[FR Doc. 2019-11147 Filed 5-28—19; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-P

BUREAU OF CONSUMER FINANCIAL
PROTECTION

[Docket No. CFPB—2019-0029]

Agency Information Collection
Activities: Submission for OMB
Review; Comment Request

AGENCY: Bureau of Consumer Financial
Protection.
ACTION: Notice and request for comment.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995
(PRA), the Bureau of Consumer
Financial Protection (Bureau) is
requesting to renew the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB)
approval for an existing information
collection titled, “Equal Credit
Opportunity Act (Regulation B) 12 CFR
1002.”

DATES: Written comments are
encouraged and must be received on or
before June 28, 2019 to be assured of
consideration.

ADDRESSES: Comments in response to
this notice are to be directed towards
OMB and to the attention of the OMB
Desk Officer for the Bureau of Consumer
Financial Protection. You may submit
comments, identified by the title of the
information collection, OMB Control
Number (see below), and docket number
(see above), by any of the following
methods:

e Electronic: http://
www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments.

e Email: OIRA submission@
omb.eop.gov.

e Fax:(202) 395-5806.

e Mail: Office of Management and
Budget, New Executive Office Building,
Room 10235, Washington, DC 20503.

In general, all comments received will
become public records, including any
personal information provided.
Sensitive personal information, such as
account numbers or Social Security
numbers, should not be included.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Documentation prepared in support of
this information collection request is
available at www.reginfo.gov (this link
becomes active on the day following
publication of this notice). Select
“Information Collection Review,” under
“Currently under review, use the
dropdown menu “Select Agency” and
select “Consumer Financial Protection
Bureau” (recent submissions to OMB
will be at the top of the list). The same
documentation is also available at
http://www.regulations.gov. Requests for
additional information should be
directed to Darrin King, PRA Officer, at
(202) 435-9575, or email: CFPB_PRA@
cfpb.gov. If you require this document
in an alternative electronic format,
please contact CFPB_Accessibility@
cfpb.gov. Please do not submit
comments to these email boxes.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Title of Collection: Equal Credit
Opportunity Act (Regulation B) 12 CFR
1002.

OMB Control Number: 3170-0013.

Type of Review: Revision of a
currently approved collection.

Affected Public: Private Sector.

Estimated Number of Respondents:
472,000.

Estimated Total Annual Burden
Hours: 1,220,992.

Abstract: The Equal Credit
Opportunity Act (“ECOA”) was enacted
to ensure that credit is made available
to all creditworthy applicants without
discrimination on the basis of sex,
marital status, race, color, religion,
national origin, age, or other prohibited
bases under the ECOA. The ECOA
allows for creditors to collect
information for self-testing against these
criteria, while not allowing creditors to
use this information in making credit
decisions of applicants. For certain
mortgage applications, the ECOA
requires creditors to ask for some of the
prohibited information for monitoring
purposes. In addition, for certain
mortgage applications, creditors are
required to send a copy of any appraisal
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or written valuation used in the
application process to the applicant in
a timely fashion.

The ECOA also prescribes that
creditors inform applicants of decisions
made on credit applications. In
particular, where creditors make
adverse actions on credit applications or
existing accounts, creditors must inform
consumers as to why the adverse action
was taken, such that credit applicants
can challenge errors or learn how to
become more creditworthy. Creditors
must retain all application information
for 25 months, including notices they
sent and any information related to
adverse actions.

Finally, the ECOA requires creditors
who furnish applicant information to a
consumer reporting agency to reflect
participation of the applicant’s spouse,
if the spouse if permitted to use or
contractually liable on the account.

Request for Comments: The Bureau
issued a 60-day Federal Register notice
on March 20, 2019, 84 FR 10301, Docket
Number: CFPB-2019-0012. Comments
were solicited and continue to be
invited on: (a) Whether the collection of
information is necessary for the proper
performance of the functions of the
Bureau, including whether the
information will have practical utility;
(b) The accuracy of the Bureau’s
estimate of the burden of the collection
of information, including the validity of
the methods and the assumptions used;
(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 reviewed
by OMB as part of its review of this
request. All comments will become a
matter of public record.

Dated: May 23, 2019.
Darrin A. King,

Paperwork Reduction Act Officer, Bureau of
Consumer Financial Protection.

[FR Doc. 2019-11186 Filed 5-28-19; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 4810-AM-P

BUREAU OF CONSUMER FINANCIAL
PROTECTION

[Docket No. CFPB—2019-0028]

Agency Information Collection
Activities: Submission for OMB
Review; Comment Request

AGENCY: Bureau of Consumer Financial
Protection.
ACTION: Notice and request for comment.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995
(PRA), the Bureau of Consumer
Financial Protection (Bureau) is
requesting to renew the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB)
approval for an existing information
collection titled, “Report of Terms of
Credit Card Plan.”

DATES: Written comments are
encouraged and must be received on or
before June 28, 2019 to be assured of
consideration.

ADDRESSES: Comments in response to
this notice are to be directed towards
OMB and to the attention of the OMB
Desk Officer for the Bureau of Consumer
Financial Protection. You may submit
comments, identified by the title of the
information collection, OMB Control
Number (see below), and docket number
(see above), by any of the following
methods:

e Electronic: http://
www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments.

e Email: OIRA submission@
omb.eop.gov.

e Fax:(202) 395-5806.

e Mail: Office of Management and
Budget, New Executive Office Building,
Room 10235, Washington, DC 20503.

In general, all comments received will
become public records, including any
personal information provided.
Sensitive personal information, such as
account numbers or Social Security
numbers, should not be included.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Documentation prepared in support of
this information collection request is
available at www.reginfo.gov (this link
becomes active on the day following
publication of this notice). Select
“Information Collection Review,” under
“Currently under review, use the
dropdown menu ‘““Select Agency”” and
select “Consumer Financial Protection
Bureau” (recent submissions to OMB
will be at the top of the list). The same
documentation is also available at
http://www.regulations.gov. Requests for
additional information should be
directed to Darrin King, PRA Officer, at
(202) 435-9575, or email: CFPB_PRA@
cfpb.gov. If you require this document
in an alternative electronic format,
please contact CFPB_Accessibility@
cfpb.gov. Please do not submit
comments to these email boxes.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Title of Collection: Report of Terms of
Credit Card Plan.

OMB Control Number: 3170-0001.

Type of Review: Revision of a
currently approved collection.

Affected Public: Private Sector.

Estimated Number of Respondents:
175.

Estimated Total Annual Burden
Hours: 63.

Abstract: Form FR 2572 collects data
on credit card pricing and availability
from a sample of at least 150 financial
institutions that offer credit cards. The
data enable the Bureau of Consumer
Financial Protection to present
information to the public on terms of
credit card plans. The Bureau has
introduced an online channel for
submission that has driven down
burden costs for participating
institutions.

Request for Comments: The Bureau
issued a 60-day Federal Register notice
on March 20, 2019, 84 FR 10301, Docket
Number: CFPB-2019-0013. Comments
were solicited and continue to be
invited on: (a) Whether the collection of
information is necessary for the proper
performance of the functions of the
Bureau, including whether the
information will have practical utility;
(b) The accuracy of the Bureau’s
estimate of the burden of the collection
of information, including the validity of
the methods and the assumptions used;
(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 reviewed
by OMB as part of its review of this
request. All comments will become a
matter of public record.

Dated: May 23, 2019.
Darrin A. King,

Paperwork Reduction Act Officer, Bureau of
Consumer Financial Protection.

[FR Doc. 2019-11185 Filed 5-28-19; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4810-AM-P

CORPORATION FOR NATIONAL AND
COMMUNITY SERVICE

Agency Information Collection
Activities; Submission to the Office of
Management and Budget for Review
and Approval; Comment Request;
Application Package for the
AmeriCorps National Civlian
Community Corps (NCCC) Project
Sponsor Application; Proposed
Information Collection; Comment
Request

AGENCY: Corporation for National and
Community Service.

ACTION: Notice.



mailto:OIRA_submission@omb.eop.gov
mailto:OIRA_submission@omb.eop.gov
mailto:CFPB_Accessibility@cfpb.gov
mailto:CFPB_Accessibility@cfpb.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
mailto:CFPB_PRA@cfpb.gov
mailto:CFPB_PRA@cfpb.gov
http://www.reginfo.gov

Federal Register/Vol. 84, No. 103/ Wednesday, May 29, 2019/ Notices

24765

SUMMARY: The Corporation for National
and Community Service (CNCS) has
submitted a public information
collection request (ICR) entitled the
AmeriCorps National Civilian
Community Corps (NCCC) Service
Project Application for review and
approval in accordance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act.

DATES: Comments may be submitted,
identified by the title of the information
collection activity, by June 28, 2019.
ADDRESSES: Comments may be
submitted, identified by the title of the
information collection activity, to the
Office of Information and Regulatory
Affairs, Attn: Ms. Sharon Mar, OMB
Desk Officer for the Corporation for
National and Community Service, by
any of the following two methods
within 30 days from the date of
publication in the Federal Register:

(1) By fax to: 202-395-6974,
Attention: Ms. Sharon Mar, OMB Desk
Officer for the Corporation for National
and Community Service; or

(2) By email to: smar@omb.eop.gov.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Copies of this ICR, with applicable
supporting documentation, may be
obtained by calling the Corporation for
National and Community Service, Jacob
Sgambati, at 202—606—6839 or by email
to jsgambati@cns.gov. Individuals who
use a telecommunications device for the
deaf (TTY-TDD) may use our web chat
for alternative communication:
www.NationalService.gov/contact-us.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The OMB
is particularly interested in comments
which:

¢ Evaluate whether the proposed
collection of information is necessary
for the proper performance of the
functions of CNCS, including whether
the information will have practical
utility;

¢ Evaluate the accuracy of the
agency’s estimate of the burden of the
proposed collection of information,
including the validity of the
methodology and assumptions;

e Propose ways to enhance the
quality, utility, and clarity of the
information to be collected; and

e Propose ways to minimize the
burden of the collection of information
on those who are to respond, including
through the use of appropriate
automated, electronic, mechanical, or
other technological collection
techniques or other forms of information
technology.

Comments

A 60-day Notice requesting public
comment was published in the Federal
Register on March 18, 2019 at 84 FR

9767. This comment period ended May
17, 2019. No public comments were
received from this Notice.

Title of Collection: AmeriCorps NCCC
Service Project Application.

OMB Control Number: 3045-0010.
Type of Review: Renewal.

Respondents/Affected Public:
Current/prospective AmeriCorps NCCC
Project Sponsors.

Total Estimated Number of Annual
Responses: 1,800.

Total Estimated Number of Annual
Burden Hours: 17,100 hours.

Abstract: The AmeriCorps NCCC
Service Project Application is
completed by organizations interested
in sponsoring an AmeriCorps NCCC
team. Each year, AmeriCorps NCCC
engages teams of members in projects in
communities across the United States.
Service projects, which typically last
from six to eight weeks, address critical
needs in natural and other disasters,
infrastructure improvement,
environmental stewardship and
conservation, energy conservation, and
urban and rural development. Members
construct and rehabilitate low-income
housing, respond to natural disasters,
clean up streams, help communities
develop emergency plans, and address
other local needs. CNCS seeks to renew
the current information collection. The
revisions are intended to improve the
ability to assess prospective AmeriCorps
NCCC sponsors. The information
collection will otherwise be used in the
same manner as the existing
application. CNCS also seeks to
continue using the current application
until the revised application is
approved by OMB. The current
application is due to expire on July 31,
2019.

Dated: May 21, 2019.
Jacob Sgambati,
Acting Deputy Director.
[FR Doc. 2019-11120 Filed 5-28-19; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6050-28-P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Department of the Air Force

U.S. Air Force Exclusive Software
License

AGENCY: Air Force Research Laboratory
Information Directorate, Rome, New
York, Department of the Air Force, DoD.
ACTION: Notice of intent to issue an
exclusive software license.

SUMMARY: Pursuant to the Code of
Federal Regulations, which implements
Public Law, the Department of the Air
Force announces its intention to grant

On The Curb, Inc., a New York
corporation, having a place of business
at 326 Broad Street, Utica, New York
13501, an exclusive license under the
authority of Section 801 of Public Law
113-66 (2014 National Defense
Authorization Act) limited to the field
of use in Finance, Hospitality, and
Consumer Products, to any right, title
and interest the United States Air Force
has in: Data Sculptor Version 1 and Data
Sculptor Version 2 Source Code and
Software Documentation (collectively
“Licensed Software”’).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: An
exclusive license in the aforesaid field
of use for this software will be granted
unless a written objection is received
within fifteen (15) days from the date of
publication of this Notice. Written
objections should be sent to: Stephen
Colenzo, Air Force Research Laboratory,
Office of the Staff Judge Advocate,
AFRL/RI]J, 26 Electronic Parkway, Rome,
New York 13441-4514. Email:
stephen.colenzo@us.af.mil; Telephone:
(315) 330—-2087; Facsimile (315) 330—
7583.

Carlinda N. Lotson,

Acting Air Force Federal Register Liaison
Officer.

[FR Doc. 2019-11112 Filed 5-28-19; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 5001-10-P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Defense Acquisition Regulations
System

[Docket Number DARS-2019-0005; OMB
Control Number 0704-0216]

Information Collection Requirement;
Defense Federal Acquisition
Regulation Supplement (DFARS);
Bonds and Insurance; Submission for
OMB Review; Comment Request

AGENCY: Defense Acquisition
Regulations System, Department of
Defense (DoD).

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Defense Acquisition
Regulations System has submitted to
OMB for clearance, the following
proposal for collection of information
under the provisions of the Paperwork
Reduction Act.

DATES: Consideration will be given to all
comments received by June 28, 2019.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Title and OMB Number: Defense
Federal Acquisition Regulation
Supplement (DFARS) Part 228, Bonds
and Insurance, and related clauses at
252.228; OMB Control Number 0704—
0216.
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Needs and Uses: DoD uses the
information obtained through this
collection to determine (1) the
allowability of a contractor’s costs of
providing war-hazard benefits to its
employees; (2) the need for an
investigation regarding an accident that
occurs in connection with a contract;
and (3) whether a non-Spanish
contractor performing a service or
construction contract in Spain has
adequate insurance coverage.

Affected Public: Businesses or other
for-profit and not-for-profit institutions.

Respondent’s Obligation: Required to
obtain or retain benefits.

Frequency: On occasion.

Type of Request: Revision and
extension.

Number of Respondents: 274.

Responses per Respondent: 1.

Annual Responses: 274.

Average Burden per Response:
Approximately 2 hours.

Annual Burden Hours: 548.

Reporting Frequency: On Occasion.

OMB Desk Officer: Ms. Jasmeet
Seehra.

Comments and recommendations on
the proposed information collection
should be sent to Ms. Jasmeet Seehra,
DoD Desk Officer, at Oira_submission@
omb.eop.gov. Please identify the
proposed information collection by DoD
Desk Officer and the Docket ID number
and title of the information collection

You may also submit comments,
identified by docket number and title,
by the following method:

Federal eRulemaking Portal: http://
www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments.

DoD Clearance Officer: Ms. Angela
James.

Written requests for copies of the
information collection proposal should
be sent to Ms. James at whs.mc-
alex.esd. mbx.dd-dod-information-
collections@mail.mil.

Jennifer Lee Hawes,

Regulatory Control Officer, Defense
Acquisition Regulations System.

[FR Doc. 2019-11033 Filed 5-28-19; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 5001-06-P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Defense Acquisition Regulations
System

[Docket Number DARS-2019-0010; OMB
Control Number 0704—-0250]

Information Collection Requirements;
Defense Federal Acquisition
Regulation Supplement; DFARS Part
242, Contract Administration and
Related Clause in DFARS 252;
Submission for OMB Review;
Comment Request

AGENCY: Defense Acquisition
Regulations System, Department of
Defense (DoD).

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Defense Acquisition
Regulations System has submitted to
OMB for clearance, the following
proposal for collection of information
under the provisions of the Paperwork
Reduction Act.

DATES: Consideration will be given to all
comments received by June 28, 2019.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Title and OMB Number: Information
Collection in Support of the Defense
Federal Acquisition Regulation
Supplement (DFARS) Part 242; Contract
Administration and related clause in
DFARS 252; OMB Control Number
0704-0250.

Needs and Uses: The Government
requires this information in order to
perform its contract administration
functions. The information required by
DFARS clause 252.242—-7004, Material
Management and Accounting System, is
used by contracting officers to
determine if contractor material
management and accounting systems
conform to established DoD standards.

Affected Public: Businesses or other
for-profit and not-for- profit institutions.

Respondent’s Obligation: Required to
obtain or retain benefits.

Frequency: On occasion.

Type of Request: Revision.

Number of Respondents: 261.

Responses per Respondent: 1.

Annual Responses: 261.

Average Burden per Response: 475
hours.

Annual Burden Hours: 123,975.

Reporting Frequency: On Occasion.

OMB Desk Officer: Ms. Jasmeet
Seehra.

Comments and recommendations on
the proposed information collection
should be sent to Ms. Jasmeet Seehra,
DoD Desk Officer, at Oira_submission@
omb.eop.gov. Please identify the
proposed information collection by DoD
Desk Officer and the Docket ID number
and title of the information collection.

You may also submit comments,
identified by docket number and title,
by the following method:

Federal eRulemaking Portal: http://
www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments.

DoD Clearance Officer: Ms. Angela
James.

Written requests for copies of the
information collection proposal should
be sent to Ms. James at whs.mc-
alex.esd.mbx.dd-dod-information-
collections@mail.mil.

Jennifer Lee Hawes,

Regulatory Control Officer, Defense
Acquisition Regulations System.

[FR Doc. 2019-11028 Filed 5-28-19; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 5001-06—-P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Department of the Navy

Meeting of the U.S. Naval Academy
Board of Visitors

AGENCY: Department of the Navy, DoD.
ACTION: Notice of partially closed
meeting.

SUMMARY: The U.S. Naval Academy
Board of Visitors will meet to make such
inquiry, as the Board shall deem
necessary, into the state of morale and
discipline, the curriculum, instruction,
physical equipment, fiscal affairs, and
academic methods of the Naval
Academy.

DATES: The open session of the meeting
will be held on September 16, 2019,
from 9:00 a.m. to 11:15 a.m. The
executive session held from 11:15 a.m.
to 12:00 p.m. will be the closed portion
of the meeting.

ADDRESSES: The meeting will be held at
the Library of Congress in Washington,
DC. The meeting will be handicap
accessible.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Lieutenant Commander Lawrence
Heyworth IV, USN, Executive Secretary
to the Board of Visitors, Office of the
Superintendent, U.S. Naval Academy,
Annapolis, MD 21402-5000, 410-293—
1503.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
notice of meeting is provided per the
Federal Advisory Committee Act, as
amended (5 U.S.C. App.). The executive
session of the meeting from 11:15 a.m.
to 12:00 p.m. on September 16, 2019,
will consist of discussions of new and
pending administrative or minor
disciplinary infractions and non-judicial
punishments involving midshipmen
attending the Naval Academy to include
but not limited to, individual honor or
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conduct violations within the Brigade,
the disclosure of which would
constitute a clearly unwarranted
invasion of personal privacy. For this
reason, the executive session of this
meeting will be closed to the public, as
the discussion of such information
cannot be adequately segregated from
other topics, which precludes opening
the executive session of this meeting to
the public. Accordingly, the Department
of the Navy/Assistant for
Administration has determined in
writing that the meeting shall be
partially closed to the public because
the discussions during the executive
session from 11:15 a.m. to 12:00 p.m.
will be concerned with matters
protected under sections 552b(c)(5), (6),
and (7) of title 5, United States Code.

Authority: 5 U.S.C. 552b.
Dated: May 23, 2019.
M.S. Werner,

Commander, Judge Advocate General’s Corps,
U.S. Navy, Federal Register Liaison Officer.

[FR Doc. 2019-11122 Filed 5-28-19; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3810-FF-P

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
[Docket No.: ED-2019-ICCD-0034]

Agency Information Collection
Activities; Submission to the Office of
Management and Budget for Review
and Approval; Comment Request;
National Teacher and Principal Survey
of 2020-2021 (NTPS 2020-21)
Preliminary Field Activities

AGENCY: National Center for Education
Statistics (NCES), Department of
Education (ED).

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, ED is
proposing a revision of an existing
information collection.

DATES: Interested persons are invited to
submit comments on or before June 28,
2019.

ADDRESSES: To access and review all the
documents related to the information
collection listed in this notice, please
use http://www.regulations.gov by
searching the Docket ID number ED-
2019-ICCD-0034. Comments submitted
in response to this notice should be
submitted electronically through the
Federal eRulemaking Portal at http://
www.regulations.gov by selecting the
Docket ID number or via postal mail,
commercial delivery, or hand delivery.
If the regulations.gov site is not

available to the public for any reason,
ED will temporarily accept comments at
ICDocketMgr@ed.gov. Please include the
docket ID number and the title of the
information collection request when
requesting documents or submitting
comments. Please note that comments
submitted by fax or email and those
submitted after the comment period will
not be accepted. Written requests for
information or comments submitted by
postal mail or delivery should be
addressed to the Director of the
Information Collection Clearance
Division, U.S. Department of Education,
550 12th Street SW, PCP, Room 9089,
Washington, DC 20202-0023.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
specific questions related to collection
activities, please contact Kashka
Kubzdela, 202—245-7377 or email
NCES.Information.Collections@ed.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Department of Education (ED), in
accordance with the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995 (PRA) (44 U.S.C.
3506(c)(2)(A)), provides the general
public and Federal agencies with an
opportunity to comment on proposed,
revised, and continuing collections of
information. This helps the Department
assess the impact of its information
collection requirements and minimize
the public’s reporting burden. It also
helps the public understand the
Department’s information collection
requirements and provide the requested
data in the desired format. ED is
soliciting comments on the proposed
information collection request (ICR) that
is described below. The Department of
Education is especially interested in
public comment addressing the
following issues: (1) Is this collection
necessary to the proper functions of the
Department; (2) will this information be
processed and used in a timely manner;
(3) is the estimate of burden accurate;
(4) how might the Department enhance
the quality, utility, and clarity of the
information to be collected; and (5) how
might the Department minimize the
burden of this collection on the
respondents, including through the use
of information technology. Please note
that written comments received in
response to this notice will be
considered public records.

Title of Collection: National Teacher
and Principal Survey of 2020-2021
(NTPS 2020-21) Preliminary Field
Activities.

OMB Control Number: 1850—-0598.

Type of Review: A revision of an
existing information collection.

Respondents/Affected Public:
Individuals or Households.

Total Estimated Number of Annual
Responses: 10,525.

Total Estimated Number of Annual
Burden Hours: 3,322.

Abstract: The National Teacher and
Principal Survey (NTPS), conducted
biennially by the National Center for
Education Statistics (NCES), is a system
of related questionnaires that provides
descriptive data on the context of
elementary and secondary education.
Redesigned from the Schools and
Staffing Survey (SASS) with a focus on
flexibility, timeliness, and integration
with other ED data, the NTPS system
allows for school, principal, and teacher
characteristics to be analyzed in relation
to one another. NTPS is an in-depth,
nationally representative survey of first
through twelfth grade public and private
school teachers, principals, and schools.
Kindergarten teachers in schools with at
least a first grade are also surveyed.
NTPS utilizes core content and a series
of rotating modules to allow timely
collection of important education trends
as well as trend analysis. Topics
covered include characteristics of
teachers, principals, schools, teacher
training opportunities, retention,
retirement, hiring, and shortages. The
next administration of NTPS was
originally planned for 2019-20 and the
NTPS 2019-20 preliminary activities
were approved in October 2018 with a
change request approved in February
2019 (OMB# 1850-0598 v.24-25).
However, due to staffing shortages at
NCES, NCES had to delay the NTPS
2019-20 administration by one year, to
the 2020-21 school year. No changes are
planned to the materials and procedures
approved for NTPS preliminary
activities (OMB# 1850-0598 v.24-25),
besides delaying all activities by one
year. This request provides the dates,
procedures, and materials for NTPS
2020-21 preliminary activities. After
NTPS 2020-21, NCES plans to
administer the next NTPS three years
later, during the 2023-24 school year.
Following the 2023—-24 administration,
NTPS is expected to be conducted every
2 years if resources allow.

Dated: May 23, 2019.
Stephanie Valentine,

PRA Coordinator, Information Collection
Clearance Program, Information Management
Branch, Office of the Chief Information
Officer.

[FR Doc. 2019-11118 Filed 5-28-19; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4000-01-P
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DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Notice of Orders Issued Under Section
3 of the Natural Gas Act During April
2019

FE Docket Nos.

SOLENSA S.A. DE C.V
DOMINION ENERGY FUEL
SERVICES, INC.

19-42-LNG
19-49-NG

AGENCY: Office of Fossil Energy,

They are also available for inspection
and copying in the U.S. Department of
Energy (FE-34), Division of Natural Gas
Regulation, Office of Regulation,
Analysis, and Engagement, Office of

FE Docket Nos Fossil Energy, Docket Room 3E-033,
~_ Department of Energy. Forrestal Building, 1000 Independence
COMANCHE TRAIL PIPELINE, | 19-36-NG ACTION: Notice of orders. Avenue SW, Washington, DC 20585,

LLC. :
DRIFTWOOD LNG LLC .......... 16-144-LNG SUMMARY: The Office of Fossil Energy (202) 286_9478hﬂﬁe DOCkfet .Room 18 d
BLUE ROADS SOLUTIONS, | 19-37-LNG (FE) of the Department of Energy gives ~ 0Pen between the hours of 8:00 a.m. an

LLC. notice that during April 2019, it issued ~ 4:30 p-m., Monday through Friday,
M’QTAEMEE %_'C‘%RTHEAST 19-38-NG orders granting authority to import and ~ €Xcept Federal holidays.

EXCELERATE ENERGY GAS | 19-39-NG export natural gas, to import and export Issued in Washington, DC, on May 23,

MARKETING, LIMITED liquefied natural gas (LNG), and a 2019.

PARTNERSHIP. procedural order. These orders are
EL PASO MARKETING COM- | 19-40-NG summarized in the attached appendix Al.ny Sweel.le.y’. .

PANY, L.L.C. d be f d the FE bsite at Director, Division of Natural Gas Regulation.
OMIMEX CANADA, LTD ......... 19-48-NG and may be lound on the tiu websile a
FERUS NATURAL GAS 19-41-LNG https://www.energy.gov/fe/listing-doefe- ~ Appendix

FUELS INC. authorizationsorders-issued-2019.

DOE/FE ORDERS GRANTING IMPORT/EXPORT AUTHORIZATIONS

4368 .......cccc..... 04/09/19 | 19-36-NG ..... | Comanche Trail Pipeline, LLC ............ Order 4368 granting blanket authority to import/ex-
port natural gas from/to Mexico.

PO oo 04/10/19 | 16—144-LNG Driftwood LNG LLC ......cccevvreiiicen. Procedural Order Dismissing Industrial Energy
Consumers of America’s Motion to Intervene and
Protest and accepting late-filed comments.

4369 .....ccoeene. 04/16/19 | 19-37-LNG ... | Blue Roads Solutions, LLC ................. Order 4369 granting blanket authority to import/ex-
port LNG from/to Canada/Mexico by truck.

4370 ...ooveene. 04/16/19 | 19-38-NG ..... | Maritimes & Northeast Pipeline, L.L.C | Order 4370 granting blanket authority to import/ex-
port natural gas from/to Canada.

4371 04/16/19 | 19-39-NG ..... | Excelerate Energy Gas Marketing, | Order 4371 granting blanket authority to import

Limited Partnership. LNG from various international sources by ves-

sel.

4375 i 04/17/19 | 19-40-NG ..... | El Paso Marketing Company, L.L.C .... | Order 4375 granting blanket authority to import/ex-
port natural gas from/to Canada/Mexico.

4376 ..o 04/22/19 | 19-48-NG ..... | Omimex Canada, Ltd .........cccceecvrnene Order 4376 granting blanket authority to import/ex-
port natural gas from/to Canada.

4377 e 04/28/19 | 19-41-LNG ... | Ferus Natural Gas Fuels Inc ............... Order 4377 granting blanket authority to import/ex-
port LNG from/to Canada by truck.

4378 ...covie 04/28/19 | 19-42-LNG ... | Solensa S.A. de C.V .....cccevvvvrirnnenne Order 4378 granting blanket authority to export
LNG to Mexico by truck.

4379 ..o 04/28/19 | 19-49-NG ..... | Dominion Energy Fuel Services, Inc ... | Order 4379 granting blanket authority to import/ex-
port natural gas from/to Canada.

[FR Doc. 2019-11158 Filed 5-28-19; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 6450-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Record of Decision; Boardman-to-lone
69-kV Transmission Line

AGENCY: Bonneville Power
Administration (Bonneville),
Department of Energy (DOE).

ACTION: Record of decision (ROD).

SUMMARY: The Bonneville Power
Administration has decided to
implement a portion of the Agency
Preferred Alternative from the Final
Environmental Impact Statement and
Proposed Land Use Plan Amendments
for the Boardman to Hemingway
Transmission Line Project (DOI-BLM—
ORWA-V000-2012-0016—EIS, OROR-
065375, IDI-036029 and DOE/EIS-0507,

November 2016) (B2H Project Final

environmental effects of removing the
Boardman-to-Ione transmission line

EIS). More specifically, Bonneville has
decided to enter into an amended land
use agreement with the U.S. Navy
(Navy) concerning Bonneville’s existing
69-kilovolt (kV) Boardman-to-Ione
transmission line. This amended land
use agreement authorizes Bonneville’s
ongoing access to certain land on the
Navy’s Naval Weapon Systems Training
Facility Boardman (NWSTF Boardman)
in Morrow County, Oregon for
approximately 14 miles of the
Boardman-to-Ione transmission line,
while also including terms to trigger the
phased removal of this line off of
NWSTF Boardman if the B2H Project is
constructed.

Idaho Power Company (IPC) has
proposed to construct the approximately
290-mile-long B2H Project, a portion of
which would occupy the Boardman-to-
Ione transmission line right-of-way. The

from NWSTF Boardman were analyzed
in the B2H Project Final EIS, and
removal of this line was identified as
part of the Agency Preferred Alternative
in the Final EIS. The U.S. Bureau of
Land Management (BLM) was the lead
federal agency under the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) for
preparation of the B2H Project Final
EIS. Bonneville and nineteen other
public entities were involved in the EIS
as cooperating agencies under NEPA.
Bonneville hereby adopts the relevant
portions of the Final EIS to support its
decision to amend the Boardman-to-
Ione transmission line land use
agreement.

Several other federal agencies—
including the BLM, the U.S. Forest
Service, and the U.S. Bureau of
Reclamation—have issued approvals to
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IPC for portions of the B2H Project
under their jurisdiction. These
approvals have been for a B2H Project
route alignment that follows the Agency
Preferred Alternative in the Final EIS.
Bonneville’s decision to amend the
existing Boardman-to-Ione land use
agreement to allow for removal of the
line for the B2H Project is consistent
with these approvals.

ADDRESSES: This ROD will be available
to all interested parties and affected
persons and agencies. Copies of this
ROD can be obtained from Bonneville’s
Public Information Center, P.O. Box
3621, Portland, Oregon, 97208-3621; by
calling Bonneville’s nationwide toll-free
request line at 1-800-622—4520; or by
accessing Bonneville’s Project website
at: www.bpa.gov/goto/
BoardmanHemingway.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Jamie Murray, Supervisory Realty
Specialist, Bonneville Power
Administration—TERR-Kalispell; 2520
US Highway 2 E., Kalispell, MT 59912;
toll-free telephone number 1-800—622—
4519; or email jemurray@bpa.gov or
Katey Grange, Environmental Protection
Specialist, Bonneville Power
Administration—ECT—4, P.O. Box 3621,
Portland, Oregon, 97208-3621; toll-free
telephone number 1-800-622—4519; or
email kcgrange@bpa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

Bonneville is a federal agency that
owns and operates the majority of the
high-voltage electric transmission
system in the Pacific Northwest. This
system is referred to as the Federal
Columbia River Transmission System
(FCRTS). The 69-kV Boardman-to-Ione
transmission line is part of the FCRTS.
This line extends about 30 miles from
Bonneville’s Boardman Substation to
near the Ione Substation, both of which
are located in Morrow County, Oregon.
About 14 miles of the Boardman-to-Ione
transmission line is located along the
eastern and southern boundary of the
NWSTF Boardman, which is managed
by the Navy. This 14-mile-long section
currently occupies a 90-foot-wide right-
of-way. The structures in this section of
right-of-way have height restrictions
(100 feet) based on requirements to
operate within NWSTF Boardman. The
existing land use agreement between
Bonneville and the Navy was executed
in February of 1971 and subsequently
amended in March 2013. This existing
land use agreement allows Bonneville to
construct, reconstruct, operate,
maintain, and access the Boardman-to-
Ione transmission line in its current
location on NWSTF Boardman.

In 2007, IPC formally proposed the
B2H Project by initiating an application
process with the BLM to construct,
maintain, and operate the B2H Project
on BLM-managed lands. As proposed by
IPC, the project includes about 290
miles of single-circuit 500-kV
transmission line and other ancillary
facilities extending from the proposed
Longhorn Substation in Morrow County,
Oregon, to the existing Hemingway
Substation in Owyhee County, Idaho.

The BLM initiated a NEPA process for
consideration of IPC’s application by
publishing a Notice of Intent (NOI) to
prepare an EIS for the B2H Project in the
Federal Register on September 12, 2008.
Various federal agencies (including
Bonneville), state agencies, counties,
and other entities agreed to act as
cooperating agencies for the EIS. The
BLM then published a revised NOI in
the Federal Register on July 27, 2010 to
address 2010 revisions to the B2H
Project application by IPC.

The BLM, in coordination with the
cooperating agencies, published a Draft
EIS for the B2H Project on December 19,
2014. The Final EIS for the B2H Project
was published on November 28, 2016.
The Final EIS identified an Agency
Preferred Alternative for the B2H Project
that was composed of various segments
of the Project analyzed in the EIS. This
Agency Preferred Alternative included
the removal of the Boardman-to-Ione
transmission line from NWSTF
Boardman, along with potential
relocation of this line to nearby private
lands.

In November of 2017, the BLM issued
a ROD that authorized issuance of a
right-of-way grant to IPC for a 250-foot-
wide right-of-way for the B2H Project on
85.6 miles of BLM-managed lands,
consistent with the route alignment for
the Agency Preferred Alternative
identified in the Final EIS. In February
of 2018, the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation
published a ROD authorizing a right-of-
way grant to IPC for the portion of the
B2H Project right-of-way that crosses
about one mile of U.S. Bureau of
Reclamation lands under the Agency
Preferred Alternative. In November of
2018, the U.S. Forest Service issued a
ROD that selected the Agency Preferred
Alternative and approved an Electric
Transmission Line Easement Special
Use Authorization and associated forest
plan amendments, including terms and
conditions to IPC contained in an
easement. The RODs documenting other
federal agencies’ decisions are in
process.

On April 17, 2018, IPC submitted to
the Navy an application to obtain an
easement to construct about seven miles
of the B2H Project within Bonneville’s

existing Boardman-Ione transmission
line right-of-way on NWSTF Boardman,
consistent with the Agency Preferred
Alternative identified in the B2H Project
Final EIS. The easement application
states that if IPC constructs the B2H
Project within a portion of the
Boardman-to-Ione transmission line
right-of-way on NWSTF Boardman, then
IPC will remove the entire Bonneville
Boardman-to-Ione transmission line
currently on NWSTF Boardman. The
removal of the Boardman-to-Ione
transmission line will potentially occur
in phases. IPC’s application was deemed
complete by the Navy on May 16, 2018.

Alternatives Considered

Specific to the removal of the
Boardman-to-Ione transmission line
from NWSTF Boardman, the B2H
Project Final EIS identified and
evaluated three design options for the
removal and relocation of the
Boardman-to-Ione transmission line.
Design Option 1 involves partial
removal of this transmission line from
NWSTF Boardman. Design Option 2
involves full removal of this line from
NWSTF Boardman. Finally, Design
Option 3 also involves full Removal of
this line from NWSTF Boardman but
also includes construction of a new
step-down substation. These design
options are described in Section 2.5.2.1
of the Final EIS.

As part of implementing any of these
design options, amendment of the
existing land use agreement between
Bonneville and the Navy for the
Boardman-to-Ione transmission line on
NWSTF Boardman is required. The
amended land use agreement requires
the following conditions be met before
Bonneville relinquishes the right-of-way
for this line on the NWSTF Boardman:

e A new transmission line and
associated infrastructure on the east side
of Bombing Range Road be constructed
to allow Bonneville to continue service
to its customer(s);

e Bonneville is able to secure
transmission service under reasonable
terms and conditions or own capacity
on the new line to continue to provide
cost effective and reliable service to its
customer(s);

e The B2H Project funds the costs
associated with Bonneville
relinquishing the right-of-way and
replacing the existing service capability
and reliable service to its customer; and

¢ The resolution of any associated
real property or commercial issues.

Under the amended land use
agreement, if these conditions are
realized, Bonneville will relinquish,
potentially in phases, its right-of-way
along the boundary of NWSTF
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24770

Federal Register/Vol. 84, No. 103/ Wednesday, May 29, 2019/ Notices

Boardman. The Boardman-to-lone
transmission line removal timing, the
design of the transmission line to
replace the Boardman-to-Ione line, and
other supporting infrastructure needed
to meet service requirements will
depend on the construction of other
transmission infrastructure on the east
side of Bombing Range Road, across the
roadway from NWSTF Boardman.
Ultimately, if all Bonneville service and
reliability conditions are met and the
B2H Project is constructed, under the
amended land use agreement, the entire
Boardman-to-Ione transmission line will
be removed from NWSTF Boardman
within 10 years of the B2H Project being
placed in service.

If the B2H Project is not constructed
on NWSTF Boardman or the Navy does
not grant an easement to the B2H
project, all terms of the existing land use
agreement, including all previous
amendments, between Bonneville and
the Navy for the Boardman-to-Ione
transmission line right-of-way will
remain in place and unchanged.

The B2H Project Final EIS also
included a No Action Alternative.
Under the No Action Alternative,
Bonneville would not amend the
Boardman-to-Ione transmission line’s
land use agreement. The B2H Project
would not be constructed within the
existing Boardman-to-Ione transmission
line right-of-way. There would be no
changes to the location, operation,
maintenance, or Bonneville access for
the Boardman-to-Ione transmission line
on NWSTF Boardman. Because there
would be no ground disturbance or
other new environmental impacts
related to this portion of the existing
Boardman-to-Ione transmission line, the
No Action Alternative would be
considered the environmentally
preferable alternative for Bonneville’s
action that is the subject of this ROD.

Bonneville’s Rationale for Decision

In making its decision to amend the
land use agreement with the Navy for
the Boardman-to-Ione transmission line,
Bonneville has considered and balanced
a variety of relevant factors. Bonneville
considered the environmental impacts
described in the Final EIS, as well as
public comments received throughout
the NEPA process and on the Draft and
Final EISs. Bonneville also considered
the following Bonneville purposes (i.e.,
objectives) identified in the Final EIS:

e Maintain Bonneville’s transmission
system reliability and performance

e Meet Bonneville’s contractual and
statutory obligations

¢ Minimize impacts on the
environment

e Minimize costs while meeting
Bonneville’s power and transmission
service needs

Finally, Bonneville considered the
decisions by the BLM, U.S. Bureau of
Reclamation, and U.S. Forest Service to
grant respective approvals, in part,
based on the analysis contained in the
Final EIS for the B2H Project, for rights-
of-way over the lands they manage for
the Agency Preferred Alternative. After
considering and balancing all of these
factors, Bonneville has decided to
amend the land use agreement with the
Navy that authorizes the on-going
operation and maintenance of the 69-kV
Boardman-to-Ione transmission line on
NWSTF Boardman in Morrow County,
Oregon.

Amending the land use agreement
will not interfere with or otherwise
affect Bonneville’s ability to maintain
the stability and reliability of its
transmission system or for Bonneville to
meet contractual or statutory
obligations. The implementation of the
removal actions based on the reliability
and customer conditions identified in
the amended land use agreement will
ensure that any change in transmission
infrastructure will continue to meet
Bonneville’s system stability and
reliability needs and to provide service
to its customer(s).

The removal of the Boardman-to-Ione
transmission line from NWSTF
Boardman and any supporting
infrastructure construction, such as a
stepdown substation or access roads,
will likely result in impacts to soils,
land uses, vegetation, wildlife habitat,
and, potentially, some sensitive
resources. The impacts associated with
these activities were analyzed in the
B2H Project Final EIS, which also
identifies numerous mitigation
measures and required design features
to reduce, avoid, or compensate for B2H
Project impacts. IPC has committed to
implement these design features and
mitigation measures as part of the
development of the B2H Project.
Specific to removing the line, methods
would be used to minimize ground
disturbance and restrict vehicle access
in order to minimize potential
environmental impacts. In addition,
final removal plans would be
coordinated with NWSTF Boardman
personnel as well as Morrow County
Public Works, Oregon Department of
Transportation, adjacent landowners,
and other relevant agencies. As
additional site-specific information to
refine the location and nature of the
Boardman-to-Ione transmission line’s
removal activities are further known,
Bonneville may identify additional

necessary minimization and/or
mitigation actions.

Should the Boardman-to-Ione
transmission line be removed to
accommodate the B2H Project, the
estimated cost of the removal and
replacement activities will be about $16
million dollars, which will be paid for
by the B2H Project. Should the B2H
Project not be built, the Boardman-to-
Ione transmission line will remain in
place and there will be no costs
associated with removal and
replacement activities. Either way, costs
to Bonneville would be minimal to non-
existent.

Mitigation

A complete list of required
environmental protection measures
designed to avoid and/or minimize
environmental harm from B2H Project
construction, operation, and
maintenance activities, is available in
Chapter 2 (Table 2-7) of the Final EIS
and in Appendix D of BLM’s ROD. All
the mitigation measures that apply to
removal of the Boardman-to-Ione
transmission line from NWSTF
Boardman are adopted. IPC will be
responsible for implementing mitigation
measures for their actions identified in
the EIS. As additional site-specific
information to refine the location and
nature of the Boardman-to-Ione
transmission line’s removal activities
are further known, Bonneville may
identify additional necessary
minimization and/or mitigation actions.
Before Bonneville takes any action to
begin removal of the Boardman-to-lone
transmission line, Bonneville will
prepare a Mitigation Action Plan for all
mitigation it intends to implement.

Signed on the 13th day of May 2019.
Elliot E. Mainzer,
Administrator and Chief Executive Officer.
[FR Doc. 2019-11140 Filed 5-28-19; 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: ER18-855-000.

Applicants: Panoche Valley Solar,
LLC.

Description: Report Filing: Refund
Report of Panoche Valley Solar, LLC to
be effective N/A.

Filed Date: 5/21/19.

Accession Number: 20190521-5109.
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Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 6/11/19.

Docket Numbers: ER19-709-003.

Applicants: Entergy Louisiana, LLC.

Description: Tariff Amendment:
Entergy OpCos Reactive Power Update
to be effective 1/1/2019.

Filed Date: 5/22/19.

Accession Number: 20190522-5117.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 6/12/19.

Docket Numbers: ER19-1455-001.

Applicants: Wisconsin Public Service
Corporation.

Description: Tariff Amendment: TCJA
Supplemental Filing to be effective 1/1/
2018.

Filed Date: 5/22/19.

Accession Number: 20190522-5098.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 6/12/19.

Docket Numbers: ER19-1823-001.

Applicants: Midcontinent
Independent System Operator, Inc.

Description: Compliance filing: 2019—
05-21_Amendment RM17-8
Compliance regarding Surplus
Interconnection Service to be effective
12/31/9998.

Filed Date: 5/21/19.

Accession Number: 20190521-5128.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 6/11/19.

Docket Numbers: ER19-1921-000.

Applicants: The United Illuminating
Company.

Description: Tariff Cancellation:
Termination of Localized Costs Sharing
Agreement No. 17 to be effective 4/1/
2019.

Filed Date: 5/21/19.

Accession Number: 20190521-5136.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 6/11/19.

Docket Numbers: ER19-1922-000.

Applicants: PJ]M Interconnection,
L.L.C.

Description: Compliance filing:
Compliance Filing re: Option to Build
Provisions in EL.19-18-000 to be
effective 7/22/2019.

Filed Date: 5/21/19.

Accession Number: 20190521-5137.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 6/11/19.

Docket Numbers: ER19-1923-000.

Applicants: Kansas City Power &
Light Company.

Description: § 205(d) Rate Filing:
KCP&L Certificate of Concurrence for
Amended & Restated Interchange
Agreement to be effective 5/16/2019.

Filed Date: 5/22/19.

Accession Number: 20190522-5000.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 6/12/19.

Docket Numbers: ER19-1924—-000.

Applicants: Cheyenne Light, Fuel and
Power Company.

Description: Compliance filing: Order
No. 845 Compliance Filing-
Amendments to OATT to be effective 5/
22/2019.

Filed Date: 5/22/19.

Accession Number: 20190522—-5001.
Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 6/12/19.

Docket Numbers: ER19-1925-000.

Applicants: Black Hills Colorado
Electric, LLC.

Description: Compliance filing: Order
No. 845 Compliance Filing-
Amendments to OATT to be effective 5/
22/2019.

Filed Date: 5/22/19.

Accession Number: 20190522-5002.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 6/12/19.

Docket Numbers: ER19-1926-000.

Applicants: Black Hills Power, Inc.

Description: Compliance filing: Order
No. 845 Compliance Filing-
Amendments to OATT to be effective 5/
22/2019.

Filed Date: 5/22/19.

Accession Number: 20190522-5003.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 6/12/19.

Docket Numbers: ER19-1927-000.

Applicants: Portland General Electric
Company.

Description: Compliance filing: Order
845 Compliance Filing to be effective 5/
22/2019.

Filed Date: 5/22/19.

Accession Number: 20190522-5004.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 6/12/19.

Docket Numbers: ER19-1928-000.

Applicants: Southwest Power Pool,
Inc.

Description: § 205(d) Rate Filing:
3290R2 Sholes Wind GIA to be effective
4/25/2019.

Filed Date: 5/22/19.

Accession Number: 20190522-5016.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 6/12/19.

Docket Numbers: ER19-1929-000.

Applicants: Arizona Public Service
Company.

Description: Notice of Cancellation of
Rate Schedule No. 125 of Arizona
Public Service Company.

Filed Date: 5/21/19.

Accession Number: 20190521-5157.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 6/11/19.

Docket Numbers: ER19-1930-000.

Applicants: Dominion Energy South
Carolina, Inc.

Description: Tariff Cancellation:
Notice of Termination of WR Tariff
(sections) (Amended) to be effective 4/
8/2019.

Filed Date: 5/22/19.

Accession Number: 20190522-5035.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 6/12/19.

Docket Numbers: ER19-1931-000.

Applicants: Electric Energy, Inc.

Description: Compliance filing:
compliance 2019 Attachment M 2 to be
effective 5/22/2019.

Filed Date: 5/22/19.

Accession Number: 20190522-5056.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 6/12/19.

Docket Numbers: ER19-1932-000.

Applicants: Duke Energy Progress,
LLC.

Description: § 205(d) Rate Filing:
DEP-PJM Amended JOA Certificate of
Concurrence to be effective 7/22/2019.

Filed Date: 5/22/19.

Accession Number: 20190522-5059.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 6/12/19.

Docket Numbers: ER19-1933-000.

Applicants: Southwest Power Pool,
Inc.

Description: § 205(d) Rate Filing:
3101R3 Heartland Consumers Power
District NITSA and NOA to be effective
5/1/2019.

Filed Date: 5/22/19.

Accession Number: 20190522-5069.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 6/12/19.

Docket Numbers: ER19-1934-000.

Applicants: Tucson Electric Power
Company.

Description: Compliance filing: Order
No. 845 Compliance Filing to be
effective 5/22/2019.

Filed Date: 5/22/19.

Accession Number: 20190522-5070.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 6/12/19.

Docket Numbers: ER19-1935-000.

Applicants: UNS Electric, Inc.

Description: Compliance filing: Order
No. 845 Compliance Filing to be
effective 5/22/2019.

Filed Date: 5/22/19.

Accession Number: 20190522-5071.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 6/12/19.

Docket Numbers: ER19-1936-000.

Applicants: Idaho Power Company.

Description: Compliance filing: Order
Nos. 845 and 845—A Compliance
Filing—LGIP and LGIA Revisions to be
effective 5/22/2019.

Filed Date: 5/22/19.

Accession Number: 20190522-5072.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 6/12/19.

Docket Numbers: ER19-1937-000.

Applicants: Mid-Atlantic Interstate
Transmission, LLC, PJM
Interconnection, L.L.C.

Description: Tariff Cancellation:
MAIT submits Notice of Cancellation of
Generation Facility Transmission IA 599
to be effective 4/30/2019.

Filed Date: 5/22/19.

Accession Number: 20190522-5073.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 6/12/19.

Docket Numbers: ER19-1938-000.

Applicants: Florida Power & Light
Company.

Description: Compliance filing: FPL
Order No. 845 Compliance Filing-LGIP
& LGIA Revisions to be effective 5/22/
2019.

Filed Date: 5/22/19.

Accession Number: 20190522-5074.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 6/12/19.

Docket Numbers: ER19-1939-000.
Applicants: Arizona Public Service
Company.
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Description: Compliance filing: APS
Order No. 845 Filing to be effective
5/22/2019.

Filed Date: 5/22/19.

Accession Number: 20190522-5075.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 6/12/19.

Docket Numbers: ER19-1940-000.

Applicants: Florida Power & Light
Company.

Description: Compliance filing: Order
845 Compliance Filing to be effective
5/22/2019.

Filed Date: 5/22/19.

Accession Number: 20190522-5099.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 6/12/19.

Docket Numbers: ER19-1941-000.

Applicants: Flat Ridge 2 Wind Energy
LLC.

Description: § 205(d) Rate Filing:
Revised Market-Based Rate Tariff Filing
to be effective 4/22/2019.

Filed Date: 5/22/19.

Accession Number: 20190522-5100.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 6/12/19.

Docket Numbers: ER19-1942-000.

Applicants: Fowler Ridge II Wind
Farm LLC.

Description: § 205(d) Rate Filing:
Revised Market-Based Rate Tariff Filing
to be effective 4/22/2019.

Filed Date: 5/22/19.

Accession Number: 20190522-5102.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 6/12/19.

Docket Numbers: ER19-1943-000.

Applicants: NorthWestern
Corporation.

Description: Compliance filing: Order
No. 845 & 845—A Compliance Filing
(Montana) to be effective 5/22/2019.

Filed Date: 5/22/19.

Accession Number: 20190522-5107.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 6/12/19.

Docket Numbers: ER19-1944—-000.

Applicants: The Potomac Edison
Company, PJM Interconnection, L.L.C.

Description: § 205(d) Rate Filing: The
Potomac Edison Company submits
Interconnection Agreement No. 4313 to
be effective 7/21/2019.

Filed Date: 5/22/19.

Accession Number: 20190522-5108.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 6/12/19.

Docket Numbers: ER19-1945-000.

Applicants: Pacific Gas and Electric
Company, Southern California Edison
Company, San Diego Gas & Electric
Company.

Description: Pre-Arranged/Pre-Agreed
(Amending 2017 Settlement Agreement)
Filing of Pacific Gas and Electric
Company, et al.

Filed Date: 5/22/19.

Accession Number: 20190522-5114.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 6/12/19.

Docket Numbers: ER19—1946-000.

Applicants: Dominion Energy South
Carolina, Inc.

Description: Compliance filing: Order
Nos. 845 and 845—A—Attachment M to
be effective 5/22/2019.

Filed Date: 5/22/19.

Accession Number: 20190522-5123.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 6/12/19.

Docket Numbers: ER19-1947-000.

Applicants: Puget Sound Energy, Inc.

Description: Compliance filing: Order
No. 845 Compliance Filing to be
effective 5/22/2019.

Filed Date: 5/22/19.

Accession Number: 20190522-5134.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 6/12/19.

Docket Numbers: ER19-1948-000.

Applicants: PacifiCorp.

Description: Compliance filing: OATT
Order 845 Changes to be effective 5/22/
2019.

Filed Date: 5/22/19.

Accession Number: 20190522-5135.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 6/12/19.

Docket Numbers: ER19-1949-000.

Applicants: New York Independent
System Operator, Inc.

Description: Gompliance filing:
Compliance filing re: Order No. 845 and
845—A revisions to LFIP and LGIA to be
effective 12/31/9998.

Filed Date: 5/22/19.

Accession Number: 20190522-5137.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 6/12/19.

Docket Numbers: ER19-1950-000.

Applicants: California Independent
System Operator Corporation.

Description: Compliance filing: 2019-
05—22 Order No. 845 Compliance to be
effective 12/31/9998.

Filed Date: 5/22/19.

Accession Number: 20190522-5138.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 6/12/19.

Docket Numbers: ER19-1951-000.

Applicants: ISO New England Inc.,
Eversource Energy Service Company (as
agent).

Description: Compliance filing: Rev.
to Schedule 22 of ISO Tariff in
Compliance with Order Nos. 845 &
845—A to be effective 12/31/9998.

Filed Date: 5/22/19.

Accession Number: 20190522-5140.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 6/12/19.

Docket Numbers: ER19-1952-000.

Applicants: 1SO New England Inc.,
New England Power Pool Participants
Committee.

Description: § 205(d) Rate Filing:
Revisions to ISO Tariff to Modify
Timelines and Scope of Interconnection
Studies to be effective 12/31/9998.

Filed Date: 5/22/19.

Accession Number: 20190522-5147.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 6/12/19.

Docket Numbers: ER19-1953—-000.

Applicants: E]l Paso Electric Company.

Description: Compliance filing: OATT
Order Nos. 845 and 845—A Compliance

Filing Attachment M to be effective
5/22/2019.

Filed Date: 5/22/19.

Accession Number: 20190522-5155.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 6/12/19.

Take notice that the Commission
received the following electric
reliability filings.

Docket Numbers: RD19-5—000.

Applicants: North American Electric
Reliability Corporation.

Description: Petition of the North
American Electric Reliability
Corporation for Approval of Proposed
Reliability Standard CIP-003-8.

Filed Date: 5/21/19.

Accession Number: 20190521-5169.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 6/12/19.

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: May 22, 2019.
Nathaniel J. Davis, Sr.,
Deputy Secretary.
[FR Doc. 2019-11160 Filed 5-28-19; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. CP19-469-000]

Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company,
L.L.C.; Notice of Request Under
Blanket Authorization

Take notice that on May 15, 2019,
Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company,
L.L.C. (Tennessee), 1001 Louisiana
Street, Houston, Texas 77002, filed in
the above referenced docket, a prior
notice request pursuant to sections
157.205, 157.208 and 157.210 of the
Commission’s regulations under the
Natural Gas Act (NGA) and Tennessee’s
blanket certificate issued in Docket No.
CP82-413-000, for authorization to
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replace a turbine on an existing
compressor unit C1, at its existing
Compressor Station (CS) 321 in
Susquehanna County, Pennsylvania,
and to increase firm transportation
capacity in a portion of Tennessee’s 300
Line by up to 10,000 dekatherms per
day (Dth/d), all as more fully set forth
in the application which is on file with
the Commission and open to public
inspection.

The filing may also be viewed on the
web at http://www.ferc.gov using the
“eLibrary” link. Enter the docket
number excluding the last three digits in
the docket number field to access the
document. For assistance, please contact
FERC Online Support at
FERCOnlineSupport@ferc.gov or toll
free at (866) 208—3676, or TTY, contact
(202) 502-8659.

Any questions regarding this prior
notice request should be directed to Ben
J. Carranza, Director of Regulatory for
Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company,
L.L.C., 1001 Louisiana Street, Houston,
Texas 77002, or call (713) 420-5535, or
by email ben caranza@
kindermorgan.com.

Specifically, Tennessee proposes to
replace existing Solar Turbine Taurus
70-10302S compressor unit at CS 321
with a Taurus 70-10802S compressor
unit. The new turbine engine will have
9 ppm SoLoNOx controls, which will
result in lower oxides of nitrogen (NOx)
emissions from Unit C1. The planned
replacement of the existing turbine
engine will increase the horsepower of
Unit C1 by 800 ISO horsepower, which
will create an incremental year-round
transportation capacity of
approximately 10,000 Dth/d in
Segments 320 and 321 of Tennessee’s
300 Line. Tennessee states that this
additional capacity will be made
available pursuant to the terms and
conditions of Tennessee’s Gas Tariff.
The estimated cost of the project is $2.4
million.

Pursuant to section 157.9 of the
Commission’s rules, 18 CFR 157.9,
within 90 days of this Notice the
Commission staff will either: Complete
its environmental assessment (EA) and
place it into the Commission’s public
record (eLibrary) for this proceeding; or
issue a Notice of Schedule for
Environmental Review. If a Notice of
Schedule for Environmental Review is
issued, it will indicate, among other
milestones, the anticipated date for the
Commission staff’s issuance of the EA
for this proposal. The filing of the EA
in the Commission’s public record for
this proceeding or the issuance of a
Notice of Schedule for Environmental
Review will serve to notify federal and
state agencies of the timing for the

completion of all necessary reviews, and
the subsequent need to complete all
federal authorizations within 90 days of
the date of issuance of the Commission
staff’s EA.

Any person may, within 60 days after
the issuance of the instant notice by the
Commission, file pursuant to Rule 214
of the Commission’s Procedural Rules
(18 CFR 385.214) a motion to intervene
or notice of intervention. Any person
filing to intervene or the Commission’s
staff may, pursuant to section 157.205 of
the Commission’s Regulations under the
NGA (18 CFR 157.205) file a protest to
the request. If no protest is filed within
the time allowed therefore, the proposed
activity shall be deemed to be
authorized effective the day after the
time allowed for protest. If a protest is
filed and not withdrawn within 30 days
after the time allowed for filing a
protest, the instant request shall be
treated as an application for
authorization pursuant to section 7 of
the NGA.

The Commission strongly encourages
electronic filings of comments, protests,
and interventions via the internet in lieu
of paper. See 18 CFR 385.2001(a)(1)(iii)
and the instructions on the
Commission’s website (http://
www.ferc.gov) under the “‘e-Filing” link.

Dated: May 22, 2019.
Kimberly D. Bose,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 2019-11174 Filed 5-28-19; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Project No. 7052—-003]

City of Portland, Oregon; Notice of
Application for Surrender of
Exemption, Soliciting Comments,
Motions To Intervene, and Protests

Take notice that the following
hydroelectric application has been filed
with the Commission and is available
for public inspection:

a. Type of Proceeding: Application for
surrender of exemption from licensing.

b. Project No.: 7052—-003.

c. Date Filed: May 1, 2019.

d. Exemptee: City of Portland, Oregon.

e. Name of Project: Ground Water
Pumping Station.

f. Location: The project is located on
the Powell Butte Reservoir, Columbia
River, and Sandy Creek, in Multnomah
County, Oregon.

g. Filed Pursuant to: Federal Power
Act, 16 U.S.C. 791a—825r.

h. Licensee Contact: Mr. Glenn O.
Pratt, Portland Hydroelectric Project
Manager, 400 SW Sixth Avenue, Suite
3-125, Portland, OR 97204, (503) 823—
6107, Glenn.Pratt@Portlandoregon.gov.

i. FERC Contact: Ms. Rebecca Martin,
(202) 502—6012, Rebecca.martin@
ferc.gov.

j. Deadline for filing comments,
interventions, and protests is June 24,
2019. The Commission strongly
encourages electronic filing. Please file
motions to intervene, protests and
comments using the Commission’s
eFiling system at http://www.ferc.gov/
docs-filing/efiling.asp. Commenters can
submit brief comments up to 6,000
characters, without prior registration,
using the eComment system at http://
www.ferc.gov/docs-filing/
ecomment.asp. You must include your
name and contact information at the end
of your comments. For assistance,
please contact FERC Online Support at
FERCOnlineSupport@ferc.gov, (866)
208-3676 (toll free), or (202) 502—-8659
(TTY). In lieu of electronic filing, please
send a paper copy to: Secretary, Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 888
First Street NE, Washington, DC 20426.
The first page of any filing should
include docket number P-7052—003.

k. Description of Project Facilities:
The project utilizes three existing water
supply conduits carrying water from an
existing diversion dam and consists of:
(1) A powerhouse containing six pump-
turbines with a total installed capacity
of 4500 kW; and (2) a switchyard.

1. Description of Request: The licensee
is proposing to surrender its exemption.
The project only operated for 10 test
days in 1985. The project never received
the water rights from the Oregon
Department of Water Resources to
operate a hydroelectric facility. The
project is not allowed to operate and the
exemptee has removed the ability to
generate hydroelectricity from its
control system. The facilities would
remain in its current condition because
all of the equipment is necessary for
operating the existing water supply
system.

m. This filing may be viewed on the
Commission’s website at http://
www.ferc.gov/docs-filing/elibrary.asp.
Enter the docket number excluding the
last three digits in the docket number
field to access the document. You may
also register online at http://
www.ferc.gov/docs-filing/
esubscription.asp to be notified via
email of new filings and issuances
related to this or other pending projects.
For assistance, call 1-866—208—3676 or
email FERCOnlineSupport@ferc.gov, for
TTY, call (202) 502-8659. A copy is also
available for inspection and
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reproduction in the Commission’s
Public Reference Room located at 888
First Street NE, Room 2A, Washington,
DC 20426, or by calling (202) 502—8371.

n. Individuals desiring to be included
on the Commission’s mailing list should
so indicate by writing to the Secretary
of the Commission.

o. Comments, Protests, or Motions to
Intervene: Anyone may submit
comments, a protest, or a motion to
intervene in accordance with the
requirements of Rules of Practice and
Procedure, 18 CFR 385.210, .211, .212
and .214. In determining the appropriate
action to take, the Commission will
consider all protests or other comments
filed, but only those who file a motion
to intervene in accordance with the
Commission’s Rules may become a
party to the proceeding. Any comments,
protests, or motions to intervene must
be received on or before the specified
comment date for the particular
application.

p. Filing and Service of Responsive
Documents: Any filing must (1) bear in
all capital letters the title
“COMMENTS”, “PROTEST”, or
“MOTION TO INTERVENE” as
applicable; (2) set forth in the heading
the name of the applicant and the
project number of the application to
which the filing responds; (3) furnish
the name, address, and telephone
number of the person protesting or
intervening; and (4) otherwise comply
with the requirements of 18 CFR
385.2001 through 385.2005. All
comments, motions to intervene, or
protests must set forth their evidentiary
basis and otherwise comply with the
requirements of 18 CFR 4.34(b). All
comments, motions to intervene, or
protests should relate to the surrender
application that is the subject of this
notice. Agencies may obtain copies of

the application directly from the
applicant. A copy of any protest or
motion to intervene must be served
upon each representative of the
applicant specified in the particular
application. If an intervener files
comments or documents with the
Commission relating to the merits of an
issue that may affect the responsibilities
of a particular resource agency, they
must also serve a copy of the document
on that resource agency. A copy of all
other filings in reference to this
application must be accompanied by
proof of service on all persons listed in
the service list prepared by the
Commission in this proceeding, in
accordance with 18 CFR 4.34(b) and
385.2010.

g. Agency Comments—Federal, state,
and local agencies are invited to file
comments on the described proceeding.
If any agency does not file comments
within the time specified for filing
comments, it will be presumed to have
no comments.

Dated: May 22, 2019.
Kimberly D. Bose,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 2019-11178 Filed 5-28—19; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. CD19-7-000]

InPipe Energy; Notice of Preliminary
Determination of a Qualifying Conduit
Hydropower Facility and Soliciting
Comments and Motions To Intervene

On May 14, 2019, InPipe Energy filed
a notice of intent to construct a

qualifying conduit hydropower facility,
pursuant to section 30 of the Federal
Power Act (FPA), as amended by section
4 of the Hydropower Regulatory
Efficiency Act of 2013 (HREA). The
proposed La Brea Regulation Station
Hydroelectric Project would have a total
installed capacity of up to 100 kilowatts
(kW), and would be located in the La
Brea Regulation Station, which is on the
City of Los Angeles’ water supply
system. The project would be located in
the City of Los Angeles in Los Angeles
County, California.

Applicant Contact: Gregg Semler,
InPipe Energy, 222 NW Eighth Avenue,
Portland, OR 97209, Phone No. (503)
341-0004, Email: gregg@
inpipeenergy.com.

FERC Contact: Robert Bell, Phone No.
(202) 502—6062; Email: robert.bell@
ferc.gov.

Qualifying Conduit Hydropower
Facility Description: The proposed
project would consist of: (1) A 100-kW
turbine-generator located in a 15-by-7
foot concrete vault, adjacent to an
existing pressure reducing valve vault in
the La Brea Regulation Station; (2) a 12-
inch pipeline transporting water from
the existing 60-inch mainline to the
generator, and returning it to the
mainline; and (3) appurtenant facilities.
The proposed project would have an
estimated annual generation of up to
875 megawatt-hours.

A qualifying conduit hydropower
facility is one that is determined or
deemed to meet all of the criteria shown
in the table below.

TABLE 1—CRITERIA FOR QUALIFYING CONDUIT HYDROPOWER FACILITY

Statutory provision Description S?\t(i/s;li;as
FPA 30(a)(3)(A), as amended by HREA .. | The conduit the facility uses is a tunnel, canal, pipeline, aqueduct, flume, ditch, or Y

FPA 30(a)(3)(C)(i), as amended by HREA

FPA 30(2)(3)(C)(ii)), as amended by
HREA.

FPA 30(a)(3)(C)(iii), as amended by
H

similar manmade water conveyance that is operated for the distribution of water
for agricultural, municipal, or industrial consumption and not primarily for the gen-
eration of electricity.
The facility is constructed, operated, or maintained for the generation of electric Y
power and uses for such generation only the hydroelectric potential of a non-fed-
erally owned conduit.
The facility has an installed capacity that does not exceed 5 megawatts

REA. censing requirements of Part | of the FPA.

On or before August 9, 2013, the facility is not licensed, or exempted from the li- Y

Preliminary Determination: The
proposed La Brea Regulation Station
Hydroelectric Project will not interfere
with the primary purpose of the

conduit, which is to transport water to
the City of Los Angeles’ municipal
water supply distribution system.
Therefore, based upon the above

criteria, Commission staff preliminarily
determines that the proposal satisfies
the requirements for a qualifying
conduit hydropower facility, which is


mailto:gregg@inpipeenergy.com
mailto:gregg@inpipeenergy.com
mailto:robert.bell@ferc.gov
mailto:robert.bell@ferc.gov

Federal Register/Vol. 84, No. 103/ Wednesday, May 29, 2019/ Notices

24775

not required to be licensed or exempted
from licensing.

Comments and Motions to Intervene:
Deadline for filing comments contesting
whether the facility meets the qualifying
criteria is 30 days from the issuance
date of this notice.

Deadline for filing motions to
intervene is 30 days from the issuance
date of this notice.

Anyone may submit comments or a
motion to intervene in accordance with
the requirements of Rules of Practice
and Procedure, 18 CFR 385.210 and
385.214. Any motions to intervene must
be received on or before the specified
deadline date for the particular
proceeding.

Filing and Service of Responsive
Documents: All filings must (1) bear in
all capital letters the “COMMENTS
CONTESTING QUALIFICATION FOR A
CONDUIT HYDROPOWER FACILITY”
or “MOTION TO INTERVENE,” as
applicable; (2) state in the heading the
name of the applicant and the project
number of the application to which the
filing responds; (3) state the name,
address, and telephone number of the
person filing; and (4) otherwise comply
with the requirements of sections
385.2001 through 385.2005 of the
Commission’s regulations.® All
comments contesting Commission staff’s
preliminary determination that the
facility meets the qualifying criteria
must set forth their evidentiary basis.

The Commission strongly encourages
electronic filing. Please file motions to
intervene and comments using the
Commission’s eFiling system at http://
www.ferc.gov/docs-filing/efiling.asp.
Commenters can submit brief comments
up to 6,000 characters, without prior
registration, using the eComment system
at http://www.ferc.gov/docs-filing/
ecomment.asp. You must include your
name and contact information at the end
of your comments. For assistance,
please contact FERC Online Support at
FERCOnlineSupport@ferc.gov, (866)
208-3676 (toll free), or (202) 502—-8659
(TTY). In lieu of electronic filing, please
send a paper copy to: Secretary, Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 888
First Street NE, Washington, DG 20426.
A copy of all other filings in reference
to this application must be accompanied
by proof of service on all persons listed
in the service list prepared by the
Commission in this proceeding, in
accordance with 18 CFR 4.34(b) and
385.2010.

Locations of Notice of Intent: Copies
of the notice of intent can be obtained
directly from the applicant or such
copies can be viewed and reproduced at

118 CFR 385.2001-2005 (2018).

the Commission in its Public Reference
Room, Room 2A, 888 First Street NE,
Washington, DC 20426. The filing may
also be viewed on the web at http://
www.ferc.gov/docs-filing/elibrary.asp
using the “‘eLibrary” link. Enter the
docket number (i.e., CD19-7) in the
docket number field to access the
document. For assistance, call toll-free
1-866—208—3676 or email
FERCOnlineSupport@ferc.gov. For TTY,
call (202) 502—-8659.

Dated: May 22, 2019.
Kimberly D. Bose,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 2019-11173 Filed 5-28-19; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Project No. 2310-230]

Pacific Gas and Electric Company;
Notice of Application Accepted for
Filing, Soliciting Comments, Motions
To Intervene, and Protests

Take notice that the following
hydroelectric application has been filed
with the Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission and is available for public
inspection:

a. Type of Application: Non-project
use of project lands.

b. Project No: 2310-230.

c. Date Filed: April 4, 2019 and
supplemented May 7, 2019.

d. Applicant: Pacific Gas and Electric
Company (licensee).

e. Name of Project: Drum-Spaulding
Hydroelectric Project.

f. Location: South Canal in Placer
County, California.

g. Filed Pursuant to: Federal Power
Act, 16 U.S.C. 791a—-825r.

h. Applicant Contact: Brian Madigan,
Senior Hydro License Coordinator,
Pacific Gas and Electric Company, Mail
Code N11D, P.O. Box 770000, San
Francisco, California 94177; phone (415)
973-3059.

i. FERC Contact: Ms. Joy Kurtz at 202—
502—6760, or joy.kurtz@ferc.gov.

j- Deadline for filing comments,
motions to intervene, and protests is 30
days from the issuance of this notice by
the Commission. The Commission
strongly encourages electronic filing.
Please file motions to intervene,
protests, and comments using the
Commission’s eFiling system at http://
www.ferc.gov/docs-filing/efiling.asp.
Commenters can submit brief comments
up to 6,000 characters, without prior
registration, using the eComment system

at http://www.ferc.gov/docs-filing/
ecomment.asp. You must include your
name and contact information at the end
of your comments. For assistance,
please contact FERC Online Support at
FERCOnlineSupport@ferc.gov, (866)
208-3676 (toll free), or (202) 502—-8659
(TTY). In lieu of electronic filing, please
send a paper copy to: Secretary, Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 888
First Street NE, Washington, DC 20426.
The first page of any filing should
include docket number P-2310-230.

k. Description of Request: The
licensee requests Commission approval
to grant Placer County Water Agency
(PCWA) permission to use project lands
within the project boundary to construct
and operate a raw water intake on South
Canal in order to meet PCWA’s water
supply demands for western Placer
County. The water withdrawn from the
project would be done in accordance
with an existing water supply agreement
between the licensee and PCWA, which
obligates the licensee to provide a
certain volume of water to PCWA for
purchase. The raw water intake on
South Canal would withdraw a
maximum of 62 million gallons of water
per day and serve as a redundant
withdrawal location to other withdrawal
points within the project that are
operated by PCWA. Because of this
redundancy, water withdrawn via the
intake would not increase the amount of
water currently withdrawn from the
project area. Construction activities
within the project boundary would
include installation of the intake
structure, which would be recessed into
the canal, and outfitted with an inclined
trash rack and three five- foot slide
gates. The velocity through the trash
rack on the intake structure would not
exceed 0.8 feet per second. The intake
structure would connect to three
existing 60-inch steel pipes.
Additionally, storm drain facilities
located near one of PCWA'’s transfer
basins, located on the bank side of
South Canal, would be restored
following construction of the intake.
This work would entail repairs to the
concrete walls and restoration of an
existing drainage inlet and manhole.

1. Locations of the Application: A
copy of the application is available for
inspection and reproduction at the
Commission’s Public Reference Room,
located at 888 First Street NE, Room 2A,
Washington, DC 20426, or by calling
202-502-8371. This filing may also be
viewed on the Commission’s website at
http://www.ferc.gov using the
“eLibrary” link. Enter the docket
number excluding the last three digits in
the docket number field to access the
document. You may also register online
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at http://www.ferc.gov/docs-filing/
esubscription.asp to be notified via
email of new filings and issuances
related to this or other pending projects.
For assistance, call 866—208-3676 or
email FERCOnlineSupport@ferc.gov, for
TTY, call 202-502—-8659. A copy is also
available for inspection and
reproduction at the address in item (h)
above.

m. Individuals desiring to be included
on the Commission’s mailing list should
so indicate by writing to the Secretary
of the Commission.

n. Comments, Protests, or Motions to
Intervene: Anyone may submit
comments, a protest, or a motion to
intervene in accordance with the
requirements of Rules of Practice and
Procedure, 18 CFR 385.210, .211, .214.
In determining the appropriate action to
take, the Commission will consider all
protests or other comments filed, but
only those who file a motion to
intervene in accordance with the
Commission’s Rules may become a
party to the proceeding. Any comments,
protests, or motions to intervene must
be received on or before the specified
comment date for the particular
application.

o. Filing and Service of Responsive
Documents: Any filing must (1) bear in
all capital letters the title
“COMMENTS”; “PROTEST”, or
“MOTION TO INTERVENE” as
applicable; (2) set forth in the heading
the name of the applicant and the
project number of the application to
which the filing responds; (3) furnish
the name, address, and telephone
number of the person protesting or
intervening; and (4) otherwise comply
with the requirements of 18 CFR
385.2001 through 385.2005. All
comments, motions to intervene, or
protests must set forth their evidentiary
basis and otherwise comply with the
requirements of 18 CFR 4.34(b). All
comments, motions to intervene, or
protests should relate to the non-project
use application. Agencies may obtain
copies of the application directly from
the applicant. A copy of any protest or
motion to intervene must be served
upon each representative of the
applicant specified in the particular
application. If an intervener files
comments or documents with the
Commission relating to the merits of an
issue that may affect the responsibilities
of a particular resource agency, they
must also serve a copy of the document
on that resource agency. A copy of all
other filings in reference to this
application must be accompanied by
proof of service on all persons listed in
the service list prepared by the
Commission in this proceeding, in

accordance with 18 CFR 4.34(b) and
385.2010.

Dated: May 21, 2019.
Kimberly D. Bose,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 2019-11177 Filed 5-28-19; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. IC19-18-000]

Commission Information Collection
Activities (FERC-740); Comment
Request; Extension

AGENCY: Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission.

ACTION: Notice of information collection
and request for comments.

SUMMARY: In compliance with the
requirements of the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995, the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission
(Commission or FERC) is soliciting
public comment on the currently
approved information collection FERC—
740 (Availability of E-Tag Information to
Commission Staff) and submitting the
information collection to the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB) for
review. Any interested person may file
comments directly with OMB and
should address a copy of those
comments to the Commission as
explained below. On March 22, 2019,
the Commission published a Notice in
the Federal Register (84 FR 10820) in
Docket No. IC19-18-000 requesting
public comments. The Commission
received no public comments.

DATES: Comments on the collection of
information are due June 28, 2019.
ADDRESSES: Comments filed with OMB,
identified by OMB Control No. 1902—
0254, should be sent via email to the
Office of Information and Regulatory
Affairs: oira_submission@omb.gov.
Attention: Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission Desk Officer.

A copy of the comments should also
be sent to the Commission, in Docket
No. IC19-18-000, by either of the
following methods:

e eFiling at Commission’s Website:
http://www.ferc.gov/docs-filing/
efiling.asp.

e Mail/Hand Delivery/Courier:
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
Secretary of the Commission, 888 First
Street NE, Washington, DC 20426.

Instructions: All submissions must be
formatted and filed in accordance with
submission guidelines at: http://

www.ferc.gov/help/submission-
guide.asp. For user assistance, contact
FERC Online Support by email at
ferconlinesupport@ferc.gov, or by phone
at: (866) 208—-3676 (toll-free), or (202)
502-8659 for TTY.

Docket: Users interested in receiving
automatic notification of activity in this
docket or in viewing/downloading
comments and issuances in this docket
may do so at http://www.ferc.gov/docs-
filing/docs-filing.asp.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Ellen Brown may be reached by email
at DataClearance@FERC.gov, telephone
at (202) 502-8663, and fax at (202) 273—
0873.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Title: FERC-740, Availability of E-Tag
Information to Commission Staff.

OMB Control No.: 1902—0254.

Type of Request: Three-year extension
of the FERC-740 information collection
requirements with no changes to the
current reporting and recordkeeping
requirements.

Abstract: In Order 771, the FERC—
740 information collection (providing
Commission staff access to e-Tag data)
was implemented to provide the
Commission, Market Monitoring Units,
Regional Transmission Organizations,
and Independent System Operators with
information that allows them to perform
market surveillance and analysis more
effectively. The e-Tag information is
necessary to understand the use of the
interconnected electricity grid,
particularly transactions occurring at
interchanges. Due to the nature of the
electric grid, an individual transaction’s
impact on an interchange cannot be
assessed adequately in all cases without
information from all connected systems,
which is included in the e-Tags. The
details of the physical path of a
transaction included in the e-Tags helps
the Commission to monitor, in
particular, interchange transactions
more effectively, detect and prevent
price manipulation over interchanges,
and improve the efficient and orderly
use of the transmission grid. For
example, the e-Tag data allows the
Commission to identify transmission
reservations as they go from one market
to another and link the market
participants involved in that
transaction.

Order No. 771 provided the
Commission access to e-Tags by
requiring that Purchasing-Selling
Entities 2 (PSEs) and Balancing

10Order 771 was issued in Docket No. RM11-12
(77 FR 76367, 12/28/2012).

2 A Purchasing-Selling Entity is the entity that
purchases or sells, and takes title to, energy,
capacity, and Interconnected Operations Services.
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Authorities (BAs), list the Commission
on the “CC” list of e-Tags so that the
Commission can receive a copy of the
e-Tags (the “’CC’ list requirement”).
The Commission accesses the e-Tags by
contracting with a commercial vendor,
OATI, that collects all e-Tags on which
FERC is identified as a “CC” list
recipient in a secure database to which
FERC staff has access.

In early 2014, the North American
Energy Standards Board (NAESB)
incorporated the “CC” list requirement
on e-Tags as part of the tagging process.3
Even before NAESB added the FERC
requirement to the tagging standards,
the “CC” list requirement, with
exemptions for e-Tags between non-U.S.
BAs that do not go through any U.S.
BAs, had already been programmed into

the industry standard tagging software
so as to make the inclusion of FERC in
the “CC” list of any new e-Tag
automatic, where appropriate.

The Commission expects that PSEs
and BAs will continue to use existing,
automated procedures to create and
validate the e-Tags in a way that
automatically provides the Commission
with access to them. In the rare event
that a newly formed. non-U.S. BA
would need to alert e-Tag administrators
that certain tags it generates qualify for
exemption under the Commission’s
regulations (e.g., transmissions from a
new non-U.S. BA into another non-U.S.
BA using a path that does not go
through a U.S. BA), this administrative
function would be expected to require
less than an hour of effort total from

both the BA and an e-Tag administrator
to include the BA on the exemption list.
New exempt BAs occur less frequently
than every year, but for the purpose of
estimation we will conservatively
assume one appears each year creating
an additional burden and cost
associated with the Commission’s
FERG-740 of one hour and $65.68.4

Type of Respondents: Purchasing-
Selling Entities and Balancing
Authorities.

Estimate of Annual Burden:5 The
Commission estimates the burden and
cost for FERC-740 as follows based on
the distinct e-Tags submitted to the
Commission in 2017 (the most recent
full year available).

Annual number Average burden hours Total annual burden
FERC-740 rysurggggr?tfs of responses l?traelsméﬂfeeg and hours Cost per(r$e)spondent
p per respondent P cost per response and total annual cost
(1) @ M*@=0) 4) (3)* (4)=(5) (5) =)
Purchasing-Selling Entities 355 | 4,482 (rounded) 1,591,208 | Automatic, so 0 burden Automatic, so 0 burden Automatic, so 0 burden
(e-Tag Authors). and cost. and cost. and cost.
Balancing Authorities ........ 81 | 19,645 (round- 1,591,208 | Automatic, so 0 burden Automatic, so 0 burden Automatic, so 0 burden
ed). and cost. and cost. and cost.
New Balancing Authority T e, 1| 1hr.; $65.68 ......cccvveunee. 1 hr.; $65.68 ......cccvveuee. $65.68.
[as noted above].
LI ] €= L O L T RSOSSN 1hr.; $65.68 .......ccovevenee. $65.68.

Comments: Comments are invited on:
(1) Whether the collection of
information is necessary for the proper
performance of the functions of the
Commission, including whether the
information will have practical utility;
(2) the accuracy of the agency’s estimate
of the burden and cost of the collection
of information, including the validity of
the methodology and assumptions used;
(3) ways to enhance the quality, utility
and clarity of the information collection;
and (4) ways to minimize the burden of
the collection of information on those
who are to respond, including the use
of automated collection techniques or
other forms of information technology.

Dated: May 22, 2019.
Kimberly D. Bose,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 201911176 Filed 5-28-19; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-P

Purchasing-Selling Entities may be affiliated or
unaffiliated merchants and may or may not own
generating facilities. Purchasing-Selling Entities are
typically E-Tag Authors.

3 NAESB Electronic Tagging Functional
Specifications, Version 1.8.2.

4 The estimated hourly cost (wages plus benefits)
provided in this section is based on the figures for

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket Nos. EL18-182-000, ER18-2364—
000, ER19-1428-000, ER13-2266-004,
ER18-1639-000, ER18-1639-002 and ER18—
1639-003]

ISO New England Inc. and
Constellation Mystic Power, LLC;
Notice of Staff-Led Public Meeting

Take notice that Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission (Commission)
staff will convene a staff-led public
meeting on Monday, July 15, 2019,
beginning at 10:00 a.m. (ET). The public
meeting will be held in the Commission
Meeting Room at Commission
headquarters, 888 First Street NE,
Washington, DC 20426. Commissioners
may attend and participate.

On July 2, 2018, the Commission
directed the ISO New England Inc.
(ISO-NE) to submit permanent revisions
to the ISO-NE Transmission, Markets

May 2017 posted by the Bureau of Labor Statistics
for the Utilities sector (available at https://
www.bls.gov/oes/current/naics2_22.htm), assuming
(a) 15 minutes legal (code 23-0000), at $143.68/
hour, and (b) 45 minutes information and record
clerk (code 43—-4199), at $39.68/hour.

5“Burden” is the total time, effort, or financial
resources expended by persons to generate,
maintain, retain, or disclose or provide information

and Services Tariff (Tariff) reflecting
improvements to its market design to
better address regional fuel security
concerns,! which are due on October 15,
2019.2 On April 22, 2019, ISO-NE, the
New England States Committee on
Electricity, and the New England Power
Pool (NEPOOL) Participants Committee
jointly requested a public meeting to
share with Commission staff
information about efforts to develop
these proposed Tariff revisions without
violating the Commission’s ex parte
rules. This notice of public meeting is
in response to that request.

This staff-led public meeting will
consist of three, 90-minute
presentations by ISO-NE, NEPOOL
stakeholders, and representatives from
New England states with time for
questions and answers reserved at the
end of the meeting. Questions will only
be permitted from Commission staff and
Commissioners. Further information

to or for a Federal agency. For further explanation
of what is included in the information collection
burden, refer to Title 5 Code of Federal Regulations
Part 1320.

11SO New England Inc., 164 FERC {61,003, at P
2 (2018).

2Notice of Extension of Time, Docket No. EL18—
182-000 (March 18, 2019).
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related to this public meeting will be
provided in a supplemental notice.

All interested persons may attend the
public meeting. Registration is not
required. However, in-person attendees
are encouraged to pre-register on-line at:
https://www.ferc.gov/whats-new/
registration/07-15-19-form.asp. In-
person attendees should allow time to
pass through building security
procedures before the 10:00 a.m. start
time of the public meeting.

The public meeting will be webcast.
A link to the webcast of this event will
be available in the Commission
Calendar of Events at www.ferc.gov. The
Capitol Connection provides technical
support for webcasts and offers the
option of listening to the meeting via
phone-bridge for a fee. If you have any
questions, visit http://
www.CapitolConnection.org or call (703)
993-3100.

The public meeting will not be
transcribed. PowerPoint slides or
printed documents used in the public
meeting will be entered into the record
in Docket No. EL18-182-000.

Commission public meetings are
accessible under section 508 of the
Rehabilitation Act of 1973. For
accessibility accommodations, please
send an email to accessibility@ferc.gov
or call toll free 1-866—208-3372 (voice)
or 202—208-8659 (TTY), or send a fax to
202—208-2106 with the required
accommodations.

For more information about this
public meeting, please contact Frank
Swigonski by phone at (202) 502-8089
or by email at frank.swigonski@ferc.gov.
For information related to logistics,
please contact Sarah McKinley at (202)
502—8368 or by email at
sarah.mckinley@ferc.gov.

Dated: May 21, 2019.

Nathaniel J. Davis, Sr.,

Deputy Secretary.

[FR Doc. 2019-11162 Filed 5-28-19; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. EL19-73-000]

Birdsboro Power LLC; Notice of
Institution of Section 206 Proceeding
and Refund Effective Date

On May 21, 2019, the Commission
issued an order in Docket No. EL19-73—

000, pursuant to section 206 of the
Federal Power Act (FPA), 16 U.S.C.
824e (2012), instituting an investigation
into whether Birdsboro Power LLC’s
proposed initial reactive power tariff to
provide Reactive Supply and Voltage
Control from Generational or Other
Sources Service may be unjust,
unreasonable, unduly discriminatory or
preferential, or otherwise unlawful.
Birdsboro Power LLC, 167 FERC
61,162 (2019).

The refund effective date in Docket
No. EL19-73-000, established pursuant
to section 206(b) of the FPA, will be the
date of publication of this notice in the
Federal Register.

Any interested person desiring to be
heard in Docket No. EL19-73-000 must
file a notice of intervention or motion to
intervene, as appropriate, with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
888 First Street NE, Washington, DC
20426, in accordance with Rule 214 of
the Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure, 18 CFR 385.214 (2018),
within 21 days of the date of issuance
of the order.

Dated: May 21, 2019.
Nathaniel J. Davis, Sr.,
Deputy Secretary.
[FR Doc. 2019-11164 Filed 5—-28-19; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[EPA-HQ-OPP-2018-0014; FRL-9992-29]

Product Cancellation Order for Certain
Pesticide Registrations and
Amendments To Terminate Uses;
Correction

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Notice, correction.

SUMMARY: EPA issued a notice in the
Federal Register on March 19, 2019,
concerning the cancellation of certain
pesticide registrations and amendments
to terminate uses. This document is
being issued to correct Table 1 of the
cancellation notice by removing two
entries which were revised to extend the
phase out for cancellation.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Christopher Green, Information
Technology and Resources Management
Division (7502P), Office of Pesticide
Programs, Environmental Protection

Agency, 1200 Pennsylvania Ave. NW,
Washington, DC 20460—0001; telephone
number: (703) 341-0367; email address:
Green.Christopher@epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
I. General Information
A. Does this action apply to me?

This action is directed to the public
in general, and may be of interest to a
wide range of stakeholders including
environmental, human health, and
agricultural advocates; the chemical
industry; pesticide users; and members
of the public interested in the sale,
distribution, or use of pesticides. Since
others also may be interested, the
Agency has not attempted to describe all
the specific entities that may be affected
by this action.

B. How can I get copies of this document
and other related information?

The docket for this action, identified
by docket identification (ID) number
EPA-HQ-OPP-2018-0014, is available
at http://www.regulations.gov or at the
Office of Pesticide Programs Regulatory
Public Docket (OPP Docket) in the
Environmental Protection Agency
Docket Center (EPA/DC), West William
Jefferson Clinton Bldg., Rm. 3334, 1301
Constitution Ave. NW, Washington, DC
20460-0001. The 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 OPP
Docket is (703) 305-5805. Please review
the visitor instructions and additional
information about the docket available
at http://www.epa.gov/dockets.

II. What does this correction do?

This notice is being issued to correct
Table 1 of the cancellation notice that
published in the Federal Register on
March 19, 2019 (84 FR 10067) (FRL—
9989-85). This correction removes two
entries in Table 1 that were revised to
extend the phase out date for
cancellation. As such, FR Doc. 2019—-
05157 that published in the Federal
Register on March 19, 2019 (84 FR
10067) (FRL-9989-85) is corrected as
follows:

1. On page 10068, in Table 1, remove
the complete entries for: “264-736 and
264-740".

2. Insert the following table below
Table 1.


https://www.ferc.gov/whats-new/registration/07-15-19-form.asp
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TABLE 1A—PRODUCT CANCELLATIONS

Registration No. Company No. Product name Active ingredients
264-736 ............ 264 | Bayleton Technical Fungicide ............cccooiiiiinnnnn. Triadimefon.
264-740 ............ 264 | Bayleton 50% Concentrate .........ccccceveeveiieeniieenieeenn. Triadimefon.

The registrants of the two registrations
in Table 1A, have requested the
cancellations to be effective on
December 31, 2020.

Authority: 7 U.S.C. 136 et seq.

Dated: May 16, 2019.
Delores Barber,

Director, Information Technology and
Resources Management Division, Office of
Pesticide Programs.

[FR Doc. 2019-11129 Filed 5-28-19; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[EPA-HQ-OPP-2019-0091; FRL-9994-18]
Notice of Receipt of Requests To

Voluntarily Cancel Certain Pesticide
Registrations

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and
Rodenticide Act (FIFRA), EPA is issuing
a notice of receipt of requests by
registrants to voluntarily cancel certain
pesticide registrations. EPA intends to
grant these requests at the close of the
comment period for this announcement
unless the Agency receives substantive
comments within the comment period
that would merit its further review of
the requests, or unless the registrants
withdraw its requests. If these requests
are granted, any sale, distribution, or
use of the products listed in this notice
will be permitted after the registrations
have been cancelled only if such sale,
distribution, or use is consistent with
the terms as described in the final order.

DATES: Comments must be received on
or before June 28, 2019.

ADDRESSES: Submit your comments,
identified by docket identification (ID)

number EPA-HQ-OPP-2019-0091, by
one of the following methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: http://
www.regulations.gov. Follow the online
instructions for submitting comments.
Do not submit electronically any
information you consider to be
Confidential Business Information (CBI)
or other information whose disclosure is
restricted by statute.

e Mail: OPP Docket, Environmental
Protection Agency Docket Center (EPA/
DC), (28221T), 1200 Pennsylvania Ave.
NW, Washington, DC 20460—-0001.

Submit written withdrawal request by
mail to: Information Technology and
Resources Management Division
(7502P), Office of Pesticide Programs,
Environmental Protection Agency, 1200
Pennsylvania Ave. NW, Washington, DC
20460-0001. ATTN: Christopher Green.

e Hand Delivery: To make special
arrangements for hand delivery or
delivery of boxed information, please
follow the instructions at http://
www.epa.gov/dockets/contacts.html.
Additional instructions on commenting
or visiting the docket, along with more
information about dockets generally, is
available at http://www.epa.gov/
dockets.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Christopher Green, Information
Technology and Resources Management
Division (7502P), Office of Pesticide
Programs, Environmental Protection
Agency, 1200 Pennsylvania Ave. NW,
Washington, DC 20460—0001; telephone
number: (703) 347—-0367; email address:
green.christopher@epa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. General Information

A. Does this action apply to me?

This action is directed to the public
in general, and may be of interest to a
wide range of stakeholders including
environmental, human health, and
agricultural advocates; the chemical

industry; pesticide users; and members
of the public interested in the sale,
distribution, or use of pesticides. Since
others also may be interested, the
Agency has not attempted to describe all
the specific entities that may be affected
by this action.

B. What should I consider as I prepare
my comments for EPA?

1. Submitting CBI. Do not submit this
information to EPA through
regulations.gov or email. Clearly mark
the part or all of the information that
you claim to be CBI. For CBI
information in a disk or CD-ROM that
you mail to EPA, mark the outside of the
disk or CD-ROM as GBI and then
identify electronically within the disk or
CD-ROM the specific information that
is claimed as CBI. In addition to one
complete version of the comment that
includes information claimed as CBI, a
copy of the comment that does not
contain the information claimed as CBI
must be submitted for inclusion in the
public docket. Information so marked
will not be disclosed except in
accordance with procedures set forth in
40 CFR part 2.

2. Tips for preparing your comments.
When preparing and submitting your
comments, see the commenting tips at
http://www.epa.gov/dockets/
comments.html.

II. What action is the Agency taking?

This notice announces receipt by EPA
of requests from registrants to cancel
certain pesticide product registrations.
The affected products and the
registrants making the requests are
identified in Tables 1 and 2 of this unit.

Unless a request is withdrawn by the
registrant or if the Agency determines
that there are substantive comments that
warrant further review of this requests,
EPA intends to issue an order canceling
the affected registrations.

TABLE 1—PRODUCT REGISTRATIONS WITH PENDING REQUESTS FOR CANCELLATION

Registration No. Company No. Product name Active ingredients
100-1222 .......... 100 | QUAAIIS S ..o Azoxystrobin.

279-3555 .......... 279 | Nuance Herbicide ... Tribenuron-methyl.

279-3559 .......... 279 | Harass Herbicide .... Thifensulfuron.

279-3561 .......... 279 | Chisum Herbicide .... Chlorsulfuron & Metsulfuron.
279-3562 .......... 279 | Report Herbicide ..........cccoevveueene Chlorsulfuron.

279-3573 .......... 279 | Chi-Chlorsul NC-75 Herbicide .... Chlorsulfuron.

279-9633 .......... 279 | Ciramet Herbicide .......cccoooevriiiiiiiiieecceee e Metsulfuron.
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TABLE 1—PRODUCT REGISTRATIONS WITH PENDING REQUESTS FOR CANCELLATION—Continued

Registration No. Company No. Product name Active ingredients

538-189 ............ 538 | Turf Builder Plus Halts ..........ccceeviiiiiiiiiiiiccee Pendimethalin.

538-214 ... 538 | Proturf Fertilizer Plus Preemergent Weed Control ... | Pendimethalin.

1015-82 ............ 1015 | Sanafoam Diquat ........cccccoeeiiiiiiinieeeeec e Diquat dibromide.

1043-26 ............ 1043 | 1-Stroke ENViron .......cccoceeiieiiiinieneee e 2-Benzyl-4-chlorophenol; 4-tert-Amylphenol & o-
Phenylphenol (NO INERT USE).

1043-87 ............ 1043 | Vesphene Il SE ......ccooeiiiiiiieiiice e 4-tert-Amylphenol & o-Phenylphenol (NO INERT
USE).

1043-91 ............ 1043 | LPH Master ProducCt ..........ccocceeiiiiieniiiee e 4-tert-Amylphenol & o-Phenylphenol (NO INERT
USE).

1043-92 ............ 1043 | LPH SE ..o 4-tert-Amylphenol & o-Phenylphenol (NO INERT
USE).

1043-114 .......... 1043 | Vesta-Syde Interim Instrument Decontamination | 4-tert-Amylphenol & o-Phenylphenol (NO INERT

Solution. USE).

2749-582 .......... 2749 | Novaluron EC Insecticide ........cccocevverienienieniencnennens Novaluron.

2749-583 .......... 2749 | Novaluron Technical MUP ........ccccooviiiiiiiiniieiee Novaluron.

19713-621 ........ 19713 | Drexel AQUAPEN ......cooccieeeiiiieeiieee e Pendimethalin.

4275066 .... 42750 | Gly Star Ready-To-Use Grass and Weed Killer ....... Glyphosate-isopropylammonium.

61282-59 .......... 61282 | DC & R Disinfectant ..........cccceeieeniiiieenieceeneeeee Formaldehyde; Alkyl* dimethyl benzyl ammonium
chloride * (67%C12, 25%C14, 7%C16, 1%C18) &
2-(Hydroxymethyl)-2-nitro-1,3-propanediol.

62719-12 ......... 62719 | Telone C—17 ..oooiiiiiiiiiiieeeee e Chloropicrin & Telone.

62719-457 .. 62719 | Asulam 400 Asulam, sodium salt.

71655-3 ............ 71655 | Sodium Hypochlorite 12.5% ......ccccvrciieiviiciiiiicenene Sodium hypochlorite.

71655—4 ............ 71655 | Sodium Hypochlorite .........cccceeviiiniiiiiiieeeeeeeee Sodium hypochlorite.

89442-44 .......... 89442 | Prodiazone Select Prodiamine & Sulfentrazone.

OR-080014 ...... 400 | Comite .....ccceevueeenee. Propargite.

OR-080016 ...... 400 Propargite.

OR-080017 ...... 400 Propargite.

OR-080018 ...... 400 Propargite.

OR-080019 ...... 400 Propargite.

OR-080026 ...... 62719 | Starane URra ........c.ccociiiiiiiiiiiieececeeeee e Fluroxypyr 1-methylheptyl ester.

OR-080031 ...... 400 | ACramite-4SC ......ccocirieirireeee e Bifenazate.

OR-080033 ...... 400 | Dimilin 2L ....oovieiiieiiieeeee Diflubenzuron.

TN-130004 ....... 100 | Boundary(R) 6.5EC Herbicide Metribuzin & S-Metolachlor.

WA-130011 ...... 5481 | Parazone 3SL Herbicide ..........ccocceviiviiiiniiniiiciies Paraquat dichloride.

WA-1400083 ...... 5481 | Abba Ultra Miticide/Insecticide ..........ccccoeveveverercnenne Abamectin.

Table 2 of this unit includes the
names and addresses of record for the
registrants of the products listed in

company number. This number

Table 1 of this unit, in sequence by EPA

registration numbers of the products
listed in Table 1 of this unit.

corresponds to the first part of the EPA

TABLE 2—REGISTRANTS REQUESTING VOLUNTARY CANCELLATIONS

EPA company No.

Company name and address

Syngenta Crop Protection, LLC, P.O. Box 18300, Greensboro, NC 27419-8300.

FMC Corporation, 2929 Walnut Street, Philadelphia, PA 19104.

Macdermid Agricultural Solutions, Inc., C/O Arysta LifeScience North America, LLC, 15401 Weston Parkway, Suite 150,
Cary, NC 27513.

The Scotts Company, 14111 Scottslawn Road, Marysville, OH 43041.

Douglas Products and Packaging Company, LLC, D/B/A Douglas Products and Packaging, Agent Name: Pyxis Regulatory
Consulting, Inc., 4110 136th Street Ct. NW, Gig Harbor, WA 98332.

Steris Corporation, P.O. Box 147, St. Louis, MO 63166-0147.

Aceto Agricultural Chemicals Corp., 4 Tri Harbor Court, Port Washington, NY 11050-4661.

Amvac Chemical Corporation, 4695 Macarthur Court, Suite 1200, Newport Beach, CA 92660-1706.

Drexel Chemical Company, P.O. Box 13327, Memphis, TN 38113-0327.

Albaugh, LLC, P.O. Box 2127, Valdosta, GA 31604-2127.

Hacco, Inc., 620 Lesher Place, Lansing, Ml 48912.

Dow AgroSciences, LLC, 9330 Zionsville Rd., Indianapolis, IN 46268-1054.

BASF Corporation, 100 Park Avenue, Florham Park, NJ 07932.

Prime Source, LLC, Agent Name: Wagner Regulatory Associates, Inc., P.O. Box 640, Hockessin, DE 19707.

III. What is the Agency’s authority for

taking this action?

Section 6(f)(1) of FIFRA (7 U.S.C.
136d(f)(1)) provides that a registrant of
a pesticide product may at any time

request that any of its pesticide

registrations be canceled or amended to

terminate one or more uses. FIFRA

further provides that, before acting on
the request, EPA must publish a notice

of receipt of any such request in the
Federal Register.

Section 6(f)(1)(B) of FIFRA (7 U.S.C.
136d(f)(1)(B)) requires that before acting
on a request for voluntary cancellation,
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EPA must provide a 30-day public
comment period on the request for
voluntary cancellation or use
termination. In addition, FIFRA section
6(f)(1)(C) (7 U.S.C. 136d(f)(1)(C))
requires that EPA provide a 180-day
comment period on a request for
voluntary cancellation or termination of
any minor agricultural use before
granting the request, unless:

1. The registrants request a waiver of
the comment period, or

2. The EPA Administrator determines
that continued use of the pesticide
would pose an unreasonable adverse
effect on the environment.

The registrants have requested that
EPA waive the 180-day comment
period.

Accordingly, EPA will provide a 30-
day comment period on the proposed
requests.

IV. Procedures for Withdrawal of
Requests

Registrants who choose to withdraw a
request for product cancellation should
submit the withdrawal in writing to the
person listed under FOR FURTHER
INFORMATION CONTACT. If the products
have been subject to a previous
cancellation action, the effective date of
cancellation and all other provisions of
any earlier cancellation action are
controlling.

V. Provisions for Disposition of Existing
Stocks

Existing stocks are those stocks of
registered pesticide products that are
currently in the United States and that
were packaged, labeled, and released for
shipment prior to the effective date of
the action. If the requests for voluntary
cancellation are granted, the Agency
intends to publish the cancellation
order in the Federal Register.

In any order issued in response to
these requests for cancellation of
product registrations, EPA proposes to
include the following provisions for the
treatment of any existing stocks of the
products listed in Table 1 of Unit II.

For voluntary product cancellations,
registrants will be permitted to sell and
distribute existing stocks of voluntarily
canceled products for 1 year after the
effective date of the cancellation, which
will be the date of publication of the
cancellation order in the Federal
Register. Thereafter, registrants will be
prohibited from selling or distributing
the products identified in Table 1 of
Unit II, except for export consistent with
FIFRA section 17 (7 U.S.C. 1360) or for
proper disposal.

Persons other than the registrant may
sell, distribute, or use existing stocks of
canceled products until supplies are

exhausted, provided that such sale,
distribution, or use is consistent with
the terms of the previously approved
labeling on, or that accompanied, the
canceled products.

Authority: 7 U.S.C. 136 et seq.
Dated: May 21, 2019.
Delores Barber,

Director, Information Technology and
Resources Management Division, Office of
Pesticide Programs.

[FR Doc. 2019-11123 Filed 5-28-19; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[EPA-HQ-OECA-2012-0978; FRL-9994—
34-0OECA]

Access by EPA Subcontractors to
Information Claimed as Confidential
Business Information (CBI) Submitted
Under Titles | and Il of the Clean Air
Act (CAA) and the Prevent Pollution
From Ships Act (APPS)

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Clean Air Act (CAA), Act
to Prevent Pollution from Ships (APPS)
and regulations require that the United
States Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) provide notice to interested
parties before any contractor may be
provided access to confidential business
information (CBI). EPA is providing
notice that several subcontractors of a
previously identified contractor will be
given access to CBI. This permits the
CBI owners and any other interested
parties to comment on the
subcontractors’ proposed access to CBI
so that EPA’s Office of Enforcement and
Compliance Assurance can utilize the
named subcontractors to provide
compliance assistance and enforcement
services without providing
individualized notice to CBI owners.
DATES: Comments must be received on
or before June 3, 2019. Subcontractors’
access to information collected under
the CAA Titles I and II, and the APPS,
will begin on June 4, 2019.

ADDRESSES: You may send comments,
identified by Docket ID No. EPA HQ—
OECA-2012-0978, by any of the
following methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal:
https://www.regulations.gov/ (our
preferred method). Follow the online
instructions for submitting comments.

e Email: docket.oeca@epa.gov.
Include Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-OECA—
2012-0978 in the subject line of the
message.

Instructions: All submissions received
must include the Docket ID No. for this
rulemaking. Comments received may be
posted without change to https://
www.regulations.gov/, including any
personal information provided.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Jeffrey Kimes, Air Enforcement
Division, Office of Enforcement and
Compliance Assurance (Mail Code
8MSU), Environmental Protection
Agency, 1595 Wynkoop St., Denver, CO
80202; telephone number: (303) 312—
6445; fax number (303) 312—7208; email
address: kimes.jeffrey@epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Does this notice apply to me?

This action is directed to the general
public. However, this action may be of
particular interest to certain parties,
including: Vehicle manufacturers and
importers; engine manufacturers and
importers; motor vehicle fuel and fuel
additive producers and importers;
manufacturers, importers, distributors
and installers of vehicle and engine
emission control equipment and parts;
and any other parties subject to the
CAA, APPS and regulations found in 40
CFR parts 79, 80, 85, 86, 89-92, 94,
1033, 1036, 1037, 1039, 1042, 1043,
1045, 1048, 1051, 1054, 1060, 1065, and
1068.

This Federal Register notice may be
of particular relevance to parties that
have submitted data to EPA under the
above-listed regulations. Because other
parties may also be interested, EPA has
not attempted to describe all the specific
parties that may be affected by this
action. If you have further questions
regarding the applicability of this action
to a particular party, please contact the
person listed in FOR FURTHER
INFORMATION CONTACT.

II. How can I get copies of this
document and other related
information?

A. Electronically

EPA has established a public docket
for this Federal Register notice under
Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-OECA-2012—
0978.

All documents in the docket are
identified in the docket index available
at http://www.regulations.gov. Although
listed in the index, some information is
not publicly available, such as CBI or
other information for which disclosure
is restricted by statute. Certain
materials, such as copyrighted material,
will only be available in hard copy at
the EPA Docket Center.


https://www.regulations.gov/
https://www.regulations.gov/
https://www.regulations.gov/
http://www.regulations.gov
mailto:kimes.jeffrey@epa.gov
mailto:docket.oeca@epa.gov
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B. EPA Docket Center

Materials listed under Docket ID No.
EPA-HQ-OECA-2012-0978 will be
available for public viewing at the EPA
Docket Center (EPA/DC), EPA West,
Room 3334, 1301 Constitution Avenue
NW, Washington, DC 20460. 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
Reading Room is (202) 566—1744, and
the telephone number for the Air Docket
is (202) 566-1742.

IIL. Description of Programs and
Potential Disclosure of Information
Claimed as CBI to Contractors

EPA’s OECA has responsibility for
protecting public health and the
environment by regulating air pollution
from motor vehicles, engines, and the
fuels used to operate them, and by
encouraging travel choices that
minimize emissions. In order to
implement various Clean Air Act
programs, and to give regulated entities
flexibility in meeting regulatory
requirements (e.g., compliance on
average), OECA collects compliance
reports and other information from the
regulated industry. Occasionally, the
information submitted to, or obtained
by, EPA, is claimed to be CBI by persons
submitting data to EPA. Information
submitted under such a claim is
handled in accordance with EPA’s
regulations at 40 CFR part 2, subpart B,
and in accordance with EPA procedures
that are consistent with those
regulations. When EPA has determined
that disclosure of information claimed
as CBI to EPA contractors or
subcontractors is necessary, the
corresponding contract must address the
appropriate use and handling of the
information by the EPA contractor and
subcontractor and the EPA contractor
and subcontractor must require its
personnel who require access to
information claimed as CBI to sign
written non-disclosure agreements
before they are granted access to data.

On March 12, 2019, EPA provided
notice in the Federal Register of, and an
opportunity to comment on, EPA’s
determination that its contractor Eastern
Research Group, Incorporated, (ERG)
14555 Avion Parkway, Suite 200,
Chantilly, VA 20151, required access to
CBI submitted to EPA under Section 114
of the CAA, Section 208 of the CAA,
and the APPS for the work ERG would
be conducting under Contract Number
68HERH19C0004. See Access by United
States Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) Contractors to Information
Claimed as Confidential Business

Information (CBI) Submitted under
Clean Air Act (CAA), Title I, Programs
and Activities Air, and Title I Emission
Standards for Moving Sources, and Act
To Prevent Pollution From Ships
(APPS), 84 FR 8859 (March 12, 2019). In
accordance with 40 CFR 2.301(h), EPA
has now determined that the
subcontractors listed below also require
access to CBI submitted to EPA under
Section 114 of the CAA, Section 208 of
the CAA, and the APPS, and we are
providing notice and an opportunity to
comment on EPA subcontractors’ access
to information claimed as CBI. OECA
collects this data in order to monitor
compliance with regulations
promulgated under the CAA Title II
Emission Standards for Moving Sources,
the APPS, and the International
Convention for the Prevention of
Pollution from Ships (MARPOL), Annex
VI. We are issuing this Federal Register
notice to inform all affected submitters
of information that we plan to grant
access to material that may be claimed
as CBI to the subcontractors identified
below on a need-to-know basis.

Under Contract Number
68HERH19C0004, ERG provides
enforcement support for EPA’s CAA
mobile source regulatory and
enforcement activities, including field
inspections, investigations, audits, and
other CAA regulatory and enforcement
support that involve access to
information claimed as CBI. ERG also
employs subcontractors, who support
these activities, under the above-listed
contract. These subcontractors include:
Sunblock Systems, Inc.; PG
Environmental, LLC; BDO USA, LLP;
Dr. James J. Carroll; Dr. Yiqun Huang;
Dr. Maureen Kaplan; and Capital
Reporting Company. Access to data,
including information claimed as CBI,
will commence six days after the date of
publication of this notice in the Federal
Register, and will continue until March
1, 2024. If the contract and associated
subcontracts are extended, this access
will continue for the remainder of the
ERG contract without further notice. If
the contract expires prior to March 1,
2024, the access will cease at that time.
If ERG employs additional
subcontractors to support EPA on a
regular basis or on a limited or one-time
basis under the above-listed contract,
and those subcontractors require access
to CBI, EPA will notify affected
companies of the contemplated
disclosure and provide them with an
opportunity to comment by either
sending them a letter or by publishing
an additional notice in the Federal
Register.

Parties who wish to obtain further
information about this Federal Register

notice, or about OECA’s disclosure of
information claimed as CBI to
subcontractors, may contact the person
listed under FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT.

Dated: May 16, 2019.
Phillip A. Brooks,
Director, Air Enforcement Division.
[FR Doc. 2019-11170 Filed 5-28-19; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

[GN Docket No. 17-83; DA 19-432]

Meeting of the Broadband Deployment
Advisory Committee

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: In this document, the FCC
announces and provides an agenda for
the first meeting of the re-chartered
Broadband Deployment Advisory
Committee (BDAC).

DATES: Thursday, June 13, 2019. The
meeting will come to order at 9:30 a.m.
ADDRESSES: Federal Communications
Commission, 445 12th Street SW, Room
TW-C305, Washington, DC 20554.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Justin L. Faulb, Designated Federal
Authority (DFO) of the BDAC, at
justin.faulb@fcc.gov or 202—418-1589;
Darrel Pae, Deputy DFO of the BDAC, at
darrel.pae@fcc.gov or 202—418-0687; or
Zachary Ross, Deputy DFO of the BDAC,
at Zachary.ross@fcc.gov or 202—418—
1033. The TTY number is: (202) 418—
0484.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
meeting is open to members of the
general public. The FCC will
accommodate as many participants as
possible; however, admittance will be
limited to seating availability. The FCC
will also provide audio and/or video
coverage of the meeting over the
internet from the FCC’s web page at
www.fcc.gov/live. Oral statements at the
meeting by parties or entities not
represented on the BDAC will be
permitted to the extent time permits, at
the discretion of the BDAC Chair and
the DFO. Members of the public may
submit comments to the BDAC in the
FCC’s Electronic Comment Filing
System, ECFS, at www.fcc.gov/ecfs.
Comments to the BDAC should be filed
in GN Docket No. 17-83.

Open captioning will be provided for
this event. Other reasonable
accommodations for people with
disabilities are available upon request.


mailto:justin.faulb@fcc.gov
mailto:Zachary.ross@fcc.gov
mailto:darrel.pae@fcc.gov
http://www.fcc.gov/live
http://www.fcc.gov/ecfs
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Requests for such accommodations
should be submitted via email to
fec504@fcc.gov or by calling the
Consumer & Governmental Affairs
Bureau at (202) 418-0530 (voice), (202)
418-0432 (TTY). Such requests should
include a detailed description of the
accommodation needed. In addition,
please include a way for the FCC to
contact the requester if more
information is needed to fill the request.
Please allow at least five days’ advance
notice; last minute requests will be
accepted but may not be possible to
accommodate.

Proposed Agenda: The agenda of the
BDAC'’s first meeting will be to
introduce the BDAC members, describe
the working groups, assign members to
working groups, and begin discussing
how to accelerate the deployment of
broadband by reducing and/or removing
regulatory barriers to infrastructure
investment. The BDAC will also receive
a status report from the Disaster
Response and Recovery Working Group.
This agenda may be modified at the
discretion of the BDAC Chair and the
Designated Federal Officer (DFO).
Federal Communications Commission.
Pamela Arluk,

Chief, Competition Policy Division, Wireline
Competition Bureau.

[FR Doc. 2019-11184 Filed 5-28-19; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 6712-01-P

FEDERAL HOUSING FINANCE
AGENCY

[No. 2019-N-04]

Proposed Collection; Comment
Request

AGENCY: Federal Housing Finance
Agency.

ACTION: 60-Day notice of submission of
information collection for approval from
Office of Management and Budget.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
requirements of the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995 (PRA), the
Federal Housing Finance Agency
(FHFA) is seeking public comments
concerning an information collection
known as the “American Survey of
Mortgage Borrowers,”” which has been
assigned control number 2590-0015 by
the Office of Management and Budget
(OMB). FHFA intends to submit the
information collection to OMB for
review and approval of a three-year
extension of the control number, which
is due to expire on July 31, 2019.

DATES: Interested persons may submit
comments on or before July 29, 2019.

ADDRESSES: Submit comments to FHFA,
identified by “Proposed Collection;
Comment Request: ‘American Survey of
Mortgage Borrowers, (No. 2019-N—-04)"’
by any of the following methods:

e Agency Website: www.fhfa.gov/
open-for-comment-or-input.

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: http://
www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments. If
you submit your comment to the
Federal eRulemaking Portal, please also
send it by email to FHFA at
RegComments@fhfa.gov to ensure
timely receipt by the agency.

e Mail/Hand Delivery: Federal
Housing Finance Agency, Eighth Floor,
400 Seventh Street SW, Washington, DC
20219, ATTENTION: Proposed
Collection; Comment Request:
“American Survey of Mortgage
Borrowers, (No. 2019-N—-04)"".

We will post all public comments we
receive without change, including any
personal information you provide, such
as your name and address, email
address, and telephone number, on the
FHF A website at http://www.fhfa.gov. In
addition, copies of all comments
received will be available for
examination by the public through the
electronic comment docket for this PRA
Notice also located on the FHFA
website.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Saty
Patrabansh, Manager, National Mortgage
Database Program, Saty.Patrabansh@
fhfa.gov, (202) 649-3213; or Eric
Raudenbush, Associate General
Counsel, Eric.Raudenbush@fhfa.gov,
(202) 649-3084, (these are not toll-free
numbers), Federal Housing Finance
Agency, 400 Seventh Street SW,
Washington, DC 20219. The
Telecommunications Device for the
Hearing Impaired is (800) 877—-8339.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

A. Need For and Use of the Information
Collection

FHFA is seeking OMB clearance
under the PRA for a collection of
information known as the “American
Survey of Mortgage Borrowers” (ASMB).
The ASMB is an annual, voluntary
survey of individuals who currently
have a first mortgage loan secured by
single-family residential property. The
2018 survey questionnaire consisted of
93 questions designed to learn directly
from mortgage borrowers about their
mortgage experience, any challenges
they may have had in maintaining their
mortgage and, where applicable, in
terminating a mortgage. It requested
specific information on: the mortgage;
the mortgaged property; the borrower’s
experience with the loan servicer; and

the borrower’s financial resources and
financial knowledge. FHFA is also
seeking clearance to pretest future
iterations of the survey questionnaire
and related materials from time to time
through the use of focus groups. A copy
of the 2018 survey questionnaire
appears at the end of this notice.

The ASMB is a component of the
“National Mortgage Database” (NMDB)
Program, which is a joint effort of FHFA
and the Consumer Financial Protection
Bureau (CFPB). The NMDB Program is
designed to satisfy the Congressionally-
mandated requirements of section
1324(c) of the Federal Housing
Enterprises Financial Safety and
Soundness Act.1 Section 1324(c)
requires that FHFA conduct a monthly
survey to collect data on the
characteristics of individual prime and
subprime mortgages, and on the
borrowers and properties associated
with those mortgages, in order to enable
it to prepare a detailed annual report on
the mortgage market activities of the
Federal National Mortgage Association
(Fannie Mae) and the Federal Home
Loan Mortgage Corporation (Freddie
Mac) for review by the appropriate
Congressional oversight committees.
Section 1324(c) also authorizes and
requires FHFA to compile a database of
timely and otherwise unavailable
residential mortgage market information
to be made available to the public.

As a means of fulfilling these and
other statutory requirements, as well as
to support policymaking and research
regarding the residential mortgage
markets, FHFA and CFPB jointly
established the National Mortgage
Database Program in 2012. The Program
is designed to provide comprehensive
information about the U.S. mortgage
market and has three primary
components: (1) The NMDB; (2) the
quarterly National Survey of Mortgage
Originations (NSMO); and (3) the
ASMB.

The NMDB is a de-identified loan-
level database of closed-end first-lien
residential mortgage loans that is
representative of the market as a whole,
contains detailed loan-level information
on the terms and performance of the
mortgages and the characteristics of the
associated borrowers and properties, is
continually updated, has an historical
component dating back to 1998, and
provides a sampling frame for surveys to
collect additional information. The core
data in the NMDB are drawn from a
random 1-in-20 sample of all closed-end
first-lien mortgage files outstanding at
any time between January 1998 and the
present in the files of Experian, one of

112 U.S.C. 4544(c).
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the three national credit repositories. A
random 1-in-20 sample of mortgages
newly reported to Experian is added
each quarter.

The NMDB also draws information on
mortgages in the NMDB datasets from
other existing sources, including the
Home Mortgage Disclosure Act (HMDA)
data that are maintained by the Federal
Financial Institutions Examination
Council (FFIEC), property valuation
models, and data files maintained by
Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac and by
federal agencies. FHFA obtains
additional data from the quarterly
NSMO, which provides critical and
timely information on newly-originated
mortgages and those borrowing that are
not available from any existing source,
including: The range of nontraditional
and subprime mortgage products being
offered, the methods by which these
mortgages are being marketed, and the
characteristics of borrowers for these
types of loans.2

While the NSMO provides
information on newly-originated
mortgages, the ASMB solicits
information on borrowers’ experience
with maintaining their existing
mortgages, including their experience
maintaining mortgages under financial
stress, their experience in soliciting
financial assistance, their success in
accessing federally-sponsored programs
designed to assist them, and, where
applicable, any challenges they may
have had in terminating a mortgage
loan. This type of information is not
available from any other source.
Beginning in 2016, the ASMB
questionnaire has been sent out
annually to a stratified random sample
of 10,000 borrowers in the NMDB. In
2018, the ASMB had an 18.7 percent
overall response rate, which yielded
1,793 survey responses.

When fully processed, the
information collected through the
ASMB will be used, in combination
with information obtained from existing
sources in the NMDB, to assist FHFA in
understanding how the performance of
existing mortgages is influencing the
residential mortgage market, what
different borrower groups are discussing
with their servicers when they are under
financial stress, and consumers’
opinions of federally-sponsored
programs designed to assist them. This
important, but otherwise unavailable,

2OMB has cleared the NSMO under the PRA and
assigned it control no. 2590-0012, which expires on
April 30, 2020.

information will assist FHFA in the
supervision of its regulated entities
(Fannie Mae, Freddie Mac, and the
Federal Home Loan Banks) and in the
development and implementation of
appropriate and effective policies and
programs. The information will also be
used for research and analysis by CFPB
and other federal agencies that have
regulatory and supervisory
responsibilities/mandates related to
mortgage markets and to provide a
resource for research and analysis by
academics and other interested parties
outside of the government.

As it has done in the past, FHFA
expects to continue to sponsor focus
groups to pretest possible survey
questions and revisions to the survey
materials. Such pretesting ultimately
helps to ensure that the survey
respondents can and will answer the
survey questions and will provide
useful data on their experiences with
maintaining their existing mortgages.
FHFA uses information collected
through the focus groups to assist in
drafting and modifying the survey
questions and instructions, as well as
the related communications, to read in
the way that will be most readily
understood by the survey respondents
and that will be most likely to elicit
usable responses. Such information is
also used to help determine how best to
organize and format the survey
questionnaire.

B. Burden Estimate

This information collection comprises
two components: (I) The ASMB survey;
and (II) the pre-testing of the survey
questionnaire and related materials
through the use of cognitive testing.
FHFA conducted the survey annually
from 2016 through 2018. Although the
ASMB is nominally an annual survey,
the decision as to whether the ASMB
will be conducted in 2019 and thereafter
depends upon the availability of
funding and on assessments as to
whether there is a continuing need for
the type of data collected through the
survey. For purposes of these burden
estimates, however, FHFA assumes that
it will conduct the survey once annually
over the next three years and that it will
conduct two rounds of pre-testing on
each set of survey materials.

FHFA has analyzed the total hour
burden on members of the public
associated with conducting the survey
(5,000 hours) and with pre-testing the
survey materials (24 hours) and

estimates the total annual hour burden
imposed on the public by this
information collection to be 5,024
hours. The estimate for each phase of
the collection was calculated as follows:

I. Conducting the Survey

FHFA estimates that the ASMB
questionnaire will be sent to 10,000
recipients each time it is conducted.
Although it expects that only about
1,800 of those surveys will be returned,
FHFA has calculated the burden
estimates below as if all of the surveys
will be returned. Based on the reported
experience of respondents to earlier
ASMB questionnaires, FHFA estimates
that it will take each respondent 30
minutes to complete each survey,
including the gathering of necessary
materials to respond to the questions.
This results in a total annual burden
estimate of 5,000 hours for the survey
phase of this collection (1 survey per
year X 10,000 respondents per survey X
30 minutes per respondent = 5,000
hours).

II. Pre-Testing the Materials

FHFA estimates that it will sponsor
two focus groups prior to conducting
each annual survey, with 12
participants in each focus group, for a
total of 24 focus group participants. It
estimates the participation time for each
focus group participant to be one hour,
resulting in a total annual burden
estimate of 24 hours for the pre-testing
phase of the collection (2 focus groups
per year x 12 participants in each group
x 1 hour per participant = 24 hours).

C. Comment Request

FHFA requests written comments on
the following: (1) Whether the collection
of information is necessary for the
proper performance of FHFA functions,
including whether the information has
practical utility; (2) the accuracy of
FHFA’s estimates of the burdens of the
collection of information; (3) ways to
enhance the quality, utility, and clarity
of the information collected; and (4)
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.

Dated: May 23, 2019.
Kevin Winkler,

Chief Information Officer, Federal Housing
Finance Agency.

BILLING CODE 8070-01-P
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Thank you for sharing your experience with us.

We look forward to hearing from you.

Privacy Act Notice: Inaccordance with the Privacy Act, as amended (3 US.C. § 552a), the following notice is provided. The information
requested on-this survey is collected pursuant to 12 U.5.0. 4544 for the purposes of gathering information for the National Motigage
Database. Routine Uses which may be made of the collected information can be found in the Federal Housing Finance Agency’s System of
Records Notice (SORN) FHFA-Z1 National Mortgage Database, Providing the requested information is voluntary, Submission of the survey
adthorizes FHFA to-collect the information provided and 1o disclose it as set forth in the reférenced SORN.

Paperwork Reduction Act Statements Nobwithstanding any other provision of the law no person is required to respond 16, nor shall any
person be subject to a penalty for failure to comply with, a collection of information subject to the requirementsof the Paperwork
Reduction Act, unless that collection of information displays & currantly valid OMB Controf Number

OMB No, 2590-0015
Expires 7} 31{2‘81?&
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FEDERAL MINE SAFETY AND HEALTH
REVIEW COMMISSION

Sunshine Act Notice

May 24, 2019.

TIME AND DATE: 10:00 a.m., Wednesday,
June 5, 2019.

PLACE: The Richard V. Backley Hearing
Room, Room 511N, 1331 Pennsylvania
Avenue NW, Washington, DC 20004
(enter from F Street entrance).

STATUS: Open.

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: The
Commission will consider and act upon
the following in open session: McNary
v. Alcoa World Alumina, LLC, Docket
No. CENT 2015-279-DM. (Issues
include whether the Judge erred by
determining that the complainant had
failed to establish interference with his
rights under the Mine Act.)

Any person attending this meeting
who requires special accessibility
features and/or auxiliary aids, such as
sign language interpreters, must inform
the Commission in advance of those
needs. Subject to 29 CFR 2706.150(a)(3)
and §2706.160(d).

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE INFO:
Emogene Johnson (202) 434-9935/(202)
708-9300 for TDD, Relay/1-800-877—
8339 for toll free.

PHONE NUMBER FOR LISTENING TO
MEETING: 1-(866) 867—-4769

Sarah L. Stewart,

Deputy General Counsel.

[FR Doc. 2019-11255 Filed 5-24-19; 11:15 am]
BILLING CODE 6735-01-P

must inform the Commission in advance
of those needs. Subject to 29 CFR
2706.150(a)(3) and § 2706.160(d).
CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE INFO:
Emogene Johnson (202) 434-9935/(202)
708-9300 for TDD, Relay/l—800—877—
8339 for toll free.

PHONE NUMBER FOR LISTENING TO
MEETING: 1—(866) 867—4769, Passcode:
678—-100

Sarah L. Stewart,

Deputy General Counsel.

[FR Doc. 2019-11257 Filed 5-24-19; 11:15 am]
BILLING CODE 6735-01-P

FEDERAL MINE SAFETY AND HEALTH
REVIEW COMMISSION

Sunshine Act Notice

May 24, 2019.

TIME AND DATE: 10:00 a.m., Tuesday,
June 4, 2019.

PLACE: The Richard V. Backley Hearing
Room, Room 511N, 1331 Pennsylvania
Avenue NW, Washington, DC 20004
(enter from F Street entrance).

STATUS: Open.

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: The
Commission will hear oral argument in
the matter McNary v. Alcoa World
Alumina, LLC, Docket No. CENT 2015—
279-DM. (Issues include whether the
Judge erred by determining that the
complainant had failed to establish
interference with his rights under the
Mine Act.)

Any person attending this oral
argument who requires special
accessibility features and/or auxiliary
aids, such as sign language interpreters,

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 (“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 June 6,
2019.

A. Federal Reserve Bank of Atlanta
(Kathryn Haney, Assistant Vice
President) 1000 Peachtree Street NE,
Atlanta, Georgia 30309. Comments can
also be sent electronically to
Applications.Comments@atl.frb.org:

1. Bill Voss, Joshua Falciani, both of
Decatur, Alabama, and Slap Happy
Investments, LLC, Athens, Alabama; to
retain voting shares of Merit Holdings
LLC and thereby indirectly retain shares
of Merit Bank, both of Huntsville,
Alabama, and to join the Organizing
Control Group, which controls Merit
Holdings LLC.

B. Federal Reserve Bank of Kansas
City (Dennis Denney, Assistant Vice
President) 1 Memorial Drive, Kansas
City, Missouri 64198-0001:

1. Thomas Creighton, Jr., Denver,
Colorado, individually and as trustee of
High Plains Banking Group, Inc. KSOP;
to acquire voting shares of High Plains
Banking Group, Inc., and thereby
indirectly acquire shares of High Plains
Bank, both of Flagler, Colorado. In

addition, Heidi Priebe, Fort Collins,
Colorado; Debra Dunbar, Gunnison,
Colorado; Michael Patton, Scott City,
Kansas; Frances Geutlich, Sammamish,
Washington; Emma Creighton, Grace
Creighton, Joseph Creighton, all of
Longmont, Colorado; and William
Newton, Snowmass, Colorado, to be
approved as members of the Creighton
Family Group, which controls High
Plains Banking Group, Inc.

C. Federal Reserve Bank of San
Francisco (Gerald C. Tsai, Director,
Applications and Enforcement) 101
Market Street, San Francisco, California
94105-1579:

1. The BP & RP Trust; Deana Rae
Gillespie, individually and as Successor
Trustee of the BP & RP Trust, Muskego,
Wisconsin; Ryan James Gillespie,
Muskego, Wisconsin; Bruce R. Penoske
and Raelynn Penoske, individually and
as Trustees of the BP & RP Trust, both
of Washington, Utah; Jared P. Goodale,
Brentwood, California; and Myles
Goodale, Boise, Idaho; to retain voting
shares of Community Bancshares, Inc.,
and thereby indirectly retain voting
shares of Community Bank, both of
Joseph, Oregon.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, May 22, 2019.

Yao-Chin Chao,

Assistant Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc. 201911113 Filed 5-28-19; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6210-01-P

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION

Agency Information Collection
Activities; Submission to the Office of
Management and Budget for Review
and Approval; Comment Request

AGENCY: Federal Trade Commission
(“Commission” or “FTC”).

ACTION: Notice of information collection;
request for comment.

SUMMARY: The FTC requests that the
Office of Management and Budget
(“OMB”’) extend for an additional three
years the current Paperwork Reduction
Act (“PRA”) clearance for information
collection requirements in its regulation
“Duties of Furnishers of Information to
Consumer Reporting Agencies”
(“Information Furnishers Rule”’), which
applies to certain motor vehicle dealers,
and its shared enforcement with the
Consumer Financial Protection Bureau
(“CFPB”) of the furnisher provisions
(subpart E) of the CFPB’s Regulation V


mailto:Applications.Comments@atl.frb.org
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regarding other entities. The existing
clearance expires on June 30, 2016.

DATES: Comments must be submitted on
or before June 28, 2019.

ADDRESSES: Comments in response to
this notice should be submitted to the
OMB Desk Officer for the Federal Trade
Commission within 30 days of this
notice. You may submit comments
using any of the following methods:

Electronic: Write “Information
Furnishers Rule, PRA Comment,
P135407,” on your comment and file
your comment online at https://
www.regulations.gov, by following the
instructions on the web-based form.

Email: MBX.OMB.OIRA.Submission@
OMB.eop.gov.

Mail: Office of Information and
Regulatory Affairs, Office of
Management and Budget, Attention:
Desk Officer for the Federal Trade
Commission, New Executive Office
Building, Docket Library, Room 10102,
725 17th Street NW, Washington, DC
20503.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Jamie Elliott Hine, Attorney, Division of
Privacy and Identity Protection, Bureau
of Consumer Protection, (202) 326—
2188, 600 Pennsylvania Ave. NW, CC—
8232, Washington, DC 20580.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pursuant
to the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995
(44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq.), the FTC has
submitted to the Office of Management
and Budget (“OMB”) this request for
extension of the previously approved
collection of information discussed
below.

Title: Duties of Furnishers of
Information to Consumer Reporting
Agencies.

OMB Control Number: 3084-0144.

Type of Review: Extension of
currently approved collection.

Estimated Annual Burden:

Section 660.3 of FTC Rule/Section
1022.42 of CFPB Rule: 14,420 hours
and $815,884 in associated labor costs

Section 660.4 of FTC Rule/Section
1022.43 of CFPB Rule: 2,635 hours
and $62,423 in associated labor costs

The total estimated burden is 17,055
hours and $878,307 in associated labor
costs. Commission staff believes that the
Information Furnishers Rule and
subpart E of Regulation V impose
negligible capital or other non-labor
costs, as the affected entities are already
likely to have the necessary supplies
and/or equipment (e.g., offices and
computers) for the associated
information collection provisions.

These burden figures reflect solely the
FTC’s estimates assigned to itself,
including a portion reflective of its sole

enforcement authority for certain motor
vehicle dealers subject to the FTC rule.?
For more details about the Rule
requirements, the background behind
these information collection provisions,
and the basis for these calculations, see
84 FR 10074 (March 19, 2019).

Request for Comment

On March 19, 2019, the Commission
sought comment on the information
collection requirements associated with
the Information Furnishers Rule and the
Commission’s shared enforcement with
the CFPB of the furnisher provisions in
subpart E of the CFPB’s Regulation V. 84
FR 10074. No relevant comments were
received. Pursuant to the OMB
regulations, 5 CFR part 1320, that
implement the PRA, 44 U.S.C. 3501 et
seq., the FTC is providing this second
opportunity for public comment while
seeking OMB approval to renew the pre-
existing clearance for those information
collection requirements.

Your comment—including your name
and your state—will be placed on the
public record of this proceeding.
Because your comment will be made
public, you are solely responsible for
making sure that your comment does
not include any sensitive personal
information, like anyone’s Social
Security number, date of birth, driver’s
license number or other state
identification number or foreign country
equivalent, passport number, financial
account number, or credit or debit card
number. You are also solely responsible
for making sure that your comment does
not include any sensitive health
information, like medical records or
other individually identifiable health
information. In addition, do not include
any “[t]rade secret or any commercial or
financial information whichis. . .
privileged or confidential” as provided
in Section 6(f) of the FTC Act 15 U.S.C.
46(f), and FTC Rule 4.10(a)(2), 16CFR
4.10(a)(2). In particular, do not include
competitively sensitive information
such as costs, sales statistics,
inventories, formulas, patterns devices,
manufacturing processes, or customer
names.

Heather Hippsley,

Deputy General Counsel.

[FR Doc. 201911194 Filed 5-28-19; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6750-01-P

1The FTC retains rulemaking authority for its
Information Furnishers Rule solely for motor
vehicle dealers described in section 1029(a) of the
Dodd-Frank Wall Street Reform and Consumer
Protection Act (Pub. L. 111-203, 124 Stat. 1376
(2010)) that are predominantly engaged in the sale
and servicing of motor vehicles, the leasing and
servicing of motor vehicles, or both.

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Food and Drug Administration
[Docket No. FDA—-2018-N—4131]

Agency Information Collection
Activities; Submission for Office of
Management and Budget Review;
Comment Request; Food and Drug
Administration Adverse Event Reports;
Electronic Submissions

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration,
HHS.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Food and Drug
Administration (FDA, Agency, or we) 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 June 28,
2019.

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 0910-0645. Also
include the FDA docket number found
in brackets in the heading of this
document.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Domini Bean, Office of Operations,
Food and Drug Administration, Three
White Fli