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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.

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. FAA-2019-0869; Product
Identifier 2019-NM-162-AD; Amendment
39-19842; AD 2020-03-18]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Airbus
Defense and Space S.A. (Formerly
Known as Construcciones
Aeronauticas, S.A.) Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), Department of
Transportation (DOT).

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The FAA is superseding
Airworthiness Directive (AD) 2017—19—
08 and AD 2018-19-02, which applied
to Airbus Defense and Space S.A. Model
C-212-CB, C-212-CC, C-212-CD, G-
212—CE, and C-212-DF airplanes. AD
2018-19-02 required repetitive
inspections of the rudder pedal control
system support box and shaft and
applicable corrective actions;
accomplishing those actions terminated
the requirements of AD 2017-19-08.
This AD continues to require repetitive
inspections and applicable corrective
actions; and also requires a modification
of the rudder pedal adjustment system;
as specified in a European Union
Aviation Safety Agency (EASA) AD,
which is incorporated by reference. This
AD was prompted by a determination
that a modification must be done in
order to address the unsafe condition.
The FAA is issuing this AD to address
the unsafe condition on these products.
DATES: This AD is effective April 2,
2020.

The Director of the Federal Register
approved the incorporation by reference
of a certain publication listed in this AD
as of April 2, 2020.

ADDRESSES: For the material
incorporated by reference (IBR) in this

AD, contact the EASA, Konrad-
Adenauer-Ufer 3, 50668 Cologne,
Germany; telephone +49 221 89990
1000; email ADs@easa.europa.eu;
internet www.easa.europa.eu. You may
find this IBR material on the EASA
website at https://ad.easa.europa.eu.
You may view this IBR material 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.
It is also available in the AD docket on
the internet at https://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2019-
0869.

Examining the AD Docket

You may examine the AD docket on
the internet at https://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2019—
0869; 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 regulatory evaluation, any
comments received, and other
information. The address for Docket
Operations 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:
Shahram Daneshmandi, Aerospace
Engineer, International Section,
Transport Standards Branch, FAA, 2200
South 216th St., Des Moines, WA 98198;
telephone and fax 206-231-3220; email
shahram.daneshmandi@faa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Discussion

The EASA, which is the Technical
Agent for the Member States of the
European Union, has issued EASA AD
2019-0221, dated September 5, 2019
(“EASA AD 2019-0221") (also referred
to as the Mandatory Continuing
Airworthiness Information, or “the
MCALI”), to correct an unsafe condition
for certain Airbus Defense and Space
S.A. Model C-212-CB, C-212-CC, C-
212-CD, C-212-CE, C-212-DD, C-212—
DF, and C-212-EE airplanes. Model C—
212-DD and C-212-EE airplanes are not
certified by the FAA and are not
included on the U.S. type certificate
data sheet; this AD therefore does not
include those airplanes in the

applicability. EASA AD 2019-0221
supersedes EASA AD 2018-0051, dated
March 2, 2018 (which corresponds to
FAA AD 2018-19-02, Amendment 39—
19402 (83 FR 46857, September 17,
2018) (“AD 2018-19-02")).

The FAA issued a notice of proposed
rulemaking (NPRM) to amend 14 CFR
part 39 to supersede AD 2017-19-08,
Amendment 39-19038 (82 FR 43835,
September 20, 2017) (“AD 2017-19-
08”’) and AD 2018-19-02. AD 2018-19-
02 applied to certain Airbus Defense
and Space S.A. Model C-212—-CB, C-
212—-CC, C-212-CD, C-212—-CE, and C-
212-DF airplanes. Accomplishing the
actions required by AD 2018—-19-02
terminated all of the requirements of AD
2017-19-08. The NPRM published in
the Federal Register on November 18,
2019 (84 FR 63580). The NPRM was
prompted by a determination that a
modification must be done in order to
address the unsafe condition. The
NPRM proposed to continue to require
repetitive inspections and applicable
corrective actions. The NPRM also
proposed to require a modification of
the rudder pedal adjustment system.

The FAA is issuing this AD to address
failure of the rudder pedal control
system support structure, which could
result in reduced controllability of the
airplane. See the MCALI for additional
background information.

Comments

The FAA gave the public the
opportunity to participate in developing
this final rule. The FAA received no
comments on the NPRM or on the
determination of the cost to the public.

Conclusion

The FAA reviewed the relevant data
and determined that air safety and the
public interest require adopting this
final rule as proposed, except for minor
editorial changes. The FAA has
determined that these minor changes:

e Are consistent with the intent that
was proposed in the NPRM for
addressing the unsafe condition; and

¢ Do not add any additional burden
upon the public than was already
proposed in the NPRM.

Related IBR Material Under 1 CFR Part
51

EASA AD 2019-0221 describes
procedures for repetitive inspections of
the rudder pedal control system support
box and shaft, and a modification of the
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rudder pedal adjustment system. The
modification is terminating action for
the repetitive inspections. This material
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.

Costs of Compliance

The FAA estimates that this AD
affects 37 airplanes of U.S. registry. The
FAA estimates the following costs to
comply with this AD:

ESTIMATED COSTS FOR REQUIRED ACTIONS

) Cost per Cost on U.S.
Action Labor cost Parts cost product operators
Retained actions from AD 2018-19-02 ......... 8 work-hours x $85 per hour = $680 $0 $680 $25,160
New actions 9 work-hours x $85 per hour = $765 20,000 20,765 768,305

The FAA estimates the following
costs to do any necessary on-condition
actions that would be required based on

the results of any required actions. The
FAA has no way of determining the

number of aircraft that might need this
on-condition action:

ESTIMATED COSTS OF ON-CONDITION ACTION

Cost per

Labor cost Parts cost product

O WOTK-hOUIS X $85 PEI NOUI = $765 ....occuiiuiiiiieieiectieete ettt te ettt et et e e et e e e e saeeaaesaeesaesbeeseesbeesseaseessenseessenns $20,000 $20,765
Authority for This Rulemaking (3) Will not have a significant (b) Affected ADs

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.

The FAA is 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) Will not affect intrastate aviation
in Alaska, and

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.

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
removing Airworthiness Directive (AD)
2017-19-08, Amendment 39-19038 (82
FR 43835, September 20, 2017), and AD
2018-19-02, Amendment 39-19402 (83
FR 46857, September 17, 2018), and
adding the following new AD:

2020-03-18 Airbus Defense and Space S.A.
(Formerly Known as Construcciones
Aeronauticas, S.A.): Amendment 39—
19842; Docket No. FAA—-2019-0869;
Product Identifier 2019-NM-162—AD.

(a) Effective Date
This AD is effective April 2, 2020.

This AD replaces AD 2017-19-08,
Amendment 39-19038 (82 FR 43835,
September 20, 2017), and AD 2018-19-02,
Amendment 39-19402 (83 FR 46857,
September 17, 2018).

(c) Applicability

This AD applies to Airbus Defense and
Space S.A. Model C-212-CB, C-212-CC, C-
212-CD, C-212-CE, and C-212-DF airplanes,
certificated in any category, as identified in
European Union Aviation Safety Agency
(EASA) AD 2019-0221, dated September 5,
2019 (“EASA AD 2019-0221").

(d) Subject

Air Transport Association (ATA) of
America Code 27, Flight Controls.

(e) Reason

This AD was prompted by reports of
failures of the rudder pedal control system
support structure. The FAA is issuing this
AD to address failure of the rudder pedal
control system support structure, which
could result in reduced controllability of the
airplane.

(f) Compliance

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

(g) Requirements

Except as specified in paragraph (h) of this
AD: Comply with all required actions and
compliance times specified in, and in
accordance with, EASA AD 2019-0221.

(h) Exceptions to EASA AD 2019-0221

For purposes of determining compliance
with the requirements of this AD:

(1) Where EASA AD 2019-0221 refers to its
effective date, this AD requires using the
effective date of this AD.
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(2) The “Remarks” section of EASA AD
2019-0221 does not apply to this AD.

(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) 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 instructions
from a manufacturer, the instructions must
be accomplished using a method approved
by the Manager, International Section,
Transport Standards Branch, FAA; or EASA;
or Airbus Defense and Space S.A.’s EASA
Design Organization Approval (DOA). If
approved by the DOA, the approval must
include the DOA-authorized signature.

(j) Related Information

For more information about this AD,
contact Shahram Daneshmandi, Aerospace
Engineer, International Section, Transport
Standards Branch, FAA, 2200 South 216th
St., Des Moines, WA 98198; telephone and
fax 206 231 3220; email
shahram.daneshmandi@faa.gov.

(k) Material Incorporated by Reference

(1) The Director of the Federal Register
approved the incorporation by reference
(IBR) 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 this AD specifies otherwise.

(3) The following service information was
approved for IBR on April 2, 2020.

(i) European Union Aviation Safety Agency
(EASA) AD 2019-0221, dated September 5,
2019.

(ii) [Reserved]

(4) For information about EASA AD 2019—
0221, contact the EASA, Konrad-Adenauer-
Ufer 3, 50668 Cologne, Germany; telephone
+49 221 89990 6017; email ADs@
easa.europa.eu; Internet
www.easa.europa.eu. You may find this
EASA AD on the EASA website at https://
ad.easa.europa.eu.

(5) You may view this material 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. This material may
be found in the AD docket on the internet at
https://www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA—-2019-0869.

(6) You may view this material that is
incorporated by reference at the National

Archives and Records Administration
(NARA). For information on the availability
of this material at NARA, email fedreg.legal@
nara.gov, or go to: https://www.archives.gov/
federal-register/cfr/ibr-locations.html.

Issued on February 12, 2020.
Lance T. Gant,

Director, Compliance & Airworthiness
Division, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 2020-03935 Filed 2—-26—20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. FAA-2019-0727; Product
Identifier 2019-NM-090-AD; Amendment
39-19840; AD 2020-03-15]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Airbus SAS
Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), Department of
Transportation (DOT).

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The FAA is adopting a new
airworthiness directive (AD) for certain
Airbus SAS Model A321-211, -212,
—213,-231, and —232 airplanes. This AD
was prompted by a report of erroneous
positioning of affected parts on the skin
of the fuselage during the pre-drill
phase, which could result in unwanted
drill-starts. This AD requires
inspections for the presence of
unwanted drill-starts on affected parts,
and an inspection for cracks and
corrective action if necessary, as
specified in a European Union Aviation
Safety Agency (EASA) AD, which is
incorporated by reference. The FAA is
issuing this AD to address the unsafe
condition on these products.

DATES: This AD is effective April 2,
2020.

The Director of the Federal Register
approved the incorporation by reference
of a certain publication listed in this AD
as of April 2, 2020.

ADDRESSES: For the material
incorporated by reference (IBR) in this
AD, contact the EASA, Konrad-
Adenauer-Ufer 3, 50668 Cologne,
Germany; telephone +49 221 89990
1000; email ADs@easa.europa.eu;
internet www.easa.europa.eu. You may
find this IBR material on the EASA
website at https://ad.easa.europa.eu.
You may view this IBR material 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.
It is also available in the AD docket on
the internet at https://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2019—
0727.

Examining the AD Docket

You may examine the AD docket on
the internet at https://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2019—
0727; 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 regulatory evaluation, any
comments received, and other
information. The address for Docket
Operations 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:
Sanjay Ralhan, Aerospace Engineer,
International Section, Transport
Standards Branch, FAA, 2200 South
216th St., Des Moines, WA 98198;
telephone and fax 206-231-3223; email
sanjay.ralhan@faa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Discussion

The EASA, which is the Technical
Agent for the Member States of the
European Union, has issued EASA AD
2019-0098, dated May 3, 2019 (“EASA
AD 2019-0098") (also referred to as the
Mandatory Continuing Airworthiness
Information, or “the MCAI”’), to correct
an unsafe condition for certain Airbus
SAS Model A321-211, -212, —-213,
—231, and —232 airplanes.

The FAA issued a notice of proposed
rulemaking (NPRM) to amend 14 CFR
part 39 by adding an AD that would
apply to certain Airbus SAS Model
A321-211,-212,-213,-231, and —232
airplanes. The NPRM published in the
Federal Register on October 28, 2019
(84 FR 57657). The NPRM was
prompted by a report of erroneous
positioning of affected parts (internal
upper doublers of the forward
emergency exit doors (#2 position), left-
hand and right-hand sides) on the skin
of the fuselage during the pre-drill
phase, which could result in unwanted
drill-starts. The NPRM proposed to
require inspections for the presence of
unwanted drill-starts on affected parts,
and an inspection for cracks and
corrective action if necessary.

The FAA is issuing this AD to address
unwanted drill-starts, which could
affect the fatigue properties of affected
fuselage skin parts and possibly result
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in cracking of fuselage skin. See the
MCAI for additional background
information.

Comments

The FAA gave the public the
opportunity to participate in developing
this final rule. The FAA has considered
the comment received. An anonymous
person stated support for the NPRM.

Change Made to This Final Rule

EASA AD 2019-0098, which is
referenced in paragraph (g) of this AD,
specifies to report inspection results to
Airbus within a certain compliance
time. The FAA has added paragraph
(h)(3) to this AD to clarify the
compliance times for the reporting
required by this AD.

Conclusion

The FAA reviewed the relevant data,
considered the comment received, and

determined that air safety and the
public interest require adopting this
final rule with the change described
previously and minor editorial changes.
The FAA has determined that these
minor changes:

¢ Are consistent with the intent that
was proposed in the NPRM for
addressing the unsafe condition; and

¢ Do not add any additional burden
upon the public than was already
proposed in the NPRM.

The FAA also determined that these
changes will not increase the economic
burden on any operator or increase the
scope of this final rule.

Related IBR Material Under 1 CFR Part
51

EASA AD 2019-0098 describes
procedures for inspections for the
presence of unwanted drill-starts on
affected parts (internal upper doublers

of the forward emergency exit doors (#2
position), left-hand and right-hand
sides), high frequency eddy current
(HFEC) inspections for cracks, and
corrective actions including repair of
cracked parts. This material 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.

Costs of Compliance

The FAA estimates that this AD
affects 51 airplanes of U.S. registry. The
FAA estimates the following costs to
comply with this AD:

ESTIMATED COSTS FOR REQUIRED ACTIONS

Labor cost

Parts cost

Cost on U.S.

Cost per product operators

Up to 73 work-hours x $85 per hour = Up t0 $6,205 .......ccceeveeerieeiereneeneceeee s

$0 | Up to $6,205 Up to $316,455.

The FAA estimates that it would take
about 1 work-hour per product to
comply with the reporting requirement
in this AD. The average labor rate is $85
per hour. Based on these figures, the

FAA estimates the cost of reporting the
inspection results on U.S. operators to
be $4,335, or $85 per product.

The FAA estimates the following
costs to do any necessary on-condition

action that would be required based on
the results of any required actions. The
FAA has no way of determining the
number of aircraft that might need this
on-condition action:

ESTIMATED COSTS OF ON-CONDITION ACTIONS

Labor cost

Parts cost Cost per product

93 work-hours x $85 per hour = $7,905

$4,300 $12,205

Paperwork Reduction Act

A federal agency may not conduct or
sponsor, and a person is not required to
respond to, nor shall a person be subject
to penalty for failure to comply with a
collection of information subject to the
requirements of the Paperwork
Reduction Act unless that collection of
information displays a current valid
OMB control number. The control
number for the collection of information
required by this AD is 2120-0056. The
paperwork cost associated with this AD
has been detailed in the Costs of
Compliance section of this document
and includes time for reviewing
instructions, as well as completing and
reviewing the collection of information.
Therefore, all reporting associated with
this AD is mandatory. Comments
concerning the accuracy of this burden
and suggestions for reducing the burden
should be directed to Information

Collection Clearance Officer, Federal
Aviation Administration, 10101
Hillwood Parkway, Fort Worth, TX
76177-1524.

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.

The FAA is 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) Will not affect intrastate aviation
in Alaska, and

(3) Will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
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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.

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):

AD 2020-03-15 Airbus SAS: Amendment

39-19840; Docket No. FAA-2019-0727;
Product Identifier 2019-NM—-090—-AD.

(a) Effective Date
This AD is effective April 2, 2020.

(b) Affected ADs

None.
(c) Applicability

This AD applies to Airbus SAS Model
A321-211, 212, -213, -231, and —232
airplanes, certificated in any category, as
identified in European Union Aviation Safety

Agency (EASA) AD 2019-0098, dated May 3,
2019 (“EASA AD 2019-0098").

(d) Subject

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

(e) Reason

This AD was prompted by a report of
erroneous positioning of affected parts on the
skin of the fuselage during the pre-drill
phase, which could result in unwanted drill-
starts. The FAA is issuing this AD to address
unwanted drill-starts, which could affect the
fatigue properties of affected fuselage skin
parts and possibly result in cracking of
fuselage skin.

(f) Compliance

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

(g) Requirements

Except as specified in paragraph (h) of this
AD: Comply with all required actions and
compliance times specified in, and in
accordance with, EASA AD 2019-0098.

(h) Exceptions to EASA AD 2019-0098

For purposes of determining compliance
with the requirements of this AD:

(1) Where EASA AD 2019-0098 refers to its
effective date, this AD requires using the
effective date of this AD.

(2) The “Remarks” section of EASA AD
2019-0098 does not apply to this AD.

(3) Paragraph (3) of EASA AD 2019-0098
specifies to report inspection results to
Airbus within a certain compliance time. For
this AD, report inspection results at the
applicable time specified in paragraph
(h)(3)(i) or (ii) of this AD.

(i) If the inspection was done on or after
the effective date of this AD: Submit the
report within 90 days after the inspection.

(ii) If the inspection was done before the
effective date of this AD: Submit the report
within 90 days after the effective date of this
AD.

(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 AMOGCs for this
AD, if requested using the procedures found
in 14 CFR 39.19. In accordance with 14 CFR
39.19, send your request to your principal
inspector or local Flight Standards District
Office, as appropriate. If sending information
directly to the International Section, send it
to the attention of the person identified in
paragraph (j) 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 instructions
from a manufacturer, the instructions must
be accomplished using a method approved
by the Manager, International Section,
Transport Standards Branch, FAA; or EASA;
or Airbus SAS’s EASA Design Organization
Approval (DOA). If approved by the DOA,
the approval must include the DOA-
authorized signature.

(3) Required for Compliance (RC): For any
service information referenced in EASA AD
2019-0098 that contains RG procedures and
tests: Except as required by paragraph (i)(2)
of this AD, RC procedures and tests must be
done to comply with this AD; any procedures
or tests that are not identified as RC are
recommended. Those procedures and tests
that are not identified 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
procedures and tests identified as RC can be
done and the airplane can be put back in an
airworthy condition. Any substitutions or
changes to procedures or tests identified as
RC require approval of an AMOC.

(4) Paperwork Reduction Act Burden
Statement: A federal agency may not conduct
or sponsor, and a person is not required to
respond to, nor shall a person be subject to
a penalty for failure to comply with a
collection of information subject to the
requirements of the Paperwork Reduction
Act unless that collection of information

displays a current valid OMB Control
Number. The OMB Control Number for this
information collection is 2120-0056. Public
reporting for this collection of information is
estimated to be approximately 1 hour per
response, including the time for reviewing
instructions, searching existing data sources,
gathering and maintaining the data needed,
and completing and reviewing the collection
of information. All responses to this
collection of information are mandatory as
required by this AD; the nature and extent of
confidentiality to be provided, if any. Send
comments regarding this burden estimate or
any other aspect of this collection of
information, including suggestions for
reducing this burden to Information
Collection Clearance Officer, Federal
Aviation Administration, 10101 Hillwood
Parkway, Fort Worth, TX 76177-1524.

(j) Related Information

For more information about this AD,
contact Sanjay Ralhan, Aerospace Engineer,
International Section, Transport Standards
Branch, FAA, 2200 South 216th St., Des
Moines, WA 98198; telephone and fax 206—
231-3223; email sanjay.ralhan@faa.gov.

(k) Material Incorporated by Reference

(1) The Director of the Federal Register
approved the incorporation by reference
(IBR) 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 this AD specifies otherwise.

(i) European Union Aviation Safety Agency
(EASA) AD 2019-0098, dated May 3, 2019.

(ii) [Reserved]

(3) For information about EASA AD 2019—
0098, contact the EASA, Konrad-Adenauer-
Ufer 3, 50668 Cologne, Germany; telephone
+49 221 89990 6017; email ADs@
easa.europa.eu; internet
www.easa.europa.eu. You may find this
EASA AD on the EASA website at https://
ad.easa.europa.eu.

(4) You may view this material 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. This material may
be found in the AD docket on the internet at
https://www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2019-0727.

(5) You may view this material that is
incorporated by reference at the National
Archives and Records Administration
(NARA). For information on the availability
of this material at NARA, email fedreg.legal@
nara.gov, or go to: https://www.archives.gov/
federal-register/cfr/ibr-locations.html.

Issued on February 7, 2020.
Lance T. Gant,

Director, Compliance & Airworthiness
Division, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 2020-03966 Filed 2—26-20; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. FAA—-2019-0868; Product
Identifier 2019-NM-152-AD; Amendment
39-19843; AD 2020-03-19]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Dassault
Aviation Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), Department of
Transportation (DOT).

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The FAA is adopting a new
airworthiness directive (AD) for certain
Dassault Aviation Model MYSTERE-
FALCON 20-C5, 20-D5, 20-E5, and 20—
F5 airplanes. This AD was prompted by
a determination that new or more
restrictive airworthiness limitations are
necessary. This AD requires revising the
existing maintenance or inspection
program, as applicable, to incorporate
new or more restrictive airworthiness
limitations. The FAA is issuing this AD
to address the unsafe condition on these
products.

DATES: This AD is effective April 2,
2020.

The Director of the Federal Register
approved the incorporation by reference
of a certain publication listed in this AD
as of April 2, 2020.

ADDRESSES: For service information
identified in this final rule, contact
Dassault Falcon Jet Corporation,
Teterboro Airport, P.O. Box 2000, South
Hackensack, NJ 07606; telephone 201—
440-6700; internet https://
www.dassaultfalcon.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.
It is also available on the internet at
https://www.regulations.gov by
searching for and locating Docket No.
FAA-2019-0868.

Examining the AD Docket

You may examine the AD docket on
the internet at https://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2019—
0868; 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 regulatory evaluation, any
comments received, and other
information. The address for Docket
Operations 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: Tom
Rodriguez, Aerospace Engineer,
International Section, Transport
Standards Branch, FAA, 2200 South
216th St., Des Moines, WA 98198;
telephone and fax 206-231-3226; email
Tom.Rodriguez@faa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Discussion

The European Union Aviation Safety
Agency (EASA), which is the Technical
Agent for the Member States of the
European Union, has issued EASA AD
2019-0200R1, dated August 29, 2019
(“EASA AD 2019-0200R1”’) (also
referred to as the Mandatory Continuing
Airworthiness Information, or “the
MCATI”), to correct an unsafe condition
for certain Dassault Aviation Model
MYSTERE-FALCON 20-C5, 20-D5, 20—
E5, and 20-F5 airplanes, except those
on which the Supplemental Structural
Inspection Program (SSIP) (Dassault
Service Bulletin 730) has been
embodied into the airplane’s
maintenance program. You may
examine the MCAI in the AD docket on
the internet at https://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2019-
0868.

The FAA issued a notice of proposed
rulemaking (NPRM) to amend 14 CFR
part 39 by adding an AD that would
apply to certain Dassault Aviation
Model MYSTERE-FALCON 20-C5, 20—
D5, 20-E5, and 20-F5 airplanes. The
NPRM published in the Federal
Register on November 18, 2019 (84 FR
63585). The NPRM was prompted by a
determination that new or more
restrictive airworthiness limitations are
necessary. The NPRM proposed to
require revising the existing
maintenance or inspection program, as
applicable, to incorporate new or more
restrictive airworthiness limitations.
The FAA is issuing this AD to address
fatigue cracking, damage, and corrosion
in principal structural elements, which
could result in reduced structural
integrity of the airplane. See the MCAI
for additional background information.

Comments

The FAA gave the public the
opportunity to participate in developing
this final rule. The FAA received no
comments on the NPRM or on the
determination of the cost to the public.

Conclusion

The FAA reviewed the relevant data
and determined that air safety and the

public interest require adopting this
final rule as proposed, except for minor
editorial changes. The FAA has
determined that these minor changes:

e Are consistent with the intent that
was proposed in the NPRM for
addressing the unsafe condition; and

¢ Do not add any additional burden
upon the public than was already
proposed in the NPRM.

Related Service Information Under 1
CFR Part 51

Dassault Aviation has issued Chapter
5—40-00, Airworthiness Limitations, of
the Dassault Falcon 20 Retrofit 731
Maintenance Manual, Revision 13,
dated January 1, 2019. This service
information describes procedures for
airworthiness limitations for safe life
limits and certification maintenance
requirements. 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.

Costs of Compliance

The FAA estimates that this AD
affects 56 airplanes of U.S. registry. The
FAA estimates the following costs to
comply with this AD.

The FAA has determined that revising
the existing maintenance or inspection
program takes an average of 90
workhours per operator, although the
FAA recognizes that this number may
vary from operator to operator. In the
past, the FAA has estimated that this
action takes 1 work-hour per airplane.
Since operators incorporate
maintenance or inspection program
changes for their affected fleet(s), the
FAA has determined that a per-operator
estimate is more accurate than a per-
airplane estimate. Therefore, the FAA
estimates the total cost per operator to
be $7,650 (90 work-hours x $85 per
work-hour).

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.

The FAA is 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
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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) Will not affect intrastate aviation
in Alaska, and

(3) 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.

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):

2020-03-19 Dassault Aviation:
Amendment 39-19843; Docket No.
FAA-2019-0868; Product Identifier
2019-NM-152—-AD.

(a) Effective Date
This AD is effective April 2, 2020.

(b) Affected ADs

This AD affects AD 2010-26-05,
Amendment 39-16544 (75 FR 79952,
December 21, 2010) (“AD 2010-26—05"").
(c) Applicability

This AD applies to Dassault Aviation
Model MYSTERE-FALCON 20-C5, 20-D5,
20-E5, and 20-F5 airplanes, certificated in
any category, except those on which the

Supplemental Structural Inspection Program
(SSIP) (Dassault Service Bulletin 730) has

been embodied into the airplane’s existing
maintenance or inspection program.

(d) Subject

Air Transport Association (ATA) of
America Code 05, Time Limits/Maintenance
Checks.

(e) Reason

This AD was prompted by a determination
that new or more restrictive airworthiness
limitations are necessary. The FAA is issuing
this AD to address fatigue cracking, damage,
and corrosion in principal structural
elements, which could result in reduced
structural integrity of the airplane.

(f) Compliance

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

(g) Maintenance or Inspection Program
Revision

Within 90 days after the effective date of
this AD, revise the existing maintenance or
inspection program, as applicable, to
incorporate the information specified in
Chapter 5-40—-00, Airworthiness Limitations,
of the Dassault Falcon 20 Retrofit 731
Maintenance Manual, Revision 13, dated
January 1, 2019. The initial compliance time
for doing the tasks is at the time specified in
Chapter 5-40-00, Airworthiness Limitations,
of the Dassault Falcon 20 Retrofit 731
Maintenance Manual, Revision 13, dated
January 1, 2019, or within 90 days after the
effective date of this AD, whichever occurs
later.

(h) No Alternative Actions or Intervals

After the existing maintenance or
inspection program has been revised as
required by paragraph (g) of this AD, no
alternative actions (e.g., inspections) or
intervals may be used unless the actions or
intervals are approved as an alternative
method of compliance (AMOC) in
accordance with the procedures specified in
paragraph (j)(1) of this AD.

(i) Terminating Action for Certain
Requirements of AD 2010-26-05

Accomplishing the actions required by this
AD terminates the requirements of paragraph
(g)(1) of AD 2010-26-05 only for Model
MYSTERE-FALCON 20-C5, 20-D5, 20-E5,
and 20-F5 airplanes on which the SSIP has
not been embodied into the airplane’s
existing maintenance or inspection program.

(j) 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 AMOGC:s for this
AD, if requested using the procedures found
in 14 CFR 39.19. In accordance with 14 CFR
39.19, send your request to your principal
inspector or local Flight Standards District
Office, as appropriate. If sending information
directly to the International Section, send it
to the attention of the person identified in
paragraph (k)(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 instructions
from a manufacturer, the instructions must
be accomplished using a method approved
by the Manager, International Section,
Transport Standards Branch, FAA; or the
European Union Aviation Safety Agency
(EASA); or Dassault Aviation’s EASA Design
Organization Approval (DOA). If approved by
the DOA, the approval must include the
DOA-authorized signature.

(k) Related Information

(1) Refer to Mandatory Continuing
Airworthiness Information (MCAI) EASA AD
2019-0200R1, dated August 29, 2019, for
related information. This MCAI may be
found in the AD docket on the internet at
https://www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2019-0868.

(2) For more information about this AD,
contact Tom Rodriguez, Aerospace Engineer,
International Section, Transport Standards
Branch, FAA, 2200 South 216th St., Des
Moines, WA 98198; telephone and fax 206—
231-3226; email Tom.Rodriguez@faa.gov.

(1) Material Incorporated by Reference

(1) The Director of the Federal Register
approved the incorporation by reference
(IBR) 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 this AD specifies otherwise.

(i) Chapter 5—-40-00, Airworthiness
Limitations, of the Dassault Falcon 20
Retrofit 731 Maintenance Manual, Revision
13, dated January 1, 2019.

(ii) [Reserved]

(3) For service information identified in
this AD, contact Dassault Falcon Jet
Corporation, Teterboro Airport, P.O. Box
2000, South Hackensack, NJ 07606;
telephone 201-440-6700; internet https://
www.dassaultfalcon.com.

(4) 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.

(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,
email fedreg.legal@nara.gov, or go to: https://
www.archives.gov/federal-register/cfr/ibr-
locations.html.

Issued on February 12, 2020.

Gaetano A. Sciortino,

Deputy Director for Strategic Initiatives,
Compliance & Airworthiness Division,
Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 2020-03965 Filed 2—26—20; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. FAA—-2019-0016; Product
Identifier 2018-NM-168-AD; Amendment
39-19839; AD 2020-03-14]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Airbus SAS
Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), Department of
Transportation (DOT).

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The FAA is adopting a new
airworthiness directive (AD) for all
Airbus SAS Model A350-941 and —1041
airplanes. This AD was prompted by
reports of loss of retention of the
regulator inlet filter retainer on certain
crew oxygen cylinder assemblies. This
AD requires an inspection of the crew
oxygen cylinder assembly for any
discrepancy and replacement of an
affected crew oxygen cylinder assembly
with a serviceable part, as specified in
a European Union Aviation Safety
Agency (EASA) AD, which is
incorporated by reference. The FAA is
issuing this AD to address the unsafe
condition on these products.

DATES: This AD is effective April 2,
2020.

The Director of the Federal Register
approved the incorporation by reference
of a certain publication listed in this AD
as of April 2, 2020.

ADDRESSES: For the material
incorporated by reference (IBR) in this
AD, contact the EASA, Konrad-
Adenauer-Ufer 3, 50668 Cologne,
Germany; telephone +49 221 89990
1000; email ADs@easa.europa.eu;
internet www.easa.europa.eu. You may
find this IBR material on the EASA
website at https://ad.easa.europa.eu.
You may view this IBR material 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.
It is also available in the AD docket on
the internet at https://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2019—
0016.

Examining the AD Docket

You may examine the AD docket on
the internet at https://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2019—
0016; 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 regulatory evaluation, any
comments received, and other
information. The address for Docket
Operations 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:
Kathleen Arrigotti, Aerospace Engineer,
International Section, Transport
Standards Branch, FAA, 2200 South
216th St., Des Moines, WA 98198;
telephone and fax 206-231-3218; email
Kathleen.Arrigotti@faa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Discussion

The EASA, which is the Technical
Agent for the Member States of the
European Union, has issued EASA AD
2019-0168, dated July 16, 2019 (“EASA
AD 2019-0168") (also referred to as the
Mandatory Continuing Airworthiness
Information, or “the MCAI”), to correct
an unsafe condition for all Airbus SAS
Model A350-941 and —1041 airplanes.

The FAA issued a notice of proposed
rulemaking (NPRM) to amend 14 CFR
part 39 by adding an AD that would
apply to all Airbus SAS Model A350—
941 and —1041 airplanes. The NPRM
published in the Federal Register on
February 22, 2019 (84 FR 5611). The
NPRM was prompted by reports of loss
of retention of the regulator inlet filter
retainer on certain crew oxygen cylinder
assemblies. The NPRM proposed to
require an operational check of the crew
oxygen cylinder assembly, replacement
of an affected assembly, and eventual
replacement of all affected assemblies
with redesigned serviceable assemblies.

The FAA issued a supplemental
NPRM (SNPRM) to amend 14 CFR part
39 by adding an AD that would apply
to all Airbus SAS Model A350-941 and
—1041 airplanes. The SNPRM published
in the Federal Register on November 7,
2019 (84 FR 60003). The FAA issued the
SNPRM to include additional part
numbers that are affected by the unsafe
condition.

The FAA is issuing this AD to address
loss of retention of the regulator inlet
filter retainer on certain crew oxygen
cylinder assemblies. This condition
could lead to particle ingestion into the
regulator during ground handling,
possibly resulting in ignition/fire during
system ground operational testing. See
the MCAI for additional background
information.

Comments

The FAA gave the public the
opportunity to participate in developing

this final rule. The following presents
the comments received on the SNPRM
and the FAA’s response to each
comment.

Support for the SNPRM

The Air Line Pilots Association,
International (ALPA) expressed support
for the SNPRM.

Request To Exclude Requirement To
Inspect On-Wing Oxygen Cylinders

Delta Air Lines (DAL) requested the
removal of the proposed requirement (in
the SNPRM) that on-wing oxygen
cylinders be removed and inspected
within 6 months of the effective date of
the proposed AD. DAL noted that
paragraph (1) of EASA AD 2019-0168
implies that all affected cylinders need
to be inspected, including on-wing
units, but paragraph 3.2 of Airbus Alert
Operators Transmission A35P0110-17,
Rev. 01, dated April 11, 2019, states that
there is no consequence from the loose
filter retainer condition on the crew
oxygen system function during flight.
DAL stated that it does not agree that
on-wing oxygen cylinders need to be
removed and inspected within the 6-
month compliance time specified in the
proposed AD if there are no
consequences of failure during flight.

The FAA disagrees with the
commenter’s request. EASA has
confirmed that the oxygen system may
fail due to improper cylinder
installation on-wing. Therefore, the
FAA has determined the actions
specified in this AD are necessary to
address the identified unsafe condition.

Note that this AD does not require
inspecting spare (off-wing) oxygen
cylinders. Paragraph (3) of EASA AD
2019-0168 prevents the installation of
the non-serviceable parts, which will
address any spare oxygen cylinders. The
FAA has added paragraph (h)(4) to this
AD to clarify that the inspection
required by this AD is only for on-wing
oxygen cylinder assemblies.

Request To Correct Omission in
Paragraph (h)(3)

DAL requested that paragraph (h)(3)
of the proposed AD (in the SNPRM) be
revised to include a reference to
paragraph (1) of EASA AD 2019-0168.
The commenter suggested that
paragraph (h)(3) should state “Replace
the language in paragraphs (1 and 2) of
EASA AD 2019-0168 . . . .” The
commenter did not provide justification
for this request.

The FAA agrees with the commenter’s
request because in paragraph (h)(3) of
the proposed AD (in the SNPRM) the
reference to paragraph (1) of EASA AD
2019-0168 was inadvertently omitted.
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We have revised paragraph (h)(3) of this
AD to refer to paragraphs (1) and (2) of
EASA AD 2019-0168.

Conclusion

The FAA reviewed the relevant data,
considered the comments received, and
determined that air safety and the
public interest require adopting this
final rule with the changes described
previously and minor editorial changes.
The FAA has determined that these
minor changes:

e Are consistent with the intent that
was proposed in the SNPRM for
addressing the unsafe condition; and

¢ Do not add any additional burden
upon the public than was already
proposed in the SNPRM.

The FAA also determined that these
changes will not increase the economic
burden on any operator or increase the
scope of this final rule.

Related IBR Material Under 1 CFR Part
51

EASA AD 2019-0168 describes
procedures for an inspection of the crew
oxygen cylinder assembly for any
discrepancy (a loose part making a
sound during agitation of the cylinder)
and replacement of an affected crew

oxygen cylinder. This material 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.

Costs of Compliance

The FAA estimates that this AD
affects 13 airplanes of U.S. registry. The
FAA estimates the following costs to
comply with this AD:

ESTIMATED COSTS FOR REQUIRED ACTIONS

Cost per Cost on U.S.
Labor cost Parts cost product operators
172 work-hours X $85 per hour = $14,620 .....cccoecueiieieiieie e enee e $6,940 $21,560 $280,280

The FAA has received no definitive
data that will enable the agency to
provide cost estimates for the on-
condition replacements specified in this
AD.

According to the manufacturer, some
or all of the costs of this AD may be
covered under warranty, thereby
reducing the cost impact on affected
individuals. The FAA does not control
warranty coverage for affected
individuals. As a result, the FAA has
included all known 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.

The FAA is 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) Will not affect intrastate aviation
in Alaska, and

(3) 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.

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):

AD 2020-03-14 Airbus SAS: Amendment

39-19839; Docket No. FAA-2019-0016;
Product Identifier 2018—NM-168—AD.

(a) Effective Date
This AD is effective April 2, 2020.

(b) Affected ADs
None.
(c) Applicability
This AD applies to all Airbus SAS Model

A350-941 and —1041 airplanes, certificated
in any category.

(d) Subject

Air Transport Association (ATA) of
America Code 35, Oxygen.

(e) Reason

This AD was prompted by reports of loss
of retention of the regulator inlet filter
retainer on certain crew oxygen cylinder
assemblies. The FAA is issuing this AD to
address loss of retention of the regulator inlet
filter retainer on certain crew oxygen
cylinder assemblies. This condition could
lead to particle ingestion into the regulator
during ground handling, possibly resulting in
ignition/fire during system ground
operational testing.

(f) Compliance

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

(g) Requirements

Except as specified in paragraph (h) of this
AD: Comply with all required actions and
compliance times specified in, and in
accordance with, European Union Aviation
Safety Agency (EASA) AD 2019-0168, dated
July 16, 2019 (“EASA AD 2019-0168").

(h) Exceptions to EASA AD 2019-0168

(1) Where EASA AD 2019-0168 refers to its
effective date this AD requires using the
effective date of this AD.

(2) The “Remarks” section of EASA AD
2019-0168 does not apply to this AD.

(3) Where paragraphs (1) and (2) of EASA
AD 2019-0168 state ‘‘the instructions of the
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AOT,” replace that language with “paragraph
4.2.2., Inspection Requirements, of the AOT.”
(4) Where paragraph (1) of EASA AD 2019-
0168 specifies to “inspect each affected
part,” this AD requires a one-time inspection
of any “affected part” that is installed on-
wing.
(i) No Reporting Required
Although the service information
referenced in EASA AD 2019-0168 specifies
to submit certain information to the

manufacturer, this AD does not include that
requirement.

(j) No Return of Parts Required

Although the service information
referenced in EASA AD 2019-0168 specifies
to return affected parts to the manufacturer,
this AD does not include that requirement.

(k) 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 AMOG:s for this
AD, if requested using the procedures found
in 14 CFR 39.19. In accordance with 14 CFR
39.19, send your request to your principal
inspector or local Flight Standards District
Office, as appropriate. If sending information
directly to the International Section, send it
to the attention of the person identified in
paragraph (1) 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 instructions
from a manufacturer, the instructions must
be accomplished using a method approved
by the Manager, International Section,
Transport Standards Branch, FAA; or EASA;
or Airbus SAS’s EASA Design Organization
Approval (DOA). If approved by the DOA,
the approval must include the DOA-
authorized signature.

(3) Required for Compliance (RC): For any
service information referenced in EASA AD
2019-0168 that contains RC procedures and
tests: Except as required by paragraph (k)(2)
of this AD, RC procedures and tests must be
done to comply with this AD; any procedures
or tests that are not identified as RC are
recommended. Those procedures and tests
that are not identified 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
procedures and tests identified as RC can be
done and the airplane can be put back in an
airworthy condition. Any substitutions or
changes to procedures or tests identified as
RC require approval of an AMOC.

(1) Related Information

For more information about this AD,
contact Kathleen Arrigotti, Aerospace
Engineer, International Section, Transport
Standards Branch, FAA, 2200 South 216th
St., Des Moines, WA 98198; telephone and

fax 206 231 3218; email Kathleen.Arrigotti@
faa.gov.

(m) Material Incorporated by Reference

(1) The Director of the Federal Register
approved the incorporation by reference
(IBR) 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 this AD specifies otherwise.

(i) European Union Aviation Safety Agency
(EASA) AD 2019-0168, dated July 16, 2019.

(ii) [Reserved]

(3) For information about EASA AD 2019—
0168, contact the EASA, Konrad-Adenauer-
Ufer 3, 50668 Cologne, Germany; telephone
+49 221 89990 6017; email ADs@
easa.europa.eu; Internet
www.easa.europa.eu. You may find this
EASA AD on the EASA website at https://
ad.easa.europa.eu.

(4) You may view this material 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. This material may
be found in the AD docket on the internet at
https://www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2019-0016.

(5) You may view this material that is
incorporated by reference at the National
Archives and Records Administration
(NARA). For information on the availability
of this material at NARA, email fedreg.legal@
nara.gov, or go to: https://www.archives.gov/
federal-register/cfr/ibr-locations.html.

Issued on February 7, 2020.
Gaetano A. Sciortino,

Deputy Director for Strategic Initiatives,
Compliance & Airworthiness Division,
Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 2020-03968 Filed 2—26-20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. FAA-2019-0877; Product
Identifier 2019—-NM-146-AD; Amendment
39-19847; AD 2020-03-23]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Bombardier,
Inc., Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), Department of
Transportation (DOT).

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The FAA is adopting a new
airworthiness directive (AD) for certain
Bombardier, Inc., Model CL-600-2B19
(Regional Jet Series 100 & 440)
airplanes. This AD was prompted by a
report that a fouling condition was
found between the generator power

cables and the support brackets of the
auxiliary-aft fuel tank during
production. This AD requires a visual
inspection of the generator power cables
for damage, installation of protective
conduits and edging grommets, and
applicable corrective actions. The FAA
is issuing this AD to address the unsafe
condition on these products.

DATES: This AD is effective April 2,
2020.

The Director of the Federal Register
approved the incorporation by reference
of a certain publication listed in this AD
as of April 2, 2020.

ADDRESSES: For service information
identified in this final rule, contact
Bombardier, Inc., 400 Cote-Vertu Road
West, Dorval, Québec H4S 1Y9, Canada;
Widebody Customer Response Center
North America toll-free telephone 1—
866—538—1247 or direct-dial telephone
1-514—-855-2999; fax 514—855-7401;
email ac.yul@aero.bombardier.com;
internet http://www.bombardier.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. It is also available
on the internet at https://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2019—
0877.

Examining the AD Docket

You may examine the AD docket on
the internet at https://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2019—
0877; 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 regulatory evaluation, any
comments received, and other
information. The address for Docket
Operations 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:
Thomas Niczky, Aerospace Engineer,
Avionics and Electrical Systems
Services Section, FAA, New York ACO
Branch, 1600 Stewart Avenue, Suite
410, Westbury, NY 11590; telephone
516—228-7347; fax 516—-794-5531; email
9-avs-nyaco-cos@faa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Discussion

Transport Canada Civil Aviation
(TCCA), which is the aviation authority
for Canada, has issued Canadian AD
CF-2019-22, dated May 27, 2019


https://www.archives.gov/federal-register/cfr/ibr-locations.html
https://www.archives.gov/federal-register/cfr/ibr-locations.html
mailto:9-ANM-116-AMOC-REQUESTS@faa.gov
mailto:9-ANM-116-AMOC-REQUESTS@faa.gov
https://www.regulations.gov
https://www.regulations.gov
https://www.regulations.gov
https://www.regulations.gov
mailto:Kathleen.Arrigotti@faa.gov
mailto:Kathleen.Arrigotti@faa.gov
https://www.regulations.gov
https://ad.easa.europa.eu
https://ad.easa.europa.eu
mailto:ac.yul@aero.bombardier.com
http://www.bombardier.com
mailto:9-avs-nyaco-cos@faa.gov
mailto:fedreg.legal@nara.gov
mailto:fedreg.legal@nara.gov
mailto:ADs@easa.europa.eu
mailto:ADs@easa.europa.eu
http://www.easa.europa.eu

Federal Register/Vol. 85, No. 39/Thursday, February 27, 2020/Rules and Regulations

11285

(“Canadian AD CF-2019-22") (also
referred to as the Mandatory Continuing
Airworthiness Information, or ‘“‘the
MCAT”’), to correct an unsafe condition
for certain Bombardier, Inc., Model CL—
600—2B19 (Regional Jet Series 100 &
440) airplanes. You may examine the
MCALI in the AD docket on the internet
at https://www.regulations.gov by
searching for and locating Docket No.
FAA-2019-0877.

The FAA issued a notice of proposed
rulemaking (NPRM) to amend 14 CFR
part 39 by adding an AD that would
apply to certain Bombardier, Inc., Model
CL-600—-2B19 (Regional Jet Series 100 &
440) airplanes. The NPRM published in
the Federal Register on December 2,
2019 (84 FR 65935). The NPRM was
prompted by a report that a fouling
condition was found between the
generator power cables and the support
brackets of the auxiliary-aft fuel tank
during production. The NPRM proposed
to require a visual inspection of the
generator power cables for damage,

installation of protective conduits and
edging grommets, and applicable
corrective actions. The FAA is issuing
this AD to address damage to the
insulation sleeve of the generator power
cables that can potentially cause a short
circuit, arcing, and a malfunction of one
or both main generators. See the MCAI
for additional background information.

Comments

The FAA gave the public the
opportunity to participate in developing
this final rule. The FAA received no
comments on the NPRM or on the
determination of the cost to the public.

Conclusion

The FAA reviewed the relevant data
and determined that air safety and the
public interest require adopting this
final rule as proposed, except for minor
editorial changes. The FAA has
determined that these minor changes:

e Are consistent with the intent that
was proposed in the NPRM for
addressing the unsafe condition; and

¢ Do not add any additional burden
upon the public than was already
proposed in the NPRM.

Related Service Information Under 1
CFR Part 51

Bombardier has issued Service
Bulletin 601R-24-131, dated June 28,
2012. This service information describes
procedures for visual inspection of the
generator power cables for damage,
installation of protective insulation and
edging grommets, and applicable
corrective actions. Corrective actions
include repair. 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.

Costs of Compliance

The FAA estimates that this AD
affects 9 airplanes of U.S. registry. The
FAA estimates the following costs to
comply with this AD:

ESTIMATED COSTS FOR REQUIRED ACTIONS

Cost per Cost on U.S.
Labor cost Parts cost product operators
22 work-hours X $85 per hour = $1,870 ....cccoveeieiieereee st eas $524 $2,394 $21,546

The FAA has received no definitive
data that would enable the agency to
provide cost estimates for the on-
condition actions specified in this 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.

The FAA is 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) Will not affect intrastate aviation
in Alaska, and

(3) 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.

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):

2020-03-23 Bombardier, Inc.: Amendment

39-19847; Docket No. FAA-2019-0877;
Product Identifier 2019-NM—-146—AD.

(a) Effective Date
This AD is effective April 2, 2020.

(b) Affected ADs

None.
(c) Applicability

This AD applies to Bombardier, Inc.,
Model CL-600-2B19 (Regional Jet Series 100
& 440) airplanes, certificated in any category,

as identified in Bombardier Service Bulletin
601R-24-131, dated June 28, 2012.

(d) Subject

Air Transport Association (ATA) of
America Code 24, Electrical power.

(e) Reason

This AD was prompted by a report that a
fouling condition was found between the
generator power cables and the support
brackets of the auxiliary-aft fuel tank during
production. The FAA is issuing this AD to
address damage to the insulation sleeve of
the generator power cables that can
potentially cause a short circuit, arcing, and
a malfunction of one or both main generators.
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(f) Compliance

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

(g) Required Actions

Within 18 months after the effective date
of this AD, visually inspect the generator
power cables and wire strands for damage,
install protective conduits and edging
grommets, and do all applicable corrective
actions, in accordance with the
Accomplishment Instructions of Bombardier
Service Bulletin 601R-24-131, dated June 28,
2012. Do all applicable corrective actions
before further flight.

(h) Other FAA AD Provisions

The following provisions also apply to this
AD:

(1) Alternative Methods of Compliance
(AMOCs): The Manager, New York ACO
Branch, FAA, has the authority to approve
AMOC:s for this AD, if requested using the
procedures found in 14 CFR 39.19. In
accordance with 14 CFR 39.19, send your
request to your principal inspector or local
Flight Standards District Office, as
appropriate. If sending information directly
to the manager of the certification office,
send it to ATTN: Program Manager,
Continuing Operational Safety, FAA, New
York ACO Branch, 1600 Stewart Avenue,
Suite 410, Westbury, NY 11590; telephone
516-228-7300; fax 516—794-5531. 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 instructions
from a manufacturer, the instructions must
be accomplished using a method approved
by the Manager, New York ACO Branch,
FAA; or Transport Canada Civil Aviation
(TCCA); or Bombardier, Inc.’s TCCA Design
Approval Organization (DAO). If approved by
the DAO, the approval must include the
DAO-authorized signature.

(i) Related Information

(1) Refer to Mandatory Continuing
Airworthiness Information (MCAI) Canadian
AD CF-2019-22, dated May 27, 2019, for
related information. This MCAI may be
found in the AD docket on the internet at
https://www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2019-0877.

(2) For more information about this AD,
contact Thomas Niczky, Aerospace Engineer,
Avionics and Electrical Systems Services
Section, FAA, New York ACO Branch, 1600
Stewart Avenue, Suite 410, Westbury, NY
11590; telephone 516—-228-7347; fax 516—
794-5531; email 9-avs-nyaco-cos@faa.gov.

(j) Material Incorporated by Reference

(1) The Director of the Federal Register
approved the incorporation by reference
(IBR) 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 this AD specifies otherwise.

(i) Bombardier Service Bulletin 601R—24—
131, dated June 28, 2012.

(ii) [Reserved]

(3) For service information identified in
this AD, contact Bombardier, Inc., 400 Cote-
Vertu Road West, Dorval, Québec H4S 1Y9,
Canada; Widebody Customer Response
Center North America toll-free telephone 1—
866—538—1247 or direct-dial telephone 1—-
514—855—-2999; fax 514—855—7401; email
ac.yul@aero.bombardier.com; internet http://
www.bombardier.com.

(4) 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.

(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,
email fedreg.legal@nara.gov, or go to: https://
www.archives.gov/federal-register/cfr/ibr-
locations.html.

Issued on February 14, 2020.
Lance T. Gant,

Director, Compliance & Airworthiness
Division, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 2020-03934 Filed 2—26-20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. FAA-2019-0526; Product
Identifier 2019-NM-023-AD; Amendment
39-19841; AD 2020-03-17]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Bombardier,
Inc., Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), Department of
Transportation (DOT).

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The FAA superseding
Airworthiness Directive (AD) 2015—24—
04, which applied to certain
Bombardier, Inc., Model CL-600-2B19
(Regional Jet Series 100 & 440)
airplanes, Model CL-600-2C10
(Regional Jet Series 700, 701, & 702)
airplanes, Model CL-600-2D15
(Regional Jet Series 705) airplanes,
Model CL-600-2D24 (Regional Jet
Series 900) airplanes, and Model CL—
600—2E25 (Regional Jet Series 1000)
airplanes. AD 2015-24—-04 required
repetitive inspections of the cage
assembly for damaged or detached
window louver panel assemblies
(WLPAs) and blowout panels (BOPs),
and corrective actions if necessary. This
AD requires one-time inspections of the
WLPAs and BOPs, corrective actions if

necessary, and a revision of the existing
maintenance or inspection program, as
applicable, to incorporate new
airworthiness limitations, which would
terminate the inspection requirement.
This AD was prompted by a
determination that new airworthiness
limitations, as well as additional
actions, are necessary to address the
unsafe condition. The FAA is issuing
this AD to address the unsafe condition
on these products.

DATES: This AD is effective April 2,
2020.

The Director of the Federal Register
approved the incorporation by reference
of certain publications listed in this AD
as of April 2, 2020.

ADDRESSES: For service information
identified in this final rule, contact
Bombardier, Inc., 400 Cote-Vertu Road
West, Dorval, Québec H4S 1Y9, Canada;
Widebody Customer Response Center
North America toll-free telephone 1—
866—538—1247 or direct-dial telephone
1-514—-855-2999; fax 514-855-7401;
email ac.yul@aero.bombardier.com;
internet http://www.bombardier.com.
You may view this referenced 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. It is also available
on the internet at https://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2019-
0526.

Examining the AD Docket

You may examine the AD docket on
the internet at https://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2019—
0526; 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 regulatory evaluation, any
comments received, and other
information. The address for Docket
Operations 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:
Darren Gassetto, Aerospace Engineer,
Mechanical Systems and Administrative
Services Section, FAA, New York ACO
Branch, 1600 Stewart Avenue, Suite
410, Westbury, NY 11590; telephone
516—228-7323; fax 516—-794-5531; email
9-avs-nyaco-cos@faa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
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Discussion

Transport Canada Civil Aviation
(TCCA), which is the aviation authority
for Canada, has issued Canadian AD
CF-2015-28R2, dated February 4, 2019
(referred to as the Mandatory
Continuing Airworthiness Information,
or “the MCAI”), to correct an unsafe
condition for certain Bombardier, Inc.,
Model CL-600-2B19 (Regional Jet
Series 100 & 440) airplanes, Model CL—
600—2C10 (Regional Jet Series 700, 701,
& 702) airplanes, Model CL-600-2D15
(Regional Jet Series 705) airplanes,
Model CL-600-2D24 (Regional Jet
Series 900) airplanes, and Model CL—
600—2E25 (Regional Jet Series 1000)
airplanes. You may examine the MCAI
in the AD docket on the internet at
https://www.regulations.gov by
searching for and locating Docket No.
FAA-2019-0526.

The FAA issued a notice of proposed
rulemaking (NPRM) to amend 14 CFR
part 39 to supersede AD 2015-24-04,
Amendment 39-18336 (80 FR 74673,
November 30, 2015) (“AD 2015—24—
04”). AD 2015-24-04 applied to certain
Bombardier, Inc., Model CL-600-2B19
(Regional Jet Series 100 & 440)
airplanes, Model CL-600-2C10
(Regional Jet Series 700, 701, & 702)
airplanes, Model CL-600-2D15
(Regional Jet Series 705) airplanes,
Model CL-600-2D24 (Regional Jet
Series 900) airplanes, and Model CL—
600—2E25 (Regional Jet Series 1000)
airplanes. The NPRM published in the
Federal Register on September 20, 2019
(84 FR 49484). The NPRM was
prompted by a determination that new
airworthiness limitations, as well as
additional actions, are necessary to
address the unsafe condition. The
NPRM proposed to require one-time
inspections of the WLPAs and BOPs,
corrective actions if necessary, and a
revision of the existing maintenance or
inspection program, as applicable, to
incorporate new airworthiness
limitations, which would terminate the
inspection requirement. The FAA is
issuing this AD to address damaged or
detached WLPAs and BOPs, which
could delay smoke detection in the
cargo compartment in the event of a fire
and result in an uncontrolled fire in the
cargo compartment. See the MCAI for
additional background information.

Action Since the NPRM Was Issued

Since the NPRM was issued, the FAA
has determined that the applicability
identified in paragraph (c) of this AD
needs to be revised to better identify the
affected airplanes. Therefore, the FAA
has revised paragraph (c) of this AD to
add that affected airplanes have a Class

C cargo compartment configuration,
which matches the applicability in the
MCALI. This revision does not change
the number of affected airplanes of U.S.
registry.

Comments

The FAA gave the public the
opportunity to participate in developing
this final rule. The following presents
the comments received on the NPRM
and the FAA’s response to the
comments.

Support for the NPRM

The Air Line Pilots Association,
International indicated its support for
the NPRM.

Request for Clarification of Global
Alternative Method of Compliance
(AMOCQ)

Air Wisconsin Airlines requested
clarification that the content and intent
of Global AMOC 2015-24-04, Log #19—
02, dated February 13, 2019, is
acceptable for the repetitive inspections
specified in the proposed AD. Air
Wisconsin stated that the section of the
global AMOC which states, in part,
“Operators shall perform the initial
inspection and phase-in schedule per
SB 601R-25-201 and SB 670BA—25—
100, as mandated by AD and continue
with the instructions as per published
airplane maintenance manual (AMM)
tasks . . .” which are “. . . AMM Task
25-50-00-220-801 and AMM Task 25—
50—00-220-803, in lieu of the
accomplishment instructions specified
in SB 601R-25-201 and SB 670BA—-25—
100.” Air Wisconsin concluded that
paragraph (j) of the proposed AD does
not indicate any previously approved
AMOC:s are acceptable, or specify the
method of compliance for repetitive
inspections, although implied through
the required implementation of
Certification Maintenance Requirements
(CMR) Task C26-25-115—-01 and
Maintenance Review Manual (MRM)
Task 255000-208.

The FAA acknowledges the
commenter’s concern and provides the
following clarification. Global AMOC
2015-24-04, Log #19-02, dated
February 13, 2019, was issued
specifically for the actions required by
AD 2015-24-04, which is superseded
by this final rule. This AD already
incorporates CMR Task C26-25-115-01,
as specified in Bombardier CL-600-
2B19 Temporary Revision (TR) 2A—69,
dated August 30, 2018 (required by
paragraph (g)(2) of this AD), and MRM
Task 255000-208, as specified in CR]J
Series Regional Jet (Bombardier) TR
MRB-0079, dated May 29, 2017
(required by paragraph (h)(2) of this

AD). Accomplishing the actions
required by paragraphs (g)(2) and (h)(2)
of this AD terminates the repetitive
inspections specified in paragraphs
(g)(1) and (h)(1) of this AD, which
require the inspections be done in
accordance with Bombardier Service
Bulletins 601R-25-201 and 670BA—25—
100, both Revision C, both dated May
11, 2017. Therefore, this AD has not
been changed in this regard.

Conclusion

The FAA reviewed the relevant data,
considered the comment received, and
determined that air safety and the
public interest require adopting this
final rule with the change described
previously and minor editorial changes.
The FAA has determined that these
minor changes:

e Are consistent with the intent that
was proposed in the NPRM for
addressing the unsafe condition; and

¢ Do not add any additional burden
upon the public than was already
proposed in the NPRM.

The FAA also determined that these
changes will not increase the economic
burden on any operator or increase the
scope of this final rule.

Related Service Information Under 1
CFR Part 51

Bombardier has issued the following
service information:

e Bombardier Service Bulletin 601R—
25-201, Revision C, dated May 11, 2017.

e Bombardier Service Bulletin
670BA—-25-100, Revision C, dated May
11, 2017.

This service information describes
procedures for repetitive detailed
inspections for damage of the cage
assembly, WLPAs, and BOPs, and repair
or replacement of damaged parts. These
documents are unique since they apply
to different airplane models.

Bombardier has also issued the
following service information:

¢ Bombardier CL-600-2B19
Temporary Revision (TR) 2A-69, dated
August 30, 2018.

e CRJ Series Regional Jet
(Bombardier) TR MRB-0079, dated May
29, 2017.

This service information describes an
airworthiness limitation task for a
detailed inspection of the aft cargo
compartment WLPAs and BOPs. These
TRs are unique 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.


https://www.regulations.gov

11288

Federal Register/Vol. 85, No. 39/Thursday, February 27, 2020/Rules and Regulations

Costs of Compliance

The FAA estimates that this AD
affects 1,008 airplanes of U.S. registry.

The FAA estimates the following costs
to comply with this AD:

ESTIMATED COSTS FOR REQUIRED ACTIONS *

: Cost per Cost on U.S.
Action Labor cost Parts cost product operators
Retained Inspections from AD 2015-24-04 ... | 2 work-hours x $85 per hour = $170 ............. $0 $170 $171,360

*Table does not include estimated costs for revising the maintenance or inspection program.

The FAA has determined that revising
the maintenance or inspection program
takes an average of 90 work-hours per
operator, although the agency
recognizes that this number may vary
from operator to operator. In the past,
the FAA has estimated that this action
takes 1 work-hour per airplane. Since
operators incorporate maintenance or
inspection program changes for their
affected fleet(s), the FAA has
determined that a per-operator estimate
is more accurate than a per-airplane
estimate. Therefore, the FAA estimates
the total cost per operator to be $7,650
(90 work-hours x $85 per work-hour).

The FAA has received no definitive
data that would enable the agency to
provide cost estimates for the on-
condition actions specified in this 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.

The FAA is 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

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

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

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

(2) Will not affect intrastate aviation
in Alaska, and

(3) 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.

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
removing Airworthiness Directive (AD)
2015—24—04, Amendment 39-18336 (80
FR 74673, November 30, 2015), and
adding the following new AD:

2020-03-17 Bombardier, Inc.: Amendment
39-19841; Docket No. FAA—-2019-0526;
Product Identifier 2019-NM-023—-AD.

(a) Effective Date
This AD is effective April 2, 2020.

(b) Affected ADs

This AD replaces AD 2015-24—-04,
Amendment 39-18336 (80 FR 74673,
November 30, 2015) (“AD 2015-24-04").
(c) Applicability

This AD applies to the Bombardier, Inc.,
airplanes, certificated in any category,
identified in paragraphs (c)(1) through (4) of
this AD, with a Class C cargo compartment
configuration.

(1) Model CL-600-2B19 (Regional Jet
Series 100 & 440) airplanes, serial numbers
7003 and subsequent.

(2) Model CL-600-2C10 (Regional Jet
Series 700, 701, & 702) airplanes, serial
numbers 10002 and subsequent.

(3) Model CL-600-2D15 (Regional Jet
Series 705) airplanes and Model CL-600—
2D24 (Regional Jet Series 900) airplanes,
serial numbers 15001 and subsequent.

(4) Model CL-600-2E25 (Regional Jet
Series 1000) airplanes, serial numbers 19001
and subsequent.

(d) Subject

Air Transport Association (ATA) of
America Code 25, Equipment/Furnishings.

(e) Reason

This AD was prompted by reports of
damaged decompression window louver
panel assemblies (WLPAs), and detached
blowout panels (BOPs). The FAA is issuing
this AD to address damaged or detached
WLPAs and BOPs. A detached WLPA or BOP
could delay smoke detection in the cargo
compartment in the event of a fire, and could
result in an uncontrolled fire in the cargo
compartment.

(f) Compliance

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

(g) Inspections, Corrective Action, and
Terminating Action for Model CL-600-2B19
Airplanes

(1) At the applicable time specified in
paragraph (g)(1)(i) or (ii) of this AD: Do
detailed inspections for damaged or detached
WLPAs, and do all applicable corrective
actions before further flight, in accordance
with the Accomplishment Instructions of
Bombardier Service Bulletin 601R-25-201,
Revision C, dated May 11, 2017.

(i) For airplanes with the accumulation of
780 total flight hours or more as of December
15, 2015 (the effective date of AD 2015—24—
04): Inspect within 100 flight hours after
December 15, 2015.

(ii) For airplanes that have accumulated
less than 780 total flight hours as of
December 15, 2015 (the effective date of AD
2015-24-04): Inspect before accumulating
880 total flight hours after December 15,
2015.

(2) Within 30 days after the effective date
of this AD, revise the existing maintenance
or inspection program, as applicable, to
incorporate the information specified in Task
C26-25-115-01, “Detailed Inspection of the
Window Louver Panel Assembly (WLPA) in
Aft Cabin/Cargo Compartment Bulkhead,”
provided in Bombardier CL-600—-2B19
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Temporary Revision (TR) 2A-69, dated
August 30, 2018 (which is a TR to Appendix
A—-Certification Maintenance Requirements
(CMR), of Part 2 of the Bombardier CL-600—
2B19 Maintenance Requirements Manual
(MRM), CSP—A-053). The initial compliance
time for accomplishing the task is within 880
flight hours from the last inspection
performed as specified in Bombardier Service
Bulletin 601R-25-201, Revision C, dated
May 11, 2017. Accomplishing the actions
required by this paragraph terminates the
inspection requirement in paragraph (g)(1) of
this AD.

(h) Inspections, Corrective Action, and
Terminating Action for Model CL-600-2C10,
CL-600-2D15, CL-600-2D24, and CL-600—
2E25 Airplanes

(1) At the applicable time specified in
paragraph (h)(1)(i) or (ii) of this AD: Do
detailed inspections for damaged or detached
WLPAs and BOPs, and do all applicable
corrective actions before further flight, in
accordance with the Accomplishment
Instructions of Bombardier Service Bulletin
670BA-25-100, Revision C, dated May 11,
2017.

(i) For airplanes with the accumulation of
780 total flight hours or more as of December
15, 2015 (the effective date of AD 2015—24—
04): Inspect within 100 flight hours after
December 15, 2015.

(ii) For airplanes that have accumulated
less than 780 total flight hours as of
December 15, 2015 (the effective date of AD
2015-24-04): Inspect before accumulating
880 total flight hours after December 15,
2015.

(2) Within 30 days after the effective date
of this AD, revise the existing maintenance
or inspection program, as applicable, to
incorporate the information specified in Task
255000-208, “Detailed Inspection of the Aft
Cargo Compartment Window-Louver Panel
Assembly and Blowout Panels Along with
Their Respective Cage Assemblies,” as
specified in CRJ Series Regional Jet
(Bombardier) TR MRB-0079, dated May 29,
2017 (which is a TR to Part 1 of the
Bombardier CR] Series Regional Jet MRM,
CSP B-053). The initial compliance time for
accomplishing the task is within 880 flight
hours from the last inspection performed in
accordance with Bombardier Service Bulletin
670BA—-25-100, Revision C, dated May 11,
2017. Accomplishing the actions required by
this paragraph terminates the inspection
requirement in paragraph (h)(1) of this AD.

(i) Credit for Previous Actions

(1) This paragraph provides credit for
actions required by paragraph (g)(1) of this
AD, if those actions were performed before
the effective date of this AD using the service
information identified in paragraphs (i)(1)(i)
through (iii) of this AD.

(i) Bombardier Service Bulletin 601R—25—
201, dated July 21, 2015, which was
incorporated by reference in AD 2015-24-04,
Amendment 39-18336 (80 FR 74673,
November 30, 2015).

(ii) Bombardier Service Bulletin 601R-25—
201, Revision A, dated October 21, 2015,
which is not incorporated by reference in this
AD.

(iii) Bombardier Service Bulletin 601R—25—
201, Revision B, dated February 2, 2016,
which is not incorporated by reference in this
AD.

(2) This paragraph provides credit for
actions required by paragraph (h)(1) of this
AD, if those actions were performed before
the effective date of this AD using the service
information identified in paragraphs (i)(2)(i)
through (iii) of this AD.

(i) Bombardier Service Bulletin 670BA—25—
100, dated July 21, 2015, which was
incorporated by reference in AD 2015-24-04,
Amendment 39-18336 (80 FR 74673,
November 30, 2015).

(ii) Bombardier Service Bulletin 670BA—
25-100, Revision A, dated October 21, 2015,
which is not incorporated by reference in this
AD.

(iii) Bombardier Service Bulletin 670BA—
25-100, Revision B, dated February 2, 2016,
which is not incorporated by reference in this
AD.

(j) Other FAA AD Provisions

(1) Alternative Methods of Compliance
(AMOCs): The Manager, New York ACO
Branch, FAA, has the authority to approve
AMOCG:s for this AD, if requested using the
procedures found in 14 CFR 39.19. In
accordance with 14 CFR 39.19, send your
request to your principal inspector or local
Flight Standards District Office, as
appropriate. If sending information directly
to the manager of the certification office,
send it to ATTN: Program Manager,
Continuing Operational Safety, FAA, New
York ACO Branch, 1600 Stewart Avenue,
Suite 410, Westbury, NY 11590; telephone
516—228-7300; fax 516—-794-5531.

(2) Contacting the Manufacturer: For any
requirement in this AD to obtain corrective
actions from a manufacturer, the action must
be accomplished using a method approved
by the Manager, New York ACO Branch,
FAA; or Transport Canada Civil Aviation
(TCCA); or Bombardier, Inc.’s TCCA Design
Approval Organization (DAO). If approved by
the DAO, the approval must include the
DAO-authorized signature.

(k) Related Information

(1) Refer to Mandatory Continuing
Airworthiness Information (MCAI) Canadian
AD CF-2015-28R2, dated February 4, 2019;
for related information. This MCAI may be
found in the AD docket on the internet at
https://www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2019-0526.

(2) For more information about this AD,
contact Darren Gassetto, Aerospace Engineer,
Mechanical Systems and Administrative
Services Section, FAA, New York ACO
Branch, 1600 Stewart Avenue, Suite 410,
Westbury, NY 11590; telephone 516—-228-
7323; fax 516—794—5531; email 9-avs-nyaco-
cos@faa.gov.

(3) Service information identified in this
AD that is not incorporated by reference is
available at the addresses specified in
paragraphs (1)(3) and (4) of this AD.

(1) Material Incorporated by Reference

(1) The Director of the Federal Register
approved the incorporation by reference
(IBR) 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 this AD specifies otherwise.

(i) Bombardier Service Bulletin 601R—25—
201, Revision C, dated May 11, 2017.

(ii) Bombardier Service Bulletin 670BA—
25-100, Revision C, dated May 11, 2017.

(iii) Bombardier CL-600—-2B19 Temporary
Revision 2A-69, dated August 30, 2018.

(iv) CRJ Series Regional Jet (Bombardier)
Temporary Revision MRB-0079, dated May
29, 2017.

(3) For service information identified in
this AD, contact Bombardier, Inc., 400 Cote-
Vertu Road West, Dorval, Québec H4S 1Y9,
Canada; Widebody Customer Response
Center North America toll-free telephone 1—
866—538—1247 or direct-dial telephone 1—
514—-855-2999; fax 514—855—7401; email
ac.yul@aero.bombardier.com; internet http://
www.bombardier.com.

(4) 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.

(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,
email fedreg.legal@nara.gov, or go to: https://
www.archives.gov/federal-register/cfr/ibr-
locations.html.

Issued on February 12, 2020.
Lance T. Gant,

Director, Compliance & Airworthiness
Division, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 2020-03967 Filed 2—26—20; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. FAA-2019-0872; Product
Identifier 2019-NM-156—-AD; Amendment
39-19848; AD 2020-03-24]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Dassault
Aviation Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), Department of
Transportation (DOT).

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The FAA is adopting a new
airworthiness directive (AD) for certain
Dassault Aviation Model MYSTERE—
FALCON 20-C5, 20-D5, 20-E5, and 20—
F5 airplanes. This AD was prompted by
a determination that new or more
restrictive airworthiness limitations are
necessary. This AD requires revising the
existing maintenance or inspection
program, as applicable, to incorporate
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new or more restrictive airworthiness
limitations. The FAA is issuing this AD
to address the unsafe condition on these
products.

DATES: This AD is effective April 2,
2020.

The Director of the Federal Register
approved the incorporation by reference
of a certain publication listed in this AD
as of April 2, 2020.

ADDRESSES: For service information
identified in this final rule, contact
Dassault Falcon Jet Corporation,
Teterboro Airport, P.O. Box 2000, South
Hackensack, NJ 07606; telephone 201—
440-6700; internet https://
www.dassaultfalcon.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.
It is also available on the internet at
https://www.regulations.gov by
searching for and locating Docket No.
FAA-2019-0872.

Examining the AD Docket

You may examine the AD docket on
the internet at https://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2019—
0872; 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 regulatory evaluation, any
comments received, and other
information. The address for Docket
Operations 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: Tom
Rodriguez, Aerospace Engineer,
International Section, Transport
Standards Branch, FAA, 2200 South
216th St., Des Moines, WA 98198;
telephone and fax 206-231-3226; email
Tom.Rodriguez@faa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Discussion

The European Union Aviation Safety
Agency (EASA), which is the Technical
Agent for the Member States of the
European Union, has issued EASA AD
2019-0201, dated August 20, 2019
(“EASA AD 2019-0201") (also referred
to as the Mandatory Continuing
Airworthiness Information, or ‘“‘the
MCAI”), to correct an unsafe condition
for certain Dassault Aviation Model
MYSTERE-FALCON 20-C5, 20-D5, 20—
E5, and 20-F5 airplanes, on which the
Supplemental Structural Inspection
Program (SSIP) (Dassault Service

Bulletin 730) has been embodied into
the airplane’s maintenance program.
You may examine the MCAI in the AD
docket on the internet at https://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2019-
0872.

The FAA issued a notice of proposed
rulemaking (NPRM) to amend 14 CFR
part 39 by adding an AD that would
apply to certain Dassault Aviation
Model MYSTERE-FALCON 20-C5, 20—
D5, 20-E5, and 20-F5 airplanes. The
NPRM published in the Federal
Register on November 19, 2019 (84 FR
63822). The NPRM was prompted by a
determination that new or more
restrictive airworthiness limitations are
necessary. The NPRM proposed to
require revising the existing
maintenance or inspection program, as
applicable, to incorporate new or more
restrictive airworthiness limitations.
The FAA is issuing this AD to address
fatigue cracking, damage, and corrosion
in principal structural elements, which
could result in reduced structural
integrity of the airplane. See the MCAI
for additional background information.

Comments

The FAA gave the public the
opportunity to participate in developing
this final rule. The FAA has considered
the comment received. An anonymous
commenter indicated support for the
NPRM.

Conclusion

The FAA reviewed the relevant data,
considered the comment received, and
determined that air safety and the
public interest require adopting this
final rule as proposed, except for minor
editorial changes. The FAA has
determined that these minor changes:

o Are consistent with the intent that
was proposed in the NPRM for
addressing the unsafe condition; and

¢ Do not add any additional burden
upon the public than was already
proposed in the NPRM.

Related Service Information Under 1
CFR Part 51

Dassault Aviation has issued Chapter
5-40-01, Airworthiness Limitations, of
the Dassault Falcon 20 Retrofit 731
Maintenance Manual, Revision 10,
dated January 1, 2019. This service
information describes airworthiness
limitations for safe life limits and
certification maintenance requirements.
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.

Costs of Compliance

The FAA estimates that this AD
affects 57 airplanes of U.S. registry. The
FAA estimates the following costs to
comply with this AD.

The FAA has determined that revising
the existing maintenance or inspection
program takes an average of 90 work-
hours per operator, although the FAA
recognizes that this number may vary
from operator to operator. In the past,
the FAA has estimated that this action
takes 1 work-hour per airplane. Since
operators incorporate maintenance or
inspection program changes for their
affected fleet(s), the FAA has
determined that a per-operator estimate
is more accurate than a per-airplane
estimate. Therefore, the FAA estimates
the total cost per operator to be $7,650
(90 work-hours x $85 per work-hour).

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.

The FAA is 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) Will not affect intrastate aviation
in Alaska, and

(3) 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.
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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):

2020-03-24 Dassault Aviation:
Amendment 39-19848; Docket No.
FAA-2019-0872; Product Identifier
2019-NM-156—-AD.

(a) Effective Date
This AD is effective April 2, 2020.

(b) Affected ADs

This AD affects AD 2010-26-05,
Amendment 39-16544 (75 FR 79952,
December 21, 2010) (“AD 2010-26—-05").
(c) Applicability

This AD applies to Dassault Aviation
Model MYSTERE-FALCON 20-C5, 20-D5,
20-E5, and 20-F5 airplanes, certificated in
any category, on which the Supplemental
Structural Inspection Program (SSIP)
(Dassault Service Bulletin 730) has been
embodied into the airplane’s existing
maintenance or inspection program.

(d) Subject

Air Transport Association (ATA) of
America Code 05, Time Limits/Maintenance
Checks.

(e) Reason

This AD was prompted by a determination
that new or more restrictive airworthiness
limitations are necessary. The FAA is issuing
this AD to address fatigue cracking, damage,
and corrosion in principal structural
elements, which could result in reduced
structural integrity of the airplane.

(f) Compliance

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

(g) Maintenance or Inspection Program
Revision

Within 90 days after the effective date of
this AD, revise the existing maintenance or
inspection program, as applicable, to
incorporate the information specified in
Chapter 5-40-01, Airworthiness Limitations,
of the Dassault Falcon 20 Retrofit 731
Maintenance Manual, Revision 10, dated
January 1, 2019. The initial compliance time

for doing the tasks is at the time specified in
Chapter 5-40-01, Airworthiness Limitations,
of the Dassault Falcon 20 Retrofit 731
Maintenance Manual, Revision 10, dated
January 1, 2019, or within 90 days after the
effective date of this AD, whichever occurs
later.

(h) No Alternative Actions or Intervals

After the existing maintenance or
inspection program has been revised as
required by paragraph (g) of this AD, no
alternative actions (e.g., inspections) or
intervals may be used unless the actions or
intervals are approved as an alternative
method of compliance (AMOC) in
accordance with the procedures specified in
paragraph (j)(1) of this AD.

(i) Terminating Action for Certain
Requirements of AD 2010-26-05

Accomplishing the actions required by this
AD terminates the requirements of paragraph
(g)(1) of AD 2010-26-05 only for Model
MYSTERE-FALCON 20-C5, 20-D5, 20-E5,
and 20-F5 airplanes on which the SSIP has
been embodied into the airplane’s existing
maintenance or inspection program.

(j) 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 AMOGCs for this
AD, if requested using the procedures found
in 14 CFR 39.19. In accordance with 14 CFR
39.19, send your request to your principal
inspector or local Flight Standards District
Office, as appropriate. If sending information
directly to the International Section, send it
to the attention of the person identified in
paragraph (k)(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 instructions
from a manufacturer, the instructions must
be accomplished using a method approved
by the Manager, International Section,
Transport Standards Branch, FAA; or the
European Union Aviation Safety Agency
(EASA); or Dassault Aviation’s EASA Design
Organization Approval (DOA). If approved by
the DOA, the approval must include the
DOA-authorized signature.

(k) Related Information

(1) Refer to Mandatory Continuing
Airworthiness Information (MCAI) EASA AD
2019-0201, dated August 20, 2019, for
related information. This MCAI may be
found in the AD docket on the internet at
https://www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2019-0872.

(2) For more information about this AD,
contact Tom Rodriguez, Aerospace Engineer,
International Section, Transport Standards
Branch, FAA, 2200 South 216th St., Des
Moines, WA 98198; telephone and fax 206—
231-3226; email Tom.Rodriguez@faa.gov.

(1) Material Incorporated by Reference

(1) The Director of the Federal Register
approved the incorporation by reference
(IBR) 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 this AD specifies otherwise.

(i) Chapter 5—-40-01, Airworthiness
Limitations, of the Dassault Falcon 20
Retrofit 731 Maintenance Manual, Revision
10, dated January 1, 2019.

(ii) [Reserved]

(3) For service information identified in
this AD, contact Tom Rodriguez, Aerospace
Engineer, International Section, Transport
Standards Branch, FAA, 2200 South 216th
St., Des Moines, WA 98198; telephone and
fax 206-231-3226.

(4) 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.

(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,
email fedreg.legal@nara.gov, or go to: https://
www.archives.gov/federal-register/cfr/ibr-
locations.html.

Issued on February 14, 2020.
Lance T. Gant,

Director, Compliance & Airworthiness
Division, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 2020-03936 Filed 2—26—20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. FAA—-2019-0871; Product
Identifier 2019-NM-139-AD; Amendment
39-19846; AD 2020-03-22]

RIN 2120-AA64
Airworthiness Directives; The Boeing
Company Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The FAA is adopting a new
airworthiness directive (AD) for certain
The Boeing Company Model 787-8
airplanes. This AD was prompted by a
report of fatigue cracking at certain
frame tie rod locations of the wing. This
AD requires repetitive inspections for
cracking of the left- and right-side frame
tie rod assemblies and stub beam upper
chords, and applicable on-condition
actions. The FAA is issuing this AD to
address the unsafe condition on these
products.


https://www.archives.gov/federal-register/cfr/ibr-locations.html
https://www.archives.gov/federal-register/cfr/ibr-locations.html
https://www.archives.gov/federal-register/cfr/ibr-locations.html
mailto:9-ANM-116-AMOC-REQUESTS@faa.gov
mailto:9-ANM-116-AMOC-REQUESTS@faa.gov
https://www.regulations.gov
mailto:Tom.Rodriguez@faa.gov
mailto:fedreg.legal@nara.gov

11292

Federal Register/Vol. 85, No. 39/Thursday, February 27, 2020/Rules and Regulations

DATES: This AD is effective April 2,
2020.

The Director of the Federal Register
approved the incorporation by reference
of a certain publications listed in this
AD as of April 2, 2020.

ADDRESSES: For service information
identified in this final rule, contact
Boeing Commercial Airplanes,
Attention: Contractual & Data Services
(C&DS), 2600 Westminster Blvd., MC
110-SK57, Seal Beach, CA 90740-5600;
telephone 562—-797-1717; internet
https://www.myboeingfleet.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.
It is also available on the internet at
https://www.regulations.gov by
searching for and locating Docket No.
FAA-2019-0871.

Examining the AD Docket

You may examine the AD docket on
the internet at https://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2019—
0871; 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 regulatory evaluation, any
comments received, and other
information. The address for Docket
Operations 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: Greg
Rutar, Aerospace Engineer, Airframe
Section, FAA, Seattle ACO Branch, 2200
South 216th St., Des Moines, WA 98198;
phone and fax: 206-231-3529; email:
greg.rutar@faa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Discussion

The FAA issued a notice of proposed
rulemaking (NPRM) to amend 14 CFR
part 39 by adding an AD that would
apply to certain The Boeing Company
Model 787-8 airplanes. The NPRM
published in the Federal Register on
November 19, 2019 (84 FR 63825). The
NPRM was prompted by a report of
fatigue cracking at certain frame tie rod
locations of the wing. The NPRM
proposed to require repetitive
inspections for cracking of the left- and
right-side frame tie rod assemblies and
stub beam upper chords, and applicable
on-condition actions.

The FAA is issuing this AD to address
cracking in the frame tie rod assemblies
and consequent failure of a principal
structural element to sustain limit load,
which could adversely affect the
structural integrity of the airplane and
result in possible decompression of the
airplane.

Comments

The FAA gave the public the
opportunity to participate in developing
this final rule. The FAA has considered
the comment received. Boeing indicated
its support for the NPRM.

Conclusion

The FAA reviewed the relevant data,
considered the comment received, and
determined that air safety and the
public interest require adopting this
final rule as proposed, except for minor
editorial changes. The FAA has
determined that these minor changes:

e Are consistent with the intent that
was proposed in the NPRM for
addressing the unsafe condition; and

¢ Do not add any additional burden
upon the public than was already
proposed in the NPRM.

Related Service Information Under 1
CFR Part 51

The FAA reviewed Boeing Alert
Requirements Bulletin B787-81205—
SB570041-00 RB, Issue 001, dated
March 7, 2019. The service information
describes procedures for repetitive high
frequency eddy current (HFEC)
inspections for cracking of the left- and
right-side frame tie rod assemblies,
repetitive ultrasonic (UT) inspections
for cracking of the left- and right-side
stub beam upper chords, and applicable
on-condition actions. On-condition
actions include repair. 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.

Costs of Compliance

The FAA estimates that this AD
affects 55 airplanes of U.S. registry. The
FAA estimates the following costs to
comply with this AD:

ESTIMATED COSTS FOR REQUIRED ACTIONS

Action Labor cost

Parts cost

Cost per product

Cost on U.S. operators

Inspections ...

tion cycle.

19 work-hours x $85 per hour =

$1,615 per inspec- $0

$1,615 per inspection
cycle.

$88,825 per inspection
cycle.

The FAA has received no definitive
data that enables the agency to provide
cost estimates for the on-condition
actions specified in this 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.

The FAA is 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) Will not affect intrastate aviation
in Alaska, and

(3) 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.
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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):

2020-03-22 The Boeing Company:
Amendment 39-19846 ; Docket No.
FAA-2019-0871; Product Identifier
2019-NM-139-AD.

(a) Effective Date
This AD is effective April 2, 2020.

(b) Affected ADs

None.
(c) Applicability

This AD applies to The Boeing Company
Model 787-8 airplanes, certificated in any
category, as identified in Boeing Alert
Requirements Bulletin B787-81205—

SB570041-00 RB, Issue 001, dated March 7,
2019.

(d) Subject

Air Transport Association (ATA) of
America Code 57, Wings.

(e) Unsafe Condition

This AD was prompted by a report of
fatigue cracking at certain frame tie rod
locations of the wing. The FAA is issuing this
AD to address cracking in the frame tie rod
assemblies and consequent failure of a
principal structural element to sustain limit
load, which could adversely affect the
structural integrity of the airplane and result
in possible decompression of the airplane.

(f) Compliance

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

(g) Required Actions

Except as specified by paragraph (h) of this
AD: At the applicable times specified in the
“Compliance” paragraph of Boeing Alert
Requirements Bulletin B787-81205—
SB570041-00 RB, Issue 001, dated March 7,
2019, do all applicable actions identified in,
and in accordance with, the Accomplishment
Instructions of Boeing Alert Requirements
Bulletin B787-81205-SB570041-00 RB, Issue
001, dated March 7, 2019.

Note 1 to paragraph (g) of this AD:
Guidance for accomplishing the actions

required by this AD can be found in Boeing
Alert Service Bulletin B787-81205—
SB570041-00, Issue 001, dated March 7,
2019, which is referred to in Boeing Alert
Requirements Bulletin B787-81205—
SB570041-00 RB, Issue 001, dated March 7,
2019.

(h) Exceptions to Service Information
Specifications

(1) For purposes of determining
compliance with the requirements of this AD:
Where Boeing Alert Requirements Bulletin
B787-81205-SB570041-00 RB, Issue 001,
dated March 7, 2019, uses the phrase ‘““the
issue 001 date of Requirements Bulletin
B787-81205-SB570041-00 RB,” this AD
requires using the effective date of this AD.

(2) Where Boeing Alert Requirements
Bulletin B787-81205-SB570041—-00 RB, Issue
001, dated March 7, 2019, specifies
contacting Boeing for repair instructions:
This AD requires doing the repair and
applicable on-condition actions before
further flight using a method approved in
accordance with the procedures specified in
paragraph (i) of this AD.

(i) Alternative Methods of Compliance
(AMOCs)

(1) The Manager, Seattle ACO Branch,
FAA, has the authority to approve AMOCGCs
for this AD, if requested using the procedures
found in 14 CFR 39.19. In accordance with
14 CFR 39.19, send your request to your
principal inspector or local Flight Standards
District Office, as appropriate. If sending
information directly to the manager of the
certification office, send it to the attention of
the person identified in paragraph (j) of this
AD. Information may be emailed to: 9-ANM-
Seattle-ACO-AMOC-Requests@faa.gov.

(2) Before using any approved AMOC,
notify your appropriate principal inspector,
or lacking a principal inspector, the manager
of the local flight standards district office/
certificate holding district office.

(3) An AMOC that provides an acceptable
level of safety may be used for any repair,
modification, or alteration required by this
AD if it is approved by The Boeing Company
Organization Designation Authorization
(ODA) that has been authorized by the
Manager, Seattle ACO Branch, FAA, to make
those findings. To be approved, the repair
method, modification deviation, or alteration
deviation must meet the certification basis of
the airplane, and the approval must
specifically refer to this AD.

(j) Related Information

For more information about this AD,
contact Greg Rutar, Aerospace Engineer,
Airframe Section, FAA, Seattle ACO Branch,
2200 South 216th St., Des Moines, WA
98198; phone and fax: 206—-231-3529; email:
greg.rutar@faa.gov.

(k) Material Incorporated by Reference

(1) The Director of the Federal Register
approved the incorporation by reference
(IBR) 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) Boeing Alert Requirements Bulletin
B787-81205-SB570041-00 RB, Issue 001,
dated March 7, 2019.

(ii) [Reserved]

(3) For service information identified in
this AD, contact Boeing Commercial
Airplanes, Attention: Contractual & Data
Services (C&DS), 2600 Westminster Blvd.,
MC 110-SK57, Seal Beach, CA 90740-5600;
telephone 562-797-1717; internet https://
www.myboeingfleet.com..

(4) 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.

(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,
email fedreg.legal@nara.gov, or go to: https://
www.archives.gov/federal-register/cfr/ibr-
locations.html.

Issued on February 14, 2020.
Gaetano A. Sciortino,

Deputy Director for Strategic Initiatives,
Compliance & Airworthiness Division,
Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 2020-03964 Filed 2—26—20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY
COMMISSION

29 CFR Part 1601
[3046-AB14]

2019 Adjustment of the Penalty for
Violation of Notice Posting
Requirements; Correction

AGENCY: Equal Employment
Opportunity Commission.
ACTION: Final rule; correction and
correcting amendment.

SUMMARY: The EEOC is correcting the
RIN Number of its item titled <2019
Adjustment of the Penalty for Violation
of Notice Posting Requirements,” and
adding to the authority citation to
identify the statutory authority for the
EEOC to make adjustments to the
penalty for violating notice posting
requirements.

DATES: Effective February 27, 2020.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Raymond L. Peeler, Assistant Legal
Counsel, at (202) 663—4537 or John
Gwynn, Attorney-Advisor, at (202) 663—
4177. Requests for this notice in an
alternative format should be made to the
Office of Communications and
Legislative Affairs at (202) 663—4191
(voice), 1-800-669-6820 (TTY), 1-844—
234-5122 (ALS Video Phone), or the
Publications Information Center at 1—
800—669-3362 (toll free).


https://www.archives.gov/federal-register/cfr/ibr-locations.html
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https://www.archives.gov/federal-register/cfr/ibr-locations.html
mailto:9-ANM-Seattle-ACO-AMOC-Requests@faa.gov
mailto:9-ANM-Seattle-ACO-AMOC-Requests@faa.gov
https://www.myboeingfleet.com
https://www.myboeingfleet.com
mailto:fedreg.legal@nara.gov
mailto:greg.rutar@faa.gov

11294

Federal Register/Vol. 85, No. 39/Thursday, February 27, 2020/Rules and Regulations

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On March
21, 2019, the EEOC’s 2019 Adjustment
of the Penalty for Violation of Notice
Posting Requirements was published in
the Federal Register. (84 FR 10410). The
rule provided notice of an annual
inflationary adjustment to the penalty
for covered employers that fail to post

a notice of employee rights under
federal employment anti-discrimination
laws as required by the Federal Civil
Penalties Inflation Adjustment Act of
1990 (FCPIA), as amended. This
publication also inadvertently repeated
an old regulatory identification number
(RIN) from a past year’s penalty
adjustment. The correct RIN number for
this item is 3046—AB14.

As discussed in March 21
publication’s preamble, the FCPIA, as
amended by the Debt Collection
Improvement Act of 1996 and the
Federal Civil Penalties Inflation
Adjustment Act Improvements Act of
2015, requires federal agencies,
including the EEOG, to issue regulations
adjusting for inflation the maximum
civil penalty that may be imposed
pursuant to its statutes. This publication
also adds the authority for making these
adjustments to the statutory authority
for 29 CFR part 1601.

Regulatory Procedures

The Commission finds that public
notice-and-comment on this rule is
unnecessary, because the revision
makes no substantive change; it merely
corrects the RIN identifier to ease any
effort by the public to locate this
regulation on regulations.gov and to
distinguish the 2019 penalty adjustment
from those made in other years. It
additionally adds to the list of
authorities for the regulation to increase
the transparency of all statutes that the
EEOC relies upon in issuing its
procedural regulations at 29 CFR part
1601. The correction is therefore exempt
from the notice-and-comment
requirements of 5 U.S.C. 553(b) under 5
U.S.C. 553(b)(B).

This technical correction also is not
“significant”” for purposes of Executive
Order 12866, as reaffirmed by E.O.
13563, and therefore is not subject to
review by Office of Management and
Budget.

Regulatory Analysis

Since this technical correction
contains no substantive changes to the
law, the EEOC certifies that it contains
no new information collection
requirements subject to review by the
Office of Management and Budget under
the Paperwork Reduction Act (44 U.S.C.
chapter 35), it requires no formal cost-
benefit analysis pursuant to E.O. 12866,

it creates no significant impact on small
business entities subject to review under
the Regulatory Flexibility Act, and it
imposes no new economic burden
requiring further analysis under the
Unfunded Mandates Reform Act of
1995.

Congressional Review Act

This Correction concerns a penalty
adjustment that is a “rule”” for purposes
of the Congressional Review Act, but
not a major rule. As a result, this
Correction, with the original penalty
adjustment appended, was provided to
Congress and the General
Accountability Office pursuant to the
requirements of 5 U.S.C. 801 shortly
before publication of this correction.

List of Subjects in 29 CFR Part 1601

Administrative practice and
procedure.

Accordingly, 29 CFR part 1601 is
corrected by making the following
correcting amendment:

PART 1601—PROCEDURAL
REGULATIONS

m 1. The authority citation for part 1601
is revised to read as follows:

Authority: 29 U.S.C. 621-634; 28 U.S.C.
2461 note; 5 U.S.C. 301; Pub. L. 99-502; 100
Stat. 3341; Secretary’s Order No. 10-68;
Secretary’s Order No. 11-68; sec. 2 Reorg.
Plan No. 1 of 1978, 43 FR 19807; Executive
Order 12067, 43 FR 28967.

Dated: January 28, 2020.

For the Commission.

Janet Dhillon,

Chair.

[FR Doc. 2020-02144 Filed 2—-26-20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6570-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND
SECURITY

Coast Guard

33 CFR Part 165

[Docket Number USCG-2018-0532]

RIN 1625-ZA38

Navigation and Navigable Waters, and
Shipping; Technical, Organizational,
and Conforming Amendments for U.S.

Coast Guard Field District 1;
Correction

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DHS.
ACTION: Final rule; correction.

SUMMARY: The Coast Guard is correcting
a final rule that appeared in the Federal
Register on January 31, 2020. The final
rule announced technical changes to

local regulated navigation areas, special
local regulations, safety zones and
security zones within District 1 of the
U.S. Coast Guard. The rule has an
effective date of March 2, 2020. This
correction fixes an incorrect table entry
number in the amendatory instructions
of the final rule for an entry related to
safety zones, fireworks displays, air
shows and swim events in the Captain
of the Port Long Island Sound Zone.
DATES: This correction is effective on
March 2, 2020.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: If
you have questions on this rule, call or
email Craig D. Lapiejko, Coast Guard;
telephone (617) 223-8351, email
Craig.D.Lapiejko@uscg.mil.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Correction

In FR Doc. 2020-01294 appearing on
page 5570 in the Federal Register of
Friday, January 31, 2020, the following
correction is made:

§165.151 [Corrected]
m On page 5570, in the first column, in
part 165, in amendment 6.c., “7.48" is
corrected to read “7.49”.

Dated: February 19, 2019.
M.W. Mumbach,

Chief, Office of Regulations and
Administrative Law, U.S. Coast Guard.

[FR Doc. 2020-03586 Filed 2—26—20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 9110-04-P

LIBRARY OF CONGRESS
Copyright Office

37 CFR Part 201
[Docket No. 2020-3]

DMCA Designated Agent Post Office
Box Waiver Request Process

AGENCY: U.S. Copyright Office, Library
of Congress.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This final rule makes non-
substantive technical amendments to
the U.S. Copyright Office’s regulations
governing the submission of designated
agent and service provider information
to the Office pursuant to the Digital
Millennium Copyright Act (“DMCA”).
DATES: Effective February 27, 2020.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Regan A. Smith, General Counsel and
Associate Register of Copyrights, by
email at regans@copyright.gov, or Mark
Gray, Attorney-Advisor, by email at
mgray@copyright.gov. Each can be
contacted by telephone by calling (202)
707-8350.
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Effective
December 1, 2016, the Copyright Office
adopted regulations governing the
submission of designated agent and
service provider information to the
Office pursuant to the Digital
Millennium Copyright Act (“DMCA”) in
connection with the implementation of
an electronic registration system
launched the same day.® Under that
rule, service providers must provide
their physical street address and may
not provide a post office box absent
“exceptional circumstances (e.g., where
there is a demonstrable threat to an
individual’s personal safety or security,
such that it may be dangerous to
publicly publish a street address where
such individual can be located).” 2
Service providers seeking to provide a
post office box as their address are
required to first obtain a waiver of the
street address requirement from the
Copyright Office. To request a waiver, a
service provider “must send a signed
letter, addressed to the [Office],” that
contains, among other things, “‘a
detailed statement providing the reasons
supporting the request, with
explanation of the specific threat(s) to
an individual’s personal safety or
security.” 3 Upon receipt, the Office
evaluates these requests to determine
whether the circumstances warrant a
waiver.

Based on its experience administering
the current waiver system, the Office
has determined that it is unnecessary to
require that waiver requests be sent by
mail, and that also permitting electronic
requests to be sent via email would be
beneficial both to service providers and
the Office. Moreover, it would further
the goals of the designation regulations.
Because waiver requests must be
approved in advanced of being able to
designate an agent, the amount of time
that passes between the service provider
submitting its request and the Office
receiving and acting on the request can
impact the service provider’s safe harbor
protection under 17 U.S.C. 512. Thus, it
is in everyone’s best interest that the
Office receive these requests as quickly
as possible. Not only is email a much
faster and more efficient method of
delivery than ordinary mail, but because
of the Office’s physical location within
the U.S. Capitol Complex, all mail,
including waiver requests, undergo
mandatory off-site security screening
and decontamination before arriving at

181 FR 75695 (Nov. 1, 2016). Technical
amendments to these regulations were subsequently
adopted, effective May 10, 2017. 82 FR 21696 (May
10, 2017).

237 CFR 201.38(b)(1)({1)—(ii).

337 CFR 201.38(b)(1)(ii).

the Offices, which can further delay
delivery beyond what a service provider
might normally anticipate.

Because this rule only adds an
additional, optional method by which a
request for a waiver may be submitted
to the Office, this final rule is a non-
substantive, procedural change not
“alter[ing] the rights or interests of
parties,” and thus is not subject to the
notice and comment requirements of the
Administrative Procedure Act.*
Furthermore, the Office finds good
cause that permitting notice and
comment would be “contrary to the
public interest” in this instance.5
Because this final rule will make it even
easier and faster for service providers to
seek waivers, it is in the public’s best
interest that it take effect without delay.
For these same reasons, the Office is
making this final rule effective
immediately upon publication in the
Federal Register.®

List of Subjects in 37 CFR Part 201
Copyright, General provisions.

Final Regulations

For the reasons set forth in the
preamble, the Copyright Office amends
37 CFR part 201 as follows:

PART 201—GENERAL PROVISIONS

m 1. The authority citation for part 201
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 17 U.S.C. 702.
m 2. Amend § 201.38 as follows:
m a. Revise paragraph (b)(1)(ii) to read as
follows:

§201.38 Designation of agent to receive
notification of claimed infringement.
* * * * *

b * k% %

(1) * % %

(ii) A post office box may not be
substituted for the street address for the

4 See Nat’l Mining Ass’n v. McCarthy, 758 F.3d

243, 250 (D.C. Cir. 2014) (““The critical feature of
a procedural rule is that it covers agency actions
that do not themselves alter the rights or interests
of parties, although it may alter the manner in
which the parties present themselves or their
viewpoints to the agency.”) (internal quotation
marks omitted); 5 U.S.C. 553(b) (notice and
comment not required for “interpretative rules,
general statements of policy, or rules of agency
organization, procedure, or practice”).

5See 5 U.S.C. 553(b) (notice and comment not
required “when the agency for good cause finds

. . that notice and public procedure thereon are
impracticable, unnecessary, or contrary to the
public interest”).

6 See id. at 553(d) (“The required publication or
service of a substantive rule shall be made not less
than 30 days before its effective date, except—(1)
a substantive rule which grants or recognizes an
exemption or relieves a restriction; (2) interpretative
rules and statements of policy; or (3) as otherwise
provided by the agency for good cause found and
published with the rule.”).

service provider, except in exceptional
circumstances (e.g., where there is a
demonstrable threat to an individual’s
personal safety or security, such that it
may be dangerous to publicly publish a
street address where such individual
can be located) and, upon written
request by the service provider, the
Register of Copyrights determines that
the circumstances warrant a waiver of
this requirement. To obtain a waiver,
the service provider must make a
written request submitted either by
email, to poboxwaiver@copyright.gov, or
by signed letter, addressed to the “U.S.
Copyright Office, Office of the General
Counsel” and sent to the address for
time-sensitive requests set forth in
§201.1(c)(1). Requests must contain the
following information: The name of the
service provider; the post office box
address that the service provider wishes
to use; a detailed statement providing
the reasons supporting the request, with
explanation of the specific threat(s) to
an individual’s personal safety or
security; and an email address for any
responsive correspondence from the
Office. There is no fee associated with
making this request. If the request is
approved, the service provider may
display the post office box address on
its website and will receive instructions
from the Office as to how to complete
the Office’s electronic registration
process.

Dated: February 10, 2020.
Maria Strong,
Acting Register of Copyrights and Director
of the U.S. Copyright Office.

Approved by:
Carla D. Hayden,
Librarian of Congress.
[FR Doc. 2020-03260 Filed 2—26-20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 1410-30-P

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND
SECURITY

Federal Emergency Management
Agency
44 CFR Part 64

[Docket ID FEMA-2020—-0005; Internal
Agency Docket No. FEMA-8619]

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


mailto:poboxwaiver@copyright.gov
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suspension on the effective dates listed
within this rule because of
noncompliance with the floodplain
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: Effective 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 (SFHAS) 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 Fed-

State and location Community Effective date authorization/cancellation of sale of Current effective eral assistance no

No. flood insurance in community map date longer available in

SFHAs
Region IV
Alabama:
Atmore, City of, Escambia County ...........ccce..e. 010071 | April 2, 1975, Emerg; June 24, 1977, Reg; March 6, | March 6, 2020 ...... March 6, 2020.
2020, Susp.
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Date certain Fed-
- Community Effective date authorization/cancellation of sale of Current effective eral assistance no
State and location No. flood insurance in community map date longer available in
SFHAs
Escambia County, Unincorporated Areas .......... 010251 | March 31, 1998, Emerg; September 28, 2007, Reg; | ...... do* s Do.
March 6, 2020, Susp.

*-do- =Ditto.

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

Dated: February 18, 2020.
Eric Letvin,
Deputy Assistant Administrator for
Mitigation, Federal Insurance and Mitigation
Administration—FEMA Resilience,
Department of Homeland Security, Federal
Emergency Management Agency.
[FR Doc. 2020-03600 Filed 2—26—20; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 9110-12-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Fish and Wildlife Service

50 CFR Part 17

[Docket No. FWS—-R4-ES-2018-0010;
4500030113]

RIN 1018-BD06

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife
and Plants; Section 4(d) Rule for
Louisiana Pinesnake

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service,
Interior.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: We, the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service (Service), adopt a rule
under section 4(d) of the Endangered
Species Act for the Louisiana pinesnake
(Pituophis ruthveni), a reptile that is
listed under the statute as threatened.
This rule will provide measures to
protect the species, which is from
Louisiana and Texas.

DATES: This rule is effective March 30,
2020.

ADDRESSES: This final rule is available
on the internet at http://
www.regulations.gov in docket number
FWS-R4-ES-2018-0010 and at https://
www.fws.gov/lafayette/. Comments and
materials we received, as well as
supporting documentation we used in
preparing this rule, are available for
public inspection at http://
www.regulations.gov and will be
available by appointment, during
normal business hours at: U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service, Louisiana Ecological
Services Office, 200 Dulles Drive,
Lafayette, LA 70506; 337—-291-3100.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Joseph Ranson, Field Supervisor, U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service, Louisiana
Ecological Services Office, at the

address above; telephone 337-291—
3113. Persons who use a
telecommunications device for the deaf
(TDD) may call the Federal Relay
Service at 800-877-8339.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Previous Federal Actions

On October 6, 2016, the Service,
under the authority of the Endangered
Species Act, as amended (“Act” or
“ESA”’; 16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.),
published in the Federal Register a
proposed rule to add the Louisiana
pinesnake (Pituophis ruthveni), a reptile
from Louisiana and Texas, as a
threatened species to the List of
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife
(81 FR 69454). This List is found in title
50 of the Code of Federal Regulations in
part 17 (50 CFR 17.11(h)). The final
listing rule published on April 6, 2018
(83 FR 14958), and on that same day, we
proposed a rule under section 4(d) of
the Act for the Louisiana pinesnake (83
FR 14836). Please refer to those
rulemaking documents for a detailed
description of previous Federal actions
concerning this species.

Background

The primary habitat feature that
contributes to the conservation of the
Louisiana pinesnake is open-canopy
forest situated on well-drained sandy
soils with an abundant herbaceous plant
community that provides forage for the
Baird’s pocket gopher (Geomys
breviceps), which is the snake’s primary
known source of food. In addition,
Baird’s pocket gopher burrows are the
primary known source of shelter for the
Louisiana pinesnake. As discussed in
the proposed listing rule, one of the
primary threats to the Louisiana
pinesnake is the continuing loss and
degradation of the open pine forest
habitat that supports the Baird’s pocket
gopher. In the types of sandy soil in
which the Louisiana pinesnake and
pocket gopher are found (Wagner et al.
2014, p. 152 ; Duran 2010, p. 11; Davis
et al. 1938, p. 414), the pocket gopher
creates burrows at an average depth of
about 18 centimeters (cm) (7 inches (in))
(Wagner et al. 2015, p. 54).

One of the primary features of suitable
pocket gopher habitat is a diverse
herbaceous (non-woody) plant

community with an adequate amount of
forbs (non-grass herbaceous vegetation)
that provide forage for the pocket
gopher. Louisiana pinesnakes and
pocket gophers are highly associated
(Ealy et al. 2004, p. 389) and occur
together in areas with herbaceous
vegetation, a nonexistent or sparse
midstory, and a low pine basal area
(Rudolph and Burgdorf 1997, p. 117;
Himes et al. 2006, pp. 110, 112; Wagner
etal. 2017, p. 22). In a Louisiana forest
system managed according to guidelines
for red-cockaded woodpecker (Picoides
borealis) habitat, pocket gopher
selection of habitat increased with
increasing forb cover and decreased
with increasing midstory stem density
and midstory pine basal area (Wagner et
al. 2017, p. 11). Few (less than 25
percent) sites used by pocket gophers
had less than 18 percent coverage by
forbs alone (Wagner et al. 2017, p. 22).
Use by pocket gophers is also inhibited
by increased midstory stem density and
midstory pine basal area even when
herbaceous vegetation is present
(Wagner et al. 2017, pp. 20, 22, 25).
Pocket gophers use areas with higher
densities of trees much less frequently
than areas with fewer stems,
presumably because of greater root
mass, which reduces burrowing
efficiency (Wagner et al. 2017, pp. 11,
22).

One of the main causes of the
degradation of this habitat is the decline
in or absence of fire. Fire was the
primary source of historical disturbance
and maintenance, and prescribed fire
reduces midstory and understory
hardwoods and promotes abundant
herbaceous groundcover in the natural
communities of the longleaf-dominant
pine ecosystem where the Louisiana
pinesnake most often occurs. In the
absence of regularly recurring,
unsuppressed fires, open pine forest
habitat requires active management
activities essentially the same as those
required to produce and maintain red-
cockaded woodpecker foraging habitat.
Those activities, such as thinning,
prescribed burning, reforestation and
afforestation, midstory woody
vegetation control, herbaceous
vegetation (especially forbs)
enhancement, and harvest (particularly
in stands that require substantial


https://www.fws.gov/lafayette/
https://www.fws.gov/lafayette/
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
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improvement) are necessary to maintain
or restore forests to the conditions that
are suitable (as described in the
preceding paragraph) for pocket gophers
and Louisiana pinesnakes.

Establishment and management of
open pine forests beneficial to the
Louisiana pinesnake has been occurring
on some privately owned land in
Louisiana and Texas. Additionally,
throughout the range of the Louisiana
pinesnake, Federal and State agencies
have developed conservation efforts,
which have provided a conservation
benefit to the species. Increased efforts,
however, are necessary on both public
and private lands to address continued
habitat loss, degradation, and
fragmentation, one of the species’
primary threats across its entire range,
and it is the intent of this final rule to
encourage these increased efforts.

In the proposed listing rule (81 FR
69454, October 6, 2016), we solicited
public comments as to which
prohibitions, and exceptions to those
prohibitions, are necessary and
advisable to provide for the
conservation of the Louisiana
pinesnake. During the public comment
periods on the proposed listing rule (81
FR 69454, October 6, 2016; 82 FR 46748,
October 6, 2017), we received comments
expressing concern that when the
species is listed under the Act, certain
beneficial forest management activities
on private land could be considered
takings in violation of section 9(a)(1) of
the Act or its implementing regulations,
and would thus be regulated.

The Service intends to strongly
encourage the continuation and
increased implementation of forest
management activities—thinning,
prescribed fire, and mid- and understory
woody vegetation control in particular—
that promote open-canopy forest and
herbaceous vegetation growth, which
are beneficial to the Louisiana
pinesnake. In recognition of efforts that
provide for conservation and
management of the Louisiana pinesnake
and its habitat in a manner consistent
with the purposes of the Act, as
discussed in more detail below, we are
now finalizing a rule under section 4(d)
of the Act that prohibits take of the
species except for take that results from
actions providing for conservation and
management of the Louisiana
pinesnake. Information about section
4(d) of the Act is set forth below in
Provisions of Section 4(d) of the Act.

Our goal is to strongly encourage
continuation and increased
implementation of these beneficial
practices. Nevertheless, if activities
(with exceptions noted in the 4(d) rule
provisions) could cause subsurface

ground disturbance that can directly
harm or kill Louisiana pinesnakes
inhabiting pocket gopher burrows, or
inhibit the persistence of suitable pocket
gopher and Louisiana pinesnake habitat,
as described above, they would be
subject to the section 9 take prohibitions
in certain occupied habitat areas,
specifically areas known as Louisiana
pinesnake EOHAs (for estimated
occupied habitat areas). These areas
have recorded occurrences of Louisiana
pinesnakes, and they are considered by
the Service to be occupied by the
species (see the proposed listing rule).
This regulation would also apply to any
EOHA s that are identified in the future,
because activities in such areas could be
detrimental to maintenance and
development of suitable habitat
conditions critical to this species and
are more likely to affect the Louisiana
pinesnake directly.

Summary of Comments and
Recommendations

(1) Comment: Several commenters
encouraged the Service not to restrict its
broad discretion in designing the 4(d)
rule through limiting language in the
rule’s preamble, because the Service has
the discretion to regulate take
independently of whether doing so will
promote conservation. The commenters
suggest that the Service’s decision to
allow incidental take of a threatened
species should be flexible enough to
maximize the agency’s discretion to
consider both the conservation of the
Louisiana pinesnake and the overall
public interest regarding the importance
of maintaining land in forest use within
the broader context of the multiple
benefits that those forests provide. The
commenters recommend that if the
Service chooses to retain a
“conservation” reference in the rule’s
preamble, the language should be
revised to clarify whether incidental
take authorized under the 4(d) rule will
be allowed where it does not materially
detract from the species’ conservation.

Our response: Under section 4(d) of
the Act, the Secretary may issue
regulations that he deems necessary and
advisable to provide for the
conservation of threatened species. Also
under section 4(d) (specifically, the
second sentence), the Secretary may,
with respect to any threatened species
of fish or wildlife, prohibit by regulation
any act that is prohibited under section
9(a)(1) of the Act for endangered
wildlife, without necessarily making a
finding that each prohibition or
exception is necessary or advisable. We
are not obligated to make a finding that
the specific contours of the prohibitions
under section 9(a)(1) that the Service

adopts are necessary or advisable for the
conservation of the Louisiana
pinesnake. The Secretary is also not
obligated to make a finding that
adoption of a prohibition against
incidental take under section 9(a)(1) that
contains exceptions, or that applies to
only some categories of incidental take,
is in the overall public interest. The
Secretary can invoke the general
provisions under section 9(a)(1) or in 50
CFR 17.21, or set prohibitions less or
more restrictive than the general
provisions under section 9(a)(1) or 50
CFR 17.21.

For this final 4(d) rule, the Secretary
has used his discretion to apply the
general prohibitions in 50 CFR 17.21,
with exceptions identified in the 4(d)
rule itself, because these provisions
provide for the conservation of the
Louisiana pinesnake. The exceptions to
the prohibitions that we have included
in this final 4(d) rule consider the
overall public interest in the importance
of maintaining land in forest use as
well. Exceptions from incidental take
prohibitions for game animal food plots,
maintenance of roads, and adherence to
forestry best management practices
(BMPs), for instance, do not directly
address the threats to the Louisiana
pinesnake, but they do promote the
continuation of forest land use. On the
other hand, we have determined that
activities that do not provide any
conservation benefit, but could result in
incidental take of the Louisiana
pinesnake, would materially detract
from the species’ conservation, and,
therefore, those activities will be subject
to the incidental take prohibitions in the
final 4(d) rule.

(2) Comment: The Louisiana
Department of Wildlife and Fisheries
(LDWF) expressed concern that the
cooperative agreement between the
Service and LDWF, which allows any
employee or agent of LDWF when acting
in the course of his/her official duties to
take a threatened species to carry out
conservation programs, would no longer
remain in effect due to the 4(d) rule. The
commenter requested an exemption be
made to allow the cooperative
agreement to remain in effect in order
for LDWF to provide conservation
programs for the Louisiana pinesnake.

Our response: We received this
comment as well as others below asking
for exemptions from prohibitions.
Throughout this 4(d) rule, we will refer
to these as “‘exceptions” to the
prohibitions and not exemptions. In this
final 4(d) rule, we have chosen to apply
to the Louisiana pinesnake the
prohibitions and provisions of 50 CFR
17.21, 17.31(b), and 17.32, with the
exception of specific activities and
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conditions. In doing so, the provisions
of 50 CFR 17.31(b) remain applicable,
which is the authority for the
cooperative agreement referenced in the
comment. Accordingly, no special
exemption is necessary for State
agencies such as the LDWF or Texas
Parks and Wildlife to retain that
authority. Thus, employees or agents of
LDWF and Texas Parks and Wildlife,
when acting in the course of their
official duties, may take the Louisiana
pinesnake when the species is covered
by an approved cooperative agreement
for conservation programs in accordance
with the cooperative agreement.

(3) Comment: Several commenters
stated that Louisiana and neighboring
States have adopted published BMPs for
the sustainable management of forest
resources and protection of soils and
that the BMPs are an integral part of
forest certification programs. Several
BMPs, including construction and
maintenance of turnouts, water bars
along roads, and wing ditches from the
road into the forest to drain water off
roads, are designed to prevent soil
erosion and sediment delivery to
streams. Such BMPs are prudent on
highly erodible soils and minimize
future road maintenance problems.
Those commenters recommended that
foresters implementing BMPs be
specifically exempted from the
prohibitions in the 4(d) rule because the
overall impact on Louisiana pinesnake
habitat is minor in comparison to the
BMPs’ importance to environmental
quality. Several commenters stated that
adherence to Louisiana BMPs, and
logging decks to load trucks and skid
trails, should be exempted. Some
commenters also stated that practices
used to manage vegetative competition
that are temporary in nature and help
open the forest canopy allow the
development of more herbaceous
ground cover that enhances habitat for
pocket gophers and the Louisiana
pinesnake. The commenters also stated
that leaving small debris piles at final
harvest provide temporary refugia to
rodents and other small wildlife that
may be prey for the Louisiana
pinesnake. Those commenters suggest
adding language to reference critical
support activities for implementing
forest management.

Our response: The Service does not
intend to prevent through the 4(d) rule
the implementation of protective
measures that minimize impacts to fish
and wildlife. The BMPs recommended
by Louisiana and Texas Forestry are
generally used to avoid or minimize
environmental impacts, especially to
streams, wetlands, and highly erodible
land, while conducting forestry

activities. While most BMPs are not
designed to directly protect or benefit
the Louisiana pinesnake, we agree that
conservation measures with small
footprints, such as water bars, wing
ditches, etc., for existing roads that
prevent sediment delivery to streams are
an important part of protection for fish
and wildlife. Some BMPs, especially the
following recommendations, would
lessen impact to the Louisiana
pinesnake: Use the smallest number,
width, and length of skid trails; use no
more landings, log decks, and sets than
necessary; seed and fertilize bare areas
that would erode before natural
vegetation is established; hand-plant
steep erodible sites; avoid intensive
mechanical preparation on steep slopes;
and minimize moving soil into
windrows and piles. The Service
encouraged the use of forestry BMPs in
the proposed 4(d) rule, and we have
revised the provisions of the final 4(d)
rule to include their implementation, as
well as the use of skidding logs and
loading decks, in the list of activities
excepted from incidental take
prohibitions.

(4) Comment: Several commenters
stated that regular forestry and
associated activities should be
exempted by the 4(d) rule, including
periodic thinning; fertilization;
herbicide treatment and prescribed
burning to control woody competition;
wildfire control activities; supplemental
planting; bedding; thinning; ATV use;
hunting; recreation; mechanical site
preparation; one-pass shearing; shear
and pile; mulching; ripping; roller
chopping; and creation, use, and
maintenance of trail and forest roads.
Several commenters stated that many of
these forestry practices are beneficial to
the Louisiana pinesnake and cause only
minimal disturbance to its habitat, and
that grasses and herbaceous vegetation
quickly reestablish following
treatments. They said some forestry
activities would increase sunlight on the
forest floor and increase herbaceous
cover while maintaining a forested
condition and help establishment of the
targeted forest stand conditions. Two
commenters stated that some intensive
mechanical practices are needed for
conversion and restoration to longleaf
pine, especially in areas that are heavily
infested with species such as yaupon
(Ilex vomitoria), and that limiting
options to control yaupon is an obstacle
to creating habitat conditions for pocket
gophers and the Louisiana pinesnake.

Our response: The Service agrees that
some forestry activities that help to
control native shrub and invading
species and restore historical longleaf
pine forest would be beneficial to the

Louisiana pinesnake and should not be
subject to the prohibitions in the 4(d)
rule. Some of the activities that
commenters requested not be subject to
the prohibitions in the 4(d) rule were
excepted from the proposed
prohibitions and continue to be
excepted in the final 4(d) rule—
including: Wildfire control, firebreak
establishment, clearcut harvesting,
prescribed burning, herbicide
application, thinning, and disking for
firebreak establishment. We have
revised the list of activities excepted
from prohibitions in the final 4(d) rule
to also include machine-planting,
skidding logs and use of loading decks,
maintenance of existing roads, State
BMPs, and food plot establishment. We
also added exceptions for some
activities that are generally prohibited
within Louisiana pinesnake EOHAs
under specific circumstances (see
Summary of Changes from the Proposed
Rule).

(5) Comment: Several commenters
stated that many landowners allow
recreational hunting on their forested
lands and establishment of food plots
for wild game requires tilling the soil
greater than 4 inches in depth. Food
plots are often 1 to 3 acres in size and
can be shaped to avoid visible pocket
gopher mounds. Several commenters
stated that food plots are beneficial
because they increase vegetative cover
for pocket gophers, the Louisiana
pinesnake, and other wildlife.

Our response: Pocket gophers appear
to forage on several different species of
grasses and forbs. While we know that
forbs are important to pocket gophers,
we do not know which specific
herbaceous plant species are preferred
by them. Native plants would likely be
the best choice, but herbaceous species
typically planted in food plots may also
be used by pocket gophers. We have
revised the 4(d) rule provisions to
except food plots under certain
circumstances.

(6) Comment: One commenter stated
that conversion of loblolly pine stands
to longleaf pine stands is being done by
willing landowners and that landowners
may choose not to convert pine stands
from loblolly to longleaf if they believe
that silvicultural choices are not
available, including the choice to
change pine species later in time. The
commenter indicated that longleaf
restoration cannot occur on private
lands without incentives and asked that
the Service avoid creating disincentives
through regulations or restricting a
landowner’s timber type through
rulemaking. Another commenter
specifically questioned whether
landowners would be required to
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maintain pine forests within the
Louisiana pinesnake’s range, or if non-
pine species could be used in
reforestation as long as they still provide
for open-canopy conditions with a
diverse herbaceous understory.

Our response: While the Service
encourages longleaf pine restoration
within the historical range of longleaf
pine, the proposed 4(d) rule did not
include language that restricted a
landowner’s choice of tree species to
plant and grow. The historical habitat of
the Louisiana pinesnake was dominated
by longleaf pine but also included
shortleaf and loblolly pines. Some
hardwoods also inhabit the well-drained
sandy soils where the Louisiana
pinesnake is found, but the vast
majority of trees planted commercially
or for restoration in that range are pine
species. We encourage landowners to
maintain forests with trees native to
their area. In the final 4(d) rule, we
revised the exception regarding
“maintenance of open pine canopy
conditions” to ‘“‘maintenance of open-
canopy pine-dominated forest stands.”

(7) Comment: Because suitable habitat
for the Baird’s pocket gopher and the
Louisiana pinesnake is unlikely to occur
on sites without preferred or suitable
soils, several commenters recommended
that the 4(d) rule should clearly state
that incidental take from forestry
activities will not be considered a
violation of section 9 of the Act if take
occurs on sites without preferred or
suitable soils, regardless of whether
those sites are inside or outside of
EOHAs. The commenters request that
language be added to paragraphs 3(i)
and (ii) to clarify such an exemption.

Our response: The 4(d) rule
exceptions to incidental take
prohibitions for forestry activities
conducted outside of EOHAs apply to
all land, including those with preferred
or suitable soils. To clarify this
provision, we have removed the
conditional requirement of “resulting in
the establishment and maintenance of
open-canopy pine-dominated forest
stands that are interconnected with at
least some other open-canopy stands”
for lands other than those with preferred
or suitable soils. The additional
conditions required to be met for land
within EOHAs and where Baird’s pocket
gopher are present apply only to land
meeting certain criteria, one of which is
that it contains preferable or suitable
soils.

(8) Comment: One commenter
recommended revising the phrase in
paragraph (3)(i)(A) “open canopy
conditions through time across the
landscape” to state “open canopy

conditions over time across the
landscape.”

Our response: In recognition that,
during periods of establishment of open
canopy pine-dominated forest stands,
there may be time prior to thinning
where the canopy is closed, we have
changed “through” to “over” time
across the landscape.

(9) Comment: Several commenters
stated various objections to the
following language in the proposed 4(d)
rule: “Activities do not inhibit the
persistence of suitable pocket gopher
and Louisiana pinesnake habitat.”
Commenters believe that this language
requires clarification, introduces
unnecessary uncertainty into the rule,
appears to be subjective and dependent
upon individual interpretation, and is
an unnecessary qualification on
silvicultural practices.

Our response: We describe in detail
the components of suitable pocket
gopher habitat in the preamble. We also
describe suitable pocket gopher habitat
in paragraph (i)(3)(v)(B)(2) of this final
4(d) rule. We do not detail all activities
that could inhibit the persistence of the
habitat, but instead rely on landowners’
unique knowledge of their property and
management practices to determine how
best to curtail activities that would
prevent them from being covered by the
take exceptions of the 4(d) rule.
Paragraph (i)(3)(v)(B)(2) is necessary
because not all silvicultural
management practices further the
persistence of suitable habitat for pocket
gophers and the Louisiana pinesnake.

(10) Comment: One commenter
suggested that, while pipeline
construction and installation activities
disturb the soil greater than 4 inches in
depth, long-term maintenance of
pipeline rights-of-way provide habitat
for the Baird’s pocket gopher and,
therefore, can provide habitat for the
Louisiana pinesnake. That commenter
recommended including pipeline rights-
of-way in the 4(d) rule.

Our response: Though we have no
information showing that pipeline
rights-of-way are inhabited by the
Louisiana pinesnake, rights-of-way often
host herbaceous vegetation, and pocket
gopher mounds have been sighted
within them. However, the nature and
amount of potential impact to the
Louisiana pinesnake of a major
construction project such as pipeline
installation could vary based on the
exact location of the project and the
extent of the resulting disturbance.
Because of the potential variability of
impacts to the species for projects of
this type, a general exception is not
provided in the final 4(d) rule.
Landowners wishing to install pipelines

on their properties should contact the
Service for further guidance to avoid
potential violations of section 9 of the
Act.

(11) Comment: One commenter
discussed the historical records of
pocket gophers as a nuisance species
that causes immense damage to
agricultural and forestry crops both
inside and outside of the Louisiana
pinesnake’s range and on erodible soils
other than sandy soils. That commenter
suggested that there was a need for a
rule to control pocket gophers in
unsustainable habitats or within forest
stands, especially longleaf pine stands
age 5 years and younger, without the
need to consult with the Service.

Our response: The Service notes the
1974 U.S. Forest Service Environmental
Statement (marked as “Draft”),
referenced by the commenter, which
discusses the poisoning of pocket
gophers. The Service is also aware of
anecdotal reports of seedling damage
presumably caused by pocket gophers.
The Service is not aware of documented
instances of widespread damages to tree
seedlings due to pocket gophers in the
range of the Louisiana pinesnake in
recent decades. The habitat needs for
pocket gophers and Louisiana
pinesnakes are very similar, although
the pocket gopher has a much larger
range than the Louisiana pinesnake, and
pocket gopher density can be locally
variable. Baird’s pocket gophers are the
primary prey and microhabitat provider
for the Louisiana pinesnake, which is
nearly always found in or near pocket
gopher burrows. Reduction or
elimination of Baird’s pocket gophers in
the range of the Louisiana pinesnake
could significantly reduce food and
shelter for the already threatened
species, potentially reducing its
abundance. Furthermore, using poison
to control pocket gophers, as described
in the 1974 Environmental Statement,
could have even greater negative effects
on the Louisiana pinesnake if the
species consumed the poisoned pocket
gophers. Because of the potential
significant negative impacts to the
species via population control of pocket
gophers, and the apparent lack of
widespread damage events, a general
4(d) exception for control of pocket
gophers would not be prudent. If
landowners decide that pocket gophers
have become a pest that affects the
human environment or causes economic
loss, they may consult with the Service
to determine the best course of action
for their specific situation. Nothing in
this rule would limit pocket gopher
control methods outside the historical
range of the Louisiana pinesnake.
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(12) Comment: One commenter
recommended that the Service prohibit
the use of erosion control netting, and
other plastic netting known to entangle
snakes, in areas where Louisiana
pinesnake may occur.

Our response: The Service has
recognized the detrimental effect of
erosion control netting, especially long-
lasting polypropylene mesh, on snakes,
and in the final listing rule we
determined that the use of erosion
control netting was currently a potential
threat to the Louisiana pinesnake. On
the other hand, while other snake
species have been killed by the netting,
the Service is unaware of any records of
the Louisiana pinesnake being
entangled or killed. Because the
potential threat of erosion control
netting to the Louisiana pinesnake is
greatest in the areas occupied by the
species, we have added activities that
do not involve ““the use of plastic mesh
in erosion control and stabilization
devices, mats, blankets, or channel
protection” to the list of additional
conditions for the areas specified within
the EOHAs.

(13) Comment: One commenter stated
that the 4(d) rule should not exempt
intensive, short-rotation pine
plantations.

Our response: The 4(d) rule does not
specifically except “intensive, short-
rotation pine plantations” from the
prohibitions against take. The Service
has determined through its final listing
rule and the 4(d) rule what type of
habitat is suitable for the Louisiana
pinesnake. We have developed the 4(d)
rule provisions to protect habitat for the
species regardless of the terminology
commonly used to describe certain
management scenarios. “Intensive,
short-rotation pine plantations” does
not necessarily describe habitat
conditions. Some management activities
that may be considered intensive, such
as mechanical site preparation that
significantly disturbs the soil, are
excepted under certain conditions even
within the EOHAs. Some “intensive”
management may be necessary to restore
degraded habitat. Additionally, stand
rotation length is not specifically
addressed in the 4(d) rule because that
metric does not necessarily dictate
canopy cover and the potential effects
on herbaceous vegetation abundance,
which is an important factor of habitat
suitability for the pocket gopher and
thus the Louisiana pinesnake.

(14) Comment: Several commenters
recommended that the Service not
attempt to limit the planting density of
longleaf pine. The commenters
explained that higher density planting
generates pine straw fuel to carry fire,

and many establishment projects do not
have adequate warm-season grasses to
carry fire for the first 4 to 5 years.
Without the pine straw to fuel
prescribed burns, establishment stands
quickly revert back to yaupon and
sweetgum species. Young longleaf with
the appropriate density can create
enough pine straw to carry a burn in
years 2 through 5. Planting an adequate
number of seedlings is also needed to
ensure a high survival success and low
mortality rates due to drought, feral
hogs, competition with invasive species,
and from prescribed burning. Another
commenter stated that the 4(d) rule
should exempt thinning to 40-60 square
feet per acre basal area.

Our response: As discussed in the
4(d) rule preamble, low tree density is
beneficial to the pocket gopher. The
proposed 4(d) rule provisions did not
specifically address planting density of
longleaf pine or any other tree species
and do not except or require a specific
tree basal area. To attain an open-
canopy forest condition, some
consideration of planting density and
basal area would be required. Both the
proposed and final 4(d) rules do not
restrict individuals from determining
how to create open-canopy conditions
and herbaceous vegetation cover.

(15) Comment: One commenter
recommended that the term “below-
ground shearing” be removed or
replaced with a less confusing term. The
commenter expressed that normal
shearing operations, which are critical
to preparing sites for reforestation
(especially longleaf), are conducted
above the soil level and have minimal
soil disturbance.

Our response: In recognition that
normal shearing operations are
conducted above ground, but may cause
subsurface disturbance when not
properly performed, we have changed
“below-ground shearing” to ““shearing
that penetrates the soil surface.”

(16) Comment: Two commenters
stated their support for the creation of
a safe harbor agreement program for the
Louisiana pinesnake similar to the one
established for the endangered red-
cockaded woodpecker.

Our response: The Service plans to
develop and implement one or more
safe harbor agreements to increase
conservation opportunities for the
Louisiana pinesnake in Louisiana and
Texas.

(17) Comment: One commenter
recommended that a 4(d) rule
exemption from take prohibitions
should apply to private landowners
enrolled in a Working Lands for
Wildlife agreement with the National
Resources Conservation Service (NRCS),

and one commenter recommended that
the 4(d) rule should consider excluding
from the prohibitions conservation
practices found in the Louisiana
pinesnake biological opinion/
conference opinion for the NRCS’s
Working Lands for Wildlife program to
allow for consistency and continuity
across NRCS programs.

Our response: Participants in NRCS’s
Working Lands for Wildlife program are
allowed incidental take according to the
approved biological opinion for that
program, and thus do not need an
exception in the 4(d) rule for the
program activities considered in the
biological opinion. The exceptions in
the 4(d) rule are not an exhaustive list
of all NRCS conservation practices
considered in the biological opinion.
The conservation practices, their
expected results, participant
responsibilities, and the consideration
of incidental take were carefully
discussed during close collaboration
between Service and NRCS biologists.
Excepting all NRCS Working Lands for
Wildlife conservation practices from the
take prohibitions in the 4(d) rule is not
necessary and would not be prudent.
The Service encourages interested
parties to contact the Service or NRCS
about the possibility of enrolling in the
Working Lands for Wildlife program.
Additionally, it should be noted that the
conservation practices in the Working
Lands for Wildlife program and the
forestry activities that the 4(d)
provisions except from the stay
prohibitions overlap significantly.
Conservation activities that are not
specifically excepted in the 4(d) rule
could possibly be exempted from the
section 9 prohibitions of the ESA
through a section 7 consultation with
issuance of an incidental take statement.

(18) Comment: One commenter
recommended that the 4(d) rule should
include a detailed description and
listing of the preferred soil series and
specific soil mapping units (in
consultation with NRCS) for the
Louisiana pinesnake and Baird’s pocket
gopher.

Our response: Soil maps at the scale
that could be included in the Federal
Register would not be useful. Maps
delineating the preferred and suitable
soils for the Louisiana pinesnake as
described by Wagner et al. 2014 are
publicly available at https://
gepolcce.databasin.org/datasets/
a2a0ace6964942b98f0514b84dfa9fbs.
NRCS soil survey maps of hydrologic
group Categories A (preferred) and B
(suitable), are available publicly on the
NRCS soil mapping website: https://
websoilsurvey.sc.egov.usda.gov/App/
HomePage.htm, or by contacting NRCS


https://gcpolcc.databasin.org/datasets/a2a0ace6964942b98f0514b84dfa9fb8
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or the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
Louisiana Ecological Services Office,
200 Dulles Drive, Lafayette, LA 70506;
337-291-3101; 337-291-3139.

(19) Comment: One commenter
requested that captive-bred Louisiana
pinesnake be exempted from take
prohibitions in the 4(d) rule to allow
unfettered continuation of captive
breeding, pet ownership, and trade.

Our response: Louisiana pinesnakes
acquired before May 7, 2018, the
effective date of the final listing rule for
this species, may be legally held and
bred in captivity as long as laws
regarding this activity within the State
in which they are held are not violated.
This would include snakes acquired
pre-listing by pet owners, researchers,
and zoological institutions. Future sale
of captive-bred Louisiana pinesnakes
borne from pre-listing-acquired parents
within the State of their origin would be
regulated by applicable laws of that
State. If individuals wish to purchase
captive-bred snakes outside the snake’s
State of origin, they would first have to
acquire a section 10(a)(1)(A) interstate
commerce permit from the Service
(website: http://www.fws.gov/forms/3-
200-55.pdf). Information about the
purpose for purchasing a Louisiana
pinesnake is required because using
federally threatened species as pets is
not consistent with the purposes of the
Act, which is intended to support the
conservation of species and recovery of
wild populations. However, an animal
with threatened-species status may be
legally kept in captivity if it is captive-
bred and used for educational or
breeding purposes consistent with this
intent. Through the permit process, we
are able to track and monitor the trade
in captive-bred listed species. For this
reason, excepting this activity from the
take prohibition in the 4(d) rule would
not be appropriate, as it would not meet
the standard of providing for the
conservation of the species.

(20) Comment: One commenter stated
that the 4(d) rule should incentivize
management of open-canopy forest in
order to get people to participate in
conservation of the species.

Our response: This 4(d) rule offers
incentives for conservation by providing
exceptions from the incidental take
prohibitions. We encourage any
landowners that may have a listed
species on their properties, and who
think they may conduct activities that
negatively affect that species, to work
with the Service to find ways to avoid
impacts. The Service’s Partners for Fish
and Wildlife Program and various
programs administered by the NRCS
may provide financial assistance to
eligible landowners who implement

management activities that benefit the
habitat for a listed species, including the
Louisiana pinesnake. Private
landowners may contact their local
Service field office to obtain information
about these programs and permits.

Summary of Changes From the
Proposed Rule

After reviewing the information
provided during the public comment
period, we have made the following
changes to the rule language in this final
rule:

e With respect to comments
requesting either the exemption of
specific forestry-related activities or
further explanation of our intended
exempted activities, we added
maintenance of existing forest roads,
skidding logs and use of loading decks,
and adherence to BMPs recommended
by State forestry agencies to the list of
excepted activities. These activities
were implicitly included in the
proposed rule as excepted forestry
activities especially as they relate to
harvesting, and we had already
recommended in the proposed rule that
landowners follow BMPs of certification
programs or from State agencies.

o With respect to comments that
roller chopping and ripping are
sometimes necessary to control
midstory shrub species such as yaupon
holly (Ilex vomitoria) that inhibit pine
seedling growth, and to prepare former
pastures for planting, we added
language indicating that limited take
due to use of those techniques is not
prohibited.

o With respect to comments that food
plot establishment requires relatively
little area and can avoid gopher mound
complexes, and that the vegetation
commonly used are herbaceous plants
that could be used as forage by pocket
gophers, we added limited size food
plot establishment to the list of excepted
activities.

o With respect to comments
requesting further explanation of
exempted activities, we specified that
hand- and machine-planting were
forestry activities conducted in areas
outside of the EOHAs that were
excepted when we used the terms
“planting” and “‘replanting.” We also
added language to the additional
conditions for areas meeting the criteria
that would indicate that the take
prohibition would not apply to
machine-planting under specific
circumstances.

o With respect to comments that
stated that the 4-inch limit of subsurface
disturbance could prohibit machine-
and hand-planting and other forestry
activities, even for forest restoration

efforts, we removed the 4-inch
limitation for subsurface disturbance in
the additional conditions of the
exceptions for activities within EOHAs.

e With respect to comments that
stated that exemptions should be more
broad in areas that do not contain
preferable or suitable soils, and
comments that we should clarify the
phrase “and that result in the
establishment and maintenance of open
canopy conditions through time across
the landscape,” we changed the
language pertaining to activities that,
when conducted in areas within the
range of the Louisiana pinesnake, on
preferred or suitable soils, result in the
establishment and maintenance of open-
canopy pine-dominated forest stands
“over” time across the landscape.

¢ The Louisiana pinesnake is highly
associated with pocket gophers and
their burrows. Research shows that
Louisiana pinesnakes are most often
found in pocket gopher burrow systems,
and, therefore, in areas where Louisiana
pinesnakes are known to occur, these
burrows, indicated by dirt mounds, are
in need of greater protections.
Accordingly, we added, ‘“where Baird’s
pocket gopher mounds are present or”
after “Within any known EOHAs” and
before “on lands with suitable or
preferable soils” in the paragraph
preceding the additional conditions for
lands within EOHAs.

e With respect to a comment about
the entanglement hazard of erosion
control netting and its potential effects
on the Louisiana pinesnake, which we
had identified as a potential threat in
the final listing rule, we added, “Those
activities do not involve the use of
plastic mesh in erosion control and
stabilization devices, mats, blankets, or
channel protection” to the list of
additional conditions for lands within
the EOHAs.

Provisions of Section 4(d) of the Act

Section 4(d) of the Act contains two
sentences. The first sentence states that
the ““Secretary shall issue such
regulations as he deems necessary and
advisable to provide for the
conservation” of species listed as
threatened. The U.S. Supreme Court has
noted that very similar statutory
language like “necessary and advisable”
demonstrates a large degree of deference
to the agency (see Webster v. Doe, 486
U.S. 592 (1988)). Conservation is
defined in the Act to mean ‘“‘the use of
all methods and procedures which are
necessary to bring any endangered
species or threatened species to the
point at which the measures provided
pursuant to [the Act] are no longer
necessary.” Additionally, the second
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sentence of section 4(d) of the Act states
that the Secretary “may by regulation
prohibit with respect to any threatened
species any act prohibited under section
9(a)(1), in the case of fish or wildlife, or
9(a)(2), in the case of plants.” Thus,
regulations promulgated under section
4(d) of the Act provide the Secretary
with wide latitude of discretion to select
appropriate provisions tailored to the
specific conservation needs of the
threatened species. The statute grants
particularly broad discretion to the
Service when adopting the prohibitions
under section 9.

The courts have recognized the extent
of the Secretary’s discretion under this
standard to develop rules that are
appropriate for the conservation of a
species. For example, courts have
upheld rules developed under section
4(d) as a valid exercise of agency
authority where they prohibited take of
threatened wildlife, or include a limited
taking prohibition (see Alsea Valley
Alliance v. Lautenbacher, 2007 U.S.
Dist. Lexis 60203 (D. Or. 2007);
Washington Environmental Council v.
National Marine Fisheries Service, 2002
U.S. Dist. Lexis 5432 (W.D. Wash.
2002)). Courts have also approved 4(d)
rules that do not address all of the
threats a species faces (see State of
Louisiana v. Verity, 853 F.2d 322 (5th
Cir. 1988)). As noted in the legislative
history when the Act was initially
enacted, “‘once an animal is on the
threatened list, the Secretary has an
almost infinite number of options
available to him with regard to the
permitted activities for those species. He
may, for example, permit taking, but not
importation of such species, or he may
choose to forbid both taking and
importation but allow the transportation
of such species” (H.R. Rep. No. 412,
93rd Cong., 1st Sess. 1973).

Exercising its authority under section
4(d) of the Act, the Service has
developed a final rule for the Louisiana
pinesnake that is designed to address
the species’ specific threats and
conservation needs. Although the
statute does not require the Service to
make a “necessary and advisable”
finding with respect to the adoption of
specific prohibitions under section 9,
we find that this final 4(d) rule as a
whole satisfies the requirement in
section 4(d) of the Act to issue
regulations deemed necessary and
advisable to provide for the
conservation of the Louisiana
pinesnake. As discussed above, the
Service has concluded that the
Louisiana pinesnake is in danger of
becoming an endangered species within
the foreseeable future primarily due to
the continuing loss and degradation of

the open pine forest habitat that
supports the Baird’s pocket gopher. The
provisions of this final 4(d) rule would
promote conservation of the Louisiana
pinesnake by encouraging management
of the landscape in ways that meet land
management considerations while
meeting the conservation needs of the
Louisiana pinesnake. The provisions of
this final 4(d) rule are one of many tools
that the Service will use to promote the
conservation of the Louisiana
pinesnake.

Final 4(d) Rule for the Louisiana
Pinesnake

This final 4(d) rule would provide for
the conservation of the Louisiana
pinesnake by prohibiting the following
activities, except as otherwise
authorized or permitted: Importing or
exporting; take; possession and other
acts with unlawfully taken specimens;
delivering, receiving, transporting, or
shipping in interstate or foreign
commerce in the course of commercial
activity; and selling or offering for sale
in interstate or foreign commerce. We
also include several standard exceptions
to these prohibitions, which are set forth
under Final Regulation Promulgation,
below.

Under the Act, “take” means to
harass, harm, pursue, hunt, shoot,
wound, kill, trap, capture, or collect, or
to attempt to engage in any such
conduct. Some of these provisions have
been further defined in regulation at 50
CFR 17.3. Take can result knowingly or
otherwise, by direct and indirect
impacts, intentionally or incidentally.
Regulating intentional and incidental
take under this final 4(d) rule would
help preserve the species’ remaining
populations; enable beneficial
management actions to occur; and
decrease synergistic, negative effects
from other stressors.

Under this final 4(d) rule, the
following exceptions from prohibitions
will apply to the Louisiana pinesnake:

Outside of any known EOHAs, the
following activities will not be subject
to the section 9 prohibitions:

Activities that maintain existing forest
lands in forest land use, and that when
conducted in areas within the range of
the Louisiana pinesnake, on preferred or
suitable soils, result in the
establishment and maintenance of open-
canopy pine-dominated forest stands
over time across the landscape. These
activities include:

(a) Tree thinning, harvest (including
clearcutting), planting and replanting
pines (by hand or by machine).

(b) Prescribed burning, including all
firebreak establishment and

maintenance actions, as well as actions
taken to control wildfires.

(c) Herbicide application that is
generally targeted for invasive plant
species control and midstory and
understory woody vegetation control,
but is also used for site preparation
when applied in a manner that
minimizes long-term impact to
noninvasive herbaceous vegetation.
These provisions include only herbicide
applications conducted in a manner
consistent with Federal and applicable
State laws, including Environmental
Protection Agency label restrictions and
herbicide application guidelines as
prescribed by manufacturers.

(d) Skidding logs and use of loading
decks that avoid gopher mound
complexes.

(e) Maintenance of existing
substandard (dirt, unsurfaced) forest
roads and trails used for access to
timber being managed.

(f) Implementation of mandated and
State-recommended forestry BMPs,
including but not limited to, those
necessary to protect riparian (e.g.,
streamside management zone) and other
habitats from erosional sediment
deposition, prevent washout of forest
roads, and impacts to vegetation.

(g) Food plot establishment for game
animals, when it does not destroy
existing native herbaceous vegetation,
avoids gopher mound complexes, and
does not exceed 1 acre in size.

Although these management activities
may result in some minimal level of
harm or temporary disturbance to the
Louisiana pinesnake, overall these
activities benefit the pinesnake by
contributing to conservation and
recovery. With adherence to the
limitations described in the preceding
paragraph, these activities will have a
net beneficial effect on the species by
encouraging active forest management
that creates and maintains the
herbaceous plant conditions needed to
support the persistence of Baird’s
pocket gopher populations, which is
essential to the long-term viability and
conservation of the Louisiana
pinesnake.

Applying the prohibitions will
minimize threats that could cause
further declines in the status of the
species. Additionally, the species needs
active conservation to improve the
quality of its habitat. By excepting from
prohibitions incidental take resulting
from certain activities, these provisions
can encourage cooperation by
landowners and other affected parties in
implementing conservation measures.
This cooperation will allow for use of
the land while at the same time
ensuring the preservation of suitable
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habitat and minimizing impacts on the
species.

When practicable and to the extent
possible, the Service encourages
managers to conduct such activities in
a manner to maintain suitable Louisiana
pinesnake habitat in large tracts;
minimize ground and subsurface
disturbance; and promote a diverse,
abundant herbaceous groundcover.
Prescribed fire is an important tool to
effectively manage open-canopy pine
habitats to establish and maintain
suitable conditions for the Louisiana
pinesnake, and the Service strongly
encourages its use over other methods
(mechanical or chemical) wherever
practicable. The Service also encourages
managers, when practicable and to the
extent possible, to (1) enroll their lands
into third-party forest certification
programs such as the Sustainable Forest
Initiative, Forest Stewardship Council,
and American Tree Farm System; and
(2) conduct any activities under such
programs using BMPs as described and
implemented through the respective
programs, or by others such as State
forestry agencies, the U.S. Department
of Agriculture (the Forest Service’s
Forest Stewardship Program or the
Natural Resources Conservation
Service’s Conservation Practices
Manual), or the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service’s Partners for Fish and Wildlife
Program.

As noted above, the management
activities discussed above are excepted
from the incidental take prohibition
outside of known EOHAs. Within any
known EOHAs, where Baird’s pocket
gopher mounds are present or on lands
with suitable or preferable soils, that are
forested, undeveloped, or non-farmed
(i.e., not cultivated on an annual basis)
and adjacent to forested lands, the
management activities discussed above
would also be excepted from the
incidental take prohibitions, but only if
the following additional conditions are
met:

(h) Those activities do not cause
subsurface disturbance, including but
not limited to subsurface disturbance
caused by: Wind-rowing, stumping,
disking (except during firebreak creation
or maintenance), root-raking, drum
chopping (except for single pass with
the lightest possible weighted drums
and only when the soil is not wet, when
used to control hardwoods and woody
shrub species detrimental to
establishment of pine-forested land),
shearing that penetrates the soil surface,
ripping (except when restoring pine
forest in compacted soil areas such as
former pastures), bedding, new road
construction, and commercial or
residential development. Machine-

planting, using the shallowest depth
possible, would be allowed in areas
where pocket gophers are not present
and only for planting pine tree species.
In former pastures or highly degraded
areas with no herbaceous vegetation and
poor planting conditions, subsurface
disturbance shall be allowed only for
activities that contribute to reforestation
that is consistent with the conservation
of the species.

(i) Those activities do not inhibit the
persistence of suitable pocket gopher
and Louisiana pinesnake habitat
(described previously in the Background
section).

(j) Those activities do not involve the
use of plastic mesh in erosion control
and stabilization devices, mats,
blankets, or channel protection.

These additional conditions on when
the prohibitions would not apply within
known EOHAs are reasonable because
the actual likelihood of encountering
individuals of the species is higher
within the EOHAs.

We may issue permits to carry out
otherwise prohibited activities,
including those described above,
involving threatened wildlife under
certain circumstances. Regulations
governing permits are codified at 50
CFR 17.32. With regard to threatened
wildlife, a permit may be issued for the
following purposes: Scientific purposes,
to enhance propagation or survival, for
economic hardship, for zoological
exhibition, for educational purposes, for
incidental taking, or for special
purposes consistent with the purposes
of the Act. There are also certain
statutory exemptions from the
prohibitions, which are found in
sections 9 and 10 of the Act.

The Service recognizes the special
and unique relationship with our State
natural resource agency partners in
contributing to conservation of listed
species. State agencies often possess
scientific data and valuable expertise on
the status and distribution of
endangered, threatened, and candidate
species of wildlife and plants. State
agencies, because of their authorities
and their close working relationships
with local governments and
landowners, are in a unique position to
assist the Services in implementing all
aspects of the Act. In this regard, section
6 of the Act provides that the Services
shall cooperate to the maximum extent
practicable with the States in carrying
out programs authorized by the Act.
Therefore, any qualified employee or
agent of a State conservation agency that
is a party to a cooperative agreement
with the Service in accordance with
section 6(c) of the Act, who is
designated by his or her agency for such

purposes, will be able to conduct
activities designed to conserve
Louisiana pinesnake that may result in
otherwise prohibited take without
additional authorization.

Nothing in this final 4(d) rule would
change in any way the recovery
planning provisions of section 4(f) of the
Act, the consultation requirements
under section 7 of the Act, or the ability
of the Service to enter into partnerships
for the management and protection of
the Louisiana pinesnake. However,
interagency cooperation may be further
streamlined through planned
programmatic consultations for the
species between Federal agencies and
the Service.

Anyone undertaking activities that are
not covered by the provisions, including
the additional conditions, and that may
result in take would need to ensure, in
consultation with the Service, that those
activities are not likely to jeopardize the
continued existence of the species
where the entity is a Federal agency or
there is a Federal nexus, or consider
applying for a permit before proceeding
with the activity (if there is no Federal
nexus). A map of the currently known
EOHAs is found in the proposed listing
rule (81 FR 69461, October 6, 2016). The
Service intends to update maps
identifying the locations of Louisiana
pinesnake EOHAs and make them
available to the public in the docket on
www.regulations.gov as new
information becomes available.
Alternatively, you may contact the
Louisiana Ecological Services Field
Office (see ADDRESSES).

Available Conservation Measures

Conservation measures provided to
species listed as endangered or
threatened species under the Act
include recognition, recovery actions,
requirements for Federal protection, and
prohibitions against certain practices.
Recognition of a species through listing
it results in public awareness, and leads
Federal, State, Tribal, and local
agencies, private organizations, and
individuals to undertake conservation.
The Act encourages cooperation with
the States and other countries and calls
for recovery actions to be carried out for
listed species. Information about the
protection required by Federal agencies,
and the prohibitions against certain
activities, and recovery planning and
implementation and interagency
consultation, are discussed in the final
listing rule.

The Act and its implementing
regulations set forth a series of general
prohibitions and exceptions that apply
to endangered wildlife. The prohibitions
of section 9(a)(1) of the Act, codified at
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50 CFR 17.21, make it illegal for any
person subject to the jurisdiction of the
United States to take (which includes
harass, harm, pursue, hunt, shoot,
wound, kill, trap, capture, or collect; or
to attempt any of these) endangered
wildlife within the United States or on
the high seas. In addition, it is unlawful
to import; export; deliver, receive, carry,
transport, or ship in interstate or foreign
commerce in the course of commercial
activity; or sell or offer for sale in
interstate or foreign commerce any
endangered species. It is also illegal to
possess, sell, deliver, carry, transport, or
ship any such wildlife that has been
taken illegally. The Act authorizes the
Secretary to apply any of the
prohibitions of section 9(a)(1) of the Act
to threatened wildlife. This rulemaking
applies the prohibitions under section
9(a)(1) to the threatened Louisiana
pinesnake, with specified exceptions.

As described in the final listing rule,
it is our policy to identify, to the
maximum extent practicable at the time
a species is listed, those activities that
would or would not constitute a
violation of section 9 of the Act. The
intent of this policy is to increase public
awareness of the effect of a listing on
proposed and ongoing activities within
the range of the listed species. Since the
Louisiana pinesnake is a threatened
species and this final rule applies the
protections outlined in section 9(a)(1) of
the Act to the Louisiana pinesnake, we
are identifying those activities that
would or would not constitute a
violation of either section 9(a)(1) or this
final 4(d) rule. Based on the best
available information, the following
activities may potentially result in a
violation of section 9 of the Act or this
final rule; this list is not comprehensive:

(1) Unauthorized collecting, handling,
possessing, selling, delivering, carrying,
or transporting of the Louisiana
pinesnake, including interstate
transportation across State lines and
import or export across international
boundaries, except for properly
documented antique specimens at least
100 years old, as defined by section
10(h)(1) of the Act.

(2) Introduction of nonnative animal
species that compete with or prey upon
the Louisiana pinesnake.

(3) Introduction of invasive plant
species that contribute to the

degradation of the natural habitat of the
Louisiana pinesnake.

(4) Unauthorized destruction or
modification of suitable occupied
Louisiana pinesnake habitat that results
in damage to or alteration of desirable
herbaceous (non-woody) vegetation or
the destruction of Baird’s pocket gopher
burrow systems used as refugia by the
Louisiana pinesnake, or that impairs in
other ways the species’ essential
behaviors such as breeding, feeding, or
sheltering.

(5) Unauthorized use of insecticides
and rodenticides that could impact
small mammal prey populations,
through either unintended or direct
impacts within habitat occupied by
Louisiana pinesnakes.

(6) Unauthorized actions that would
result in the destruction of eggs or cause
mortality or injury to hatchling,
juvenile, or adult Louisiana pinesnakes.

Questions regarding whether specific
activities would constitute a violation of
section 9 of the Act should be directed
to the Louisiana Ecological Services
Office (see FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT).

Required Determinations

National Environmental Policy Act (42
U.S.C. 4321 et seq.)

We completed an environmental
assessment of this action under the
authority of the National Environmental
Policy Act of 1969. We notified the
public of the availability of the draft
environmental assessment on the
internet at https://www.fws.gov/
lafayette/. We have carefully considered
all comments received and addressed
them in this rule. The environmental
assessment is available in the docket for
this rulemaking action at http://
www.regulations.gov.

Government-to-Government
Relationship With Tribes

In accordance with the President’s
memorandum of April 29, 1994
(Government-to-Government Relations
with Native American Tribal
Governments; 59 FR 22951), Executive
Order 13175 (Consultation and
Coordination With Indian Tribal
Governments), and the Department of
the Interior’s manual at 512 DM 2, we
readily acknowledge our responsibility
to communicate meaningfully with

recognized Federal Tribes on a
government-to-government basis. In
accordance with Secretarial Order 3206
of June 5, 1997 (American Indian Tribal
Rights, Federal-Tribal Trust
Responsibilities, and the Endangered
Species Act), we readily acknowledge
our responsibilities to work directly
with tribes in developing programs for
healthy ecosystems, to acknowledge that
tribal lands are not subject to the same
controls as Federal public lands, to
remain sensitive to Indian culture, and
to make information available to tribes.
There are no tribal lands located within
the range of the Louisiana pinesnake.
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A list of the references cited in this
final rule may be found in the docket in
www.regulations.gov.
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The primary authors of this final rule
are the staff members of the Louisiana
Ecological Services Office (see FOR
FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT].

List of Subjects in 50 CFR Part 17

Endangered and threatened species,
Exports, Imports, Reporting and
recordkeeping requirements,
Transportation.

Final Regulation Promulgation

Accordingly, for the reasons just
described, we hereby amend part 17,
subchapter B of chapter I, title 50 of the
Code of Federal Regulations, as set forth
below:

PART 177—ENDANGERED AND
THREATENED WILDLIFE AND PLANTS

m 1. The authority citation for part 17
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 16 U.S.C. 1361-1407; 1531—
1544; and 4201-4245, unless otherwise
noted.

m 2. Amend § 17.11 in paragraph (h) by
revising the entry for ‘Pinesnake,
Louisiana” in the List of Endangered
and Threatened Wildlife to read as
follows:

§17.11 Endangered and threatened
wildlife.
* * * * *

(h) L

Common name Scientific name Where listed Status Listing citations and applicable rules
REPTILES
Pinesnake, Louisiana ..... Pituophis ruthveni ......... Wherever found ............ T 83 FR 14958, April 6, 2018; 50 CFR 17.42(i).4d
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m 3. Amend § 17.42 by adding paragraph
(i) to read as follows:

§17.42 Special rules—reptiles.

* * * * *

(i) Louisiana pinesnake (Pifuophuis
ruthveni)—(1) Definitions. The
following definitions apply only to
terms used in this paragraph (i) for
activities affecting the Louisiana
pinesnake.

(i) Estimated occupied habitat area
(EOHA). Areas of land where
occurrences of Louisiana pinesnakes
have been recorded and that are
considered by the Service to be
occupied by the species. For current
information regarding the EOHAs,
contact your local Service Ecological
Services office. Field office contact
information may be obtained from the
Service regional offices, the addresses of
which are listed in 50 CFR 2.2.

(ii) Suitable or preferable soils. Those
soils in Louisiana and Texas that
generally have high sand content and a
low water table and that have been
shown to be selected by Louisiana
pinesnakes (Natural Resources
Conservation Service soil survey
hydrologic group, Categories A and B).

(2) Prohibitions. The following
prohibitions that apply to endangered
wildlife also apply to the Louisiana
pinesnake. Except as provided at
paragraph (i)(3) of this section and
§17.4, it is unlawful for any person
subject to the jurisdiction of the United
States to commit, to attempt to commit,
to solicit another to commit, or cause to
be committed, any of the following acts
in regard to this species:

(i) Import or export, as set forth for
endangered wildlife at § 17.21(b).

(ii) Take, as set forth for endangered
wildlife at §17.21(c)(1).

(iii) Possession and other acts with
unlawfully taken specimens, as set forth
for endangered wildlife at § 17.21(d)(1).

(iv) Interstate or foreign commerce in
the course of commercial activity, as set
forth for endangered wildlife at
§17.21(e).

(v) Sale or offer for sale, as set forth
for endangered wildlife at § 17.21(f).

(3) Exceptions from the prohibitions.
In regard to this species, you may:

(i) Conduct activities as authorized by
a permit issued under § 17.32.

(ii) Take, as set forth for endangered
wildlife at § 17.21(c)(2) through (c)(4).

(iii) Take, as set forth at §17.31(b).

(iv) Possess and engage in other acts
with unlawfully taken Louisiana
pinesnakes, as set forth for endangered
wildlife at § 17.21(d)(2).

(v) Take incidental to an otherwise
lawful activity caused by:

(A) Outside any known EOHAs—
Activities that maintain existing forest
lands in forest land use and that, when
conducted in areas within the range of
the Louisiana pinesnake, on preferred or
suitable soils, result in the
establishment and maintenance of open-
canopy pine-dominated forest stands
over time across the landscape. These
activities include:

(1) Tree thinning, tree harvest
(including clearcutting), and planting
and replanting pines (by hand or by
machine).

(2) Prescribed burning, including all
firebreak establishment and
maintenance actions, as well as actions
taken to control wildfires.

(3) Herbicide application that is
generally targeted for invasive plant
species control and midstory and
understory woody vegetation control,
but is also used for site preparation
when applied in a manner that
minimizes long-term impact to
noninvasive herbaceous vegetation.
These provisions include only herbicide
applications conducted in a manner
consistent with Federal and applicable
State laws, including Environmental
Protection Agency label restrictions and
herbicide application guidelines as
prescribed by manufacturers.

(4) Skidding logs and use of loading
decks that avoid mound complexes of
Baird’s pocket gophers (Geomys
breviceps).

(5) Maintenance of existing
substandard (dirt, unsurfaced) forest
roads and trails used for access to
timber being managed.

(6) Implementation of mandated and
State-recommended forestry best
management practices, including, but
not limited to, those necessary to protect
riparian (e.g., streamside management
zone) and other habitats from erosional
sediment deposition, and prevent
washout of forest roads and impacts to
vegetation.

(7) Food plot establishment for game
animals, when it does not destroy
existing native herbaceous vegetation,
avoids Baird’s pocket gopher mound
complexes, and does not exceed 1 acre
in size.

(B) Within any known EOHAs where
Baird’s pocket gopher mounds are
present or on lands that have suitable or
preferable soils and that are forested,
undeveloped, or non-farmed (i.e., not
cultivated on an annual basis) and
adjacent to forested lands—Activities
described in paragraphs (i)(3)(v)(A)(1)
through (7) of this section provided that
those activities do not:

(1) Cause subsurface disturbance,
including, but not limited to, wind-
rowing, stumping, disking (except
during firebreak creation or
maintenance), root-raking, drum
chopping (except for single pass with
the lightest possible weighted drums
and only when the soil is not wet, when
used to control hardwoods and woody
shrub species detrimental to
establishment of pine-forested land),
shearing that penetrates the soil surface,
ripping (except when restoring pine
forest in compacted soil areas such as
former pastures), bedding, new road
construction, and commercial or
residential development. Machine-
planting, using the shallowest depth
possible, would be allowed in areas
where pocket gophers are not present
and only for planting pine tree species.
In former pastures or highly degraded
areas with no herbaceous vegetation and
poor planting conditions, subsurface
disturbance will be allowed only for
activities that contribute to reforestation
that is consistent with the conservation
of the species.

(2) Inhibit the persistence of suitable
Baird’s pocket gopher and Louisiana
pinesnake habitat, which consists of
open-canopy forest situated on well-
drained sandy soils with an abundant
herbaceous plant community, a
nonexistent or sparse midstory, and a
low pine basal area.

(3) Involve the use of plastic mesh in
erosion control and stabilization
devices, mats, blankets, or channel
protection.

Dated: January 30, 2020.

Aurelia Skipwith,

Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.
[FR Doc. 2020-03545 Filed 2-26-20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4333-15-P
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DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

50 CFR Part 622
[Docket No. 200220-0060]
RIN 0648-BI33

Fisheries of the Caribbean, Gulf of
Mexico, and South Atlantic; Snapper-
Grouper Fishery of the South Atlantic
Region; Regulatory Amendment 26

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

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: NMFS implements
management measures described in
Vision Blueprint Recreational
Regulatory Amendment 26 (Regulatory
Amendment 26) to the Fishery
Management Plan for the Snapper-
Grouper Fishery of the South Atlantic
Region (Snapper-Grouper FMP), as
prepared and submitted by the South
Atlantic Fishery Management Council
(Council). For the recreational sector,
this final rule removes the minimum
size limits for queen snapper, silk
snapper, and blackfin snapper, reduces
the minimum size limit for gray
triggerfish in the exclusive economic
zone (EEZ) off the east coast of Florida,
and modifies the 20-fish snapper-
grouper aggregate bag limit. The
purpose of this final rule is to minimize
regulatory discards to the extent
practicable, improve regulatory
compliance among fishers, and increase
consistency among regulations.

DATES: This final rule is effective on
March 30, 2020.

ADDRESSES: Electronic copies of
Regulatory Amendment 26 may be
obtained from www.regulations.gov or
the NOAA Fisheries website at https://
www.fisheries.noaa.gov/action/
regulatory-amendment-26-vision-
blueprint-recreational-measures.
Regulatory Amendment 26 includes an
environmental assessment, a regulatory
impact review, and a Regulatory
Flexibility Act (RFA) analysis.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mary Vara, NMFS Southeast Regional
Office, telephone: 727-824-5305, or
email: mary.vara@noaa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
snapper-grouper fishery in the South
Atlantic region is managed under the
Snapper-Grouper FMP and includes
queen snapper, silk snapper, blackfin
snapper, and gray triggerfish, along with

other snapper-grouper species. The
Snapper-Grouper FMP was prepared by
the Council and is implemented by
NMFS through regulations at 50 CFR
part 622 under the authority of the
Magnuson-Stevens Fishery
Conservation and Management Act
(Magnuson-Stevens Act).

On October 25, 2019, NMFS
published a proposed rule for
Regulatory Amendment 26 in the
Federal Register and requested public
comment (84 FR 57378). Regulatory
Amendment 26 and the proposed rule
outline the rationale for the actions
contained in this final rule. A summary
of the management measures described
in Regulatory Amendment 26 and
implemented by this final rule is
provided below.

Management Measures Contained in
This Final Rule

For the recreational sector, this final
rule removes the minimum size limits
for silk snapper, queen snapper, and
blackfin snapper, reduces the minimum
size limit for gray triggerfish in the EEZ
off the east coast of Florida, and
modifies the snapper-grouper aggregate
bag limit for the 20-fish aggregate.

Minimum Size Limit for Queen Snapper,
Silk Snapper, and Blackfin Snapper

Queen snapper, silk snapper, and
blackfin snapper are part of the deep-
water complex. Prior to this final rule,
the recreational minimum size limit for
queen snapper, silk snapper, and
blackfin snapper was 12 inches (30.5
cm) total length (TL), although the
remaining species in the deep-water
complex do not have a specified
minimum size limit requirement.
Because these species have a high
discard mortality as a result of the
effects of barotrauma from being
harvested in deep water, the Council
determined that removing the
commercial minimum size limit for
queen snapper, silk snapper, and
blackfin snapper would reduce discards
and discard mortality for these species.
Therefore, this final rule removes the
recreational minimum size limit for
queen snapper, silk snapper, and
blackfin snapper.

Minimum Size Limit for Gray Triggerfish

This final rule reduces the
recreational minimum size limit from 14
inches (35.6 cm) fork length (FL) to 12
inches (30.5 cm) FL for gray triggerfish
in the EEZ off the east coast of Florida.
In 2015, the 12 inch (30.5 cm) FL
minimum size limit was implemented
for gray triggerfish in the EEZ off North
Carolina, South Carolina, and Georgia,
and a minimum size limit of 14 inches

(35.6 cm) FL was implemented in the
EEZ off the east coast of Florida (80 FR
30947: June 1, 2015). However, after the
minimum size limit went into effect on
July 1, 2015, stakeholders in Florida
expressed concern to the Florida Fish
and Wildlife Conservation Commission
(FWC) regarding increasing discards of
gray triggerfish in south Florida where
the average size of gray triggerfish is less
than that off northeast Florida. In
response to that concern, the FWC
reduced the recreational minimum size
limit of gray triggerfish in state waters
to 12 inches (30.5 cm) FL in 2015
(incorrectly stated in the preamble of
the proposed rule as 2017), and
requested that the Council develop
consistent size limit regulations in
Federal waters for gray triggerfish.
Therefore, reducing the recreational
minimum size limit to 12 inches (30.5
cm) FL in the EEZ off the east coast of
Florida will make these state and
Federal regulations for gray triggerfish
consistent throughout the Council’s
jurisdiction.

20-Fish Snapper-Grouper Aggregate Bag
Limit

This final rule modifies the 20-fish
snapper-grouper aggregate bag limit by
specifying that no more than 10 fish can
be of any one species within the 20-fish
aggregate. There are 14 snapper-grouper
species included in the 20-fish aggregate
bag limit for the recreational sector.
Recreational fishers in the South
Atlantic EEZ may retain 20 total fish per
person per day for the following species:
whitebone porgy, jolthead porgy,
knobbed porgy, saucereye porgy, scup,
gray triggerfish, bar jack, almaco jack,
banded rudderfish, lesser amberjack,
white grunt, margate, sailor’s choice,
and Atlantic spadefish. These species
do not have individual recreational bag
limits. The Council determined that
modifying the 20-fish aggregate bag
limit in this way would allow
recreational anglers to catch the same
number of fish overall as within the
current limit, while limiting the number
of any one species within the 20-fish
aggregate to 10 fish. Because of
stakeholder concerns over the status of
the South Atlantic gray triggerfish stock
and large catches of Atlantic spadefish
in recent years, the Council chose to be
proactive and limit the harvest of these
two species, as well as the remainder of
the species in the 20-fish aggregate. In
addition, the state of Florida currently
limits harvest of gray triggerfish to 10
fish, per person, per day in state waters
off its east coast.

Therefore, this action to revise the
snapper-grouper 20-fish aggregate bag
limit also simplifies the regulatory


https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/action/regulatory-amendment-26-vision-blueprint-recreational-measures
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/action/regulatory-amendment-26-vision-blueprint-recreational-measures
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environment by creating consistent
regulations for recreational fishing for
and retention of gray triggerfish in state
and Federal waters off the east coast of
Florida. In both cases (the size limits for
gray triggerfish, and the bag limits
applicable to gray triggerfish), the
changes in this final rule align the state
and Federal regulations for gray
triggerfish off the east coast of Florida
for the benefit of fishers and law
enforcement.

Comments and Responses

NMFS received eight comments from
individuals during the public comment
period on the proposed rule for
Regulatory Amendment 26. Five of the
comments offered were in general
support of the actions in the proposed
rule. NMFS acknowledges the
comments in favor of all or part of the
actions in the proposed rule and agrees
with them. Three comments that were
beyond the scope of the proposed rule
are not responded to in this final rule.
Three comments opposed an action
contained in Regulatory Amendment 26
and the proposed rule; these comments
are grouped into two categories and
summarized below, along with NMFS’
responses.

Comment 1: The recreational
minimum size limit should not be
removed for blackfin, queen, or silk
snapper. This action will negatively
impact the fish population by allowing
harvest of juvenile fish. These species
are struggling to recover from
overfishing and they are rarely caught
above the minimum size limit. Instead,
there should be larger size restrictions.

Response: NMFS disagrees that the
minimum size limit for these species
should not be removed. These three
deep-water snapper species are the only
deep-water snapper-grouper species for
which there is a minimum size limit in
Federal waters of the South Atlantic.
The minimum size limit was put in
place early in the management of these
species before estimates of discard
mortality were available and before the
designation of the various species
complexes. Snapper-grouper species
that inhabit deep-water are typically
associated with very high discard
mortality when caught and brought to
the vessel due to the effects from
barotrauma (the expansion of gas in a
fish’s swim bladder, which causes
bloating and prevents the fish from
regulating its buoyancy). These deep-
water species include blueline tilefish,
golden tilefish, snowy grouper,
wreckfish, and fish in the in the Deep-
water Complex (yellowedge grouper,
silk snapper, misty grouper, queen
snapper, sand tilefish, and blackfin

snapper). Because most of these fish that

are discarded will subsequently die, the
Council determined that removing the
minimum size limit requirements for
queen snapper, silk snapper, and
blackfin snapper will minimize discard
mortality in the snapper-grouper
fishery.

Comment 2: The minimum size limit
for gray triggerfish should either remain
at 14 inches (35.6 cm) FL or should be
increased. Adults can grow up to 28
inches (71.1 cm) FL, so reducing the
minimum size limit to 12 inches (30.5
cm) FL will allow juvenile fish and
young adults to be caught, which is
harmful to the population. Stock status
is a concern, as we are not catching
adult-sized gray triggerfish.

Response: NMFS disagrees that
reducing the minimum size limit will be
harmful to the gray triggerfish
population. NMFS acknowledges that
this action would allow the removal of
smaller fish, which could reduce the
number of times a fish spawns.
However, the most recent stock
assessment (SEDAR 41, 2016) shows
that the species is not undergoing
overfishing and that gray triggerfish
have opportunities to spawn before
reaching the revised minimum size
limit.

In addition, from 1995 to 2015, the
minimum size limit for gray triggerfish
in the EEZ off Florida was 12 inches
(30.5 cm) FL. That minimum size limit
was modified in 2015 through the
implementation of Amendment 29 to
the Snapper-Grouper FMP to 12 inches
(30.5 cm) FL in the EEZ off North
Carolina, South Carolina, and Georgia,
and to 14 inches (35.6 cm) FL in the
EEZ off the east coast of Florida (80 FR
30947; June 1, 2015). The 2015
modification to the minimum size limit
in Amendment 29 was a precautionary
action taken by the Council and NMFS
to respond to concerns about the status
of the gray triggerfish stock in the South
Atlantic, to align the east coast of
Florida regulations with those in the
Gulf of Mexico, and to achieve
consistency between state and Federal
regulations off the east coast of Florida.

However, after the revised minimum
size limit went into effect on July 1,
2015, stakeholders in Florida voiced
concern to the FWC regarding
increasing discards of gray triggerfish in
south Florida where the average size of
gray triggerfish is less than that off
northeast Florida. In response, the FWC
reduced the recreational minimum size
limit of gray triggerfish to 12 inches
(30.5 cm) FL later in 2015, and
requested that the Council implement
consistent gray triggerfish minimum
size limit regulations.

The Council chose to reduce the
minimum size limit to 12 inches (30.5
cm) FL to be consistent with the current
Florida state regulation and the
regulations in place in the EEZ off the
rest of the South Atlantic states. Because
annual catch limits and accountability
measures are in place to prevent
overfishing, NMFS has determined that
the action will not jeopardize the
sustainability of the stock, and that will
reduce discards and promote a more
consistent regulatory environment for
stakeholders and enforcement agencies.

Classification

The Regional Administrator for the
NMFS Southeast Region has determined
that this final rule is consistent with the
Regulatory Amendment 26, the FMP,
the Magnuson-Stevens Act, and other
applicable law.

This final rule has been determined to
be not significant for purposes of
Executive Order (E.O.) 12866. This rule
is not an E.O. 13771 regulatory action
because this rule is not significant under
E.O. 12866.

The Magnuson-Stevens Act provides
the statutory basis for this final rule. No
duplicative, overlapping, or conflicting
Federal rules have been identified. In
addition, no new reporting, record-
keeping, or other compliance
requirements are introduced by this
final rule.

The Chief Counsel for Regulation of
the Department of Commerce certified
to the Chief Counsel for Advocacy of the
Small Business Administration (SBA)
during the proposed rule stage that this
rule, if adopted, would not have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities.
The factual basis for this determination
was published in the proposed rule and
is not repeated here. No comments from
the public or SBA’s Chief Counsel for
Advocacy were received regarding the
certification, and NMFS has not
received any new information that
would affect its determination. As a
result, a final regulatory flexibility
analysis is not required and none has
been prepared.

List of Subjects in 50 CFR Part 622

Bag limits, Deep-water, Fisheries,
Fishing, Florida, Fork Length, Grouper,
Size limits, Snapper, South Atlantic.

Dated: February 20, 2020.

Samuel D. Rauch III,

Deputy Assistant Administrator, National
Marine Fisheries Service.

m For the reasons set out in the
preamble, 50 CFR part 622 is amended
as follows:
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PART 622—FISHERIES OF THE
CARIBBEAN, GULF OF MEXICO, AND
SOUTH ATLANTIC

m 1. The authority citation for part 622
continues to read as follows:
Authority: 16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.

m 2.In §622.185, revise paragraphs
(a)(3) and (c)(2) to read as follows:

§622.185 Size limits.

(a) I

(3) Cubera, gray, and yellowtail
snappers—12 inches (30.5 cm), TL.

* * * * *
* x %
(2) Gray triggerfish—12 inches (30.5
cm), FL.
* * * * *

m 3.In §622.187, revise paragraph (b)(8)
to read as follows:

§622.187 Bag and possession limits.

* * * * *

(8) South Atlantic snapper-grouper
(whitebone porgy, jolthead porgy,
knobbed porgy, saucereye porgy, scup,
almaco jack, banded rudderfish, lesser
amberjack, white grunt, margate,
sailor’s choice, Atlantic spadefish, gray
triggerfish, bar jack), combined—20.
However, excluded from this 20-fish bag
limit are tomtate, South Atlantic
snapper-grouper ecosystem component
species (specified in table 4 of appendix
A to part 622), and those specified in
paragraphs (b)(1) through (7) and
paragraphs (b)(9) and (10) of this
section. Within the 20-fish bag limit, no
more than 10 fish can be of any one of

these single snapper-grouper species.
* * * * *

[FR Doc. 2020-03833 Filed 2—26—20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

50 CFR Part 648
[Docket No. 200221-0061]
RTID 0648-XX019

Fisheries of the Northeastern United
States; Atlantic Mackerel, Squid, and
Butterfish Fisheries; 2020
Specifications

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

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: Through this rule, NMFS
maintains previously approved Illex
squid, longfin squid, and butterfish
specifications for the 2020 fishing year
and maintains the 2019 Atlantic
mackerel acceptable biological catch for
2020 based on updated scientific advice.
This action is required to promote the
sustainable utilization and conservation
of the Atlantic mackerel, squid, and
butterfish resources.

DATES: Effective February 27, 2020.
ADDRESSES: Copies of supporting
documents used by the Mid-Atlantic
Fishery Management Council, including
the Environmental Assessment (EA), the
Supplemental Information Report (SIR),
the Regulatory Impact Review (RIR), and
the Regulatory Flexibility Act (RFA)
analysis are available from: Dr.
Christopher M. Moore, Executive
Director, Mid-Atlantic Fishery
Management Council, 800 North State
Street, Suite 201, Dover, DE 19901,
telephone (302) 674—2331. The EA/SIR/
RIR/RFA analysis is also accessible via
the internet at www.regulations.gov/
#!docketDetail,D=NOAA-NMFS-2019-
0137.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Alyson Pitts, Fishery Management
Specialist, (978) 281-9352.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

The regulations implementing the
Atlantic Mackerel, Squid, and Butterfish
Fishery Management Plan (FMP) require
the Mid-Atlantic Fishery Management
Council’s Atlantic Mackerel, Squid, and
Butterfish Monitoring Committee to
develop specification recommendations
for each species based upon the
acceptable biological catch (ABC) advice
of the Council’s Scientific and
Statistical Committee (SSC). The FMP
regulations also require the specification
of annual catch limits (ACL) and
accountability measure (AM) provisions
for butterfish. Both squid species are
exempt from the ACL/AM requirements
because they have a life cycle of less
than one year. In addition, the
regulations require the specification of
domestic annual harvest (DAH), the
butterfish mortality cap in the longfin
squid fishery, and initial optimum yield
(IOY) for both squid species.

On December 17, 2019 (84 FR 68871),
we published a proposed rule in the
Federal Register seeking public
comment on revising the previously
approved 2020 Atlantic mackerel
specifications to maintain the 2019
specifications with a modification to the
recreational catch deduction and change
the river herring and shad catch cap in

the Atlantic mackerel fishery. This rule
also proposed maintaining the
previously approved Illex squid, longfin
squid, and butterfish specifications. The
proposed rule for this action included
additional background on specifications
and the details of how the Council
derived its recommended specifications
for Atlantic mackerel, Illex squid,
longfin squid and butterfish. Those
details are not repeated here. For
additional information, please refer to
the proposed rule for this action.

On August 2, 2019 (84 FR 37778), we
published a final rule in the Federal
Register implementing Illex squid,
longfin squid, and butterfish
specifications for 2019. The Atlantic
mackerel specifications for 2019-2021
were developed in May 2018 as part of
the final rule for Framework Adjustment
13 (84 FR 58053; October 30, 2019). The
Council’s SSC met in May 2019 to
reevaluate the 2020 specifications based
upon the latest information. At that
meeting, the SSC concluded that no
adjustments to the Illex squid, longfin
squid, and butterfish specifications were
warranted. However, the the SSC
recommended to change to the Atlantic
mackerel ABC, update the recreational
catch, and modify the river herring and
shad catch cap.

Until new specifications are
implemented, the existing 2019 Atlantic
mackerel, Illex squid, longfin squid, and
butterfish specifications will continue
pursuant to 50 CFR 648.22(d)(1).

2020 Atlantic Mackerel Specifications

The original 2020 Atlantic mackerel
ABC recommended by the SSC for
Framework 13 was based on projections
that recognized a strong 2015 year class
in the assessment results. At its May
2019 meeting, the SSC considered
preliminary results from the 2019
Canadian Atlantic mackerel assessment,
which indicated lower than expected
recruitment. As a result, the SSC
recommended maintaining the more
conservative 2019 ABC. Based on the
recommendations of the Council’s SSC
and the Atlantic Mackerel, Squid, and
Butterfish Monitoring Committee, the
Council recommended and this action
implements the revised 2020 mackerel
specifications outlined in Table 1. These
specifciations are nearly identical to
those set in 2019, with the exception of
a higher recreational catch deduction
based on an updated recreational catch
accounting methodology. There is an
Atlantic mackerel stock assessment
update scheduled for 2020 that will
inform future ABC specifications.


http://www.regulations.gov/#!docketDetail;D=NOAA-NMFS-2019-0137
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TABLE 1—2019 ATLANTIC MACKEREL SPECIFICATIONS COMPARED TO 2020 SPECIFICATIONS

[mt]
Specification 2019 2020

31,764 NA

29,184 29,184
Canadian Deduction .... 10,000 10,000
US. ABC ..o 19,184 19,184
Recreational Allocation ... 1,209 1,270
Commerical Allocation ...........ccocceeeneerieennieens 17,975 17,914
Management Uncertainty Buffer (3 percent) ..... 539 537
Commercial Annual Catch Target ................. 17,436 17,377
[ Y SR USRTSPS 17,371 17,312

River Herring and Shad Catch Cap in
the Atlantic Mackerel Fishery

Consistent with maintaining the
Atlantic mackerel ABC in 2020 as in
2019, this action maintains the 2019
river herring and shad catch cap (129
mt) for 2020. This action also eliminates
the 89-mt trigger provision that was
implemented in Framework 13. If the
89-mt trigger were reached, a 20,000-1b

(9,071.84-kg) possession limit for
limited access permit holders would
become effective. Eliminating the initial
89-mt trigger allows for additional
landings by the Atlantic mackerel
fishery, without compromising the 129-
mt catch cap, which serves as an
incentive to avoid river herring and

shad.

here.

TABLE 2—2020 LONGFIN SQUID SPECIFICATIONS IN METRIC TONS

[mt]

Longfin Squid Specifications

This action maintains the existing
longfin squid ABC of 23,400 mt for
2020, as implemented on March 1, 2018
(83 FR 8764). The background for this
ABC is discussed in the proposed rule
to implement the 2018-2020 squid and
butterfish specifications (82 FR 58583;
December 13, 2017) and is not repeated

Unknown
23,400
22,932
22,932

TABLE 3—2020 LONGFIN QUOTA TRIMESTER ALLOCATIONS

Trimester

Percent

Metric tons

[ O Lo Y o o TP TSP PSPPI
L= X o ) PSSRSO
1L STt o =T PRSPPSO PR RPN

43
17
40

9,861
3,898
9,173

2020 Butterfish Specifications FR 8764). The background for these
specifications is discussed in the
proposed rule to implement 2019 squid
and butterfish specifications (82 FR
58583; December 13, 2017) and is not

repeated here. These specifications 5).

This action also maintains the
previously approved 2020 butterfish
specifications outlined in Table 4, as
initially published on March 1, 2018 (83

TABLE 4—2020 BUTTERFISH SPECIFICATIONS IN METRIC TONS
[mt]

maintain the existing butterfish
mortality cap in the longfin squid
fishery (3,884 mt) and the existing
allocation of the butterfish mortality cap
among longfin squid trimesters (Table

ACL = ABC ...ttt et et ettt n e e
Commercial ACT (ABC —management uncertainty buffers for each year) ...
DAH (ACT minus butterfish cap and discards) .........cccccoceniiiiiiniiniecneeenne
Directed Fishery closure limit (DAH — 1,000 mt incidental landings buffer) ...

Butterfish Cap (in the longfin squid fiShery) ..o

39,5692
32,063
28,857
23,752
22,752

3,884

TABLE 5—TRIMESTER ALLOCATION OF BUTTERFISH MORTALITY CAP ON THE LONGFIN SQUID FISHERY FOR 2020

Trimester Percent Metric tons
[ O Lo Y o o TP TSP PSPPI 43 1,670
Il (May—Aug) 17 660
1L STt o =T TP TSP USRS 40 1,554
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TABLE 5—TRIMESTER ALLOCATION OF BUTTERFISH MORTALITY CAP ON THE LONGFIN SQUID FISHERY FOR 2020—

Continued

Trimester

Percent Metric tons

100 3,844

2020 Illex Squid Specifications

This action maintains the previously
approved 2019 Illex squid specifications
for 2020, outlined in Table 6, as

published on August 2, 2019 (84 FR
37778). The background for these
specifications is discussed in the
proposed rule to implement the 2019
Illex squid, longfin squid, and butterfish

specifications (May 1, 2019, 84 FR
18471). The Council will set
specifications for 2021 and beyond in
2020.

TABLE 6—2020 ILLEX SQUID SPECIFICATIONS IN METRIC TONS

[mt]

Unknown
26,000
24,825
24,825

Comments and Responses

We received five relevant comments
on the proposed rule from three
members of the public and two
commercial fishing industry members.
Two comments from the general public
were supportive of this action due to the
precautionary measures taken to
conserve the Atlantic mackerel stock.
One comment from a member of the
public suggested we cut quotas by 50
percent but provided no rationale. Both
members of the commercial fishing
industry were supportive of eliminating
the 89-mt river herring and shad catch
cap trigger provision in order to
maximize fishing opportunity in the
Atlantic mackerel fishery. However,
they both recommended we keep the
higher catch cap originally set for 2020
(i.e., 152 mt) to avoid another closure.
We agree that removing the 89-mt
trigger provision increases the
opportunity to fish for Atlantic
mackerel; however, the 129-mt river
herring and shad catch cap was set in
relation to the 2020 ABC and is based
on the best scientific information
available.

Classification

Pursuant to section 304(b)(1)(A) of the
Magnuson-Stevens Act, the NMFS
Assistant Administrator has determined
that this final rule is consistent with the

Atlantic Mackerel, Squid, and Butterfish
FMP, other provisions of the Magnuson-
Stevens Act, and other applicable law.

There is good cause under 5 U.S.C.
553(d)(3) to waive the 30-day delay in
effective date. The start of the fishing
year began on January 1, 2020, and is
currently operating under a higher
mackerel ABC than what will be
implemented under this rule. There is a
need to implement this action in a
timely manner to ensure this more
conservative ABC is not exceeded and
to avoid public confusion. These
specifications could not have been put
into place sooner to allow for a 30-day
delayed effectiveness because the
information and data necessary for the
Council to develop this action was not
available in time for it to be forwarded
to NMFS and implemented by January
1, 2020, the beginning of the fishing
year.

Additionally, because this rule
relieves a restriction by removing the
initial 89-mt river herring and shad
catch cap trigger provision, it is not
subject to the 30-day delayed
effectiveness provision of the APA
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 553(d)(1). If
implementation of this action is
delayed, the 89-mt river herring and
shad catch cap trigger may be reached
early in the fishing year for the third
consecutive year, resulting in a greatly

reduced possession limit that effectively
closes the directed fishery. This would
prevent the economic benefits from this
rule from being realized. Therefore, it is
in the public interest to implement this
final action as soon as possible.

This final rule is exempt from review
under Executive Order 12866.

The Chief Counsel for Regulation of
the Department of Commerce certified
to the Chief Counsel for Advocacy of the
Small Business Administration during
the proposed rule stage that this action
would not have a significant economic
impact on a substantial number of small
entities. The factual basis for the
certification was published in the
proposed rule and is not repeated here.
No comments were received regarding
this certification and no other
information has been obtained that
suggests any other conclusion. As a
result, a regulatory flexibility analysis
was not required and none was
prepared.

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

Dated: February 21, 2020.
Samuel D. Rauch III,

Deputy Assistant Administrator for
Regulatory Programs, National Marine
Fisheries Service.

[FR Doc. 2020-03867 Filed 2—26-20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-P
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issuance of rules and regulations. The
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rule making prior to the adoption of the final
rules.

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Agricultural Marketing Service
7 CFR Part 932

[AMS-SC-19-0081; SC—19-932-2]

Olives Grown in California; Proposed
Amendments to the Marketing Order
No. 932 and Referendum Order

AGENCY: Agricultural Marketing Service,
USDA.

ACTION: Proposed rule and referendum
order.

SUMMARY: This rulemaking proposes
amendments to Marketing Order No.
932, which regulates the handling of
olives grown in California. The
proposed amendments would change
the California Olive Committee’s
(Committee) quorum requirements. In
addition, USDA is proposing a
clarifying change stating that alternate
members acting as members to form a
quorum would also be eligible to cast
votes.

DATES: The referendum will be
conducted from March 9 through March
20, 2020. The representative period for
the referendum is August 1 through July
31, 2019.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Melissa Schmaedick, Senior Marketing
Specialist, or Andrew Hatch, Chief,
Rulemaking Services Branch, Marketing
Order and Agreement Division,
Specialty Crops Program, AMS, USDA,
1400 Independence Avenue SW, Stop
0237, Washington, DC 20250-0237;
Telephone: (202) 720-2491, Fax: (202)
720-8938, or Email:
Melissa.Schmaedick@usda.gov or
Andrew.Hatch@usda.gov.

Small businesses may request
information on complying with this
regulation by contacting Richard Lower,
Marketing Order and Agreement
Division, Specialty Crops Program,
AMS, USDA, 1400 Independence
Avenue SW, STOP 0237, Washington,
DC 20250-0237; Telephone: (202) 720-

2491, Fax: (202) 720-8938, or email:
Richard.Lower@usda.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
proposal, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 553,
proposes amendments to regulations
issued to carry out a marketing order as
defined in 7 CFR 900.2(j). This proposal
is issued under Marketing Order No.
932, as amended (7 CFR part 932),
regulating the handling of olives grown
in California. Part 932 (referred to as the
“Order”) is effective under the
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act
of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674),
hereinafter referred to as the “Act.”
Section 608c(17) of the Act and the
applicable procedural requirements
governing the formulation of marketing
agreements and orders (7 CFR part 900)
authorize amendment of the Order
through this informal rulemaking
action.

The Department of Agriculture
(USDA) is issuing this rule in
conformance with Executive Orders
13563 and 13175. This action falls
within a category of regulatory actions
that the Office of Management and
Budget (OMB) exempted from Executive
Order 12866 review. Additionally,
because this proposed rule does not
meet the definition of a significant
regulatory action, it does not trigger the
requirements contained in Executive
Order 13771. See OMB’s Memorandum
titled “Interim Guidance Implementing
Section 2 of the Executive Order of
January 30, 2017, titled ‘Reducing
Regulation and Controlling Regulatory
Costs’”’ (February 2, 2017).

This proposal has been reviewed
under Executive Order 12988, Civil
Justice Reform. This proposed rule is
not intended to have retroactive effect.
This proposed rule would not preclude,
preempt, or supersede any State
program covering olives grown in
California.

The Act provides that administrative
proceedings must be exhausted before
parties may file suit in court. Under
section 608c(15)(A) of the Act, any
handler subject to an order may file
with USDA a petition stating that the
order, any provision of the order, or any
obligation imposed in connection with
the order is not in accordance with law
and request a modification of the order
or to be exempted therefrom. A handler
is afforded the opportunity for a hearing
on the petition. After the hearing, USDA
would rule on the petition. The Act

provides that the district court of the
United States in any district in which
the handler is an inhabitant, or has his
or her principal place of business, has
jurisdiction to review USDA’s ruling on
the petition, provided an action is filed
no later than 20 days after the date of
entry of the ruling.

Section 1504 of the Food,
Conservation, and Energy Act of 2008
(2008 Farm Bill) (Pub. L. 110-246)
amended section 608c(17) of the Act,
which in turn required the addition of
supplemental procedural requirements
to 7 CFR part 900 (73 FR 49307; August
21, 2008). The amendment of section
608c(17) of the Act and additional
supplemental procedural requirements
authorize the use of informal
rulemaking (5 U.S.C. 553) to amend
Federal fruit, vegetable, and nut
marketing agreements and orders. USDA
may use informal rulemaking to amend
marketing orders based on the nature
and complexity of the proposed
amendments, the potential regulatory
and economic impacts on affected
entities, and any other relevant matters.

AMS has considered these factors and
has determined that the amendments
proposed are not unduly complex and
the nature of the proposed amendments
is appropriate for utilizing the informal
rulemaking process to amend the Order.
A discussion of the potential regulatory
and economic impacts on affected
entities is discussed later in the “Final
Regulatory Flexibility Analysis” section
of this proposed rule.

The Committee unanimously
recommended the amendments
following deliberations at a public
meeting held on July 29, 2019. The
proposed action would amend the Order
by changing the Committee’s quorum
requirements. USDA is proposing an
additional clarifying change to the
Order’s quorum requirements by stating
that alternate members acting as
members to form a quorum would also
be eligible to cast votes. In addition to
these proposals, USDA proposes to
make any additional changes to the
Order as may be necessary to conform
to any amendment that may result from
this rulemaking action.

A proposed rule soliciting comments
on the proposed amendments was
issued on November 1, 2019 and
published in the Federal Register on
November 6, 2019 (84 FR 59736). No
comments were received. AMS will
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conduct a grower referendum to
determine support for the proposed
amendments. If appropriate, a final rule
will then be issued to effectuate the
amendments favored by growers in the
referendum.

The Committee’s proposed
amendments would amend the Order by
removing the requirement of having five
producer members and five handler
members in attendance to form a
quorum and clarify that alternate
members acting as members could
satisfy the quorum requirement. USDA
is proposing a clarifying change to the
Order’s quorum requirements by stating
that alternate members acting as
members to form a quorum would also
be eligible to cast votes.

Proposal—Quorum Requirement

Section 932.25 establishes the
Committee, with 16 members (eight
producer members and eight handler
members) and further allows the
Committee to be increased by a public
member (who is not to be a producer or
handler of olives nor an officer,
employee or director of any producer or
handler of olives) for a potential total of
17 members. In addition, this section
requires that each member has an
alternate who meets the same
qualifications as the member. The
Committee currently operates with 17
members and 17 alternate members.

Section 932.30 further states that each
alternate member shall act in the place
and stead of such member (a) during
such member’s absence, and (b) in the
event of such member’s removal,
resignation, disqualification or death,
until a successor for such member’s
unexpired term has been selected and
has qualified.

Section 932.36 establishes the
Committee’s quorum requirements.
Current requirements state that a
quorum must consist of at least 10
members of whom at least five must be
producer members and at least five must
be handler members and, if the
Committee is increased by the addition
of a public member, a quorum must
consist of at least 11 members of which
at least five must be producer members
and at least five must be handler
members. Given that the Committee
currently has a public member, a
quorum of 11 members of which five
must be producers and five must be
handlers is required.

This proposed action would amend
§ 932.36 by removing the requirement of
having five producer members and five
handler members in attendance to form
a quorum. The proposed modified
language would define a quorum as
consisting of at least 10 members and,

if the committee is increased by the
addition of a public member, a quorum
would consist of at least 11 members.

The proposed modification would
also clarify that alternate members
acting as members could satisfy the
quorum requirement. The Committee’s
recommended amendment, that would
modify the second sentence of the
current § 932.36, adds a phrase
recognizing that alternate members who
are serving in place of an absent
member should be counted as full
Committee members in the context of
constituting a quorum. This proposed
phrase reiterates the authority of
alternate members as specified in
§932.30.

For clarity and consistency, USDA
proposes adding the same phrase to the
first sentence of § 932.36. The proposed
revision to the sentence would read as
follows: “Decisions of the committee
shall be by majority vote of the
members, including alternates acting as
members, present and voting, and a
quorum must be present: . . .” This
proposed additional revision would
clarify that alternate members acting as
members could not only fulfill quorum
requirements, but they would also be
able to vote as members on matters of
Committee business in the absence of
their member.

Since promulgation of the Order in
1965, the California olive industry has
seen reductions of 64 percent (from
2500 to 900) and 93 percent (from 28 to
two) in the number of California olive
producers and handlers, respectively.
Industry consolidation has resulted in
increased difficulties in filling
Committee member seats as well as
fulfilling quorum requirements at
meetings.

Given the current quorum
requirement of a minimum of five
producers and five handlers in
attendance, the absence of just one
individual may result in the lack of a
quorum. Without a quorum, the
Committee is unable to vote on business
decisions or make regulatory
recommendations to USDA. Meetings
without a quorum are also costly as
attendees must travel to attend the
meeting, thus incurring travel costs in
addition to time lost operating their
businesses.

Adjusting the current quorum
requirement as proposed would lower
the risk of not reaching a quorum during
scheduled meetings due to the absence
of the required number of producer or
handler members. This change would
streamline the Committee’s operations
and increase its effectiveness by
allowing the Committee to conduct
business as long as the minimum

number of members are in attendance.
It would also reduce the risk of
members incurring costs from traveling
to meetings at which business cannot be
conducted due to lack of a quorum.

For the reasons stated above, it is
proposed that § 932.36, Quorum
requirement, be amended by removing
the requirement of having five producer
members and five handler members in
attendance to form a quorum and clarify
that alternate members acting as
members could satisfy the quorum
requirement. It is also proposed that
§932.36 be further amended by USDA’s
proposed clarifying change. This
proposed addition has been
incorporated into the amendatory text of
this document.

Final Regulatory Flexibility Analysis

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

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

There are approximately 900
producers of olives in the production
area and two handlers subject to
regulation under the Order. The Small
Business Administration (SBA) defines
small agricultural producers as those
having annual receipts of less than
$1,000,000, and small agricultural
service firms as those whose annual
receipts are less than $30,000,000 (13
CFR 121.201).

According to the National
Agricultural Statistics Service (NASS)
data, as of June 2019 the average price
to producers for the 2018 crop year was
$766.00 per ton, and total assessable
volume for the 2018 crop year was
17,953 tons. Based on production, the
total number of California olive
producers, and price paid to those
producers, the average annual producer
revenue is less than $1,000,000 ($766.00
times 17,953 tons equals $13,751,998
divided by 900 producers equals an
average annual producer revenue of
$15,280.00). Therefore, most olive
producers may be classified as small
entities. Both handlers may be classified
as large entities under the SBA’s
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definitions because their annual receipts
are greater than $30,000,000.

The proposed change would revise
the quorum requirement for Committee
meetings by removing the requirement
of having five producer members and
five handler members in attendance to
form a quorum. The proposed modified
language would define a quorum as
consisting of at least 10 members and,
if the Committee is increased by the
addition of a public member, a quorum
would consist of at least 11 members.

The Committee unanimously
recommended the proposed amendment
at a public meeting on July 29, 2019. If
this proposed amendment is approved
in a referendum, there would be no
direct financial effects on producers or
handlers as it is primarily
administrative in nature. The proposed
amendment would increase the
efficiency of the Committee’s operations
and allow it to respond more quickly to
the industry’s needs.

The number of producers and
handlers operating in the industry has
decreased significantly since the
marketing order was established in
1965, dropping from 2,500 to 900 (64
percent) and from 28 to two (93
percent), respectively. Industry
consolidation has made it difficult to
find enough members to fill positions
on the Committee. Moreover, fulfilling
quorum requirements at meetings has
also become increasingly challenging.

Changing the quorum requirement
from the current 11-member
requirement, of which five must be
producers and five must be handlers, to
simply the attendance of 11 members
would increase meeting efficiency by
making the quorum requirement more
easily fulfilled. This proposed change
would also reduce costs to members,
Committee staff, and USDA employees
who travel to meetings where a quorum
is not established. If implemented, the
proposed amendment is not expected to
result in any increases in economic
costs or burden to industry members,
USDA staff or consumers.

Alternatives to this proposed
amendment, including making no
changes at this time, were considered by
the Committee. One alternative
included lowering the required number
of producer or handler members in
attendance. However, given that there
are only two handlers in operation
within the industry, this option was still
considered too restrictive by the
Committee. Therefore, the alternatives
were not considered viable by the
Committee.

AMS believes the proposed
amendment is justified and necessary to
ensure the Committee’s ability to locally

administer the program. Modifying the
quorum requirement as proposed in this
rule would ensure a more efficient and
orderly flow of business.

Paperwork Reduction Act

In accordance with the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995 (44 U.S.C.
Chapter 35), the Order’s information
collection requirements have been
previously approved by OMB and
assigned OMB No. 0581-0178 Vegetable
and Specialty Crops. No changes in
those requirements because of this
action would be necessary. Should any
changes become necessary, USDA
would submit them to OMB for
approval. This proposed rule would
impose no additional reporting or
recordkeeping requirements on either
California olive handler.

As with all Federal marketing order
programs, reports and forms are
periodically reviewed to reduce
information requirements and
duplication by industry and public
sector agencies. In addition, USDA has
not identified any relevant Federal rules
that duplicate, overlap, or conflict with
this rule.

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

The Committee publicizes all of its
meetings throughout the California olive
production area and encourages
interested parties to participate in its
deliberations. Like all Committee
meetings, the July 29, 2019, meeting was
public, and all entities, both large and
small, were encouraged to express their
views on the proposed amendment.

A proposed rule concerning this
action was published in the Federal
Register on November 6, 2019 (84 FR
59736). Copies of the proposed rule
were sent via email to all Committee
members and California olive handlers.
The rule was also made available
through the internet by USDA and the
Office of the Federal Register. A 30-day
comment period ending December 6,
2019, allowed interested persons to
respond to the proposal. No comments
were received; therefore, no changes
were made to the proposed
amendments.

A small business guide on complying
with fruit, vegetable, and specialty crop
marketing agreements and orders may
be viewed at: https://
www.ams.usda.gov/rules-regulations/
moa/small-businesses. Any questions
about the compliance guide should be
sent to Richard Lower at the previously

mentioned address in the FOR FURTHER
INFORMATION CONTACT section.

Findings and Conclusions

The findings and conclusions and
general findings and determinations
included in the proposed rule set forth
in the November 6, 2019, issue of the
Federal Register are hereby approved
and adopted.

Marketing Order

Annexed hereto and made a part
hereof is the document entitled “Order
Amending the Order Regulating the
Handling of Olives Grown in
California.” This document has been
decided upon as the detailed and
appropriate means of effectuating the
foregoing findings and conclusions. It is
hereby ordered that this entire rule be
published in the Federal Register.

Referendum Order

It is hereby directed that a grower
referendum be conducted in accordance
with the procedure for the conduct of
referenda (7 CFR part 900.400—407) to
determine whether the annexed order
amending the Order regulating the
handling of olives grown in California is
approved by growers who have engaged
in the production of olives within the
production area during the
representative period. The
representative period for the conduct of
such referendum is hereby determined
to be August 1 through July 31, 2019.

The agents of the Secretary to conduct
such referendum are designated to be
Kathie Notoro and Terry Vawter,
California Marketing Field Office,
Marketing Order and Agreement
Division, Specialty Crops Program,
AMS, USDA; Telephone: (559) 487—
5901, Fax: (559) 487—5906, or Email:
Kathie.Notoro@usda.gov or
Terry.Vawter@usda.gov, respectively.

List of Subjects in 7 CFR Part 932

Olives, Marketing agreements,
Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements.

Dated: February 21, 2020.
Bruce Summers,

Administrator, Agricultural Marketing
Service.

Order Amending the Order Regulating
the Handling of Olives Grown in
California !

Findings and Determinations
The findings hereinafter set forth are
supplementary to the findings and

1This order shall not become effective unless and
until the requirements of § 900.14 of the rules of
practice and procedure governing proceedings to
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determinations which were previously
made in connection with the issuance of
the marketing order; and all said
previous findings and determinations
are hereby ratified and affirmed, except
insofar as such findings and
determinations may be in conflict with
the findings and determinations set
forth herein.

1. The Order, as amended, and as
hereby proposed to be further amended,
and all of the terms and conditions
thereof, would tend to effectuate the
declared policy of the Act;

2. The Order, as amended, and as
hereby proposed to be further amended,
regulates the handling of olives grown
in California in the same manner as, and
are applicable only to, persons in the
respective classes of commercial and
industrial activity specified in the
Order;

3. The Order, as amended, and as
hereby proposed to be further amended,
is limited in application to the smallest
regional production area which is
practicable, consistent with carrying out
the declared policy of the Act, and the
issuance of several orders applicable to
subdivisions of the production area
would not effectively carry out the
declared policy of the Act;

4. The Order, as amended, and as
hereby proposed to be further amended,
prescribe, insofar as practicable, such
different terms applicable to different
parts of the production area as are
necessary to give due recognition to the
differences in the production and
marketing of olives produced in the
production area; and

5. All handling of olives produced in
the production area as defined in the
Order is in the current of interstate or
foreign commerce or directly burdens,
obstructs, or affects such commerce.

Order Relative to Handling

It is therefore ordered, that on and
after the effective date hereof, all
handling of olives grown in California
shall be in conformity to, and in
compliance with, the terms and
conditions of the said order as hereby
proposed to be amended as follows:

The provisions of the proposed
marketing order amending the Order
contained in the proposed rule issued
by the Administrator on November 1,
2019, and published in the Federal
Register (84 FR 59736) on November 6,
2019, will be and are the terms and
provisions of this order amending the
Order and are set forth in full herein.

formulate marketing agreements and marketing
orders have been met.

PART 932—OLIVES GROWN IN
CALIFORNIA

m 1. The authority citation for 7 CFR
part 932 continues to read as follows:

Authority: 7 U.S.C. 601-674.
m 2. Revise §932.36 to read as follows:

§932.36 Procedure.

Decisions of the committee shall be by
majority vote of the members, including
alternates acting as members, present
and voting, and a quorum must be
present: Provided, That decisions
requiring a recommendation to the
Secretary on matters pertaining to grade
and size regulations shall require at
least 10 affirmative votes, at least 5 of
which must be from producer members
and at least 5 of which must be from
handler members and, if the committee
is increased by the addition of a public
member, at least 11 affirmative votes
shall be required, at least 5 of which
must be from producer members and at
least 5 of which must be from handler
members. A quorum shall consist of at
least 10 members, including alternates
acting as members, and, if the
committee is increased by the addition
of a public member, a quorum shall
consist of at least 11 members,
including alternates acting as members.
Except in case of an emergency, a
minimum of 5 days advance notice shall
be given with respect to any meeting of
the committee. In case of an emergency,
to be determined within the discretion
of the chairman of the committee, as
much advance notice of a meeting as is
practicable in the circumstances shall be
given. The committee may vote by mail
or telegram upon due notice to all
members, but any proposition to be so
voted upon first shall be explained
accurately, fully, and identically by mail
or telegram to all members. When voted
on by such method, at least 14
affirmative votes, of which seven shall
be producer member votes and seven
shall be handler member votes, shall be
required for adoption and, if the
committee is increased by the addition
of a public member, votes by mail or
telegram shall require at least 15
affirmative votes, of which at least 7
shall be producer member votes and at
least 7 shall be handler member votes.
The committee may recommend for the
Secretary’s approval changes in the
number of affirmative votes required for
adoption of any proposition voted upon
by means of a mail or telegram ballot:
Provided, That the number of
affirmative votes required for adoption
shall not be less than 10, and in any
case an equal number of producer
member and handler member votes

shall be required for adoption and, if the
committee is increased by the addition
of a public member, the number of
affirmative votes required for adoption
shall be increased by 1.

[FR Doc. 2020-03893 Filed 2—26-20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-02-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. FAA-2017-1123; Product
Identifier 2017-SW-013-AD]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Airbus
Helicopters Deutschland GmbH
Helicopters

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Supplemental notice of
proposed rulemaking (SNPRM);
reopening of comment period.

SUMMARY: The FAA is revising an earlier
proposal for Airbus Helicopters
Deutschland GmbH (Airbus Helicopters)
Model MBB-BK 117 C-2 and Model
MBB-BK 117 D-2 helicopters. This
action revises the notice of proposed
rulemaking (NPRM) by changing one of
the required actions. The FAA is
proposing this airworthiness directive
(AD) to address the unsafe condition on
these products. Since these actions
impose an additional burden over that
proposed in the NPRM, the FAA is
reopening the comment period to allow
the public the chance to comment on
these proposed changes.

DATES: The comment period for the
NPRM published in the Federal
Register on December 5, 2017 (82 FR
57390), is reopened. The FAA must
receive comments on this SNPRM by
April 27, 2020.

ADDRESSES: You may send comments by
any of the following methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Docket: Go to
https://www.regulations.gov. Follow the
online instructions for sending your
comments electronically.

e Fax:202-493-2251.

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

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


https://www.regulations.gov
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Examining the AD Docket

You may examine the AD docket on
the internet at https://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2017—
1123; 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 proposed
AD, the European Aviation Safety
Agency (EASA) AD, any comments
received, and other information. The
street address for Docket Operations is
listed above. Comments will be
available in the AD docket shortly after
receipt.

For service information identified in
this proposed rule, contact Airbus
Helicopters, 2701 N Forum Drive, Grand
Prairie, TX 75052; telephone 972—641—
0000 or 800—232—-0323; fax 972—641—
3775; or at https://www.airbus.com/
helicopters/services/technical-
support.html. You may view the
referenced service information at the
FAA, Office of the Regional Counsel,
Southwest Region, 10101 Hillwood
Pkwy., Room 6N-321, Fort Worth, TX
76177.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Matt
Fuller, Senior Aviation Safety Engineer,
Safety Management Section, Rotorcraft
Standards Branch, FAA, 10101
Hillwood Pkwy., Fort Worth, TX 76177;
telephone 817-222-5110; email
matthew.fuller@faa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited

The FAA invites you to participate in
this rulemaking by submitting written
comments, data, or views. The FAA also
invites comments relating to the
economic, environmental, energy, or
federalism impacts that might result
from adopting the proposals in this
document. The most helpful comments
reference a specific portion of the
proposal, explain the reason for any
recommended change, and include
supporting data. To ensure the docket
does not contain duplicate comments,
commenters should send only one copy
of written comments, or if comments are
filed electronically, commenters should
submit only one time.

The FAA will file in the docket all
comments received, as well as a report
summarizing each substantive public
contact with FAA personnel concerning
this proposed rulemaking. Before acting
on this proposal, the FAA will consider
all comments received on or before the
closing date for comments. The FAA
will consider comments filed after the
comment period has closed if it is
possible to do so without incurring
expense or delay. The FAA may change

this proposal in light of the comments
received.

Discussion

The FAA issued an NPRM to amend
14 CFR part 39 to remove AD 2017-02—
07, Amendment 39-18786 (82 FR
10267, February 10, 2017) (“AD 2017—
02—-07"’) and add a new AD. AD 2017—-
02-07 applies to Airbus Helicopters
Model MBB-BK 117 C-2 helicopters,
serial numbers up to and including
9750, and Model MBB-BK 117 D-2
helicopters, serial numbers up to and
including 20110, with a hydraulic
module plate assembly part number
B291M0003103 with a single locking
attachment point installed. AD 2017-
02—-07 requires a repetitive inspection
and a one-time torque of the hydraulic
module plate assembly attachment
points (attachment points). The actions
in AD 2017-02-07 are intended to
prevent failure of an attachment point,
loss of the hydraulic module plate, and
subsequent loss of control of the
helicopter.

The NPRM published in the Federal
Register on December 5, 2017 (82 FR
57390). The NPRM proposed to retain
the initial inspection and torque
requirements of AD 2017-02—07 and
require replacing the single locking
attachment mechanisms with double
locking attachment mechanisms. The
NPRM was prompted by EASA AD No.
2017-0047, dated March 13, 2017,
issued by EASA, which is the Technical
Agent for the Member States of the
European Union, to correct an unsafe
condition on Airbus Helicopters
Deutschland GmbH (formerly
Eurocopter Deutschland GmbH) Model
MBB-BK117 C-2, MBB-BK117 C-2e,
MBB-BK117 D-2 and MBB-BK117 D—
2m helicopters. EASA advises that the
hydraulic plate assembly on certain
MBB-BK117 models has four
attachment points on the fuselage
secured by a single locking mechanism.
According to EASA, a design
reassessment revealed stiffness of the
hydraulic plate may be insufficient to
withstand the in-service loads in the
event one of the four single locking
attachment points fails. The EASA AD
requires a repetitive inspection and one-
time torque tightening of the attachment
points until replacement of the single
locking attachment hardware with
double locking attachment hardware.

Actions Since the NPRM Was Issued

Since the NPRM was issued, Airbus
Helicopters revised its service
information by adding a requirement to
reposition the aft grounding straps and
inspect the clamping effect of the aft
attachment points when the double

locking attachment hardware is
installed. The revised service
information also has an alternative
clamp effect inspection for helicopters
that have previously installed the
double locking attachment hardware.
These additional actions address the
unsafe condition by ensuring the correct
torque is applied and the bolts do not
loosen. The FAA is proposing this
SNPRM to include these additional
actions.

Further, the FAA has corrected an
error in the NPRM proposing to apply
a torque of 9 to 10 Nm to the left-hand
and right-hand nuts of each attachment
point. This torque adjustment is only
necessary for each forward (not aft)
attachment point.

Lastly, the website address for Airbus
Helicopters has also changed. This
website address has been updated
throughout this SNPRM.

Comments

The FAA gave the public the
opportunity to comment on the original
NPRM (82 FR 57390, December 5, 2017).
The FAA received no comments on that
NPRM or on the determination of the
cost to the public.

FAA’s Determination

These helicopters have been approved
by EASA and are approved for operation
in the United States. Pursuant to the
FAA'’s bilateral agreement with the
European Union, EASA has notified the
FAA of the unsafe condition described
in its AD. The FAA is proposing this
SNPRM after evaluating all information
provided by EASA and determining the
unsafe condition exists and is likely to
exist or develop on other helicopters of
these same type designs. Certain
changes described above expand the
scope of the original NPRM. As a result,
the FAA has determined that it is
necessary to reopen the comment period
to provide additional opportunity for
the public to comment on this SNPRM.

Related Service Information Under 1
CFR Part 51

The FAA reviewed Airbus Helicopters
Alert Service Bulletin (ASB) No. ASB
MBB-BK117 C-2-29A—003 for Model
MBB-BK 117 C-2 helicopters and ASB
No. ASB MBB-BK117 D-2-29A-001 for
Model MBB-BK 117 D-2 helicopters,
both Revision 3 and dated December 19,
2017. Until the attachment points are
modified with double locking
attachment mechanisms, this service
information specifies a repetitive visual
inspection for condition and correct
installation of the attachment points and
replacing the affected parts if there is a
crack. This service information also


https://www.airbus.com/helicopters/services/technical-support.html
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specifies a tightening torque check of
the forward attachment points after the
initial inspection and replacing the
affected parts if torque cannot be
applied. This service information
specifies procedures to replace the
single locking attachment hardware
with double locking attachment
hardware.

For certain helicopters with a
hydraulic module plate assembly with
the double locking attachment hardware
installed, this revision of the service
information contains procedures to
inspect the clamping effect of the aft
attachment points and torque tightening
the screw joints (bolts). If a bolt can be
turned while applying this torque, the
service information specifies
instructions to replace the split pin,
washer, and self-locking castellated nut,
check the bolt for wear and replace it if
necessary, change the position of the aft
grounding strap, check the electrical
bonding, and apply PU-Lacquer to the
grounding connection.

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.

Other Related Service Information

The FAA also reviewed Airbus
Helicopters ASB No. ASB MBB-BK117
C-2-29A-003 for Model MBB-BK 117
C-2 helicopters and ASB No. ASB
MBB-BK117 D-2-29A-001 for Model
MBB-BK 117 D-2 helicopters, both
Revision 1 and dated October 14, 2016,
and both Revision 2 and dated February
1, 2017. Revisions 1 and 2 of this service
information contain the same visual
inspection and torque tightening check
procedures as Revision 3. Revision 2 of
this service information adds the
procedures to replace the single locking
attachment hardware with double
locking attachment hardware and
contains the same forward locking
attachment hardware replacement
procedures as Revision 3.

Proposed Requirements of the SNPRM

For helicopters with a hydraulic
module plate assembly with the single
locking attachment hardware installed,
this proposed AD would require, within
100 hours time-in-service (TIS),
performing a visual inspection of each
attachment point of the hydraulic
module plate assembly for a crack and
proper installation, and applying torque
to the nuts of each forward attachment
point. Within 300 hours TIS, this
proposed AD would require replacing
each single locking attachment point
mechanism with a double locking
attachment point mechanism.

For helicopters with a hydraulic
module plate assembly with double
locking attachment hardware installed
in accordance with Airbus Helicopters
ASB No. ASB MBB-BK117 C-2—-29A—
003 or ASB No. ASB MBB-BK117 D-2—
29A-001, both Revision 2 and dated
February 1, 2017, this proposed AD
would require, within 300 hours TIS,
inspecting the clamping effect of the aft
joints and torque tightening the bolts. If
a bolt can be turned while applying
torque, this proposed AD would require
removing the split pin and self-locking
castellated nut from service, inspecting
the bolt for wear and replacing it if
necessary, repositioning the aft
grounding strap to the opposite side of
the attachment point, replacing the
washer, installing a new self-locking
castellated nut, inspecting the electrical
bonding, installing a new split pin, and
applying lacquer to the grounding
connection.

Differences Between This SNPRM and
the EASA AD

The EASA AD specifies performing
the visual inspection of each attachment
point at intervals not exceeding 400
flight hours. This proposed AD would
not require a repetitive inspection. This
proposed AD would require the
replacement of each single locking
attachment point mechanism with a
double locking attachment point
mechanism within 300 hours TIS
instead, which would make subsequent
inspections unnecessary. Since EASA
has not revised or superseded its AD to
incorporate Revision 3 of the service
information, the EASA AD does not
require inspecting the clamping effect of
the aft joints, torque tightening the bolts,
and corrective action if necessary for
helicopters with a hydraulic module
plate assembly with double locking
attachment hardware installed in
accordance with Airbus Helicopters
ASB No. ASB MBB-BK117 C-2-29A-
003 or ASB No. ASB MBB-BK117 D-2—
29A-001, both Revision 2 and dated
February 1, 2017.

Costs of Compliance

The FAA estimates that this proposed
AD affects 167 helicopters of U.S.
Registry. The FAA estimates that
operators may incur the following costs
in order to comply with this AD. The
FAA estimates the cost of labor at $85
per work-hour.

Visually inspecting the four
attachment points would take about
0.75 work-hour for an estimated cost of
$64 per helicopter and $10,688 for the
U.S. fleet. Inspecting the torque of the
four attachment points would take about
0.25 work-hour for an estimated cost of

$21 per helicopter and $3,507 for the
U.S. fleet. Replacing any of the
attachment point parts would take a
minimal amount of time and parts
would cost about $48 per attachment
point. Installing four double locking
attachment point mechanisms would
take a minimal amount of time and parts
would cost about $400 per helicopter
and $66,800 for the U.S. fleet.

For certain double locking attachment
hardware aft joints, inspecting the
clamping effect and applying torque
would take about 1 work-hour for an
estimated cost of $85 per helicopter. If
required, inspecting and replacing parts,
repositioning the aft grounding strap,
inspecting the electrical bonding, and
applying lacquer to the grounding
connection would take about 0.5 work-
hour and parts would cost about $15 for
an estimated cost of $58 per helicopter.

According to Airbus Helicopters’
service information, some of the costs of
this proposed AD may be covered under
warranty, thereby reducing the cost
impact on affected individuals. The
FAA does not control warranty coverage
by Airbus Helicopters. Accordingly, the
FAA has included all costs in this 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.

The FAA is 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

The FAA determined that this
proposed AD would not have federalism
implications under Executive Order
13132. This proposed AD would not
have a substantial direct effect on the
States, on the relationship between the
national Government and the States, or
on the distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government.
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For the reasons discussed, I certify
this proposed regulation:

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

2. Will not affect intrastate aviation in
Alaska, and

3. 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
removing airworthiness directive (AD)
2017-02-07, Amendment 39-18786 (82
FR 10267, February 10, 2017), and
adding the following new AD:

Airbus Helicopters Deutschland GmbH:
Docket No. FAA-2017-1123; Product
Identifier 2017-SW-013—-AD.

(a) Applicability

This AD applies to Airbus Helicopters

Deutschland GmbH Model MBB-BK 117 C—

2 helicopters, serial numbers up to and

including 9750, and Airbus Helicopters

Deutschland GmbH Model MBB-BK 117 D-

2 helicopters, serial numbers up to and

including 20110, certificated in any category,

with a hydraulic module plate assembly part
number B291M0003103 with a single locking
attachment point installed or with a double
locking attachment point installed before the
effective date of this AD in accordance with

Airbus Helicopters Alert Service Bulletin

(ASB) No. ASB MBB-BK117 C-2-29A-003

(ASB MBB-BK117 C-2—-29A-003 Rev 2) or

ASB No. ASB MBB-BK117 D-2-29A-001

(ASB MBB-BK117 D-2—-29A—-001 Rev 2),

both Revision 2 and dated February 1, 2017,

as applicable to your model helicopter.

(b) Unsafe Condition

This AD defines the unsafe condition as
failure of a hydraulic module plate assembly
attachment point (attachment point). This
condition could result in loss of the
hydraulic module plate and subsequent loss
of control of the helicopter.

(c) Affected ADs

This AD replaces 2017—-02—07, Amendment
39-18786 (82 FR 10267, February 10, 2017).

(d) Comments Due Date

The FAA must receive comments by April
27, 2020.

(e) 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.

(f) Required Actions

Comply with either paragraphs (f)(1) and
(2) of this AD, or paragraph (f)(3) of this AD,
as applicable to your helicopter.

(1) For helicopters with a hydraulic
module plate assembly with a single locking
attachment hardware installed, within 100
hours time-in-service (TIS):

(i) Visually inspect the split pins,
castellated nuts, plugs, nuts, and hexagon
bolts of each attachment point for a crack and
for proper installation by following the
Accomplishment Instructions, paragraphs
3.B.1.3.a. through 3.B.1.3.d., of Airbus
Helicopters ASB No. ASB MBB-BK117 C-2—
29A-003 (ASB MBB-BK117 C-2-29A-003
Rev 3) or Airbus Helicopters ASB No. ASB
MBB-BK117 D-2-29A-001 (ASB MBB—
BK117 D—2-29A-001 Rev 3), both Revision 3
and dated December 19, 2017, as applicable
to your model helicopter. Replace any part
that has a crack before further flight. If the
split pins, castellated nuts, or hexagon bolts
are not as depicted in Figures 1 and 2 of ASB
MBB-BK117 C-2-29A—-003 Rev 3 or ASB
MBB-BK117 D-2-29A-001 Rev 3, before
further flight, properly install them.

(ii) Apply a torque of 9 to 10 Nm to the
left-hand (LH) and right-hand (RH) nuts of
each forward attachment point. If a torque of
9 to 10 Nm cannot be applied, replace the
affected nut before further flight.

(2) For helicopters with a hydraulic
module plate assembly with a single locking
attachment hardware installed, within 300
hours TIS:

(i) Replace each forward single locking
attachment hardware with double locking
attachment hardware by following the
Accomplishment Instructions, paragraphs
3.B.3.3. through 3.B.3.6. on page 11 of ASB
MBB-BK117 C-2-29A-003 Rev 3 or ASB
MBB-BK117 D-2-29A-001 Rev 3, as
applicable to your model helicopter, except
you are not required to discard old parts.

(ii) Replace each aft single locking
attachment hardware with double locking
attachment hardware and reposition the LH
and RH aft grounding straps by following the
Accomplishment Instructions, paragraphs
3.B.3.1. through 3.B.3.7. on page 13 of ASB
MBB-BK117 C-2-29A-003 Rev 3 or ASB
MBB-BK117 D-2-29A-001 Rev 3, as
applicable to your model helicopter, except
you are not required to discard old parts.

(3) If you have replaced the attachment
hardware with double locking attachment
hardware before the effective date of this AD
in accordance with ASB MBB-BK117 C-2—
29A-003 Rev 2 or ASB MBB-BK117 D-2—
29A-001 Rev 2, as applicable to your model
helicopter: Within 300 hours TIS, inspect the
clamping effect of the LH and RH aft screw
joints (bolts) of the hydraulic module plate
by following the Accomplishment
Instructions, paragraph 3.B.5., of ASB MBB—

BK117 C-2-29A-003 Rev 3 or ASB MBB—
BK117 D-2-29A-001 Rev 3, as applicable to
your model helicopter, except you are not
required to discard old parts.

Note 1 to paragraph (f)(3) of this AD:
Airbus Helicopters refers to bolts as “screw
joints.”

(g) Credit for Previous Actions

Actions accomplished before the effective
date of this AD in accordance with the
procedures specified in the following are
considered acceptable for compliance with
the corresponding actions in paragraph (f)(1)
of this AD:

(1) AD 2017-02—-07, Amendment 39-18786
(82 FR 10267, February 10, 2017).

(2) Airbus Helicopters ASB No. ASB MBB—
BK117 C-2-29A—-003, Revision 1, dated
October 14, 2016.

(3) Airbus Helicopters ASB No. ASB MBB—
BK117 C-2-29A—-003, Revision 2, dated
February 1, 2017.

(4) Airbus Helicopters ASB No. ASB MBB—
BK117 D-2-29A—-001, Revision 1, dated
October 14, 2016.

(5) Airbus Helicopters ASB No. ASB MBB—
BK117 D-2-29A-001, Revision 2, dated
February 1, 2017.

(h) Alternative Methods of Compliance
(AMOCs)

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

(2) For operations conducted under a 14
CFR part 119 operating certificate or under
14 CFR part 91, subpart K, the FAA suggests
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.

(i) Additional Information

(1) Airbus Helicopters ASB No. ASB MBB—
BK117 C-2-29A-003 and ASB No. ASB
MBB-BK117 D-2—-29A-001, both Revision 1
and dated October 14, 2016, and both
Revision 2 and dated February 1, 2017,
which are not incorporated by reference,
contain additional information about the
subject of this AD. For service information
identified in this AD, contact Airbus
Helicopters, 2701 N Forum Drive, Grand
Prairie, TX 75052; telephone 972-641-0000
or 800—-232-0323; fax 972—-641-3775; or at
https://www.airbus.com/helicopters/services/
technical-support.html. You may view a copy
of the service information at the FAA, Office
of the Regional Counsel, Southwest Region,
10101 Hillwood Pkwy., Room 6N-321, Fort
Worth, TX 76177.

(2) The subject of this AD is addressed in
European Aviation Safety Agency (EASA) AD
No. 2017-0047, dated March 13, 2017. You
may view the EASA AD on the internet at
https://www.regulations.gov in Docket No.
FAA-2017-1123.
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(j) Subject
Joint Aircraft Service Component (JASC)
Code: 2900, Hydraulic Power System.
Issued in Fort Worth, Texas, on February
14, 2020.
Lance T. Gant,

Director, Compliance & Airworthiness
Division, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 2020-03932 Filed 2—26—20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. FAA-2020-0103; Product
Identifier 2019-NM-149-AD]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; The Boeing
Company Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: The FAA proposes to
supersede Airworthiness Directive (AD)
2012-21-08, which applies to certain
The Boeing Company Model 737-600,
—700, —=700C, —800, and —900 series
airplanes. AD 2012—-21-08 requires
inspecting for part numbers of the
operational program software (OPS) of
the flight control computers (FCCs) and
installing and testing an updated
version of the FCC OPS. Since the FAA
issued AD 2012-21-08, the FAA has
determined that there is a new unsafe
condition which must be addressed by
an updated version of the FCC OPS.
This proposed AD would retain the
requirement to inspect for part numbers
of the OPS of the FCCs, and add a new
requirement to update the version of the
FCC OPS if necessary. This proposed
AD would also expand the applicability
to include The Boeing Company Model
737—-900ER series airplanes. The FAA is
proposing this AD to address the unsafe
condition on these products.

DATES: The FAA must receive comments
on this proposed AD by April 13, 2020.
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
https://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 Boeing Commercial
Airplanes, Attention: Contractual & Data
Services (C&DS), 2600 Westminster
Blvd., MC 110-SK57, Seal Beach, CA
90740-5600; telephone 562—-797-1717;
internet https://
www.myboeingfleet.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.
It is also available on the internet at
https://www.regulations.gov by
searching for and locating Docket No.
FAA-2020-0103.

Examining the AD Docket

You may examine the AD docket on
the internet at https://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2020—
0103; 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 is
listed above. Comments will be
available in the AD docket shortly after
receipt.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
David Sumner, Aerospace Engineer,
Systems and Equipment Section, FAA,
Seattle ACO Branch, 2200 South 216th
St., Des Moines, WA 98198; phone and
fax: 206—231-3538; email:
david.sumner@faa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Comments Invited

The FAA invites 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-2020-0103; Product
Identifier 2019-NM-149-AD" at the
beginning of your comments. The FAA
specifically invites comments on the
overall regulatory, economic,
environmental, and energy aspects of
this NPRM. The FAA will consider all
comments received by the closing date
and may amend this NPRM because of
those comments.

The FAA will post all comments,
without change, to https://
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information you provide. The

FAA will also post a report
summarizing each substantive verbal
contact the agency receives about this
proposed AD.

Discussion

The FAA issued AD 2012-21-08,
Amendment 39-17224 (77 FR 64711,
October 23, 2012) (“AD 2012-21-08"),
for certain The Boeing Company Model
737-600, =700, —=700C, —800, and —900
series airplanes. AD 2012-21-08
requires inspecting for part numbers of
the OPS of the FCCs and installing and
testing an updated version of the FCC
OPS. AD 2012-21-08 resulted from
reports of undetected erroneous output
from a single radio altimeter channel,
which resulted in premature
autothrottle retard during approach. The
FAA issued AD 2012-21-08 to address
this condition, which, if not detected
and corrected, could result in the loss of
automatic speed control, and
consequent loss of control of the
airplane.

Actions Since AD 2012-21-08 Was
Issued

Since the FAA issued AD 2012-21—
08, the FAA has received reports that
during autopilot coupled Instrument
Landing System (ILS) approaches, the
airplane did not capture or track the
glideslope correctly. This caused
airplanes to continue descending below
the glideslope without any fault
indication from the autopilot system.
The problems were reported with the
autopilot engaged while attempting to
capture the glideslope from above, with
a high descent rate greater than 2,000
feet per minute and late arming of
approach mode. The high descent rate is
maintained by the autopilot and can
result in the airplane descending below
the glideslope beam, which requires the
flight crew to correct the problem
manually. Boeing has developed an
upgrade to the FCC OPS for certain
affected airplanes equipped with
Rockwell Collins FCCs that corrects the
glideslope capture problem. The FAA is
proposing this AD to address this
condition, which can result in
controlled flight into terrain on
airplanes that do not have the upgraded
FCC OPS installed.

Related Service Information Under 1
CFR Part 51

The FAA reviewed Boeing Alert
Requirements Bulletin 737-22A1322
RB, dated November 21, 2018. The
service information describes
procedures for installing and testing an
updated version of the FCC OPS.

This proposed AD would also require
Boeing Alert Service Bulletin 737—
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22A1211, dated April 13, 2010, and
Boeing Alert Service Bulletin 737—
22A1224, dated May 18, 2012, which
the Director of the Federal Register
approved for incorporation by reference
as of November 27, 2012 (77 FR 64711,
October 23, 2012).

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

The FAA is proposing this AD
because the FAA evaluated all the
relevant information and determined
the unsafe condition described
previously is likely to exist or develop
in other products of the same type
design.

Proposed AD Requirements

This proposed AD would retain
certain requirements of AD 2012-21-08.
This proposed AD would expand the
applicability of AD 2012-21-08 to
include The Boeing Company Model
737—900ER series airplanes. This
proposed AD would also require
accomplishment of the actions specified
in the Accomplishment Instructions of
Boeing Alert Requirements Bulletin
737—22A1322 RB, dated November 21,
2018, described previously, except as
discussed under ‘“Differences Between
this Proposed AD and the Service
Information,” and except for any
differences identified as exceptions in
the regulatory text of this proposed AD.

For information on the procedures
and compliance times, see this service
information at https://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2020—
0103.

Explanation of Requirements Bulletin

The FAA worked in conjunction with
industry, under the Airworthiness
Directive Implementation Aviation
Rulemaking Committee (AD ARC), to
enhance the AD system. One
enhancement is a process for annotating
which steps in the service information
are “‘required for compliance” (RC) with
an AD. Boeing has implemented this RC
concept into Boeing service bulletins.

In an effort to further improve the
quality of ADs and AD-related Boeing
service information, a joint process
improvement initiative was worked
between the FAA and Boeing. The
initiative resulted in the development of
a new process in which the service
information more clearly identifies the
actions needed to address the unsafe
condition in the “Accomplishment
Instructions.” The new process results
in a Boeing Requirements Bulletin,
which contains only the actions needed
to address the unsafe condition (i.e.,
only the RC actions).

Differences Between This Proposed AD
and the Service Information

The effectivity of Boeing Alert
Requirements Bulletin 737-22A1322
RB, dated November 21, 2018, is limited
to The Boeing Company Model 737—
600, —700, —700C, —800, —900, and

900ER series airplanes, line numbers
1270, 1272, and 1278 through 7153
inclusive in one group. Because the
affected software versions are rotable
among the airplanes affected by this
proposed AD, the FAA has determined
that these parts could later be installed
on airplanes that were initially
delivered with acceptable software
versions, thereby subjecting those
airplanes to the unsafe condition.
Therefore, the applicability of this
proposed AD includes all The Boeing
Company Model 737-600, —700, —700C,
—800, —900, and 900ER series airplanes.
The FAA has confirmed with Boeing
that the Accomplishment Instructions in
Boeing Alert Requirements Bulletin
737—22A1322 RB, dated November 21,
2018, are applicable to the expanded
group of airplanes.

Boeing Alert Requirements Bulletin
737—22A1322 RB, dated November 21,
2018, specifies that certain airplane line
numbers must accomplish an update of
the FCC OPS. However, this AD requires
that only airplanes equipped with
Rockwell Collins FCCs installed with
FCC OPS version P8.0 or P9.0 must
accomplish an update of the FCC OPS
in accordance with the Accomplishment
Instructions of Boeing Alert
Requirements Bulletin 737-22A1322
RB, dated November 21, 2018.

Costs of Compliance

The FAA estimates that this proposed
AD affects 520 airplanes of U.S. registry.
The FAA estimates the following costs
to comply with this proposed AD:

ESTIMATED COSTS FOR REQUIRED ACTIONS

: Cost per
Action Labor cost Parts cost product Cost on U.S. operators
Inspection and installation (retained | 3 work-hours x $85 per hour = $0 $255 | $52,785 (based on 207 affected
actions from AD 2012-21-08). $255 per inspection. airplanes).
Part number inspection (new pro- | 1 work-hour x $85 per hour = $85 0 85 | $44,200.
posed action).

The FAA estimates the following
costs to do any necessary on-condition

actions that would be required. The
FAA has no way of determining the

number of aircraft that might need these
on-condition actions:

ESTIMATED COSTS OF ON-CONDITION COSTS

: Cost per
Action Labor cost Parts cost product
Install upgraded SOftWare .........ccccocevevreerercennneeienns 1 work-hour x $85 per hour = $85 ........ccccvvecveeveneennen. $0 $85

According to the manufacturer, all of
the costs of this proposed AD may be
covered under warranty, thereby
reducing the cost impact on affected
individuals. The FAA does not control
warranty coverage for affected

individuals. As a result, the FAA has
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.
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The FAA is 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

The FAA has 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 that the proposed regulation:

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

(2) Will not affect intrastate aviation
in Alaska, and

(3) 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

removing Airworthiness Directive (AD)

2012-21-08, Amendment 39-17224 (77

FR 64711, October 23, 2012), and

adding the following new AD:

The Boeing Company Airplanes: Docket No.
FAA-2020-0103; Product Identifier
2019-NM—-149-AD.

(a) Comments Due Date

The FAA must receive comments on this
AD action by April 13, 2020.

(b) Affected ADs

This AD replaces AD 2012-21-08,
Amendment 39-17224 (77 FR 64711, October
23, 2012).

(c) Applicability
This AD applies to all The Boeing
Company Model 737-600, —700, —700C,

—800, —900, and —900ER series airplanes,
certificated in any category.

(d) Subject

Air Transport Association (ATA) of
America Code 22, Auto flight.

(e) Unsafe Condition

This AD was prompted by reports that
during autopilot coupled instrument landing
(ILS) approaches, the airplane did not
capture or track the glideslope correctly. The
FAA is issuing this AD to address this
condition, which could allow the airplane to
descend below the glideslope beam and
result in controlled flight into terrain.

() Compliance

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

(g) Retained Part Numbers Inspection, With
Revised Paragraph References and Removed
Terminating Action

This paragraph restates the requirements of
paragraph (h) of AD 2012-21-08, with
revised paragraph references and removed
terminating action. For The Boeing Company
Model 737-600, =700, —700C, —800, and —900
series airplanes, certificated in any category;
delivered with the Rockwell Collins
Enhanced Digital Flight Control System
(EDFCS), as identified in the variable number
table in Section 1.A.1., Effectivity, of Boeing
Alert Service Bulletin 737-22A1211, dated
April 13, 2010, and not defined by the
“Group 1 description in Section 1.A. of
Boeing Alert Service Bulletin 737-22A1211,
dated April 13, 2010: Within 3 months after
November 27, 2012 (the effective date of AD
2012-21-08), inspect to determine the part
number of the operational program software
(OPS) of the flight control computers (FCCs),
in accordance with the Accomplishment
Instructions of Boeing Alert Service Bulletin
737-22A1211, dated April 13, 2010, and
install the software as required by paragraph
(g)(1) of this AD, or verify that the software
is installed as specified by paragraph (g)(2) of
this AD, as applicable.

(1) For any OPS having a part number
identified in table 1 of the Accomplishment
Instructions of Boeing Alert Service Bulletin
737-22A1211, dated April 13, 2010: Before
further flight, do the actions specified in
paragraph (g)(1)(i) or (ii), as applicable.

(i) Install software identified in table 2 of
the Accomplishment Instructions of Boeing
Alert Service Bulletin 737-22A1211, dated
April 13, 2010, in accordance with the
Accomplishment Instructions of Boeing Alert
Service Bulletin 737-22A1211, dated April
13, 2010.

(ii) Install software identified in table 2 of
the Accomplishment Instructions of Boeing
Alert Service Bulletin 737-22A1224, dated
May 18, 2012.

(2) For any OPS having a part number
identified in table 2 of the Accomplishment
Instructions of Boeing Alert Service Bulletin
737-22A1211, dated April 13, 2010; or in
table 2 of the Accomplishment Instructions
of Boeing Alert Service Bulletin 737—
22A1224, dated May 18, 2012: No further
action is required by this paragraph.

(h) Retained Optional Software Installation,
With Revised Paragraph References

This paragraph restates the requirements of
paragraph (i) of AD 2012—-21-08, with revised
paragraph references. Installing a version of
the FCC OPS approved after May 18, 2012
(the issue date of Boeing Alert Service
Bulletin 737—22A1224) terminates the
requirements of paragraph (g) of this AD,
provided that the conditions specified in
paragraphs (h)(1) and (2) of this AD are met.

(1) The version of the FCC OPS must be
approved by the Manager, Seattle ACO
Branch, FAA; the Manager, Boeing Aviation
Safety Oversight Office (BASOO), FAA; or
The Boeing Company Organization
Designation Authorization (ODA). If
approved by the ODA, the approval must
include the ODA-authorized signature.

(2) The installation must be done in
accordance with a method approved by the
Manager, Seattle ACO, FAA; the Manager,
BASOO, FAA; or The Boeing Company ODA.
If approved by the ODA, the approval must
include the ODA-authorized signature.

(i) New Requirement of This AD: Inspection

For all airplanes: Within 12 months after
the effective date of this AD, inspect to
determine the FCC OPS vendor and version
installed on FCC A and FCC B. A review of
airplane maintenance records is acceptable in
lieu of this inspection if the FCC OPS vendor
and version can be conclusively determined
from that review.

(j) New Requirement of This AD: Software
Installation

(1) For airplanes equipped with Rockwell
Collins FCCs with FCC OPS version P8.0 or
P9.0 software: Within 12 months after the
effective date of this AD, do all applicable
actions identified in, and in accordance with,
the Accomplishment Instructions of Boeing
Alert Requirements Bulletin 737-22A1322
RB, dated November 21, 2018.

Note 1 to paragraph (j)(1): Guidance for
accomplishing the actions required by
paragraph (j)(1) of this AD can be found in
Boeing Alert Service Bulletin 737-22A1322,
dated November 21, 2018, which is referred
to in Boeing Alert Requirements Bulletin
737—22A1322 RB, dated November 21, 2018.

(2) For airplanes not equipped with
Rockwell Collins FCCs with FCC OPS
version P8.0 or P9.0 software: No further
action is required by this paragraph.

(k) New Requirement of This AD: Parts
Installation Prohibition

For all airplanes: As of the effective date

of this AD, no person may install Rockwell

Collins FCC OPS software version P1.0, P2.0,
P3.0, P8.0, or P9.0, on any airplane.
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(1) Alternative Methods of Compliance
(AMOCs)

(1) The Manager, Seattle ACO 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 manager of the
certification office, send it to the attention of
the person identified in paragraph (m)(1) of
this AD. Information may be emailed to: 9-
ANM-Seattle-ACO-AMOC-Requests@faa.gov.

(2) Before using any approved AMOC,
notify your appropriate principal inspector,
or lacking a principal inspector, the manager
of the local flight standards district office/
certificate holding district office.

(3) An AMOC that provides an acceptable
level of safety may be used for any repair,
modification, or alteration required by this
AD if it is approved by The Boeing Company
ODA that has been authorized by the
Manager, Seattle ACO Branch, FAA, to make
those findings. To be approved, the repair
method, modification deviation, or alteration
deviation must meet the certification basis of
the airplane, and the approval must
specifically refer to this AD.

(m) Related Information

(1) For more information about this AD,
contact David Sumner, Aerospace Engineer,
Systems and Equipment Section, FAA,
Seattle ACO Branch, 2200 South 216th St.,
Des Moines, WA 98198; phone and fax: 206—
231-3538; email: david.sumner@faa.gov.

(2) For service information identified in
this AD, contact Boeing Commercial
Airplanes, Attention: Contractual & Data
Services (C&DS), 2600 Westminster Blvd.,
MC 110-SK57, Seal Beach, CA 90740-5600;
telephone 562-797-1717; internet https://
www.myboeingfleet.com. You may view this
referenced 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 on February 18, 2020.
Gaetano A. Sciortino,

Deputy Director for Strategic Initiatives,
Compliance & Airworthiness Division,
Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 2020-03904 Filed 2—26-20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

ACTION: Proposed priorities,
requirements, definitions, and selection
criteria.

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

34 CFR Chapter Il
[Docket ID ED-2019-OESE-0142]

Proposed Priorities, Requirements,
Definitions, and Selection Criteria—
Indian Education Discretionary Grants
Programs—Native American Language
(NAL@ED) Program

AGENCY: Office of Elementary and
Secondary Education, Department of
Education.

SUMMARY: The Assistant Secretary for
Elementary and Secondary Education
proposes priorities, requirements,
definitions, and selection criteria for the
Native American Language (NAL@ED)
program, Catalog of Federal Domestic
Assistance (CFDA) number 84.415B. We
may use one or more of these priorities,
requirements, definitions, and selection
criteria for competitions in fiscal year
(FY) 2020 and later years. We take this
action to support the development,
improvement, expansion, or
maintenance of programs that support
elementary or secondary schools in
using Native American and Alaska
Native languages as the primary
language of instruction.

DATES: We must receive your comments
on or before March 30, 2020.
ADDRESSES: Submit your comments
through the Federal eRulemaking Portal
or via postal mail, commercial delivery,
or hand delivery. We will not accept
comments submitted by fax or by email
or those submitted after the comment
period. To ensure that we do not receive
duplicate copies, please submit your
comments only once. In addition, please
include the Docket ID at the top of your
comments.

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
www.regulations.gov to submit your
comments electronically. Information
on using Regulations.gov, including
instructions for accessing agency
documents, submitting comments, and
viewing the docket, is available on the
site under “Help.”

e Postal Mail, Commercial Delivery,
or Hand Delivery: If you mail or deliver
your comments, address them to Tanya
Tullos, U.S. Department of Education,
400 Maryland Avenue SW, Room
3W234, Washington, DC 20202-5970.

Privacy Note: The Department’s policy is
to make all comments received from
members of the public available for public
viewing in their entirety on the Federal
eRulemaking Portal at www.regulations.gov.

Therefore, commenters should be
careful to include in their comments
only information that they wish to make
publicly available.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Angela Hernandez-Marshall, U.S.
Department of Education, 400 Maryland
Avenue SW, Room 3W113, Washington,
DC 20202. Telephone: (202) 205-1909.
Email: angela.hernandez-marshall@
ed.gov.

If you use a telecommunications
device for the deaf (TDD) or a text
telephone (TTY), call the Federal Relay

Service (FRS), toll free, at 1-800-877—
8339.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Invitation to Comment: We invite you
to submit comments regarding the
proposed priorities, requirements,
definitions, and selection criteria. To
ensure that your comments have
maximum effect in developing the
notice of final priorities, requirements,
definitions, and selection criteria, we
urge you to identify clearly the
proposed priority, requirement,
definition, or selection criterion that
each comment addresses.

We invite you to assist us in
complying with the specific
requirements of Executive Orders
12866, 13563, and 13771 and their
overall requirement of reducing
regulatory burden that might result from
these proposed priorities, requirements,
definitions, and selection criteria. Please
let us know of any further ways we
could reduce potential costs or increase
potential benefits while preserving the
effective and efficient administration of
this program.

During and after the comment period,
you may inspect all public comments
about the proposed priorities,
requirements, definitions, and selection
criteria by accessing Regulations.gov.
You may also inspect the comments in
person at 400 Maryland Avenue SW,
Washington, DC, between the hours of
9:30 a.m. and 4:00 p.m., Eastern Time,
Monday through Friday of each week
except Federal holidays.

Assistance to Individuals With
Disabilities in Reviewing the
Rulemaking Record: On request, we will
provide an appropriate accommodation
or auxiliary aid to an individual with a
disability who needs assistance to
review the comments or other
documents in the public rulemaking
record for the proposed priorities,
requirements, definitions, and selection
criteria. If you want to schedule an
appointment for this type of
accommodation or auxiliary aid, please
contact the person listed under FOR
FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT.

Purpose of Program: The purposes of
this program are to (1) support schools
that use Native American and Alaska
Native languages as the primary
language of instruction; (2) maintain,
protect, and promote the rights and
freedom of Native Americans and
Alaska Natives to use, practice,
maintain, and revitalize their languages,
as envisioned in the Native American
Languages Act of 1990 (25 U.S.C. 2901
et seq.); and (3) support the Nation’s
First Peoples’ efforts to maintain and
revitalize their languages and cultures,


mailto:9-ANM-Seattle-ACO-AMOC-Requests@faa.gov
mailto:9-ANM-Seattle-ACO-AMOC-Requests@faa.gov
mailto:angela.hernandez-marshall@ed.gov
mailto:angela.hernandez-marshall@ed.gov
https://www.myboeingfleet.com
https://www.myboeingfleet.com
mailto:david.sumner@faa.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov

Federal Register/Vol. 85, No. 39/ Thursday, February 27, 2020/Proposed Rules

11323

and to improve educational
opportunities and student outcomes
within Native American and Alaska
Native communities.

Program Authority: Section 6133 of
the Elementary and Secondary
Education Act of 1965, as amended
(ESEA) (20 U.S.C. 7453).

Background: The NAL@ED program
was first authorized in late 2015 by the
Every Student Succeeds Act, which also
reauthorized the ESEA. For the first
NAL@ED competition, held in FY 2017,
we waived notice-and-comment
rulemaking, as permitted under section
437(d)(1) of the General Education
Provisions Act, to establish priorities,
definitions, and requirements consistent
with the statute, after holding Tribal
consultations in order to gather
feedback about how the new program
should be implemented. We published
the notice inviting applications (NIA)
for the FY 2017 competition on May 4,
2017 (82 FR 20869). We propose in this
document to retain some of the
definitions and requirements from the
FY 2017 competition. Note that the
terms “Native American” and ‘‘Native
American language” are defined in the
statute to include Alaska Native people
and languages. Thus, in this document
when we use the term ‘“Native
American” it includes Alaska Natives.

Under section 6133(b)(2) of the ESEA,
any of the following entities that has a
plan to develop and maintain, or to
improve and expand, programs that
support the entity’s use of a Native
American or Alaska Native language as
the primary language of instruction in
elementary schools or secondary
schools, or both, is eligible for grants
under the NAL@ED program:

(a) An Indian Tribe.

(b) A Tribal College or University
(TCU).

(c) A Tribal education agency.

(d) A local educational agency (LEA),
including a public charter school that is
an LEA under State law.

(e) A school operated by the Bureau
of Indian Education (BIE).

(f) An Alaska Native Regional
Corporation (as described in section 3(g)
of the Alaska Native Claims Settlement
Act (43 U.S.C. 1602(g))).

(g) A private, Tribal, or Alaska Native
nonprofit organization.

(h) A non-Tribal for-profit
organization.

In this document, the Assistant
Secretary proposes four priorities as
well as definitions, requirements, and
selection criteria for this program to
clarify new and existing requirements
and to govern future grant competitions.
The proposed definitions and one of the
proposed priorities in this document are

the same as those used in the FY 2017
competition, but three of the four
proposed priorities, the proposed
requirements, and all but three
proposed selection factors in this
document are new. Additionally, one
statutory requirement calls on the
Department to ensure that a diversity in
languages exists among funded
applicants. The Explanatory Statement
to the Department of Education
Appropriations Act, 2020, further
emphasized Congress’s interest in
ensuring this program supports the most
extensive possible geographical
distribution and language diversity. To
adhere to the statutory requirement and
respond to the Explanatory Statement,
the Department will take steps to
minimize the dominance of one
language represented among funded
awards, and we are specifically asking
for public input on how best to
implement this requirement.

We note that there are some statutory
definitions that will govern future
NAL@ED competitions. For ease of
reference and so that the public is able
to understand the definitions that will
govern the competition and program, we
have included those that are most
relevant to NAL@ED applicants and
grantees in this notice of proposed
priorities, requirements, definitions, and
selection criteria (NPP), but we are not
seeking public comment on those
provisions.

Tribal Consultation: Prior to
developing these proposed priorities,
requirements, definitions, and selection
criteria, the Department held a Tribal
consultation on April 4, 2019, in
Traverse City, Michigan. The
consultation was also accessible online
through a webinar. The Department
announced this Tribal consultation
through its external stakeholder listserv
that includes Tribal leaders, Tribal
educational agencies, Tribal
organizations, Office of Indian
Education discretionary and formula
grantees, and national organizations
representing Tribal communities.

The Department sought feedback from
Tribal officials on the program broadly
and on a series of topics. First, the
Department sought feedback on
potential priorities that would govern
future NAL@ED competitions, including
priorities for different types of
applicants such as: Applicants
proposing new Native American
language programs, applicants
proposing to expand existing programs,
applicants representing State-funded
programs, and applicants representing
Tribally-funded programs. Noting that
these different types of applicants
would have different levels of capacity

to implement Native American language
programs, participants expressed
support for establishing separate
priorities for new programs versus
existing programs. However, almost no
participants expressed support for
establishing separate priorities for State-
funded versus Tribally-funded schools,
and one participant commented that
some Tribally-funded schools also
operate under State-funded structures
and may not be categorized as one or the
other, potentially creating confusion.

The Department also solicited
feedback from Tribal officials on several
potential requirements that apply to
NALED. First, the Department sought
feedback on how to implement the
statutory requirement in section 6133(d)
of the ESEA to ensure a diversity in
languages among grantees. Several
participants commented that diversity
of languages should be considered based
on language dialect, and not on
language family alone, given the vast
number of Tribes that may be part of
any one language family. The
Department also asked for input on how
to ensure that applicants had sufficient
levels of cooperation among their
proposed partners. Noting the
importance of a strong partnership to a
successful project, nearly all
participants expressed support for
requiring a memorandum of agreement
that describes explicit roles and
responsibilities of each partner. The
Department also sought feedback on
whether NAL@ED grantees should be
required to administer Native American
language proficiency assessments, as
well as whether grantees should be
encouraged to develop Native American
language content assessments.

Proposed Priorities

Background: We propose Proposed
Priority 1, develop and maintain new
Native American language programs,
and Proposed Priority 2, expand and
improve existing programs, due to their
alignment with the legislative purpose
to support both types of programs, and
because during Tribal consultation,
Tribal leaders and their designees
expressed strong support for funding
opportunities for both existing programs
and new programs. A program would be
considered a new program if it has been
in place for not more than three years
prior to the time of application, since a
program in place for less than three
years would likely require more than
just expansion and improvement, but
also development activities. Consistent
with the Explanatory Statement to the
Department of Education
Appropriations Act, 2020, the
Department will give the same
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consideration to applicants that propose
to provide partial immersion schools
and programs as to full immersion, as
the local Tribes, schools, and other
applicants know best what type of
program will most effectively assist
their youth to succeed.

Proposed Priority 3, supporting
project sustainability through the use of
title VI formula grant funds, was used in
the FY 2017 competition. Tribal leaders
supported this priority, and we believe
it would increase the likelihood that
grantees leverage other Department
funding streams that share the same
legislative intent of promoting Native
language and culture.

Finally, Proposed Priority 4,
preference for Indian applicants,
expands on section 6143 of the ESEA,
which calls for preference for certain
Indian entities, by including BIE schools
among the entities granted a preference.
In addition, Proposed Priority 4 uses the
term ““Tribal College or University
(TCU),” as defined in the ESEA, rather
than “Indian institution of higher
education.” As a result, Proposed
Priority 4 would provide a more
expansive “Indian preference’” and
ensure greater consistency with the
program’s statutory list of eligible
entities.

Proposed Priority 1—Develop and
Maintain New Native American
Language Programs

To meet this priority, an applicant
must propose to develop and maintain
a Native American language
instructional program that—

(a) Will support Native American
language education and development
for Native American students, as well as
provide professional development for
teachers and, as appropriate, staff and
administrators, to strengthen the overall
language and academic goals of the
school that will be served by the project;

(b) Will take place in a school; and

(c) Does not augment or replace a
program of identical scope that was
active within the last three years at the
school(s) to be served.

Proposed Priority 2—Expand and
Improve Existing Native American
Language Programs

To meet this priority, an applicant
must propose to improve and expand a
Native American language instructional
program that—

(a) Will improve and expand Native
American language education and
development for Native American
students, as well as provide professional
development for teachers and, as
appropriate, staff and administrators, to
strengthen the overall language and

academic goals of the school that will be
served by the project;

(b) Will continue to take place in a
school; and

(c) Is currently offered at the school(s)
to be served.

Proposed Priority 3—Support Project
Sustainability With Title VI Indian
Formula Grant Funds

To meet this priority, an applicant or
a partner must receive, or be eligible to
receive, a formula grant under title VI of
the ESEA, and must commit to use all
or part of that formula grant to help
sustain this project after the conclusion
of the grant period. To meet this
priority, an applicant must include in
its application—

(a) A statement that indicates the
school year in which the entity will
begin using title VI formula grant funds
to help support this project;

(b) The percentage of the title VI grant
that will be used for the project, which
must be a substantial percentage of the
recipient’s title VI grant; and

(c) The timeline for obtaining parent
committee input and approval of this
action, if necessary.

Proposed Priority 4—Preference for
Indian Applicants

To meet this priority, an application
must be submitted by an Indian, Indian
organization, Bureau of Indian
Education (BIE) school or Tribal College
or University (TCU) that is eligible to
participate in the NAL@ED program. A
consortium of eligible entities that
meets the requirements of 34 CFR
75.127 through 75.129 and includes an
Indian Tribe, Indian organization, TCU,
or BIE-funded school will also be
considered eligible to meet this priority.
In order to be considered a consortium
application, the application must
include the consortium agreement,
signed by all parties.

Types of Priorities

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

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

Competitive preference priority:
Under a competitive preference priority,
we give competitive preference to an
application by (1) awarding additional
points, depending on the extent to
which the application meets the priority
(34 CFR 75.105(c)(2)(i)); or (2) selecting

an application that meets the priority
over an application of comparable merit
that does not meet the priority (34 CFR
75.105(c)(2)(ii)).

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

Proposed Application Requirements

Background: We propose general
application requirements (General
Requirements) that are based on
statutory language, but that have been
modified to require that applicants
provide the information needed to
establish that they meet the eligibility
requirements. The proposed General
Requirements are similar to
requirements used in the FY 2017
competition. We also propose an
application requirement that involve a
memorandum of agreement. During
Tribal consultation, Tribal leaders and
their designees expressed strong support
for requiring a memorandum of
agreement in cases where an applicant
proposes to work with a partner. The
Department also believes that an
application requirement for a
memorandum of agreement is needed in
response to significant implementation
challenges that current non-LEA
grantees have encountered related to
assessment data collection and
professional development activities as a
result of not having a formal agreement
with the partner LEA. We propose to
require that the memorandum of
agreement be signed and dated no
earlier than four months prior to the
submission of a NAL@ED grant
application to ensure that the
participating partners have established
the agreement, as well as clear roles and
responsibilities, based on the scope of
work being proposed in the application,
and not based on a pre-existing
agreement that was intended to address
goals and objectives outside the scope of
the project.

Third, we propose an application
requirement that LEAs consult with
Indian Tribes or Tribal Organizations.
For applicants that are LEAs that are
subject to section 8538 of the ESEA, we
propose to codify the statutory
requirement that they have consulted
with local Tribes prior to applying.
Consistent with the statutory
requirement, this proposed application
requirement would help ensure
meaningful engagement with and
contributions from the Tribe(s).

Finally, we propose to require that an
applicant provide information in its
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application to describe how it will use
Title VI Indian Education formula grant
funds to sustain the project. This would
promote project stability and assist
applicants in long-term planning.

The Assistant Secretary proposes the
following application requirements for
this program. We may apply one or
more of these requirements in any year
in which this program is in effect.

Proposed Application Requirement 1—
General Requirements

An applicant must include the
following information in its application:

(a) Students to be served. The number
of students to be served by the project
and the grade level(s) of targeted
students in the proposed project.

(b) Pre- and post-assessments.
Whether a pre- and post-assessment of
Native American language proficiency is
available and, if not, whether grant
funds will be used for developing such
assessment.

(c) Program description. A description
of how the eligible entity will support
Native American language education
and development, and provide
professional development for staff, in
order to strengthen the overall language
and academic goals of the school(s) that
will be served by the project; ensure the
implementation of rigorous academic
content that prepares all students for
college and career; and ensure that
students progress toward meeting high-
level fluency goals in the Native
American language.

Proposed Application Requirement 2—
Memorandum of Agreement

Any applicant that proposes to work
with a partner to carry out the proposed
project must include a signed and dated
memorandum of agreement that
describes the roles and responsibilities
of each partner to participate in the
grant, including—

(a) A description of how each partner
will implement the project according to
the timelines described in the grant
application;

(b) The roles and responsibilities of
each partner related to ensuring the data
necessary to report on the Government
Performance and Results Act (GPRA)
indicators; and

(c) The roles and responsibilities of
each partner related to ensuring that
Native American language instructors
can be recruited, retained, and trained,
as appropriate, in a timely manner.

This memorandum of agreement must
be signed no earlier than four months
prior to the date of submission of the
application.

Proposed Application Requirement 3—
LEA Consultation With Indian Tribes
and Tribal Organizations

If an applicant is an affected LEA that
is subject to ESEA section 8538, then
the LEA is required to consult with
appropriate officials from Tribe(s) or
tribal organizations approved by the
Tribes located in the area served by the
LEA prior to its submission of an
application, on the contents of the
application as required under ESEA
section 8538. Affected LEAs are those
that have 50 percent or more of its
student enrollment made up of Native
American students; or received an
Indian education formula grant under
Title VI of the ESEA in the previous
fiscal year that exceeds $40,000. (ESEA
sec. 8538) The consultation must
provide for the opportunity for officials
from Indian Tribes or tribal
organizations to meaningfully and
substantively contribute to the
application.

Proposed Application Requirement 4—
Project Sustainability Leveraging Title
VI Indian Education Formula Grant
Funds

An applicant or a partner must certify
that it receives, or is eligible to receive,
a formula grant under title VI of the
ESEA, and must commit to use all or
part of that formula grant to help sustain
this project after the conclusion of the
grant period. An applicant must include
in its application—

(a) A statement that indicates the
school year in which the entity will
begin using title VI formula grant funds
to help support this project;

(b) The percentage of the title VI grant
that will be used for the project, which
must be a substantial percentage of the
recipient’s title VI grant; and

(c) The timeline for obtaining parent
committee input and approval of this
action, if necessary.

Proposed Program Requirements

Background: We are proposing three
program requirements, the first of which
applies to grantees and requires Native
American language assessments. The
second and third apply to the
Department and relate to a diversity of
languages and geographical distribution.

Proposed Program Requirement 1—
Native American Language Proficiency
Assessment

Background: We propose that grantees
under the NAL@ED program be required
to administer pre- and post-assessments
of Native American language
proficiency to students participating in
their projects. Participants in the Tribal
consultation expressed concern about

making an assessment—either a Native
American language proficiency
assessment or a Native American
language content assessment—a focus of
the NAL@ED program. We agree that
such a requirement should not be the
focus of this program, but we believe
that an assessment of Native American
language proficiency is important to
being able to gauge the success of the
NAL@ED program as a whole, as well as
the success of individual grantees.
Additionally, we believe that it is
important for grantees to be able to
assess the performance of their
participating students. We note that all
current grantees administer either oral
or written assessments, or both.
Assessments that would be required
under this proposed requirement could
take a variety of forms, including oral,
written, or project-based, and be either
formative or summative assessments.
Accepting a wide variety of assessments
is intended to minimize the burden of
measuring students’ progress toward
high-level fluency goals. For example,
current projects that support Native
language programming for Pre-K-3 and
Grades 6-8, respectively, incur
assessment refinement and development
costs that range from $0 to $30,000.

Proposed Program Requirement:
Grantees must administer pre- and post-
assessments of Native American
language proficiency to participating
students. This Native American
language assessment may be any
relevant tool that measures student
Native American language proficiency,
such as oral, written or project-based
assessments, and formative or
summative assessments.

Proposed Program Requirement 2—
Diversity of Languages

Background: Section 6133(d) of the
ESEA requires the Department to ensure
that a diversity in languages exists
among funded applicants to the
maximum extent feasible. In the
Explanatory Statement Congress
provided with the Department of
Education Appropriations Act, 2020,
Congress stated that these funds should
“support the most extensive possible
geographical distribution and language
diversity.” We are proposing to interpret
the statutory requirement on diversity of
languages by funding, in any year in
which we make new awards, different
projects with unique Native American
languages. In the event that two or more
projects that propose instruction in the
same Native American language—that
is, of the same dialect and in the same
region—are scored and determined to be
within funding range, the Department
will award a grant to the project that
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receives the highest number of points,
assuming such project is high-quality.
The Department would then fund the
next project focused on a different
language, skipping other applicants
whose projects would duplicate the
highest scoring application serving an
already funded language.

“Native American language” means
the historical, traditional languages
spoken by Native Americans. (ESEA sec.
8101(34)). To interpret the requirement
to ensure a diversity of languages, the
Department must first determine how to
distinguish Native American languages
from one another.

The Department did not receive
suggestions during Tribal consultation
on a reference, or broadly accepted
classification system, for distinguishing
Native American languages from one
another. Therefore, we are seeking
comment from the public on whether to
use region-specific and dialect-specific
differences among Native American
languages for the purposes of
determining diversity. This would be
consistent with, for example, the list of
191 Native American languages in the
United States that are listed in
UNESCO'’s Atlas of the World’s
Languages in Danger (http://
www.unesco.org/languages-atlas/
index.php). We are seeking comment on
whether a list such as the UNESCO’s
Atlas of the World’s Languages in
Danger would be a useful tool for the
Department to use when distinguishing
among languages. These proposed
distinctions would address a major
concern raised by Tribal leaders during
Tribal consultation about how we
would consider the same language that
is spoken in different regions and may
or may not have the same dialect.

With regard to applying this type of
distinction during a grant competition,
in the NIA the Department would
strongly recommend that all prospective
applicants submit a letter of intent to
apply and include the language, region,
and community to be served by the
proposed project, and whether it was
proposing a new or existing program.
We would then make public a list of the
potential applicants and the requested
information. This would allow
prospective applicants to be aware of
others who may be proposing a project
in the same language.

Proposed Requirement—Diversity of
Languages: To ensure a diversity of
languages as required by statute, the
Department will not fund more than one
project in any competition year that
proposes to use the same Native
American language, assuming there are
enough high-quality applications. In the
event of a lack of high-quality

applications in one competition year,
the Department may choose to fund
more than one project with the same
Native American language.

Proposed Program Requirement 3—
Geographic Distribution

Background: In the Explanatory
Statement Congress provided with the
Department of Education
Appropriations Act, 2020, Congress
stated that these funds should ‘“‘support
the most extensive possible
geographical distribution and language
diversity.” We are proposing a program
requirement to reflect this intent. In the
event that all projects with the highest
ratings propose to serve students in the
same State, the Department will award
a grant to the project that receives the
highest number of points and proposes
to serve students in a different State,
assuming such project is high-quality.
Accordingly, the Department may fund
an application out of rank order.

Proposed Requirement—Geographic
Distribution: To ensure geographic
diversity, assuming there are enough
high-quality applications, the
Department will not exclusively fund
projects that all propose to serve
students in the same State in any
competition year. In the event of a lack
of high-quality applications in one
competition year, the Department may
choose to fund only applications that
propose to provide services in one State.

Statutory Program Requirement: The
following program requirement is
directly from statute and we have
indicated in parentheses the specific
statutory citation for this requirement.

ISDEAA Statutory Hiring Preference:

(a) Awards that are primarily for the
benefit of Indians are subject to the
provisions of section 7(b) of the Indian
Self-Determination and Education
Assistance Act (ISDEAA) (Pub. L. 93—
638). That section requires that, to the
greatest extent feasible, a grantee—

(1) Give to Indians preferences and
opportunities for training and
employment in connection with the
administration of the grant; and

(2) Give to Indian organizations and to
Indian-owned economic enterprises, as
defined in section 3 of the Indian
Financing Act of 1974 (25 U.S.C.
1452(e)), preference in the award of
contracts in connection with the
administration of the grant. (25 U.S.C.
5307(b))

(b) For purposes of the ISDEAA
statutory hiring preference only, an
Indian is a member of any federally
recognized Indian Tribe.

Proposed Definitions

Background: The Assistant Secretary
proposes the following definitions for
this program. These proposed
definitions, intended to clarify
eligibility and program requirements for
the program, were used in the FY 2017
competition, with the exception of
Indian organization, which is the same
definition used in the Indian
Professional Development Program (34
CFR 263.3). We may apply one or more
of these definitions in any year in which
this program is in effect.

Indian organization (or Tribal
organization) means an organization
that—

(1) Is legally established—

(i) By Tribal or inter-Tribal charter or
in accordance with State or Tribal law;
and

(ii) With appropriate constitution,
bylaws, or articles of incorporation;

(2) Includes in its purposes the
promotion of the education of Indians;

(3) Is controlled by a governing board,
the majority of which is Indian;

(4) If located on an Indian reservation,
operates with the sanction of or by
charter from the governing body of that
reservation;

(5) Is neither an organization or
subdivision of, nor under the direct
control of, any institution of higher
education; and

(6) Is not an agency of State or local
government.

Tribe means either a federally
recognized Tribe or a State-recognized
Tribe.

Statutory Definitions: The following
definitions are directly from statutes
governing the NAL@ED program. We
have indicated in parentheses the
specific statutory citation for each of
these definitions.

Native American means: (1) ”Indian”
as defined in section 6151(3) of the
ESEA (20 U.S.C. 7491(3)), which
includes individuals who are Alaska
Natives and members of federally
recognized or State recognized Tribes;
(2) Native Hawaiian; or (3) Native
American Pacific Islander. (ESEA secs.
6151(3) and 8101(34))

Native American language means the
historical, traditional languages spoken
by Native Americans. (ESEA sec.
8101(34))

Tribal college or university means an
institution that—

(1) Qualifies for funding under the
Tribally Controlled Colleges and
Universities Assistance Act of 1978 (25
U.S.C. 1801, et seq.) or the Navajo
Community College Act (25 U.S.C. 640a
note); or

(2) Is cited in section 532 of the
Equity in Educational Land-Grant Status
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Act 0f 1994 (7 U.S.C. 301 note). (ESEA
sec. 6133 and section 316 of the Higher
Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C.
1059c))

Proposed Selection Criteria

We propose the following selection
criteria for evaluating an application
under this program. Most of the
selection criteria also appeared in the
FY 2017 NIA. The first proposed factor
under Quality of Project Design has
been revised to clarify that language
fluency should be grade-level
appropriate, as opposed to “high-
fluency,” which implies a level of
fluency that may not be a realistic goal
for an elementary grade level program to
carry out within a three-year period.
The second proposed factor addresses
the role of family engagement.
Evidence-based research in language
acquisition finds that conducting
family-oriented activities, whether at
home or in school, increases the
likelihood that the student will develop
language proficiency. Current grantees
have also identified family engagement
as a benefit, particularly since many
current NAL@ED projects serve students
in Kindergarten to Grade 2. The third
proposed factor addresses the quality of
the plan to develop and administer pre-
and post-assessments of Native
American language proficiency for
participating students.

Under Quality of Project Services, the
first proposed factor addresses grade-
level appropriate instruction in the
Native American language. The
subsequent factors under Quality of
Project Services are similar as those that
appeared in the FY 2017 NIA. The next
selection criterion, Quality of Project
Personnel, is based partially on EDGAR
selection criterion in 34 CFR 75.210(e)
and appeared in the FY 2017 NIA but
is and slightly modifies here to omit the
specific qualifications for key project
personnel and project consultants and
contractors. Instead, we focus on
evaluating an application’s use of its
teachers and their experience as we
believe this is critical to a successful
project. For the final selection criterion,
Adequacy of Resources, which appeared
in the 2017 NIA, we use identical
language of the first factor and omit the
last two, as we believe it is most
important to focus on experience in
operating Native American language
programs. We may apply one or more of
these criteria in any year in which this
program is in effect. In the NIA, we will
announce the maximum possible points
assigned to each criterion.

(a) Quality of the project design. The
Secretary considers the quality of the
design of the proposed project. In

determining the quality of the design of
the proposed project, the Secretary
considers one or more of the following
factors:

(1) The extent to which the project
design will ensure that students
progress toward grade-level and
developmentally appropriate fluency in
the Native American language.

(2) The extent to which the proposed
project will incorporate parent
engagement and participation in Native
American language instruction.

(3) The quality of the approach to
developing and administering pre- and
post-assessments of student Native
American language proficiency,
including consultation with individuals
with assessment expertise, as needed.

(b) Quality of project services. The
Secretary considers the quality of the
services to be provided by the proposed
project. In determining the quality of the
services to be provided by the proposed
project, the Secretary considers one or
more of the following factors:

(1) The quality of the plan for
supporting grade-level and
developmentally appropriate instruction
in a Native American language by
providing instruction of or through the
Native American language.

(2) The extent to which the project
will provide professional development
for teachers and, as appropriate, staff
and administrators to strengthen the
overall language proficiency and
academic goals of the school(s) that will
be served by the project, including
cultural competence training for all staff
in the school(s).

(3) The extent to which the percentage
of the school day that instruction will be
provided in the Native American
language is ambitious and is reasonable
for the grade level and population
served.

(c) Quality of project personnel. The
Secretary considers the quality of the
personnel who will carry out the
proposed project. In determining the
quality of project personnel, the
Secretary considers the extent to which
the applicant encourages applications
for employment from persons who are
members of groups that have
traditionally been underrepresented
based on race, color, national origin,
gender, age, or disability.

In addition, the Secretary considers
the extent to which teachers of the
Native American language who are
identified as staff for this project have
teaching experience and are fluent in
the Native American language.

(d) Adequacy of resources. The
Secretary considers the adequacy of
resources for the proposed project. In
determining the adequacy of resources

for the proposed project, the Secretary
considers the extent to which the
applicant or a partner has experience in
operating a Native American language
program.

Final Priorities, Requirements,
Definitions, and Selection Criteria: We
will announce the final priorities,
requirements, definitions, and selection
criteria in a document in the Federal
Register. We will determine the final
priorities, requirements, definitions, and
selection criteria after considering
responses to this document and other
information available to the Department.
This document does not preclude us
from proposing additional priorities,
requirements, definitions, and selection
criteria subject to meeting applicable
rulemaking requirements.

Note: This document does not solicit
applications. In any year in which we choose
to use any of the final priorities,
requirements, definitions, and selection
criteria, we invite applications through a
notice in the Federal Register.

Executive Orders 12866, 13563, and
13771

Regulatory Impact Analysis

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

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

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

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

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

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

Under Executive Order 13771, for
each new regulation that the
Department proposes for notice and
comment or otherwise promulgates that
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is a significant regulatory action under
Executive Order 12866 and that imposes
total costs greater than zero, it must
identify two deregulatory actions. For
FY 2020, any new incremental costs
associated with a new regulation must
be fully offset by the elimination of
existing costs through deregulatory
actions. The proposed priorities,
requirements, definitions, and selection
criteria are not a significant regulatory
action. Therefore, the requirements of
Executive Order 13771 do not apply.

We have also reviewed these
proposed priorities, requirements,
definitions, and selection criteria under
Executive Order 13563, which
supplements and explicitly reaffirms the
principles, structures, and definitions
governing regulatory review established
in Executive Order 12866. To the extent
permitted by law, Executive Order
13563 requires that an agency—

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

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

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

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

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

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

We are issuing these proposed
priorities, requirements, definitions, and
selection criteria only on a reasoned
determination that their benefits would
justify their costs. In choosing among

alternative regulatory approaches, we
selected those approaches that would
maximize net benefits. Based on the
analysis that follows, the Department
believes that these proposed priorities,
requirements, definitions, and selection
criteria are consistent with the
principles in Executive Order 13563.

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

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

Discussion of Costs and Benefits: We
have determined that these proposed
priorities, requirements, definitions, and
selection criteria would impose minimal
costs on eligible applicants. Program
participation is voluntary, and the costs
imposed on applicants by these
proposed priorities, requirements,
definitions, and selection criteria would
be limited to paperwork burden related
to preparing an application. The
potential benefits of implementing the
programs—for example, establishing
partnerships among parties with mutual
interests in developing Native language
programs, and planning concrete
strategies for supporting Native
language revitalization—would
outweigh any costs incurred by
applicants, and the costs of carrying out
activities associated with the
application would be paid for with
program funds. For these reasons, we
have determined that the costs of
implementation would not be
excessively burdensome for eligible
applicants, including small entities.

Clarity of the Regulations

Executive Order 12866 and the
Presidential memorandum ‘“‘Plain
Language in Government Writing”’
require each agency to write regulations
that are easy to understand.

The Secretary invites comments on
how to make these proposed priorities,
requirements, definitions, and selection
criteria easier to understand, including
answers to questions such as the
following:

o Are the requirements in the
proposed regulations clearly stated?

¢ Do the proposed regulations contain
technical terms or other wording that
interferes with their clarity?

¢ Does the format of the proposed
regulations (grouping and order of
sections, use of headings, paragraphing,
etc.) aid or reduce their clarity?

e Would the proposed regulations be
easier to understand if we divided them
into more (but shorter) sections?

¢ Could the description of the
proposed regulations in the
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION section of
this preamble be more helpful in
making the proposed regulations easier
to understand? If so, how?

e What else could we do to make the
proposed regulations easier to
understand?

To send any comments that concern
how the Department could make these
proposed regulations easier to
understand, see the instructions in the
ADDRESSES section.

Regulatory Flexibility Act Certification

The Secretary certifies that this
proposed regulatory action would not
have a substantial economic impact on
a substantial number of small entities.
The U.S. Small Business Administration
Size Standards define proprietary
institutions as small businesses if they
are independently owned and operated,
are not dominant in their field of
operation, and have total annual
revenue below $7,000,000. Nonprofit
institutions are defined as small entities
if they are independently owned and
operated and not dominant in their field
of operation. Public institutions are
defined as small organizations if they
are operated by a government
overseeing a population below 50,000.

Although some of the Alaska Native
Organizations, LEAs, and other entities
that receive NAL@ED program funds
qualify as small entities under this
definition, the proposed definitions and
requirements would not have a
significant economic impact on these
small entities. The Department believes
that the costs imposed on an applicant
by the proposed priorities,
requirements, definitions, and selection
criteria would be limited to the costs
related to providing the documentation
outlined in the proposed definitions and
requirements when preparing an
application and that those costs would
not be significant. Participation in the
NAL@ED program is voluntary. We
invite comments from small entities as
to whether they believe the proposed
priorities, requirements, definitions, and
selection criteria would have a
significant economic impact on them
and, if so, we request evidence to
support that belief.
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Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995

The proposed priorities,
requirements, and selection criteria
contain information collection
requirements that are approved by OMB
under OMB control number 1894-0006.
Therefore, we will discontinue the FY
2017 information collection approved
by OMB under OMB control number
1810—0731 that is set to expire April 30,
2021.

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

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

Federalism

Executive Order 13132 requires us to
ensure meaningful and timely input by
State and local elected officials in the
development of regulatory policies that
have federalism implications.
“Federalism implications” means
substantial direct effects on the States,
on the relationship between the
National Government and the States, or
on the distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government. These proposed
regulations may have federalism
implications. We encourage State and
local elected officials to review and
provide comments on these proposed
regulations.

Assessment of Educational Impact

In accordance with section 411 of the
General Education Provisions Act, 20
U.S.C. 1221e—4, the Secretary
particularly requests comments on
whether these proposed regulations
would require transmission of
information that any other agency or
authority of the United States gathers or
makes available.

Accessible Format: Individuals with
disabilities can obtain this document in
an accessible format (e.g., braille, large
print, audiotape, or compact disc) on
request to the person listed under FOR
FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT.

Electronic Access to This Document:
The official version of this document is
the document published in the Federal

Register. You may access the official
edition of the Federal Register and the
Code of Federal Regulations at
www.govinfo.gov. At this site you can
view this document, as well as all other
documents of this Department
published in the Federal Register, in
text or Adobe Portable Document
Format (PDF). To use PDF you must
have Adobe Acrobat Reader, which is
available free at the site.

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

Dated: February 20, 2020.
Frank T. Brogan,

Assistant Secretary for Elementary and
Secondary Education.

[FR Doc. 2020-03762 Filed 2—26—20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4000-01-P

ARCHITECTURAL AND
TRANSPORTATION BARRIERS
COMPLIANCE BOARD

36 CFR Part 1192

[Docket No. ATBCB-2020-0002]
RIN 3014-AA42

Americans With Disabilities Act

Accessibility Guidelines for
Transportation Vehicles; Rail Vehicles

AGENCY: Architectural and
Transportation Barriers Compliance
Board.

ACTION: Notice of hearing.

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that
the Architectural and Transportation
Barriers Compliance Board (Access
Board) will hold a public hearing to
gather information and hear public
comment on its recently published
advance notice of proposed rulemaking
concerning updates to our existing
guidelines for rail vehicles covered by
the Americans With Disabilities Act.
DATES: The hearing will be held on
March 10, 2020, from 2:00 p.m. to 4:00
p.m.

ADDRESSES: The hearing will be held in
the Access Board Conference Room,
1331 F Street NW, Suite 800,
Washington, DC 20004.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Technical information: Juliet Shoultz,

(202) 272-0045, Email: shoultz@access-
board.gov. Legal information: Wendy
Marshall, (202) 272-0043, Email:
marshall@access-board.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
February 14, 2020, the Access Board
published an advance notice of
proposed rulemaking in the Federal
Register to begin the process of
updating our accessibility guidelines for
rail vehicles. (85 FR 8516) (‘“Rail
ANPRM”). The period for submission of
written comments in response to the
Rail ANPRM closes on May 14, 2020.

To gather additional information and
hear public comment on the Rail
ANPRM, the Access Board will hold a
hearing in Washington, DC on March
10, 2020 from 2:00 p.m. to 4 p.m. to hear
testimony from interested members of
the public. Persons interested in
speaking are encouraged to pre-register
by contacting Rose Marie Bunales at
(202) 272—-0006 or bunales@access-
board.gov by March 6. Testimony may
be provided in person or by telephone.
Individuals who pre-register will be
scheduled to speak first. Oral comments
may be limited by the time available,
depending on the number of persons
who register. Call-in information for
speakers and a communication access
real-time translation (CART) web
streaming link will be posted on the
Access Board’s website at https://
www.access-board.gov/news/1984-rail-
anprm.

Board members may question
speakers during the hearing to the
extent deemed appropriate. All
comments received will be posted
without change to the rulemaking
docket for the Rail ANPRM (ATBCB-
2020-0002) at http://
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information provided.

The hearing will be accessible to
persons with disabilities. An assistive
listening system, communication access
real-time translation, and sign language
interpreters will be provided. Persons
attending the hearing are requested to
refrain from using perfume, cologne,
and other fragrances for the comfort of
other participants (see http://
www.access-board.gov/the-board/
policies/fragrance-free-environment for
more information).

David M. Capozzi,

Executive Director.

[FR Doc. 2020-03906 Filed 2—26-20; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 8150-01-P
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Agricultural Marketing Service
[Doc. No. AMS-SC-20-0011; SC20-033-1]

Vegetable and Specialty Crop
Marketing Orders; Notice of Request
for Extension and Revision of a
Currently Approved Information
Collection

AGENCY: Agricultural Marketing Service,
USDA.

ACTION: Notice and request for
comments.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, this
notice announces the Agricultural
Marketing Service’s (AMS) intention to
request an extension and revision to the
approved forms and information
collection for marketing orders covering
various vegetables and specialty crops.

DATES: Comments on this notice are due
by April 27, 2020 to be assured of
consideration.

ADDRESSES: Interested persons are
invited to submit written comments
concerning this notice. Comments must
be sent to the Docket Clerk, Marketing
Order and Agreement Division,
Specialty Crops Program, AMS, USDA,
1400 Independence Avenue SW, STOP
0237, Washington, DC 20250-0237; Fax:
(202) 720-8938; or internet:
www.regulations.gov. Comments should
reference the docket number and the
date and page number of this issue of
the Federal Register and will be
available for public inspection in the
Office of the Docket Clerk during regular
business hours, or can be viewed at:
www.regulations.gov. All comments
submitted in response to this notice will
be included in the record and will be
made available to the public. Please be
advised that the identity of individuals
or entities submitting the comments will
be made public on the internet at the
address provided above.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Andrew Hatch, Chief, Rulemaking
Services Branch, Marketing Order and
Agreement Division, Specialty Crops
Program, AMS, USDA, 1400
Independence Avenue SW, STOP 0237,
Room 1406-S, Washington, DC, 20250—
0237; Telephone: (202) 720-6862; Fax:
(202) 720-8938; or Email:
andrew.hatch@usda.gov.

Small businesses may request
information on this notice by contacting
Richard Lower, Assistant to the
Director, Marketing Order and
Agreement Division, Specialty Crops
Program, AMS, USDA, 1400
Independence Avenue SW, STOP 0237,
Room 1406-S, Washington, DC 20250—
0237; Telephone (202) 720-2491; Fax:
(202) 720-8938; or Email:
Richard.Lower@usda.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Title: Vegetable and Specialty Crop
Marketing Orders.

OMB Number: 0581-0178.

Expiration Date of Approval: May 31,
2020.

Type of Request: Extension and
Revision of a currently approved
information collection.

Abstract: Marketing order programs
provide an opportunity for producers of
fresh fruits, vegetables and specialty
crops, in specified production areas, to
work together to solve marketing
problems that cannot be solved
individually. This notice covers the
following marketing order citations: 7
CFR parts 932 (California olives), 945
(Idaho/Oregon potatoes), 946
(Washington potatoes), 948 (Colorado
potatoes), 955 (Vidalia onions), 956
(Walla Walla onions), 958 (Idaho/
Oregon onions), 959 (South Texas
onions), 966 (Florida tomatoes), 981
(California almonds), 982 (Oregon/
Washington hazelnuts), 984 (California
walnuts), 985 (Northwest spearmint oil),
987 (California dates), 989 (California
raisins), 993 (California dried prunes),
and 999 (Specialty Crop Import
Regulations).

Marketing Order 953 (North Carolina/
Virginia potatoes) has been terminated
since the last three-year renewal period
of this information collection package.
Currently, handling requirements for
Marketing Order 993 for California dried
prunes are suspended at the industry’s
request, meaning its information
collection requirements are not active.
The California dried prune industry

maintains the committee, which works
in partnership with State programs. In
addition, the import regulation for
California dried prunes, as contained in
7 CFR 999.200—Regulation governing
the importation of prunes—is
indefinitely suspended, effective
January 17, 2009 (Federal Register, Vol.
74 No. 11).

Marketing order requirements help
ensure adequate supplies of high quality
product and adequate returns to
producers. Marketing orders are
authorized under the Agricultural
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937 (Act),
as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674). The
Secretary of Agriculture is authorized to
oversee the marketing order operations
and issue regulations recommended by
a committee of representatives from
each commodity industry.

The information collection
requirements in this request are
essential to carry out the intent of the
Act, to provide the respondents the type
of service they request, and to
administer the marketing orders. Under
the Act, marketing orders may
authorize: Production and marketing
research, including paid advertising;
volume regulation; reserves, including
pools and producer allotments;
container requirements; and quality
control. Assessments are levied on
handlers regulated under the marketing
orders. Section 8e of the Act requires
imports of 14 commodities to meet
certain standards. Included among these
commodities are some covered in this
forms package: Olives, potatoes, onions,
tomatoes, walnuts, dates, dried prunes,
and raisins.

USDA requires several forms to be
filed to enable the administration of
each marketing order. These include
forms covering the selection process for
industry members to serve on a
marketing order’s committee or board
and ballots used in referenda to amend
or continue marketing orders.

Under Federal marketing orders,
producers and handlers are nominated
by their peers to serve as representatives
on a committee or board which
administers each program. Nominees
must provide information on their
qualifications to serve on the committee
or board. Qualified nominees are then
appointed by the Secretary.
Amendments to marketing orders made
through Formal rulemaking must be
approved in referenda conducted by
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USDA and the Secretary. For the
purposes of this action, ballots are
considered information collections and
are subject to the Paperwork Reduction
Act. If a marketing order is amended,
handlers are asked to sign an agreement
indicating their willingness to abide by
the provisions of the amended
marketing order.

Some forms are required to be filed
with the committee or board. The
marketing orders authorize the
respective committee or board, the
agencies responsible for local
administration of the marketing orders,
to require handlers and producers to
submit certain information. Much of the
information is compiled in aggregate
and provided to the respective
industries to assist in marketing
decisions. The committees and boards
developed forms as a means for persons
to file required information relating to
supplies, shipments, and dispositions of
their respective commodities, and other
information needed to effectively carry
out the purpose of the Act and their
respective orders, and these forms are
utilized accordingly.

The forms covered under this
information collection require
respondents to provide the minimum
information necessary to effectively
carry out the requirements of the
marketing orders, and use of these forms
is necessary to fulfill the intent of the
Act as expressed in the marketing
orders.

The information collected is used
only by authorized employees of the
committees and authorized
representatives of the USDA, including
AMS, Specialty Crops Program’s
regional and headquarters’ staff.
Authorized committee or board
employees are the primary users of the
information and AMS is the secondary
user.

Estimate of Burden: Public reporting
burden for this collection of information
is estimated to average 0.32 hours per
response.

Respondents: Producers, handlers,
processors, dehydrators, cooperatives,
manufacturers, importers, and public
members.

Estimated Number of Respondents:
15,481.

Estimated Number of Responses:
79,213.

Estimated Number of Responses per
Respondent: 5.12.

Estimated Total Annual Burden on
Respondents: 25,438 hours.

Comments are invited on: (1) Whether
the proposed collection of information
is necessary for the proper performance
of the functions of the agency, including
whether the information will have

practical utility; (2) the accuracy of the
agency’s estimate of the burden of the
proposed collection of information
including the validity of the
methodology and assumptions used; (3)
ways to enhance the quality, utility and
clarity of the information to be
collected; and (4) ways to minimize the
burden of the collection of information
on 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 should reference OMB No.
0581-0178 OMB Vegetable and
Specialty Crop Marketing Orders, and
be sent to the USDA in care of the
Docket Clerk at the address above. All
comments received will be available for
public inspection during regular
business hours at the same address.

All responses to this notice will be
summarized and included in the request
for OMB approval. All comments will
also become a matter of public record.

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

A 60-day comment period is provided
to allow interested persons to respond
to the notice.

Dated: February 21, 2020.
Bruce Summers,

Administrator, Agricultural Marketing
Service.

[FR Doc. 2020-03894 Filed 2—-26-20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-02-P

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Submission for OMB Review;
Comment Request

February 24, 2020.

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 and other forms of
information technology.

Comments regarding this information
collection received by March 30, 2020
will be considered. Written comments
should be addressed to: Desk Officer for
Agriculture, Office of Information and
Regulatory Affairs, Office of
Management and Budget (OMB), New
Executive Office Building, 725 17th
Street NW, Washington, DC 20503.
Commentors are encouraged to submit
their comments to OMB via email to:
OIRA_Submission@omb.eop.gov or fax
(202) 395-5806 and to Departmental
Clearance Office, USDA, OCIO, Mail
Stop 7602, Washington, DC 20250—
7602. Copies of the submission(s) may
be obtained by calling (202) 720-8681.

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

Forest Service

Title: Cooperative Wildland Fire
Management and Stafford Act Response
Agreements.

OMB Control Number: 0596-0242.

Summary of Collection: The primary
authorities allowing for the agreements
are the reciprocal Fire Protection Act, 42
U.S.C. 1856, and the Stafford Act, 42
U.S.C. 5121. The Forest Service (FS) is
charged with the duty of providing fire
protection for any property of the
United States and is authorized to enter
into a reciprocal agreement, with any
fire organization maintaining fire
protection facilities in the vicinity of
such property, for mutual aid in
furnishing fire protection for such
property and for other property for
which such organization normally
provides fire protection.

Need and Use of the Information: To
negotiate, develop, and administer
Cooperative Wildland Fire Management
and Stafford Act Response Agreements,
the USDA FS, Department of Interior
(DOI) Bureau of Land Management; Fish
and Wildlife Service; National Park
Service; and Bureau of Indian Affairs
DOI must collect information from
willing State, local, and Tribal
governments from the pre-agreement to
the closeout stage via telephone calls,
emails, postal mail, and person-to-
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person meetings. The scope of
information collected includes the
project type, project scope, financial
plan, statement of work, and
cooperator’s business information.
Without the ability to collect the
information from cooperator’s FS and
DOI would not be able to conduct any
of the activities authorized. Agencies to
this request would not be able to
develop projects, make payment,
monitor projects, identify financial and
accounting errors, agree to roles and
responsibilities, etc.

Description of Respondents: State,
local and Tribal Governments.

Number of Respondents: 320.

Frequency of Responses: Reporting:
On occasion.

Total Burden Hours: 47,040.

Ruth Brown,

Departmental Information Collection
Clearance Officer.

[FR Doc. 2020-03952 Filed 2—26-20; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 3411-15-P

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Submission for OMB Review;
Comment Request

February 24, 2020.

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 March 30, 2020
will be considered. Written comments
should be addressed to: Desk Officer for
Agriculture, Office of Information and
Regulatory Affairs, Office of
Management and Budget (OMB), New
Executive Office Building, 725—17th
Street NW, Washington, DC 20502.
Commenters are encouraged to submit
their comments to OMB via email to:
OIRA_Submission@OMB.EOP.GOV or

fax (202) 395-5806 and to Departmental
Clearance Office, USDA, OCIO, Mail
Stop 7602, Washington, DC 20250—
7602. Copies of the submission(s) may
be obtained by calling (202) 720-8958.

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.

Foreign Agricultural Service

Title: USDA Local and Regional Food
Aid Procurement Program.

OMB Control Number: 0551-0046.

Summary of Collection: The U.S.
Department of Agriculture’s Foreign
Agricultural Service (FAS) awards funds
to recipients under the USDA Local and
Regional Food Aid Procurement
Program (USDA LRP Program). The
Food, Conservation, and Energy Act of
2008 (the “2008 Farm Bill”), as
amended by the Agriculture
Improvement Act of 2018 (the “2018
Farm Bill”’), provided that the Secretary
of Agriculture will provide grants to, or
enter into cooperative agreements with,
eligible organizations to implement
field-based projects that consist of local
or regional procurements of eligible
commodities in developing countries to
provide development assistance and
respond to food crisis and disasters, in
the case of emergencies, in consultation
with United States Agency for
International Development’s (USAID)
Offices of Food for Peace. The USDA
LRP Program aims to support
development activities to strengthen the
capacity of food-insecure developing
countries and address the cause of
chronic food insecurity.

Need and Use of the Information: FAS
will collect information from the
Participant to determine its ability to
carry out a food aid program, to
establish the terms under which
procured commodities will be provided,
to monitor the progress of procurement
of commodities (including how
transportation is procured), to monitor
the progress of expenditure of funds,
and to evaluate both the program’s
success and the Participant’s
effectiveness in meeting intended
results.

Description of Respondents: Private
voluntary organizations, cooperatives,
and intergovernmental organizations.

Number of Respondents: 22.

Frequency of Responses:
Recordkeeping; Reporting: Semi-
annually; Annually.

Total Burden Hours: 29,172.

Ruth Brown,

Departmental Information Collection
Clearance Officer.

[FR Doc. 2020-04029 Filed 2—26-20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-10-P

ARCHITECTURAL AND
TRANSPORTATION BARRIERS
COMPLIANCE BOARD

Meetings

AGENCY: Architectural and
Transportation Barriers Compliance
Board.

ACTION: Notice of meetings.

SUMMARY: The Architectural and
Transportation Barriers Compliance
Board (Access Board) plans to hold its
regular committee and Board meetings
in Washington, DC, Monday through
Wednesday, March 9-11, 2020, at the
times and location listed below.
DATES: The schedule of events is as
follows:

Monday, March 9, 2020

10:30 a.m.—Noon Ad Hoc Committee
on Frontier Issues

1:30 p.m.—2:00 p.m. Ad Hoc
Committee on Design Guidance

2:00 p.m.—2:30 p.m. Budget Committee

2:30 p.m.—3:30 p.m. Planning and
Evaluation Committee

Tuesday, March 10, 2020

10:00 a.m.—11:00 a.m. Discussion:
National Council on Disability
Report,” Has the Promise Been
Kept?—Federal Enforcement of
Disability Rights Laws” (Closed)

11:00 a.m.—Noon Technical Programs
Committee

2:00 p.m.—4:00 p.m. Public Hearing on
Rail Advance Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking

Wednesday, March 11, 2020

1:30 p.m.—3:00 p.m. Board Meeting
ADDRESSES: Meetings will be held at the
Access Board Conference Room, 1331 F
Street NW, Suite 800, Washington, DC
20004.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
further information regarding the
meetings, please contact David Capozzi,
Executive Director, (202) 272—-0010
(voice); (202) 272—0054 (TTY).
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: At the
Board meeting scheduled on the
afternoon of Wednesday, March 11, the
Access Board will consider the
following agenda items:
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o Approval of January 15, 2020 draft
meeting minutes (vote)

¢ Ad Hoc Committee Reports: Design

Guidance; Frontier Issues

Budget Committee

Planning and Evaluation Committee

Technical Programs Committee

Election Assistance Commission

Report

Election of Officers

e Executive Director’s Report

e Public Comment (final 15 minutes of
the meeting)

Members of the public can provide
comments either in-person or over the
telephone during the final 15 minutes of
the Board meeting on Wednesday,
March 11, 2020. Any individual
interested in providing comment is
asked to pre-register by sending an
email to bunales@access-board.gov with
the subject line “Access Board
meeting—Public Comment” with your
name, organization, state, and topic of
comment included in the body of your
email. All emails to register for public
comment must be received by
Wednesday, March 4. Commenters will
be provided with a call-in number and
passcode before the meeting.
Commenters will be called on in the
order by which they are pre-registered.
Due to time constraints, each
commenter is limited to two minutes.
Commenters on the telephone will be in
a listen-only capacity until they are
called on.

All meetings are accessible to persons
with disabilities. An assistive listening
system, Communication Access
Realtime Translation (CART), and sign
language interpreters will be available at
the Board meeting and committee
meetings.

Persons attending Board meetings are
requested to refrain from using perfume,
cologne, and other fragrances for the
comfort of other participants (see
www.access-board.gov/the-board/
policies/fragrance-free-environment for
more information).

You may view the Wednesday, March
11, 2020 meeting through a live webcast
from 1:30 p.m. to 3:00 p.m. at:
www.access-board.gov/webcast.

David M. Capozzi,

Executive Director.

[FR Doc. 2020-03907 Filed 2—26-20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 8150-01-P

ACTION: Notice of meeting.

COMMISSION ON CIVIL RIGHTS

Notice of Public Meeting of the South
Carolina Advisory Committee

AGENCY: U.S. Commission on Civil
Rights.

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given,
pursuant to the provisions of the rules
and regulations of the U.S. Commission
on Civil Rights and the Federal
Advisory Committee Act that the South
Carolina Advisory Committee will hold
a meeting on Thursday, March 5, 2020,
the purpose of the meeting is to
continue planning its civil rights project
on subminimum wages for people with
disabilities. The meeting will be held on
Thursday, March 5, 2020 at 2:00 p.m.
EST.

ADDRESSES: Nelson Mullins Law Firm,
Meridian Building, 1320 Main Street,
17th Floor, Columbia, SC 29201.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Barbara Delaviez at bdelaviez@usccr.gov
or 1-202—-376-8473.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Members
of the public can listen to the
discussion. This meeting is available to
the public through the following toll-
free call-in number. An open comment
period will be provided to allow
members of the public to make a
statement as time allows. The
conference operator will ask callers to
identify themselves, the organizations
they are affiliated with (if any), and an
email address prior to placing callers
into the conference call. Callers can
expect to incur charges for calls they
initiate over wireless lines, and the
Commission will not refund any
incurred charges. Callers will incur no
charge for calls they initiate over land-
line connections to the toll-free
telephone number. Persons with hearing
impairments may also follow the
proceedings by first calling the Federal
Relay Service at 1-800-977-8339 and
providing the Service with the
conference call number and conference
ID number.

Members of the public are also
entitled to submit written comments;
the comments must be received in the
regional office within 30 days following
the meeting. Written comments may be
mailed to the Regional Program Unit
Office, U.S. Commission on Civil Rights,
230 S Dearborn, Suite 2120, Chicago, IL
60604. They may also be faxed to the
Commission at (312) 353—-8324 or
emailed to Carolyn Allen at callen@
usccr.gov. Persons who desire
additional information may contact the
Regional Program Unit Office at (312)
353-8311.

Records generated from this meeting
may be inspected and reproduced at the
Regional Program Unit, as they become
available, both before and after the
meeting. Records of the meeting will be
available via www.facadatabase.gov

under the Commission on Civil Rights,
South Carolina Advisory Committee
link. Persons interested in the work of
this Committee are directed to the
Commission’s website, http://
www.usccr.gov, or may contact the
Regional Program Unit at the above
email or street address.

Agenda

Welcome and Introductions
Project Planning—Subminimum Wages
Open for Public in Attendance
Adjournment

Dated: February 21, 2020.
David Mussatt,
Supervisory Chief, Regional Programs Unit.
[FR Doc. 2020-03902 Filed 2—-26-20; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Census Bureau

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.

Agency: U.S. Census Bureau.

Title: National Survey of Children’s
Health.

OMB Control Number: 0607—0990.

Form Number(s):

English survey forms include:

NSCH-S1 (English Screener),

NSCH-T1 (English Topical for 0- to 5-
year-old children),

NSCH-T2 (English Topical for 6- to
11-year-old children),

NSCH-T3 (English Topical for 12- to
17-year-old children).

Spanish survey forms include:

NSCH-S-S1 (Spanish Screener),

NSCH-S-T1 (Spanish Topical for 0-
to 5-year-old children),

NSCH-S-T2 (Spanish Topical for 6-
to 11-year-old children), and

NSCH-S-T3 (Spanish Topical for 12-
to 17-year-old children).

Type of Request: Regular submission.
Number of Respondents: 54,774 for
the production screener only and 39,596
for the combined production screener

and topical.

Average Hours per Response: 0.083
hours for the production screener only
which covers households without
children and those households that do
not complete a topical questionnaire.
For those households that do have an
eligible child and complete both the
production screener (0.083 hours) and
topical (0.55 hours) questionnaire, their
average totals 0.633 hours per response.


http://www.access-board.gov/the-board/policies/fragrance-free-environment
http://www.access-board.gov/the-board/policies/fragrance-free-environment
http://www.access-board.gov/webcast
mailto:bunales@access-board.gov
http://www.usccr.gov
http://www.usccr.gov
http://www.facadatabase.gov
mailto:bdelaviez@usccr.gov
mailto:callen@usccr.gov
mailto:callen@usccr.gov
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Burden Hours: 29,642.

Needs and Uses: The National Survey
of Children’s Health (NSCH) enables the
Maternal and Child Health Bureau
(MCHB) of the Health Resources and
Services Administration (HRSA) of the
U.S. Department of Health and Human
Services (HHS) along with supplemental
sponsoring agencies, states, and other
data users to produce national and state-
based estimates on the health and well-
being of children, their families, and
their communities as well as estimates
of the prevalence and impact of children
with special health care needs.

Data will be collected using one of
two modes. The first mode is a web
instrument (Centurion) survey that
contains the screener and topical
instruments. The web instrument first
will take the respondent through the
screener questions. If the household
screens into the study, the respondent
will be taken directly into one of the
three age-based topical sets of questions.
The second mode is a mailout/mail-back
of a self-administered paper-and-pencil
interviewing (PAPI) screener instrument
followed by a separate mailout/mail-
back of a PAPI age-based topical
instrument.

The National Survey of Children’s
Health (NSCH) is a large-scale (sample
size is 240,000 addresses) national
survey with approximately 217,000
addresses included in the base
production survey and approximately
23,000 addresses included as part of
four separate state oversamples. The
survey will consist of three additional
mail package experiments. The first test
will compare the traditional mail
package materials (70% of the sample)
against a newly redesigned suite of
materials (30% of the sample) that were
informed by two rounds of cognitive
testing. This redesigned suite of
materials is aimed at providing sampled
addresses with a cohesive set of items
within each survey invitation package.
The proposed materials include key
facts pertaining to survey data usage,
relatable images for the target
population, and colors that match the
associated paper questionnaires. The
second test will determine if envelope
size has any impact on response rates.
This test will be conducted during the
first nonresponse follow-up mailing for
the “Low Paper” treatment group and
will compare a flat envelope (9”7 x 11.5”)
with an unfolded letter against a
business standard size envelope (9.5” x
4.125”) with a folded letter. The third
test will evaluate the use of a USPS
priority mail envelope in 50% of the
initial topical mailings. Each test is
aimed at evaluating strategies that could
potentially increase response. In

general, higher response can reduce
follow-up costs and nonresponse bias.

As in prior cycles of the NSCH, there
remain two key, non-experimental
design elements. The first additional
non-experimental design element is
either a $2 or $5 screener cash incentive
mailed to 90% (30% receiving $2 and
60% receiving $5) of sampled addresses;
the remaining 10% (the control) will
receive no incentive to monitor the
effectiveness of the cash incentive. This
incentive is designed to increase
response and reduce nonresponse bias.
The incentive amounts were chosen
based on the results of the 2019 NSCH
as well as funding availability. The
second additional non-experimental
design element is a data collection
procedure based on the block group-
level paper-only response probability
used to identify households (30% of the
sample) that would be more likely to
respond by paper and send them a
paper questionnaire from the initial
mailing.

Affected Public: Parents, researchers,
policymakers, and family advocates.

Frequency: The 2020 collection is the
fifth administration of the NSCH. It is an
annual survey, with a new sample
drawn for each administration.

Respondent’s Obligation: Voluntary.

Legal Authority: Census Authority: 13
U.S.C. Section 8(b).

HRSA MCHB Authority: Title 42
U.S.C. Section 701(a)(2).

USDA Authority: The Healthy,
Hunger-Free Kids Act of 2010, Public
Law 111-296. In particular, 42 U.S.C.
1769d(a) authorizes USDA to conduct
research on the causes and
consequences of childhood hunger
included in 1769d(a)(4)(B), the
geographic dispersion of childhood
hunger and food insecurity.

CDC/NCBDDD Authority: Public
Health Service Act, Section 301, 42
U.S.C. 241.

Confidentiality: The U.S. Census
Bureau is required by law to protect
your information. The Census Bureau is
not permitted to publicly release your
responses in a way that could identify
you or your household. Federal law
protects your privacy and keeps your
answers confidential (Title 13, United
States Code, Section 9). Per the Federal
Cybersecurity Enhancement Act of
2015, your data are protected from
cybersecurity risks through screening of
the systems that transmit your data.

This information collection request
may be viewed at www.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,

Department PRA Clearance Officer, Office of
the Chief Information Officer, Commerce
Department.

[FR Doc. 2020-04009 Filed 2—26—20; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 3510-07-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration
[A-580-892]

Certain Cold-Drawn Mechanical Tubing
of Carbon and Alloy Steel From the
Republic of Korea: Rescission of
Antidumping Duty Administrative
Review; 2017-2019

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

SUMMARY: The Department of Commerce
(Commerce) is rescinding the
administrative review of the
antidumping duty (AD) order on certain
cold-drawn mechanical tubing of carbon
and alloy steel (CDMT) from the
Republic of Korea (Korea) for the period
of review (POR) November 22, 2017,
through May 31, 2019, based on the
timely withdrawal of the request for
review.

DATES: Applicable February 27, 2020.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Nathan James, 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—5305.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Background

On June 3, 2019, Commerce published
a notice of opportunity to request an
administrative review of the AD order
on CDMT from Korea for the POR
November 22, 2017 through May 31,
2019.1 ArcelorMittal Tubular Products
LLC, Michigan Seamless Tube, LLC,
PTC Alliance Corp., and Webco
Industries, Inc. (collectively, the
petitioners), timely filed a request for
administrative review of Dong A Steel
Co., Ltd., Husteel Co., Ltd., Nexteel Co.,
Ltd., Sang Shin Ind. Co., Ltd., Seah Steel
Corporation, Sic Tube, Tgs Pipe Co.,
Ltd., Tpc Co., Ltd., and Yulchon Co.,

1 See Antidumping or Countervailing Duty Order,
Finding, or Suspended Investigation; Opportunity
to Request Administrative Review, 84 FR 25521
(June 3, 2019).


mailto:OIRA_Submission@omb.eop.gov
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Ltd., in accordance with section 751(a)
of the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended
(the Act), and 19 CFR 351.213(b).2

On July 29, 2019, pursuant to this
request, and in accordance with 19 CFR
351.221(c)(1)(i), Commerce published a
notice initiating an administrative
review of the antidumping order on
CDMT from Korea.? On October 8, 2019,
the petitioners withdrew their request
for an administrative review with
respect to all of the companies for
which they had requested a review.*

Rescission of Review

Pursuant to 19 CFR 351.213(d)(1),
Commerce will rescind an
administrative review, in whole or in
part, if the party or parties that
requested a review withdraws the
request within 90 days of the
publication date of the notice of
initiation of the requested review. The
petitioners withdrew their request
within 90 days of the publication date
of the notice of initiation. No other
parties requested an administrative
review of the order. Therefore, in
accordance with 19 CFR 351.213(d)(1),
we are rescinding this review in its
entirety.

Assessment

Commerce will instruct U.S. Customs
and Border Protection (CBP) to assess
antidumping duties on all appropriate
entries of CDMT from Korea.
Antidumping duties shall be assessed at
rates equal to the cash deposit of
estimated antidumping 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
date of publication of this notice in the
Federal Register.

Notification to Importers

This notice serves as a reminder to
importers of their responsibility under
19 CFR 351.42(f)(2) to file a certificate
regarding the reimbursement of AD
duties prior to liquidation of the
relevant entries during this review
period. Failure to comply with this
requirement could result in Commerce’s
presumption that reimbursement of AD

2 See Petitioners’ Letter, “‘Cold-Drawn Mechanical
Tubing from the Republic of Korea—Domestic
Industry’s Request for First Administrative
Review,” dated July 1, 2019.

3 See Initiation of Antidumping and
Countervailing Duty Administrative Reviews, 84 FR
36572 (July 29, 2019).

4 See Petitioners’ Letter, ‘“Cold-Drawn Mechanical
Tubing from the Republic of Korea—Domestic
Industry’s Withdrawal of Request for First
Administrative Review,” dated October 8, 2019.

duties occurred and the subsequent
assessment of doubled AD duties.

Notification Regarding Administrative
Protective Orders

This notice also serves as a reminder
to all parties subject to administrative
protective order (APO) of their
responsibility concerning the
disposition of proprietary information
disclosed under APO in accordance
with 19 CFR 351.305. 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: February 24, 2020.
James Maeder,

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Antidumping
and Countervailing Duty Operations.

[FR Doc. 2020-04001 Filed 2—-26—-20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration
[A-489-824]

Heavy Walled Rectangular Welded
Carbon Steel Pipes and Tubes From
Turkey: Rescission of Antidumping
Duty Administrative Review; 2018—
2019

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

SUMMARY: The Department of Commerce
(Commerce) is rescinding the
administrative review of the
antidumping duty order on heavy
walled rectangular welded carbon steel
pipes and tubes (HWR pipes and tubes)
from the Republic of Turkey (Turkey)
for the period September 1, 2018,
through August 31, 2019.

DATES: Applicable February 27, 2020.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
William Horn or Alexis Cherry, AD/
CVD Operations, Office VIII,
Enforcement and Compliance,
International Trade Administration,
U.S. Department of Commerce, 1401
Constitution Avenue NW, Washington,
DC 20230; Telephone: (202) 482-4868
or (202) 482-0607, respectively.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

On September 3, 2019, Commerce
published a notice of opportunity to

request an administrative review of the
antidumping duty order on HWR pipes
and tubes from Turkey for the period
September 1, 2018, through August 31,
2019.1 On September 30, 2019, the
petitioner 2 filed a timely request for
review with respect to nine companies.3
Based on this request, on November 12,
2019, in accordance with section 751(a)
of the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended
(the Act), and 19 CFR 351.213(b),
Commerce published in the Federal
Register a notice of initiation of an
administrative review covering the
period September 1, 2018, through
August 31, 2019.4 On February 10, 2020,
the petitioner submitted a timely
request to withdraw its request for
administrative review of the
antidumping duty order on HWR pipes
and tubes from Turkey for all nine
companies.®

Rescission of Review

Pursuant to 19 CFR 351.213(d)(1),
Commerce will rescind an
administrative review, in whole or in
part, if the parties that requested the
review withdraw the request within 90
days of the date of publication of notice
of initiation of the requested review. As
noted above, the petitioner fully
withdrew its review request by the 90-
day deadline, and no other party
requested an administrative review of
the antidumping duty order. As such,
Commerce is in receipt of a timely
request for withdrawal of this
administrative review with respect to all
companies listed in the Initiation
Notices. Accordingly, we are rescinding
the administrative review of the
antidumping duty order on HWR pipes
and tubes from Turkey for the period
September 1, 2018, through August 31,
2019, in its entirety.

1 See Antidumping or Countervailing Duty Order,
Finding, or Suspended Investigation; Opportunity
to Request Administrative Review, 84 FR 45949
(September 3, 2019).

2 The petitioner is Nucor Tubular Products, Inc.
See Petitioner’s Letter, “Heavy Walled Rectangular
Welded Carbon Steel Pipes and Tubes from Turkey:
Amended Entry of Appearance,” dated January 16,
2020.

3 See Petitioner’s Letter, “Heavy Walled
Rectangular Welded Carbon Steel Pipes and Tubes
from Turkey: Request for Administrative Review,”
dated September 30, 2019.

4 See Initiation of Antidumping and
Countervailing Duty Administrative Reviews, 84 FR
61011 (November 12, 2019); see also Initiation of
Antidumping and Countervailing Duty
Administrative Reviews, 84 FR 67712 (December 11,
2019) (collectively, Initiation Notices).

5 See Petitioner’s Letter, “Heavy Walled
Rectangular Welded Carbon Steel Pipes and Tubes
from Turkey: Withdrawal of Request for
Administrative Review” dated February 10, 2020.
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Assessment

Commerce will instruct U.S. Customs
and Border Protection (CBP) to assess
antidumping duties on all appropriate
entries of HWR pipes and tubes from
Turkey at rates equal to the cash deposit
of estimated antidumping 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 to Importers

This notice serves as a final reminder
to importers of their responsibility
under 19 CFR 351.402(f)(2) to file a
certificate regarding the reimbursement
of antidumping and/or countervailing
duties prior to liquidation of the
relevant entries during this review
period. Failure to comply with this
requirement could result in Commerce’s
presumption that reimbursement of the
antidumping and/or countervailing
duties occurred and the subsequent
assessment of doubled antidumping
duties.

Notification Regarding Administrative
Protective Order

This notice serves as a final 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, 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 the terms of an APO is a
sanctionable violation.

This notice is issued and published in
accordance with section 751(a)(1) and
777(i)(1) of the Act and 19 CFR
351.213(d)(4).

Dated: February 21, 2020.

James Maeder,

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Antidumping
and Countervailing Duty Operations.

[FR Doc. 2020-04005 Filed 2—26—20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration

[C-428-848, C-533-894, C-475-841, C-570—
116]

Forged Steel Fluid End Blocks From
the Federal Republic of Germany,
India, Italy and the People’s Republic
of China: Postponement of Preliminary
Determination in the Countervailing
Duty Investigations

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

DATES: Applicable February 27, 2020.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Bob
Palmer or Joseph Dowling at (202) 482—
9068 or (202) 482—-1646 (Germany),
Aimee Phelan or William Langley at
(202) 482—-0697 or (202) 482—3861
(India), Nicholas Czajkowski or Ethan
Talbott at (202) 482—1395 or (202) 482—
1030 (Italy), Janae Martin or Jaron
Moore at (202) 482—-0238 or (202) 482—
3640 (China), AD/CVD Operations,
Office I, Enforcement and Compliance,
International Trade Administration,
U.S. Department of Commerce, 1401
Constitution Avenue NW, Washington,
DC 20230.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

On January 8, 2020, the Department of
Commerce (Commerce) initiated
countervailing duty (CVD)
investigations of imports of forged steel
fluid end blocks from the Federal
Republic of Germany, India, Italy, and
the People’s Republic of China.?
Currently, the preliminary
determinations are due no later than
March 13, 2020.

Postponement of Preliminary
Determination

Section 703(b)(1) of the Tariff Act of
1930, as amended (the Act), requires
Commerce to issue the preliminary
determination in a CVD investigation
within 65 days after the date on which
Commerce initiated the investigation.
However, section 703(c)(1) of the Act
permits Commerce to postpone the
preliminary determination until no later
than 130 days after the date on which
Commerce initiated the investigation if:
(A) The petitioner makes a timely
request for a postponement; or (B)
Commerce concludes that the parties
concerned are cooperating, that the
investigation is extraordinarily
complicated, and that additional time is

1 See Forged Steel Fluid End Blocks from
Germany, India, Italy, and the People’s Republic of
China, 85 FR 2385 (January 15, 2020).

necessary to make a preliminary
determination. Under 19 CFR
351.205(e), the petitioner must submit a
request for postponement 25 days or
more before the scheduled date of the
preliminary determination and must
state the reasons for the request.
Commerce will grant the request unless
it finds compelling reasons to deny the
request.

On February 10, 2020, the
petitioners 2 submitted a timely request
that Commerce postpone the
preliminary CVD determinations.? The
petitioners stated that they request
postponement because, “[a]s currently
scheduled, the deadlines for responding
to Commerce’s questionnaire fall almost
in parallel with the scheduled
preliminary determinations. Without
extending the preliminary
determinations, [pletitioners would be
unable to comment on the responses,
and Commerce would be similarly
unable to consider the responses.” 4 In
accordance with 19 CFR 351.205(e), the
petitioners have stated the reasons for
requesting a postponement of the
preliminary determinations, and
Commerce finds no compelling reason
to deny the request. Therefore, in
accordance with section 703(c)(1)(A) of
the Act, Commerce is postponing the
deadline for the preliminary
determinations to no later than 130 days
after the date on which these
investigations were initiated, i.e., May
18, 2020.5 Pursuant to section 705(a)(1)
of the Act and 19 CFR 351.210(b)(1), the
deadline for the final determinations of
these investigations will continue to be
75 days after the date of the preliminary
determinations.

Notification to Interested Parties

This notice is issued and published
pursuant to section 703(c)(2) of the Act
and 19 CFR 351.205(f)(1).

2The petitioners are the FEB Fair Trade Coalition,
Ellwood Group, and Finkl Steel.

3 See Petitioners’ Letter, “Forged Steel Fluid End
Blocks from China, Germany, India, and Italy:
Request to Extend Preliminary Results,” dated
February 10, 2020.

41d.

5Postponing the preliminary determination to
130 days after initiation would place the deadline
on Sunday, May 17, 2020. Commerce’s practice
dictates that where a deadline falls on a weekend
or federal holiday, the appropriate deadline is the
next business day. See Notice of Clarification:
Application of “Next Business Day” Rule for
Administrative Determination Deadlines Pursuant
to the Tariff Act of 1930, As Amended, 70 FR 24533
(May 10, 2005).
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Dated: February 21, 2020.
Jeffrey 1. Kessler,

Assistant Secretary for Enforcement and
Compliance.

[FR Doc. 2020—04002 Filed 2—-26-20; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration

[A-570-996, A-428-843, A-588-872, A-580—
872, A-401-809, A-583-851]

Non-Oriented Electrical Steel From
People’s Republic of China, Germany,
Japan, Republic of Korea, Sweden, and
Taiwan: Final Results of Expedited
First Sunset Reviews of Antidumping
Duty Orders

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

SUMMARY: As a result of these sunset
reviews, the Department of Commerce
(Commerce) finds that revocation of the
antidumping duty orders on non-
oriented electrical steel (NOES) from
People’s Republic of China (China),
Germany, Japan, Republic of Korea
(Korea), Sweden, and Taiwan would be
likely to lead to continuation or
recurrence of dumping, at the levels
identified in the “Final Results of
Sunset Reviews” section of this notice.

DATES: Applicable February 27, 2020.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Abdul Alnoor, Eva Kim, Paola Aleman-
Ordaz, AD/CVD Operations, Office IV,
Enforcement and Compliance,
International Trade Administration,
U.S. Department of Commerce, 1401
Constitution Avenue NW, Washington,
DC 20230; telephone: (202) 482—4554,
(202) 482-8283, or (202) 482—-4031,
respectively.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

On December 3, 2014, Commerce
published in the Federal Register the
notices of the antidumping duty orders
on NOES from China, Germany, Japan,
Korea, Sweden, and Taiwan.! On
November 1, 2019, Commerce published
the initiation of the first sunset reviews
of the Orders, pursuant to section 751(c)
of the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended
(the Act).2 On November 15, 2019,
Commerce received timely and

1 See Non-Oriented Electrical Steel from the
People’s Republic of China, Germany, Japan, the
Republic of Korea, Sweden, and Taiwan:
Antidumping Duty Orders, 79 FR 71741 (December
3, 2014) (Orders).

2 See Initiation of Five-Year (Sunset) Reviews, 84
FR 58687 (November 1, 2019).

complete notices of intent to participate
in these sunset reviews from AK Steel
Corporation (AK Steel) (domestic
interested party), within the deadline
specified in 19 CFR 351.218(d)(1)(i).3
The domestic interested party claimed
interested party status within the
meaning of section 771(9)(C) of the Act
as a manufacturer in the United States
of the domestic like product.+

On November 27, 2019, the domestic
interested party filed timely and
adequate substantive responses, within
the deadline specified in 19 CFR
351.218(d)(3)(1).5 Commerce did not
receive substantive responses from any
respondent interested party, with
respect to any of the orders covered by

3 See Domestic Interested Party’s Letters, “Five-
Year (‘Sunset’) Review of Antidumping Duty Order
On Non-Oriented Electrical Steel From The
People’s Republic Of China: Domestic Interested
Party Notice of Intent to Participate,” dated
November 15, 2019 (AK Steel’s Intent to Participate
for China); “Five Year (‘Sunset’) Review of
Antidumping Duty Order On Non-Oriented
Electrical Steel From Germany: Domestic Interested
Party Notice Of Intent To Participate,” dated
November 15, 2019 (AK Steel’s Intent to Participate
for Germany); “Five-Year (‘Sunset’) Review of
Antidumping Duty Order On Non-Oriented
Electrical Steel From Japan: Notice of Intent to
Participate,” dated November 15, 2019 (AK Steel’s
Intent to Participate for Japan); “Five-Year (‘Sunset’)
Review of Antidumping Duty Order On Non-
Oriented Electrical Steel From The Republic of
Korea: Notice of Intent to Participate,” dated
November 1, 2019 (AK Steel’s Intent to Participate
for Korea); “Five-Year (‘Sunset’) Review of
Antidumping Duty Order On Non-Oriented
Electrical Steel From Sweden: Domestic Interested
Party Notice of Intent To Participate,” dated
November 15, 2019 (AK Steel’s Intent to Participate
for Sweden); and “Five-Year (‘Sunset’) Review of
Antidumping Duty Order On Non-Oriented
Electrical Steel From Taiwan: Domestic Interested
Party Notice of Intent to Participate,” dated
November 15, 2019 (AK Steel’s Intent to Participate
for Taiwan).

4 See AK Steel’s Intent to Participate for China at
2; see also AK Steel’s Intent to Participate for
Germany; AK Steel’s Intent to Participate for Japan;
AK Steel’s Intent to Participate for Korea; AK Steel’s
Intent to Participate for Sweden; and AK Steel’s
Intent to Participate for Taiwan at 2.

5 See Domestic Interested Party’s Letters, “Five
Year (‘Sunset’) Review of Antidumping Duty Order
on Non-Oriented Electrical Steel From the People’s
Republic of China: Domestic Interested Party
Substantive Response,” dated November 27, 2019;
“Five Year (‘Sunset’) Review Of Antidumping Duty
Order On Non-Oriented Electrical Steel From
Germany: Domestic Interested Party Substantive
Response,” dated November 27, 2019; “Five-Year
(‘Sunset’) Review Of Antidumping Duty Order On
Non-Oriented Electrical Steel From The Republic of
Korea: Domestic Interested Party Substantive
Response,” dated November 27, 2019; “Five-Year
(‘Sunset’) Review Of Antidumping Duty Order On
Non-Oriented Electrical Steel From Japan: Domestic
Interested Party Substantive Response,” dated
November 27, 2019; “Five Year (‘Sunset’) Review
Of Antidumping Duty Order On Non-Oriented
Electrical Steel From Sweden: Domestic Interested
Party Substantive Response,” dated November 27,
2019; and “Five Year (‘Sunset’) Review of
Antidumping Duty Order on Non-Oriented
Electrical Steel From Taiwan: Domestic Interested
Party Substantive Response,” dated November 27,
2019.

these sunset reviews. As a result,
pursuant to section 751(c)(3)(B) of the
Act and 19 CFR 351.218(e)(1)(ii)(C)(2),
Commerce conducted expedited (120-
day) sunset reviews of the Orders.

Scope of the Orders

The merchandise covered by these
orders is NOES from China, Germany,
Japan, Korea, Sweden, and Taiwan. The
subject merchandise is provided for in
subheadings 7225.19.0000,
7226.19.1000, and 7226.19.9000 of the
HTSUS. Subject merchandise may also
be entered under subheadings
7225.50.8085, 7225.99.0090,
7226.92.5000, 7226.92.7050,
7226.92.8050, 7226.99.0180 of the
HTSUS. Although HTSUS subheadings
are provided for convenience and
customs purposes, the written
description of the scope is dispositive.
A full description of the scope of the
Orders is contained in the
accompanying Issues and Decision
Memorandum.®

Analysis of Comments Received

A complete discussion of all issues
raised in these sunset reviews,
including the likelihood of continuation
or recurrence of dumping in the event
of revocation of the Orders and the
magnitude of the margins likely to
prevail if the Orders were to be revoked,
is provided in the accompanying Issues
and Decision Memorandum, which is
hereby adopted by this notice. A list of
the topics discussed in the Issues and
Decision Memorandum is attached as an
Appendix to this notice. The Issues and
Decision Memorandum 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 to all parties in the
Central Records Unit, Room B8024 of
the main Commerce building. In
addition, a complete version of the
Issues and Decision Memorandum can
be accessed directly on the internet at
http://enforcement.trade.gov/frn/. The
signed Issues and Decision
Memorandum and the electronic
version of the Issues and Decision
Memorandum are identical in content.

6 See Memorandum, “‘Issues and Decision
Memorandum for the Expedited First Sunset
Reviews of the Antidumping Duty Orders on Non-
Oriented Electrical Steel from People’s Republic of
China, Germany, Japan, Republic of Korea, Sweden,
and Taiwan” (Issues and Decision Memorandum),
dated concurrently with this notice.
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Final Results of Sunset Reviews

Pursuant to sections 751(c)(1) and
752(c)(1) and (3) of the Act, Commerce
determines that revocation of the Orders
on NOES from China, Germany, Japan,
Korea, Sweden, and Taiwan would be
likely to lead to continuation or
recurrence of dumping, and that the
magnitude of the dumping margins
likely to prevail would be weighted-
average margins of up to 407.52 percent
for China, 98.84 percent for Germany,
204.79 percent for Japan, 6.88 percent
for Korea, 126.72 percent for Sweden,
and 52.23 percent for Taiwan.

Notification Regarding Administrative
Protective Orders

This notice also serves as the only
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.
Timely notification of the return or
destruction of APO materials, or
conversion to judicial protective, orders
is hereby requested. Failure to comply
with the regulations and terms of an
APO is a violation which is subject to
sanction.

Notification to Interested Parties

We are issuing and publishing these
final results and notice in accordance
with sections 751(c), 752(c), and
777(1)(1) of the Act, and 19 CFR 351.218
and 19 CFR 351.221(c)(5)(ii).

Dated: February 20, 2020.
Jeffrey 1. Kessler,

Assistant Secretary for Enforcement and
Compliance.

Appendix

List of Topics Discussed in the Issues and
Decision Memorandum

I. Summary
1I. Background
1II. Scope of the Orders
IV. History of the Orders
V. Legal Framework
VI. Discussion of the Issues
A. Likelihood of Continuation or
Recurrence of Dumping
B. Magnitude of the Dumping Margins
Likely to Prevail
VII. Final Results of Sunset Reviews
VIII. Recommendation

[FR Doc. 2020-03999 Filed 2—26—20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration
[A-201-842]

Large Residential Washers From
Mexico: Preliminary Results of the
Antidumping Duty Administrative
Review; 2018-2019

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

SUMMARY: The Department of Commerce
(Commerce) preliminarily determines
that the producer/exporter subject to
this administrative review made sales of
subject merchandise at less than normal
value (NV). Interested parties are invited
to comment on these preliminary
results.

DATES: Applicable February 27, 2020.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Rebecca Janz or William Miller, AD/
CVD Operations, Office II, Enforcement
and Compliance, International Trade
Administration, U.S. Department of
Commerce, 1401 Constitution Avenue
NW, Washington, DC 20230; telephone:
(202) 482-2972 or (202) 482-3906,
respectively.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

On May 2, 2019, based on a timely
request for review, in accordance with
19 CFR 351.221(c)(1)(i), we initiated an
administrative review of the
antidumping duty order on large
residential washers from Mexico, for
one company, Electrolux Home
Products Corp. N.V. and Electrolux
Home Products de Mexico, S.A. de C.V.
(collectively, Electrolux).® The period of
review (POR) is February 1, 2018
through January 31, 2019. In October
2019, we extended the preliminary
results of this review to no later than
February 28, 2020.2 For a complete
description of the events that followed
the initiation of this review, see the
Preliminary Decision Memorandum.3

Scope of the Order

The products covered by the order are
all large residential washers and certain

1 See Initiation of Antidumping and
Countervailing Duty Administrative Reviews, 84 FR
18777 (May 2, 2019).

2 See Memorandum, ‘‘Large Residential Washers
from Mexico: Extension of the Deadline for
Preliminary Results of the 2018-2019 Antidumping
Duty Administrative Review,” dated October 21,
2019.

3 See Memorandum, ‘“Decision Memorandum for
the Preliminary Results of the 2018-2019
Administrative Review of the Antidumping Duty
Order on Large Residential Washers from Mexico,”
dated concurrently with, and hereby adopted by,
this notice (Preliminary Decision Memorandum).

subassemblies thereof from Mexico.*
The products are currently classifiable
under subheadings 8450.20.0040 and
8450.20.0080 of the Harmonized Tariff
System of the United States (HTSUS).
Products subject to this order may also
enter under HTSUS subheadings
8450.11.0040, 8450.11.0080,
8450.90.2000, and 8450.90.6000.
Although the HTSUS subheadings are
provided for convenience and customs
purposes, the written description of the
merchandise subject to this scope is
dispositive.

Methodology

Commerce is conducting this review
in accordance with section 751(a) of the
Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (the Act).
Constructed export price is calculated in
accordance with section 772 of the Act.
NV is calculated in accordance with
section 773 of the Act. For a full
description of the methodology
underlying our conclusions, see the
Preliminary Decision Memorandum.
The Preliminary Decision Memorandum
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 to all
parties in the Central Records Unit,
room B8024 of the main Commerce
building. In addition, a complete
version of the Preliminary Decision
Memorandum can be accessed at
https://enforcement.trade.gov/frn/
summary/mexico/mexico-fr.htm. The
signed and electronic versions of the
Preliminary Decision Memorandum are
identical in content. A list of the topics
discussed in the Preliminary Decision
Memorandum is attached as an
appendix to this notice.

Preliminary Results of the Review

As a result of this review, we
preliminarily determine that a
weighted-average margin of 3.53 percent
exists for Electrolux for the period
February 1, 2018 through January 31,
2019.

Assessment Rates

Upon completion of this
administrative review, Commerce shall
determine, and U.S. Customs and
Border Protection (CBP) shall assess,
antidumping duties on all appropriate
entries.5

Pursuant to 19 CFR 351.212(b)(1), we
calculated importer-specific ad valorem

4For a complete description of the scope of the
order, see the Preliminary Decision Memorandum.
5See 19 CFR 351.212(b).
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duty assessment rates based on the ratio
of the total amount of dumping
calculated for the examined sales to the
total entered value of the sales for which
entered value was reported. Where
either the respondent’s weighted-
average dumping margin is zero or de
minimis within the meaning of 19 CFR
351.106(c)(1), or an importer-specific
assessment rate is zero or de minimis,
we will instruct CBP to liquidate the
appropriate entries without regard to
antidumping duties. The final results of
this review shall be the basis for the
assessment of antidumping duties on
entries of merchandise covered by the
final results of this review and for future
deposits of estimated duties, where
applicable.®

We intend to issue instructions to
CBP 41 days after the publication date
of the final results of this review.

Cash Deposit Requirements

The following cash deposit
requirements will be effective for all
shipments of the subject merchandise
entered, or withdrawn from warehouse,
for consumption on or after the
publication date of the final results of
this administrative review, as provided
by section 751(a)(2)(C) of the Act: (1)
The cash deposit rate for Electrolux will
be that established in the final results of
this review, except if the rate is less
than 0.50 percent and, therefore, de
minimis within the meaning of 19 CFR
351.106(c)(1), in which case the cash
deposit rate will be zero; (2) for
previously reviewed or investigated
companies not participating in this
review, the cash deposit rate will
continue to be the company-specific
cash deposit rate published for the most
recently completed segment; (3) if the
exporter is not a firm covered in this
review, a prior review, or the original
less-than-fair-value (LTFV)
investigation, but the producer is, then
the cash deposit rate will be the rate
established for the most recent segment
for the producer of the merchandise;
and (4) the cash deposit rate for all other
producers or exporters will continue to
be 36.52 percent, the all-others rate
established in the LTFV investigation.”
These deposit requirements, when
imposed, shall remain in effect until
further notice.

Disclosure and Public Comment

Commerce intends to disclose the
calculations performed in connection
with these preliminary results to

6 See section 751(a)(2)(C) of the Act.

7 See Large Residential Washers from Mexico and
the Republic of Korea: Antidumping Duty Orders,
78 FR 11148 (February 15, 2013).

interested parties within five days of the
date of publication of this notice in
accordance with 19 CFR 351.224(b).8
Interested parties may submit case briefs
no later than 30 days after the date of
publication of this notice.9 Rebuttal
briefs, limited to issues raised in the
case briefs, may be filed no later than
five days after the time limit for filing
case briefs.10 Parties who submit case
briefs or rebuttal briefs in this
proceeding are encouraged to submit
with each argument: (1) A statement of
the issue; (2) a brief summary of the
argument; and (3) a table of
authorities.1? Case and rebuttal briefs
should be filed using ACCESS.12

Pursuant to 19 CFR 351.310(c),
interested parties who wish to request a
hearing must submit a written request to
the Assistant Secretary for Enforcement
and Compliance, filed electronically via
ACCESS within 30 days after the date of
publication of this notice.13 Hearing
requests should contain: (1) The party’s
name, address, and telephone number;
(2) the number of participants; and (3)
a list of the issues to be discussed.
Issues raised in the hearing will be
limited to issues raised in the briefs. If
a request for a hearing is made, parties
will be notified of the time and date for
the hearing to be held at the U.S.
Department of Commerce, 1401
Constitution Avenue NW, Washington,
DC 20230.14

An electronically-filed document
must be received successfully in its
entirety by ACCESS by 5 p.m. Eastern
Time on the established deadline.

Commerce intends to issue the final
results of this administrative review,
including the results of its analysis of
issues raised in any written briefs, not
later than 120 days after the date of
publication of this notice, unless the
deadline is extended.1®

Notification to Importers

This notice also serves as a
preliminary 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 review
period. Failure to comply with this
requirement could result in the
Secretary’s presumption that
reimbursement of antidumping duties

8 See 19 CFR 351.224(b).

9 See 19 CFR 351.309(c).

10 See 19 CFR 351.309(d).

11 See 19 CFR 351.309(c)(2) and (d)(2).
12 See 19 CFR 351.303.

13 See 19 CFR 351.310(c).

14 See 19 CFR 351.310(d).

15 See section 751(a)(3)(A) of the Act.

occurred and the subsequent assessment
of double antidumping duties.
Notification to Interested Parties
We are issuing and publishing these
results in accordance with sections
751(a)(1) and 777(i)(1) of the Act.

Dated: February 20, 2020.

Jeffrey 1. Kessler,

Assistant Secretary for Enforcement and
Compliance.

Appendix
List of Topics Discussed in the Preliminary
Decision Memorandum

I. Summary

II. Background

III. Scope of the Order

IV. Discussion of the Methodology

V. Recommendation

[FR Doc. 2020-04008 Filed 2-26-20; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration
[C-570-997]

Non-Oriented Electrical Steel From the
People’s Republic of China: Final
Results of the Expedited First Sunset
Review of the Countervailing Duty
Order

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

SUMMARY: The Department of Commerce
(Commerce) finds that revocation of the
countervailing duty (CVD) order would
be likely to lead to the continuation or
recurrence of a countervailable subsidy
at the levels indicated in the “Final
Results of Review” section of this
notice.

DATES: Applicable February 27, 2020.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mary Kolberg or Dusten Hom, AD/CVD
Operations, Office I, Enforcement and
Compliance, International Trade
Administration, U.S. Department of
Commerce, 1401 Constitution Avenue
NW, Washington, DG 20230; telephone:
(202) 482-1785 or (202) 482—5075,
respectively.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Background

On December 3, 2014, Commerce
published in the Federal Register the
CVD order on non-oriented electrical
steel (NOES) from the People’s Republic
of China (China).? On November 1,

1 See Non-Oriented Electrical Steel from the
People’s Republic of China and Taiwan:
Countervailing Duty Orders, 79 FR 71749
(December 3, 2014) (Order).
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2019, Commerce published the notice of
initiation of the first sunset review of
the CVD order on NOES from China,
pursuant to section 751(c) of the Tariff
Act of 1930, as amended (the Act).2 On
November 15, 2019, Commerce received
a notice of intent to participate from the
domestic interested party, AK Steel
Corporation (AK Steel).? The notice of
intent to participate was timely filed
within the deadline specified in 19 CFR
351.218(d)(1)(i). Additionally, AK Steel
claimed interested party status under
section 771(9)(C) of the Act, as a
domestic producer of NOES.

Commerce received an adequate
substantive response to the notice of
initiation from the domestic producer
within the 30-day deadline specified in
19 CFR 351.218(d)(3)(i).4 However,
because we did not receive a substantive
response from the Government of China
(GOCQ) or from any other respondent
interested parties who are producers or
exporters of NOES, we determined that
respondent interested parties provided
inadequate responses to Commerce’s
notice of initiation.

On December 13, 2019, Commerce
notified the U.S. International Trade
Commission that it did not receive an
adequate substantive response from
respondent interested parties.5 As a
result, pursuant to 751(c)(3)(B) of the
Act and 19 CFR 351.218(e)(1)(ii)(B)(2)
and 351.218(e)(1)(ii)(C)(2), Commerce
conducted an expedited (120-day)
sunset review of the CVD Order on
NOES from China.

Scope of the Order

The merchandise covered by the
Order is NOES, which includes cold-
rolled, flat-rolled, alloy steel products,
whether or not in coils, regardless of
width, having an actual thickness of
0.20 mm or more, in which the core loss
is substantially equal in any direction of
magnetization in the plane of the
material. The term “‘substantially equal”
means that the cross grain direction of
core loss is no more than 1.5 times the
straight grain direction (i.e., the rolling
direction) of core loss. NOES has a
magnetic permeability that does not

2 See Initiation of Five-Year (Sunset) Reviews, 84
FR 58687 (November 1, 2019).

3 See AK Steel’s Letter, “Five-Year (‘Sunset’)
Review of Countervailing Duty Order on Non-
Oriented Electrical Steel from The People’s
Republic of China: Domestic Interested Party Notice
of Intent to Participate,” dated November 15, 2019.

4 See AK Steel’s Letter, “Five-Year (‘Sunset’)
Review of Countervailing Duty Order on Non-
Oriented Electrical Steel from the People’s Republic
of China: Domestic Interested Party Substantive
Response,” dated November 27, 2019.

5 See Commerce’s Letter, ‘“Sunset Reviews
Initiated on November 1, 2019,” dated December
13, 2019.

exceed 1.65 Tesla when tested at a field
of 800 A/m (equivalent to 10 Oersteds)
along (i.e., parallel to) the rolling
direction of the sheet (i.e., Bgoo value).
NOES contains by weight more than
1.00 percent of silicon but less than 3.5
percent of silicon, not more than 0.08
percent of carbon, and not more than 1.5
percent of aluminum. NOES has a
surface oxide coating, to which an
insulation coating may be applied.

NOES is subject to the Order whether
it is fully processed (i.e., fully annealed
to develop final magnetic properties) or
semi-processed (i.e., finished to final
thickness and physical form but not
fully annealed to develop final magnetic
properties). Fully processed NOES is
typically made to the requirements of
ASTM specification A 677, Japanese
Industrial Standards (JIS) specification
C 2552, and/or International
Electrotechnical Commission (IEC)
specification 60404—8—4. Semi-
processed NOES is typically made to the
requirements of ASTM specification A
683. However, the scope of the Order is
not limited to merchandise meeting the
ASTM, JIS, and IEC specifications noted
immediately above.

NOES is sometimes referred to as
cold-rolled non-oriented (CRNO), non-
grain oriented (NGO), non-oriented
(NO), or cold-rolled non-grain oriented
(CRNGO) electrical steel. These terms
are interchangeable.

Excluded from the scope of the Order
are flat-rolled products not in coils that,
prior to importation into the United
States, have been cut to a shape and
undergone all punching, coating, or
other operations necessary for
classification in Chapter 85 of the
Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the
United States (HTSUS) as a part (i.e.,
lamination) for use in a device such as
a motor, generator, or transformer.

The subject merchandise is provided
for in subheadings 7225.19.0000,
7226.19.1000, and 7226.19.9000 of the
HTSUS. Subject merchandise may also
be entered under subheadings
7225.50.8085, 7225.99.0090,
7226.92.5000, 7226.92.7050,
7226.92.8050, 7226.99.0180 of the
HTSUS. Although the HTSUS
subheadings above are provided for
convenience and customs purpose, the
written description of the scope of the
Order is dispositive.

Analysis of Comments Received

All issues raised in this sunset review
are addressed in the Issues and Decision
Memorandum,® which is hereby

6 See Memorandum ‘““Issues and Decision
Memorandum for the Final Results of the Expedited
First Sunset Review of the Countervailing Duty

adopted by this notice. The issues
discussed in the Issues and Decision
Memorandum are the likelihood of
continuation or recurrence of a
countervailable subsidy and the net
countervailable subsidy rates likely to
prevail if the order were revoked. The
Issues and Decision Memorandum 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 to all in
the Central Records Unit, Room B8024
of the main Commerce building. In
addition, a complete version of the
Issues and Decision Memorandum can
be accessed directly at http://
enforcement.trade.gov/frn/.

Final Results of Review

Pursuant to sections 751(c)(1) and
752(b) of the Act, Commerce determines
that revocation of the CVD order on
NOES from China would be likely to
lead to the continuation or recurrence of
a countervailable subsidy at the rates
listed below:

Net
subsidy
Producer/exporter rate
(percent)
Baoshan Iron & Steel Co., Ltd ... 158.88
All Others .....cooveveeveieeieceeeeeees 158.88

Administrative Protective Order (APO)

This notice also serves as the only
reminder to parties subject to an APO of
their responsibility concerning the
destruction of proprietary information
disclosed under APO in accordance
with 19 CFR 351.305. 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
sanctionable violation.

Notification to Interested Parties

We are issuing and publishing these
results in accordance with sections
751(c), 752(b), and 777(1)(1) of the Act
and 19 CFR 351.218.

Order on Non-Oriented Electrical Steel from the
People’s Republic of China,” dated concurrently
with this notice (Issues and Decision
Memorandum).


http://enforcement.trade.gov/frn/
http://enforcement.trade.gov/frn/
http://access.trade.gov

Federal Register/Vol. 85, No. 39/ Thursday, February 27, 2020/ Notices

11341

Dated: February 20, 2020.
Jeffrey 1. Kessler,

Assistant Secretary for Enforcement and
Compliance.

Appendix

List of Topics Discussed in the Issues and
Decision Memorandum

I. Summary
1I. Background
I1I. Scope of the Order
IV. History of the Order
V. Discussion of the Issues
1. Revocation of the Order Is Likely To
Lead to a Continuation or Recurrence of
a Countervailable Subsidy
2. Net Countervailable Subsidy Rates That
Are Likely To Prevail
3. Nature of the Subsidies
VI. Final Results of Review
VII. Recommendation

[FR Doc. 2020-03987 Filed 2—26—20; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration
[A-552-825]

Utility Scale Wind Towers From the
Socialist Republic of Vietham:
Postponement of Final Determination
of Sales at Less-Than-Fair-Value
Investigation

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

SUMMARY: The Department of Commerce
(Commerce) is postponing the deadline
for issuing the final determination in the
less-than-fair-value (LTFV) investigation
of utility scale wind towers (wind
towers) from the Socialist Republic of
Vietnam (Vietnam) until June 29, 2020,
and is extending the provisional
measures from a four-month period to a
period of not more than six months.
DATES: Applicable February 27, 2020.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Joshua A. DeMoss, AD/CVD Operations,
Office VI, Enforcement and Compliance,
International Trade Administration,
U.S. Department of Commerce, 1401
Constitution Avenue NW, Washington,
DC 20230; telephone: (202) 482—3362.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

On August 5, 2019, Commerce
initiated an LTFV investigation of
imports of wind towers from Vietnam.?!
The period of investigation is January 1,
2019 through June 30, 2019. On

1 See Utility Scale Wind Towers from Canada,
Indonesia, the Republic of Korea, and the Socialist
Republic of Vietnam: Initiation of Less-Than-Fair-
Value Investigations, 84 FR 37992 (August 5, 2019).

February 14, 2020, Commerce published
its Preliminary Determination in this
LTFV investigation.?

Postponement of Final Determination

Section 735(a)(2) of the Tariff Act of
1930, as amended (the Act), and 19 CFR
351.210(b)(2) provide that a final
determination may be postponed until
not later than 135 days after the date of
the publication of the preliminary
determination if, in the event of an
affirmative preliminary determination, a
request for such postponement is made
by the exporters or producers who
account for a significant proportion of
exports of the subject merchandise, or in
the event of a negative preliminary
determination, a request for such
postponement is made by the petitioner.
Further, 19 CFR 351.210(e)(2) requires
that such postponement requests by
exporters be accompanied by a request
for extension of provisional measures
from a four-month period to a period of
not more than six months, in
accordance with section 733(d) of the
Act.

On February 11, 2020, CS Wind
Vietnam Co., Ltd. (CS Wind), the
mandatory respondent in this
investigation, requested that Commerce
postpone the deadline for the final
determination until no later than 135
days from the publication of the
Preliminary Determination, and extend
the application of the provisional
measures from a four-month period to a
period of not more than six months.3 In
accordance with section 735(a)(2)(A) of
the Act and 19 CFR 351.210(b)(2)(ii),
because: (1) The preliminary
determination was affirmative; (2) the
request was made by the exporter and
producer who accounts for a significant
proportion of exports of the subject
merchandise; and (3) no compelling
reasons for denial exist, Commerce is
postponing the final determination until
no later than 135 days after the date of
the publication of the Preliminary
Determination, and extending the
provisional measures from a four-month
period to a period of not more than six
months. Accordingly, Commerce will
issue its final determination no later
than June 29, 2020.4

2 See Utility Scale Wind Towers from the Socialist
Republic of Vietnam: Preliminary Affirmative
Determination of Sales at Less-Than-Fair-Value and
Preliminary Affirmative Determination of Critical
Circumstances, 85 FR 8565 (February 14, 2020)
(Preliminary Determination).

3 See CS Wind'’s Letter, “CS Wind’s Request to
Extend the Final Determination: Less Than Fair
Value Investigation of Utility Scale Wind Towers
from Vietnam (A-552-825),” dated February 11,
2020.

4Postponing the final determination to 135 days
after the publication of the Preliminary

Notice to Interested Parties

This notice is issued and published
pursuant to section 735(a)(2) of the Act
and 19 CFR 351.210(g).

Dated: February 21, 2020.

Jeffrey 1. Kessler,

Assistant Secretary for Enforcement and
Compliance.

[FR Doc. 2020-03995 Filed 2—26-20; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
International Trade Administration
[A-570-983]

Drawn Stainless Steel Sinks From the
People’s Republic of China: Final
Results of Antidumping Duty
Administrative Review; 2018-2019

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

SUMMARY: The Department of Commerce
(Commerce) determines that the two
mandatory respondents, Guangdong
New Shichu Import and Export
Company Limited (New Shichu) and
KaiPing Dawn Plumbing Products, Inc.
(KaiPing), have not established their
eligibility for a separate rate and are part
of the China-wide entity. We also
continue to assign the China-wide rate
to an additional nine companies,
because we determine that they are not
eligible for a separate rate. Finally, we
continue to grant a separate rate to
Jiangmen New Star Hi-Tech Enterprise
Ltd. (New Star), which demonstrated
eligibility for separate rate status but
was not selected for individual
examination. The period of review
(POR) is April 1, 2018 through March
31, 2019.

DATES: Applicable February 27, 2020.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Rebecca Janz or Adam Simons, AD/CVD
Operations, Office II, Enforcement and
Compliance, International Trade
Administration, U.S. Department of
Commerce, 1401 Constitution Avenue
NW, Washington, DC 20230; telephone:
(202) 482—2972 or (202) 482-6172,
respectively.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
December 26, 2019, Commerce

Determination would place the deadline on
Sunday, June 28, 2020. Commerce’s practice
dictates that where a deadline falls on a weekend
or federal holiday, the appropriate deadline is the
next business day. See Notice of Clarification:
Application of “Next Business Day” Rule for
Administrative Determination Deadlines Pursuant
to the Tariff Act of 1930, As Amended, 70 FR 24533
(May 10, 2005).
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published the Preliminary Results.?
Although we invited parties to comment
on the Preliminary Results,2 no
interested party submitted comments.
Accordingly, no decision memorandum
accompanies this Federal Register
notice. Commerce conducted this
administrative review in accordance
with section 751 of the Tariff Act of
1930, as amended (the Act).

Scope of the Order

The products covered by the order
include drawn stainless steel sinks.
Imports of subject merchandise are
currently classified under the
Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the
United States (HTSUS) subheadings
7324.10.0000 and 7324.10.0010.
Although the HTSUS subheadings are
provided for convenience and customs
purposes, the written description of the
scope of the order is dispositive.3

Final Results of Review and Final
Determination of No Shipments

We made no changes from the
Preliminary Results. Therefore, as a
result of this review, we determine that
the two mandatory respondents, New
Shichu and KaiPing, have not
established their eligibility for a
separate rate and are part of the China-
wide entity. We also determine that,
because the following companies did
not submit separate rate applications or
certifications, they are ineligible for a
separate rate and are part of the China-
wide entity: B&R Industries Limited
(B&R); Feidong Import and Export Co.
Ltd. (Feidong); Guangdong G-Top
Import & Export Co., Ltd. (G-Top);
Jiangmen Pioneer Import & Export Co.,
Ltd. (Pioneer); Ningbo Afa Kitchen and
Bath Co., Ltd. (Ningbo Afa); Xinhe
Stainless Steel Products Co., Ltd.
(Xinhe); Yuyao Afa Kitchenware Co.,
Ltd. (Yuyao Afa); and Zhongshan
Superte Kitchenware Co., Ltd. (Superte).
We also determine that, because Zhuhai
Kohler Kitchen & Bathroom Products
Co. Ltd. (Kohler) failed to respond to
Commerce’s supplemental separate rate
questionnaire, this company is
ineligible for a separate rate and is part
of the China-wide entity. Finally, we
continue to grant a separate rate to New
Star, which demonstrated eligibility for
separate rate status, but was not selected

1 See Drawn Stainless Steel Sinks from the
People’s Republic of China: Preliminary Results of
the Antidumping Duty Administrative Review and
Preliminary Determination of No Shipments; 2018-
2019, 84 FR 70946 (December 26, 2019)
(Preliminary Results), and accompanying
Preliminary Decision Memorandum (PDM).

2]d., 84 FR at 70947.

3For a complete description of the scope of the
order, see the Preliminary Results PDM at 3—4.

for individual examination.* We
determine that the dumping margin for
New Star for the period April 1, 2018
through March 31, 2019 is as follows:

Weighted-
average
Exporter dumping
margin
(percent)
Jiangmen New Star Hi-Tech
Enterprise Ltd. ................... 1.78

Assessment Rates

Commerce shall determine, and U.S.
Customs and Border Protection (CBP)
shall assess, antidumping duties on all
appropriate entries in accordance with
section 751(a)(2)(C) of the Act and 19
CFR 351.212(b). Because we determined
that the following companies were not
eligible for a separate rate and are part
of the China-wide entity, we will
instruct CBP to apply an ad valorem
assessment rate of 76.45 percent to all
entries of subject merchandise during
the POR that were produced and/or
exported by: B&R; Feidong; G-Top;
KaiPing; Kohler; New Shichu; Ningbo
Afa; Pioneer; Superte; Xinhe; and Yuyao
Afa. We will instruct CBP to apply an
assessment rate to all entries of
merchandise produced and/or exported
by New Star equal to the dumping
margin indicated above. Commerce
intends to issue assessment instructions
to CBP 15 days after the date of
publication of these final results of
review.

Cash Deposit Requirements

The following cash deposit
requirements will be effective for all
shipments of subject merchandise
entered, or withdrawn from warehouse,
for consumption on or after the
publication date of the final results of
this administrative review, as provided
by section 751(a)(2)(C) of the Act: (1)
For the company listed above that has
a separate rate, the cash deposit rate will
be the rate established in these final
results of review; (2) for previously
investigated or reviewed Chinese and
non-Chinese exporters not listed above
that have separate rates, the cash
deposit rate will continue to be equal to
the exporter-specific weighted-average
dumping margin published of the most
recently-completed segment of this
proceeding; (3) for all Chinese exporters
of subject merchandise that have not
been found to be entitled to a separate

+We assigned New Star the most recently
assigned separate rate in this proceeding (i.e., 1.78
percent). See Drawn Stainless Steel Sinks from the
People’s Republic of China: Final Results of
Antidumping Duty Administrative Review; 2017~
2018, 84 FR 38211 (August 6, 2019).

rate, the cash deposit rate will be the
rate for China-wide entity, 76.45
percent; and (4) for all exporters of
subject merchandise which are not
located in China and which are not
eligible for a separate rate, the cash
deposit rate will be the rate applicable
to Chinese exporter(s) that supplied that
non-Chinese exporter. These deposit
requirements, when imposed, shall
remain in effect until further notice.

Notification to Importers

This notice serves as a 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
Commerce’s presumption that
reimbursement of antidumping duties
occurred and the subsequent assessment
of double antidumping duties.

Notification Regarding Administrative
Protective Order

This notice also serves as a reminder
to parties subject to administrative
protective order (APO) of their
responsibility concerning the
disposition of proprietary information
disclosed under APO in accordance
with 19 CFR 351.305(a)(3). Timely
written notification of return/
destruction of APO materials or
conversion to judicial protective order is
hereby requested. Failure to comply
with the regulations and the terms of an
APO is a sanctionable violation.

Notification to Interested Parties

We are issuing and publishing this
notice in accordance with sections
751(a)(1) and 777(i) of the Act, and 19
CFR 351.213(h) and 351.221(b)(5).

Dated: February 20, 2020.

Jeffrey I. Kessler,

Assistant Secretary for Enforcement and
Compliance.

[FR Doc. 2020-04007 Filed 2—26-20; 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: Initiation
of Antidumping Duty New Shipper
Review

AGENCY: Enforcement and Compliance,
International Trade Administration,
Department of Commerce.
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SUMMARY: The Department of Commerce
(Commerce) has determined that a
request for a new shipper review (NSR)
of the antidumping duty order on
wooden bedroom furniture (WBF) from
the People’s Republic of China (China)
meets the statutory and regulatory
requirements for initiation. The period
of review (POR) for the NSR is January
1, 2019 through December 31, 2019.

DATES: Applicable February 27, 2020.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Jonathan Hill, AD/CVD Operations,
Office IV, Enforcement and Compliance,
International Trade Administration,
U.S. Department of Commerce, 1401
Constitution Avenue NW, Washington,
DC 20230; telephone: (202) 482—-3518.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Background

Commerce published the Order on
January 4, 2005.* On January 28, 2020,
pursuant to section 751(a)(2)(B)(i) of the
Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (the Act),
and 19 CFR 351.214(c), Commerce
received a timely NSR request from
Kunshan Jujia Decoration Design Co.,
Ltd (Kunshan Jujia).2 The deadline for
publication of the NSR initiation is
February 28, 2020.

In its submission, Kunshan Jujia
certified that it is the producer and
exporter of the subject merchandise
upon which its request for a NSR is
based.3 Pursuant to section
751(a)(2)(B)({)(I) of the Act and 19 CFR
351.214(b)(2)(i), Kunshan Jujia certified
that it did not export WBF to the United
States during the period of investigation
(POI).# Additionally, pursuant to section
751(a)(2)(B)(1)(II) of the Act and 19 CFR
351.214(b)(2)(iii)(A), Kunshan Jujia
certified that, since the initiation of the
investigation, it has never been affiliated
with any producer or exporter that
exported WBF to the United States
during the POI, including those not
individually examined during the
investigation.® As required by 19 CFR
351.214(b)(2)(iii)(B), Kunshan Jujia also
certified that its export activities are not
controlled by the central government of
China.® Further, Kunshan Jujia certified
that it has not made subsequent
shipments of subject merchandise.”

1 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).

2 See Kunshan Jujia’s January 28, 2020 New
Shipper Review Request (NSR Request).

31d. at Exhibit 1.

41d.

51d.

61d.

7Id. at 3.

In addition to the certifications
described above, pursuant to 19 CFR
351.214(b)(2)(iv), Kunshan Jujia
submitted documentation establishing
the following: (1) The date on which it
first shipped WBF for export to the
United States and the date on which the
WBF was first entered, or withdrawn
from warehouse, for consumption; (2)
the volume of its first shipment; and (3)
the date of its first sale to an unaffiliated
customer in the United States.8

Commerce conducted a query of U.S.
Customs and Border Protection (CBP)
data and confirmed that Kunshan Jujia’s
subject merchandise entered the United
States for consumption and that
liquidation of such entries had been
properly suspended for antidumping
duties. The CBP data that Commerce
examined are consistent with
information provided by Kunshan Jujia
in its NSR request. In particular, the
CBP data confirm the price and quantity
reported by Kunshan Jujia for the sale
that forms that basis of its NSR request.?

Period of Review

Pursuant to 19 CFR 351.214(c), an
exporter or producer may request an
NSR within one year of the date on
which its subject merchandise was first
entered, or withdrawn from warehouse,
for consumption, or shipped to the
United States, as appropriate. Kunshan
Jujia requested this NSR within one year
of the date on which its WBF first
entered the United States, and made its
request in the month of January, which
is the anniversary month of the Order.10
In accordance with 19 CFR
351.214(g)(1)(i)(A), the POR is January 1,
2019, through December 31, 2019.

Initiation of NSR

Pursuant to section 751(a)(2)(B) of the
Act, 19 CFR 351.214(b), and based on
the information on the record, we find
that Kunshan Jujia’s NSR request meets
the threshold requirements for initiation
of a NSR of its shipment(s) of WBF to
the United States.1* However, if the
information supplied by Kunshan Jujia
is later found to be incorrect or
insufficient during the course of this
NSR, Commerce may rescind the review
or apply adverse facts available,
pursuant to section 776 of the Act, as
appropriate. Pursuant to 19 CFR
351.221(c)(1)(i), Commerce will publish

8Id. at Exhibit 2.

91d.; see also Memorandum, ‘“‘Initiation of
Antidumping New Shipper Review of Wooden
Bedroom Furniture from the People’s Republic of
China: Kunshan Jujia Decoration Design Co., Ltd.
Initiation Checklist,” dated concurrently with this
notice.

10 See NSR Request at Exhibit 2.

11 See generally NSR request.

the notice of initiation of an NSR no
later than the last day of the month
following the anniversary or semiannual
anniversary month of the order.
Commerce intends to issue the
preliminary results of this review no
later than 180 days from the date of
initiation, and the final results of this
review no later than 90 days after the
date the preliminary results are
issued.12

It is Commerce’s usual practice, in
cases involving non-market economies,
to require that a company seeking to
establish eligibility for an antidumping
duty rate separate from the country-
wide rate (i.e., separate rate) to provide
evidence of de jure and de facto absence
of government control over the
company’s export activities.13
Accordingly, Commerce will issue
questionnaires to Kunshan Jujia
requesting, inter alia, information
regarding its export activities for the
purpose of determining whether it is
eligible for a separate rate. The review
of the exporter will proceed if the
response provides sufficient indication
that the exporter is not subject to either
de jure or de facto government control
with respect to its exports of WBF.

We will conduct this NSR in
accordance with section 751(a)(2)(B) of
the Act.1# Because Kunshan Jujia
certified that it produced and exported
subject merchandise, the sale of which
is the basis for its NSR request,
Commerce will instruct CBP to continue
to suspend liquidation of all entries of
subject merchandise produced and
exported by Kunshan Jujia. To assist in
its analysis of the bona fide nature of
Kunshan Jujia’s sales, upon initiation of
this NSR, Commerce will require
Kunshan Jujia to submit, on an ongoing
basis, complete transaction information
concerning any sales of subject
merchandise to the United States that
were made subsequent to the POR.

Interested parties requiring access to
proprietary information in this NSR
should submit applications for
disclosure under administrative
protective order in accordance with 19
CFR 351.305 and 351.306. This
initiation notice is published in
accordance with section 751(a)(2)(B) of
the Act and 19 CFR 351.214 and
351.221(c)(1) ().

12 See section 751(a)(2)(B)(iii) of the Act.

13 See Import Administration Policy Bulletin,
Number: 05.1. (http://ia.ita.doc.gov/policy/bull05-
Lpdf).

14 The Act was amended by the Trade Facilitation
and Trade Enforcement Act of 2015 which removed
from section 751(a)(2)(B) of the Act the provision
directing Commerce to instruct CBP to allow an
importer the option of posting a bond or security
in lieu of a cash deposit during the pendency of an
NSR.


http://ia.ita.doc.gov/policy/bull05-l.pdf
http://ia.ita.doc.gov/policy/bull05-l.pdf
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Dated: February 21, 2020.
James Maeder,

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Antidumping
and Countervailing Duty Operations.

[FR Doc. 2020—04006 Filed 2—26-20; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Institute of Standards and
Technology

[Docket Number: 200213-0056]

Request for Information Regarding
Manufacturing USA Institutes and
Processes

AGENCY: National Institute of Standards
and Technology, Department of
Commerce.

ACTION: Request for Information (RFI).

SUMMARY: The Manufacturing USA
reauthorization prescribes three
pathways for creating centers for
manufacturing innovation or institutes
in the Manufacturing USA network.
Through this Request for Information
(RFT), NIST is seeking comment from
the public on the pathway where
manufacturing centers outside of
Manufacturing USA are recognized by
the Secretary of Commerce as centers for
manufacturing innovation in response
to a formal request by the centers for
such recognition. The law provides that
a manufacturing center substantially
similar to Manufacturing USA
institutes, but which do not have federal
sponsorship, may be recognized for
participation in the network, but does
not specify criteria for similarity. This
pathway may be termed the “alliance”
model for membership in
Manufacturing USA. These could be
existing agency-sponsored institutes
which are no longer under a federal
financial aid agreement or existing
entities not in the network with relevant
characteristics that are new to the
network. Through this RFI, NIST also is
seeking broad input and participation
from stakeholders to assist in
identifying and prioritizing issues and
proposed solutions on the information
provided regarding the proposed
“alliance” path to designate a
Manufacturing USA Institute, including
what should be the minimum
characteristics and requirements for
such entities.

DATES: Comments must be received by
5:00 p.m. Eastern time on August 25,
2020. Written comments in response to
the RFI should be submitted according
to the instructions in the ADDRESSES and
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION sections

below. Submissions received after that
date may not be considered.
ADDRESSES:

For Comments:

Responses can be submitted by either
of the following methods:

Website: https://docs.google.com/
forms/d/e/1FAIpQLSd1NhLXHHHy-
hnj9xpxZ85MAMmTMxMxgGglc8LW6r
7QWI55Xg/viewform. Follow the
instructions for sending comments on
the agency website.

Email: manufacturingusa@nist.gov.
Include “RFI Response: Manufacturing
USA Institutes and Processes” in the
subject line of the message.

Instructions: Attachments will be
accepted in plain text, Microsoft Word,
or Adobe PDF formats. Comments
containing references, studies, research,
and other empirical data that are not
widely published should include copies
or electronic links of the referenced
materials.

All submissions, including
attachments and other supporting
materials, will become part of the public
record and subject to public disclosure.
NIST reserves the right to publish
relevant comments publicly, unedited
and in their entirety. Personal
information, such as account numbers
or Social Security numbers, or names of
other individuals, should not be
included. Do not submit confidential
business information, or otherwise
sensitive or protected information.
Comments that contain profanity,
vulgarity, threats, or other inappropriate
language or content will not be
considered.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ms.
Margaret Phillips, Associate Director for
Competitions, Office of Advanced
Manufacturing, National Institute of
Standards and Technology, 100 Bureau
Drive MS 4700, Gaithersburg, MD
20899, 301-975-4350, or by email to
manufacturingusa@nist.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Background

Manufacturing USA was authorized
by the Revitalize American
Manufacturing and Innovation Act in
December 2014." In 2019 the House
Science Committee convened a hearing
on Manufacturing USA, leading to the
House passing the American
Manufacturing Leadership Act.
Concurrently the Senate developed and
passed the Global Leadership in
Manufacturing Act. Both of these bills
were reconciled and included into the

1Gonsolidated and Further Continuing
Appropriations Act, 2015, Public Law 113-235,
Title VII—Revitalize American Manufacturing
Innovation Act of 2014, codified at 15 U.S.C. 278s.

National Defense Authorization Act,
which was signed into law on December
20, 2019.2 This Manufacturing USA
reauthorization prescribes three
pathways for creating centers for
manufacturing innovation, or institutes
in the Manufacturing USA network. The
three pathways are:

(1) Institutes established pursuant to
Federal law or executive actions which
became members of the network,

(2) institutes created via competitions
held by the Secretary of Commerce
through the National Institute of
Standards and Technology (NIST), and

(3) manufacturing centers outside of
Manufacturing USA but recognized by
the Secretary of Commerce as centers for
manufacturing innovation in response
to a formal request by the centers for
such recognition. “A manufacturing
center that is substantially similar to
those established under this subsection
but does not receive financial assistance
under subsection (d) may, upon request
of the center, be recognized as a center
for manufacturing innovation by the
Secretary for purposes of participation
in the Network”.

The third pathway may be termed the
“alliance’” model for membership in
Manufacturing USA. These could be
existing agency-sponsored institutes
which are no longer under a federal
financial aid agreement or existing
entities not in the network with relevant
characteristics that are new to the
network. NIST is seeking broad input
and participation from stakeholders to
assist in identifying and prioritizing
issues and proposed solutions on the
information provided regarding the
proposed ‘“alliance” path to establish a
Manufacturing USA Institute.

Anticipated Benefits and Impact of the
“Alliance” Model

Benefits to the Joining Entities

Entities that seek to join
Manufacturing USA through the
“alliance”” model stand to benefit in
ways that are both tangible and
intangible. Some of the key benefits are
identified below.

e Formal recognition and “‘branding”
with associated visibility as a national
manufacturing innovation institute.

e Membership in a nationwide
network of manufacturing innovation
institutes with associated support.

O Enhanced communication with
leadership of the Manufacturing USA
Institutes.

2National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2020, Public Law 116-92, codified at 15 U.S.C.
278s, as amended.


mailto:manufacturingusa@nist.gov
mailto:manufacturingusa@nist.gov
https://docs.google.com/forms/d/e/1FAIpQLSd1NhLXHHHy-hnj9xpxZ85MAMmTMxMxgGglc8LW6r7QWI55Xg/viewform
https://docs.google.com/forms/d/e/1FAIpQLSd1NhLXHHHy-hnj9xpxZ85MAMmTMxMxgGglc8LW6r7QWI55Xg/viewform
https://docs.google.com/forms/d/e/1FAIpQLSd1NhLXHHHy-hnj9xpxZ85MAMmTMxMxgGglc8LW6r7QWI55Xg/viewform
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O Opportunities for synergistic
collaboration with other institutes in the
network.

O Access to the shared network
services offered by the National Program
Office.3

¢ Eligibility for programmatic funding
specifically for entities designated as
Manufacturing USA Institutes which are
not federally sponsored. Grants may be
awarded on a competitive basis, subject
to the availability of funds, for public
service activities, such as workforce
development, outreach to small- and
medium-sized manufacturers, and other
activities aligned with the mission of
Manufacturing USA.

Benefits to the Manufacturing USA
Program and Existing Institutes

The alliance model for new
manufacturing innovation institutes and
their induction into Manufacturing USA
can facilitate expansion of the network,
and technical areas not currently
addressed by existing or pending
Manufacturing USA Institutes can be
established. In doing so, the federal
government can significantly leverage
its existing and future Manufacturing
USA investments to spur the U.S.
advanced manufacturing efforts already
underway.

The extensive public and private
sector inputs gathered by the Advanced
Manufacturing Partnership (AMP)
initiatives 45 and by the five “Designing
for Impact” regional workshops © held
around the country clearly indicate that
several technology areas of importance
to U.S. manufacturers remain to be
addressed by Manufacturing USA. The
alliance model can serve as a cost-
effective pathway to rapidly expand
technology coverage, geographical
reach, and national impact of
Manufacturing USA. It should however
be noted that the “alliance” model is
not intended to be a substitute for robust
long-term federal support of
Manufacturing USA.

Institutes in the network have the
potential to improve the

3 The interagency Advanced Manufacturing
National Program Office (AMNPO), which is
headquartered at NIST, is tasked with the role of the
National Program Office for Manufacturing USA.

4 Report to the President on Capturing Domestic
Competitive Advantage in Advanced
Manufacturing, Executive Office of the President,
President’s Council of Advisors on Science and
Technology, July 2012.

5 Report to the President on Accelerating U.S.
Advanced Manufacturing, Executive Office of the
President, President’s Council of Advisors on
Science and Technology, October 2014.

6 National Network for Manufacturing Innovation:
A Preliminary Design, Executive Office of the
President, National Science and Technology
Council, Advanced Manufacturing National
Program Office, January 2013.

competitiveness of United States
manufacturing, including in key
advanced manufacturing technologies,
and to accelerate non-Federal
investment in advanced manufacturing
production capacity in the United
States.

Existing institutes in Manufacturing
USA also stand to benefit from their
association with the alliance members.
Some of the key potential benefits to
existing institutes that are already in the
network are listed below.

e The new technology topics of the
joining entities will enrich the network
of institutes and will provide additional
opportunities for the existing institutes
to leverage complementary technical
capabilities and services offered by the
alliance members.

¢ Alliance members will have
different operational and governance
models. The existing and future
Manufacturing USA Institutes, and their
federal sponsor agencies, stand to
benefit from the best practices gleaned
from the different operational models
adopted.

Proposed Process for Alliance Model
Institutes

1. Information about the application
process will be on the Manufacturing
USA website.

2. Interested applicants can apply at
any time.

3. Applications will be evaluated by
a panel of Federal employees against
evaluation criteria to be determined. If
additional information is needed, it can
be requested by the panel.

4. Applicants will be notified of the
decision with regard to the review.

5. If an applicant is selected for as an
alliance institute, a binding
Memorandum of Understanding will be
executed by the applicant and NIST. A
template MOU will be made available
on the website along with instructions.

6. The addition is announced and
added to appropriate messaging as a
network member.

7. An orientation to the network will
be provided by Advanced
Manufacturing National Program Office
to each new member.

Request for Information

Respondents are encouraged—but are
not required—to respond to each
question and to present their answers
after each question. The following
questions cover the major areas about
which NIST seeks comment.
Respondents may organize their
submissions in response to this RFI in
any manner. Responses may include
estimates, which should be identified as
such.

All responses that comply with the
requirements listed in the DATES and
ADDRESSES sections of this RFI will be
considered.

NIST is interested in receiving
responses to the following questions
from the stakeholder community:

1. Congress has defined specific goals
and activities for federally sponsored
Manufacturing USA Institutes. Which of
these goals and activities should be
minimal requirements for ““alliance
pathway” institutes?

2. Should all Manufacturing USA
Institutes brought into the network
under an “‘alliance pathway” follow the
same process? If not, what should be the
differences?

3. Who/what types of entities should
be eligible to join the Manufacturing
USA network using the alliance
pathway”’?

4. What additional opportunities
should be considered for a
Manufacturing USA alliance institute?
Technical projects? Education and
workforce efforts? Others?

5. Should joining the Manufacturing
USA network change any aspect of how
a current organization operates?

6. What, if any, administrative,
reporting, and meeting responsibilities
should be required for the alliance
institutes? For those responsibilities,
what technical or other support should
NIST provide to assist the alliance
institutes?

7. Should institutes joining the
Manufacturing USA network be able to
accept projects or funding from foreign
entities? If so, under what terms should
foreign entities be able to participate?

8. If an existing organization becomes
a member of Manufacturing USA via the
“alliance pathway,” should that
organization still be eligible to apply to
be a fully funded institute under a
competition sponsored by a federal
agency?

9. How might the alliance pathway be
structured to ease entry to the network
by manufacturing centers that
specifically address underrepresented
technology areas of importance to U.S.
manufacturers, or that increase the
geographic reach and accessibility of the
Network to underserved customers and
communities?

10. What types of relationships
should exist, or be required, between
applicant entities and other federal
manufacturing programs, such as NIST’s
Manufacturing Extension Partnership
(MEP)?

11. Does the proposed process, as
described in this notice, seem
appropriate? Any suggestions for
changes?
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12. Applications will be evaluated by
a panel using evaluation criteria that has
yet to be determined. What are some
relevant evaluation criteria for use in
this process?

13. Do you have any other comments
or suggestions related to this proposed
approach?

Authority: 15 U.S.C. 278s, as amended.
Kevin A. Kimball,
Chief of Staff.
[FR Doc. 2020-03896 Filed 2—26—-20; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 3510-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

[RTID 0648—-XT034]

Schedules for Atlantic Shark
Identification Workshops and Safe
Handling, Release, and Identification
Workshops

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

ACTION: Notice of public workshops.

SUMMARY: Free Atlantic Shark
Identification Workshops and Safe
Handling, Release, and Identification
Workshops will be held in April, May,
and June of 2020. Certain fishermen and
shark dealers are required to attend a
workshop to meet regulatory
requirements and to maintain valid
permits. Specifically, the Atlantic Shark
Identification Workshop is mandatory
for all federally permitted Atlantic shark
dealers. The Safe Handling, Release, and
Identification Workshop is mandatory
for vessel owners and operators who use
bottom longline, pelagic longline, or
gillnet gear, and who have also been
issued shark or swordfish limited access
permits. Additional free workshops will
be conducted during 2020 and will be
announced in a future notice.

DATES: The Atlantic Shark Identification
Workshops will be held on April 2, May
7, and June 11, 2020. The Safe
Handling, Release, and Identification
Workshops will be held on April 1,
April 3, May 1, May 4, June 1, and June
11, 2020. See SUPPLEMENTARY
INFORMATION for further details.
ADDRESSES: The Atlantic Shark
Identification Workshops will be held in
Wilmington, NC; Bohemia, NY; and
Manahawkin, NJ. The Safe Handling,
Release, and Identification Workshops
will be held in Kitty Hawk, NC; Revere,
MA; Key Largo, FL; Kenner, LA; Palm
Coast, FL; and Ocean City, MD. See

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION for further
details on workshop locations.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Rick
Pearson by phone: (727) 824—-5399.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
workshop schedules, registration
information, and a list of frequently
asked questions regarding the Atlantic
Shark ID and Safe Handling, Release,
and ID workshops are posted on the
internet at: https://
www.fisheries.noaa.gov/atlantic-highly-
migratory-species/atlantic-shark-
identification-workshops and https://
www.fisheries.noaa.gov/atlantic-highly-
migratory-species/safe-handling-release-
and-identification-workshops.

Atlantic Shark Identification
Workshops

Since January 1, 2008, Atlantic shark
dealers have been prohibited from
receiving, purchasing, trading, or
bartering for Atlantic sharks unless a
valid Atlantic Shark Identification
Workshop certificate is on the premises
of each business listed under the shark
dealer permit that first receives Atlantic
sharks (71 FR 58057; October 2, 2006).
Dealers who attend and successfully
complete a workshop are issued a
certificate for each place of business that
is permitted to receive sharks. These
certificate(s) are valid for 3 years. Thus,
certificates that were initially issued in
2017 will be expiring in 2020.
Approximately 169 free Atlantic Shark
Identification Workshops have been
conducted since April 2008.

Currently, permitted dealers may send
a proxy to an Atlantic Shark
Identification Workshop. However, if a
dealer opts to send a proxy, the dealer
must designate a proxy for each place of
business covered by the dealer’s permit
which first receives Atlantic sharks.
Only one certificate will be issued to
each proxy. A proxy must be a person
who is currently employed by a place of
business covered by the dealer’s permit;
is a primary participant in the
identification, weighing, and/or first
receipt of fish as they are offloaded from
a vessel; and who fills out dealer
reports. Atlantic shark dealers are
prohibited from renewing a Federal
shark dealer permit unless a valid
Atlantic Shark Identification Workshop
certificate for each business location
that first receives Atlantic sharks has
been submitted with the permit renewal
application. Additionally, trucks or
other conveyances that are extensions of
a dealer’s place of business must
possess a copy of a valid dealer or proxy
Atlantic Shark Identification Workshop
certificate.

Workshop Dates, Times, and Locations

1. April 2, 2020, 12 p.m.—4 p.m.,
Hampton Inn, 124 Old Eastwood Road,
Wilmington, NC 28403.

2. May 7, 2020, 12 p.m.—4 p.m., La
Quinta Inn, 10 Aero Road, Bohemia, NY
11716.

3. June 11, 2020, 12 p.m.—4 p.m.,
Holiday Inn, 151 Route 72 West,
Manahawkin, NJ 08050.

Registration

To register for a scheduled Atlantic
Shark Identification Workshop, please
contact Eric Sander at ericssharkguide@
yahoo.com or at (386) 852—8588. Pre-
registration is highly recommended, but
not required.

Registration Materials

To ensure that workshop certificates
are linked to the correct permits,
participants will need to bring the
following specific items to the
workshop:

e Atlantic shark dealer permit holders
must bring proof that the attendee is an
owner or agent of the business (such as
articles of incorporation), a copy of the
applicable permit, and proof of
identification.

o Atlantic shark dealer proxies must
bring documentation from the permitted
dealer acknowledging that the proxy is
attending the workshop on behalf of the
permitted Atlantic shark dealer for a
specific business location, a copy of the
appropriate valid permit, and proof of
identification.

Workshop Objectives

The Atlantic Shark Identification
Workshops are designed to reduce the
number of unknown and improperly
identified sharks reported in the dealer
reporting form and increase the
accuracy of species-specific dealer-
reported information. Reducing the
number of unknown and improperly
identified sharks will improve quota
monitoring and the data used in stock
assessments. These workshops will train
shark dealer permit holders or their
proxies to properly identify Atlantic
shark carcasses.

Safe Handling, Release, and
Identification Workshops

Since January 1, 2007, shark limited-
access and swordfish limited-access
permit holders who fish with longline
or gillnet gear have been required to
submit a copy of their Safe Handling,
Release, and Identification Workshop
certificate in order to renew either
permit (71 FR 58057; October 2, 2006).
These certificate(s) are valid for 3 years.
Certificates issued in 2017 will be
expiring in 2020. As such, vessel
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owners who have not already attended
a workshop and received a NMFS
certificate, or vessel owners whose
certificate(s) will expire prior to the next
permit renewal, must attend a workshop
to fish with, or renew, their swordfish
and shark limited-access permits.
Additionally, new shark and swordfish
limited-access permit applicants who
intend to fish with longline or gillnet
gear must attend a Safe Handling,
Release, and Identification Workshop
and submit a copy of their workshop
certificate before either of the permits
will be issued. Approximately 340 free
Safe Handling, Release, and
Identification Workshops have been
conducted since 2006.

In addition to certifying vessel
owners, at least one operator on board
vessels issued a limited-access
swordfish or shark permit that uses
longline or gillnet gear is required to
attend a Safe Handling, Release, and
Identification Workshop and receive a
certificate. Vessels that have been issued
a limited-access swordfish or shark
permit and that use longline or gillnet
gear may not fish unless both the vessel
owner and operator have valid
workshop certificates onboard at all
times. Vessel operators who have not
already attended a workshop and
received a NMFS certificate, or vessel
operators whose certificate(s) will
expire prior to their next fishing trip,
must attend a workshop to operate a
vessel with swordfish and shark
limited-access permits that uses
longline or gillnet gear.

Workshop Dates, Times, and Locations

1. April 1, 2020, 9 a.m.—5 p.m., Hilton
Garden Inn, 5353 North Virginia Dare
Trail, Kitty Hawk, NC 27949.

2. April 3, 2020, 9 am.—5 p.m.,
Hampton Inn, 230 Lee Burbank
Highway, Revere MA 02151,

3. May 1, 2020, 9 a.m.—5 p.m.,
Holiday Inn, 99701 Overseas Highway,
Key Largo, FL 33037.

4. May 4, 2020, 9 a.m.—5 p.m., Hilton
Hotel, 901 Airline Drive, Kenner, LA
70062.

5. June 1, 2020, 9 a.m.—5 p.m., Hilton
Garden Inn, 55 Town Center Boulevard,
Palm Coast, FL 32164.

6. June 11, 2020, 9 a.m.-5 p.m.,
Residence Inn, 300 Seabay Lane, Ocean
City, MD 21842,

Registration

To register for a scheduled Safe
Handling, Release, and Identification
Workshop, please contact Angler
Conservation Education at (386) 682—
0158. Pre-registration is highly
recommended, but not required.

Registration Materials

To ensure that workshop certificates
are linked to the correct permits,
participants will need to bring the
following specific items with them to
the workshop:

¢ Individual vessel owners must
bring a copy of the appropriate
swordfish and/or shark permit(s), a copy
of the vessel registration or
documentation, and proof of
identification.

o Representatives of a business-
owned or co-owned vessel must bring
proof that the individual is an agent of
the business (such as articles of
incorporation), a copy of the applicable
swordfish and/or shark permit(s), and
proof of identification.

o Vessel operators must bring proof of
identification.

Workshop Objectives

The Safe Handling, Release, and
Identification Workshops are designed
to teach longline and gillnet fishermen
the required techniques for the safe
handling and release of entangled and/
or hooked protected species, such as sea
turtles, marine mammals, smalltooth
sawfish, Atlantic sturgeon, and
prohibited sharks. In an effort to
improve reporting, the proper
identification of protected species and
prohibited sharks will also be taught at
these workshops. Additionally,
individuals attending these workshops
will gain a better understanding of the
requirements for participating in these
fisheries. The overall goal of these
workshops is to provide participants
with the skills needed to reduce the
mortality of protected species and
prohibited sharks, which may prevent
additional regulations on these fisheries
in the future.

Authority: 16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.
Dated: February 24, 2020.
Karyl K. Brewster-Geisz,

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

[FR Doc. 2020-04022 Filed 2—26-20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

RIN 0648-BI58

Draft Supplemental Environmental
Impact Statement

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

ACTION: Notice of intent to prepare.

SUMMARY: Pursuant to the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), this
notice announces that NMFS is
preparing a Draft Supplemental
Environmental Impact Statement
(DSEIS) to supplement information in
the 2015 Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (DEIS) on the Makah Tribe
Request to Hunt Gray Whales, which
was prepared in response to the Makah
Indian Tribe’s request that NMFS
authorize a limited ceremonial and
subsistence hunt of eastern North
Pacific (ENP) gray whales in the Makah
Tribe’s usual and accustomed (U&A)
fishing grounds off the coast of
Washington State.

DATES: Because NMFS has previously
requested (80 FR 13373, March 13,
2015; 80 FR 30676, May 29, 2015) and
received information from the public on
issues addressed in the DEIS, and
because the Council on Environmental
Quality (CEQ) regulations for
implementing the NEPA do not require
additional scoping for this DSEIS
process (40 CFR 1502.9(c)(4)), NMFS is
not asking for further public scoping
information and comment at this time.
Upon release of the DSEIS, NMFS will
provide a 45-day public review/
comment period.

ADDRESSES: The DEIS is available in
electronic form on the internet at the
following address: https://
www.fisheries.noaa.gov/west-coast/
makah-tribal-whale-hunt. The DEIS also
may be viewed at various libraries
identified at this internet address or at
the following NMF'S offices:

(1) NMFS Protected Resources
Division, 1201 NE Lloyd Blvd., Suite
1100, Portland, OR 97232. Contact Steve
Stone at 503—231-2317; and

(2) NMFS, Protected Resources
Division, 7600 Sand Point Way NE,
Building 1, Seattle, WA 98115-6349.
Contact Lesley Kilp at 206-526-6150.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Grace Ferrara, NMFS Protected
Resources Division, by email at
grace.ferrara@noaa.gov or by phone at
206-526—6172.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

On February 14, 2005, the Makah
Indian Tribe submitted to NMFS a
request to resume treaty-based hunting
of eastern North Pacific (ENP) gray
whales in the coastal portion of the
Tribe’s usual and accustomed fishing
grounds (U&A). The Tribe’s request
stems from the 1855 Treaty of Neah Bay,
which expressly secures the Makah
Tribe’s right to hunt whales. To exercise
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that right, the Makah Tribe is seeking
authorization from NMFS under the
Marine Mammal Protection Act
(MMPA) and Whaling Convention Act.
The MMPA imposes a general
moratorium on the taking of marine
mammals but authorizes the Secretary
of Commerce to waive the moratorium
and issue regulations governing the take
of marine mammals if certain statutory
criteria are met. The decision to waive
the moratorium and issue regulations
must be made on the record after an
opportunity for an agency hearing on
both the waiver and regulations (16
U.S.C. 1373(d)).

On May 9, 2008, NMFS released a
DEIS but later terminated that DEIS in
2012 (77 FR 29967, May 21, 2012)
because of new scientific information.
In that 2012 notice the agency
announced its intent to prepare a new
DEIS and open a scoping process (77 FR
29967, May 21, 2012). On March 13,
2015, NMFS released a new DEIS (80 FR
13373) for public comment that
included a no-action alternative and five
action alternatives. On April 5, 2019,
NMEFS published a proposed rule (84 FR
13604) and notice of hearing (84 FR
13639) to issue a waiver under the
MMPA and propose regulations
governing the hunting of ENP gray
whales by the Makah Tribe for a 10-year
period. The hunt proposal as set forth in
the proposed rule represents a
composite alternative that combines
certain elements from the five DEIS
action alternatives.

As required under the MMPA, NMFS
convened a hearing before an
Administrative Law Judge regarding the
proposed waiver and regulations (16
U.S.C. 1373(d)). The hearing took place
from November 14, 2019 through
November 21, 2019 in Seattle,
Washington. In addition to NMFS, five
parties participated at the hearing.
Following the hearing, the
Administrative Law Judge will issue a
recommended decision regarding the
proposed waiver and regulations, NMFS
will provide notice of a 20-day public
comment period, and then the NMFS
Assistant Administrator will make a
final decision on the proposed
regulations and waiver in accordance
with the regulations at 50 CFR part 228.

NEPA regulations at 40 CFR 1502.9
provide for supplementing a DEIS if the
agency determines that there are
significant new circumstances or
information relevant to environmental
concerns and bearing on the proposed
action or its impacts. An agency may
also prepare a supplement when it
determines that the purposes of NEPA
will be furthered by doing so. A new
issue of fact that occurred after issuance

of the 2015 DEIS but was addressed at
the agency hearing is the Unusual
Mortality Event (UME) for ENP gray
whales declared by NMFS in May 2019
(see information posted https://
www.fisheries.noaa.gov/national/
marine-life-distress/2019-gray-whale-
unusual-mortality-event-along-west-
coast). Because information concerning
the ongoing 2019 UME was presented at
the agency hearing but not expressly
addressed in the 2015 DEIS, NMFS has
determined that it would now benefit
both the public and agency decision
making to prepare a supplement to the
DEIS. NMFS expects that the
supplement will incorporate the
information presented at the hearing
regarding the 2019 UME and any
additional relevant information and will
take into consideration the
Administrative Law Judge’s
recommended decision. NMFS also
intends to expressly identify the hunt
proposal, as described in the proposed
rule and addressed at the agency
hearing, as a separate action alternative
in the supplement. Previously, NMFS
determined that because the hunt
proposal comprises elements and
outcomes within the scope of the DEIS
action alternatives and does not
substantially change the proposed
action in a manner relevant to
environmental concerns, a supplement
to the DEIS was not warranted based on
the consideration of the composite
alternative alone. Given our
determination that NEPA’s purposes
would be furthered through a DSEIS
addressing the 2019 UME, we will also
separately evaluate the composite
alternative/hunt proposal in the DEIS.

Authority

The environmental review of the
Makah Tribe’s request to resume treaty-
based hunting of ENP gray whales will
be conducted under the authority and in
accordance with the requirements of the
NEPA of 1969 as amended (42 U.S.C.
4321 et seq.), Council on Environmental
Quality Regulations (40 CFR parts 1500—
1508), the MMPA (16 U.S.C. 1361—
1421h), other applicable Federal laws
and regulations, and policies and
procedures of NMFS for compliance
with those regulations.

Dated: February 24, 2020.
Donna S. Wieting,

Director, Office of Protected Resources,
National Marine Fisheries Service.

[FR Doc. 2020—04044 Filed 2—-26-20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

Proposed Information Collection;
Comment Request; Coastal and Marine
Ecological Classification Standard
Solicitation for Revisions

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 April 27, 2020.

ADDRESSES: Direct all written comments
to Adrienne Thomas, PRA Officer,
NOAA, 151 Patton Avenue, Room 159,
Asheville, NC 28801 (or via the internet
at PRAcomments@doc.gov). All
comments received are part of the
public record. Comments will generally
be posted without change. All
Personally Identifiable Information (for
example, name and address) voluntarily
submitted by the commenter may be
publicly accessible. Do not submit
Confidential Business Information or
otherwise sensitive or protected
information.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Requests for additional information or
copies of the information collection
instrument and instructions should be
directed to Becky Allee, Office for
Coastal Management, 1021 Balch Blvd.,
Suite 1003, Stennis Space Center, MS
39529, (228) 688-1701, becky.allee@
noaa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
1. Abstract

This is a request for review of a new
information collection.

NOAA'’s Office of Coastal
Management (OCM) is proposing a new
information collection that will allow
interested parties to submit requests for
revisions to update the Coastal and
Marine Ecological Classification
Standard (CMECS). CMECS was
approved by the Federal Geographic
Data Committee (FGDC) in August 2012
and provides a national standard for
consistent descriptions of coastal and
marine ecological features. The primary
uses of CMECS are in mapping and
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classifying the geological, physical,
biological, and chemical components of
the environment. Among other
applications, the CMECS framework can
be used to integrate data from disparate
sources, facilitate comparisons among
sites, and organize data for regional
assessment. Since its publication in
2012, the CMECS has been used to
characterize habitats ranging from
coastal wetlands and estuaries to the
deep ocean and at local to global scales.
Benefits of CMECS include: Data
collected by different sensors and
methods can be integrated into a single
database; all the physical, biological,
and chemical-forcing functions that
collectively determine a habitat type can
be captured; and the system has the
flexibility to accommodate new units as
additional information becomes
available.

The CMECS was developed as a
dynamic standard to allow periodic
revisions to continue to meet the needs
of the user community and as such, the
CMECS can be updated to accommodate
the requirements of evolving scientific
practices, technology, and coastal and
marine resource management. The
review process allows the CMECS to
retain its consistency, credibility, and
rigor through periodic reviews and an
orderly, authoritative, and transparent
updating process as required by the
Federal Geographic Data Committee.
Anyone can propose changes, which
can include minor edits, such as
grammatical or typographical
corrections, clarifications of definitions
and meaning, or more substantial
changes to the hierarchy within
components. The CMECS
Implementation Group, through the
Office for Coastal Management, has
determined it is necessary to initiate the
dynamic standard process to revise the
CMECS. We are soliciting
recommendations for revisions to the
CMECS through a form to be posted on
the CMECS website. All
recommendations collected will be
reviewed and revisions will be made to
the CMECS to reflect those
recommendations found to be valuable
for implementation of the CMECS and
supportive of the user community
needs.

II. Method of Collection

Information will primarily be
collected through a form on the CMECS
website; however, we will also accept
paper format for anyone unable to
access the form through the internet.
Some follow up interviews may occur to
better understand recommendations as
needed.

II1. Data

OMB Control Number: 0648—-NEW.

Form Number(s): None.

Type of Review: Regular submission;
request for a new information
collection.

Affected Public: Coastal scientists and
managers throughout the United States
responsible for characterization of
coastal and marine habitats or
ecosystems more broadly. This may
include academia; non-governmental
organizations; State, Local or Tribal
government; Federal government; and
for-profit environmental support
businesses.

Estimated Number of Respondents:
100

Estimated Time per Response: 1 hour

Estimated Total Annual Burden
Hours: 100

Estimated Total Annual Cost to
Public: $0.

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 Clearance Officer,
Office of the Chief Information Officer,
Commerce Department.

[FR Doc. 2020-03963 Filed 2—26—20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-JE-P

COURT SERVICES AND OFFENDER
SUPERVISION AGENCY FOR THE
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

Notice of CSOSA and PSA Guidance
Portals

AGENCY: Court Services and Offender
Supervision Agency for the District of
Columbia.

ACTION: Notice of availability.

SUMMARY: Pursuant to Executive Order
13891 and OMB M-20-02:
Memorandum for Regulatory Policy
Officers at Executive Departments and
Agencies and Managing and Executive
Directors of Certain Agencies and
Commissions (OMB Memorandum M-
20-02), Court Services and Offender
Supervision Agency for the District of
Columbia (CSOSA) and Pretrial Services
Agency for the District of Columbia
(PSA) are noticing the February 28, 2020
by both CSOSA and PSA of a single,
searchable, indexed database, each
containing all of the respective agency’s
guidance documents currently in effect.
DATES: Applicable February 28, 2020.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
CSOSA, Hyun-Ju E. Park, Supervisory

Policy Analyst, Office of Policy

Analysis, Court Services and Offender

Supervision Agency, 633 Indiana

Avenue NW, Washington, DC 20004,

hyun-ju.park@csosa.gov
PSA: Victor Valentine Davis, Chief of

Staff, Pretrial Services Agency for the

District of Columbia, 633 Indiana

Avenue NW, Washington, DG 20004,

Victor.Davis@psa.gov
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The Court
Services and Offender Supervision
Agency for the District of Columbia
(CSOSA) was established within the
Executive Branch of the Federal
Government by the National Capital
Revitalization and Self-Government
Improvement Act of 1997, Public Law
105-33, 111 Stat. 251, 712 (D.C. Code
§ 24-133(a)). On August 4, 2000, CSOSA
was certified by the United States
Attorney General as an independent
Federal agency. The Pretrial Services
Agency for the District of Columbia
(PSA) is an independent entity within
CSOSA.

Section 3 of Executive Order 13891
requires federal agencies to “‘establish or
maintain on its website a single,
searchable, indexed database that
contains or links to all guidance
documents in effect from such agency or
component.” Executive Order 13891, 84
FR 55, 235 (October 9, 2019). OMB
Memorandum M-20-02 further requires
agencies to “send to the Federal
Register a notice announcing the
existence of the new guidance portal
and explaining that all guidance
documents remaining in effect are
contained on the new guidance portal.”
OMB Memorandum M-20-02, page 1
(October 31, 2019).

In compliance with the above, CSOSA
and PSA are respectively noticing the
availability of a single, searchable,
indexed database for CSOSA containing
all CSOSA guidance documents
currently in effect, which may be
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accessed at https://www.csosa.gov/
guidance; and the availability of a
single, searchable, indexed database for
PSA containing all PSA guidance
currently in effect, which may be
accessed at https://www.psa.gov/
Pq=subject_index.

Rochelle Durant,

Federal Register Liaison.

[FR Doc. 202004003 Filed 2-26-20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Department of the Army
[Docket ID: USA-2020-HQ-0005]

Privacy Act of 1974; System of
Records

AGENCY: Department of the Army (USA),
Department of Defense (DoD).

ACTION: Rescindment of a System of
Records Notice (SORN).

SUMMARY: The USA is rescinding a
System of Records, A0385-1040 ASO,
Army Safety Management Information
System (ASMIS). These records consist
of safety investigation case files
retrieved by the report identification
number, incident date, location, unit
identification code, accident
classification, or accident description.
Personal information is collected during
the investigation on individuals
involved in or witness to an incident;
however, their personal identifiers are
not used to maintain or retrieve the
records. To maintain the integrity of
investigatory material, the USA
established specialized procedures to
restrict queries to descriptors of the
incident, therefore these records are not
subject to the Privacy Act of 1974.
Individuals involved in or witness to
the incident, and other interested
parties may request information
collected in safety investigations records
under the provisions of the Freedom of
Information Act (FOIA).

DATES: This System of Records
rescindment is effective upon
publication.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
Myron Wong, Department of the Army,
U.S. Army Records Management and
Declassification Agency, ATTN: Army
Privacy and Givil Liberties Office, 9301
Chapek Road (Building 1458), Fort
Belvoir, VA 22060-5605, or by phone at
(571) 515-0500.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
ASMIS covers records pertaining to
safety investigation data and travel risk
assessments. The records are associated

with two USA information technology
(IT) systems: Army Safety Management
Information System-Revised (ASMIS-R)
and Travel Risk Planning System
(TRiPS). The ASMIS—R is the USA’s
enterprise IT system for collecting,
storing, and managing USA safety
incident data. The TRiPS is a web-based
application which allows individuals to
generate risk assessments when
traveling by a personally owned
automobile or motorcycle. Records
generated by the ASMIS-R and TRiPS
are not retrieved by the use of a personal
identifier, therefore the records are not
subject to the Privacy Act of 1974 (5
U.S.C. 552a, as amended).

The U.S. Army Combat Readiness
Center (USACRC) uses safety incident
data stored in the ASMIS-R to produce
reports, operational guidance, training
materials, and incident analyses for the
USA. Investigations for mishaps and
occupational injuries are mandated by 5
U.S.C. 7902, Safety Programs and DoD
Instruction 6055.07, “Mishap
Notification, Investigation, Reporting,
and Record Keeping.” The
investigations are conducted in
accordance with USA Regulation 385—
10, “The Army Safety Program,” and
USA Pamphlet 385-40, “Army Accident
Investigations and Reporting.”” Safety
investigations are used exclusively for
accident prevention purposes. As such,
the USA established specialized
procedures to maintain the integrity of
investigatory case files by restricting
queries to descriptors of the incident.
Safety investigation records may contain
privileged information to include
witness statements, deliberative
products, pictures, diagrams, audio and
video tapes, investigatory notes, and
findings. The information collected is
required to determine causal factors,
implement corrective actions, and
develop mitigation strategies. Although
personal information is collected during
the course of the investigation, it is not
used to retrieve safety records. The
collection and use of personal
information is necessary to conduct
interviews and to assess causal factors
(human error, material, or
environmental). Personal identifiers
may be used to request data maintained
in existing DoD Systems of Records to
include personnel, training, medical,
and law enforcement records.

Individuals involved in, witness to a
USA safety incident, and or other
interested parties may request
information collected in safety
investigations records under the
provisions of the FOIA. The USACRC
Commander has oversight of the USA
Safety program under authority granted
by the Assistant Secretary of the Army

for Installations, Energy and
Environment. Accordingly, the USACRC
is the repository for all USA safety
accident reports. All FOIA requests
pertaining to USA safety accident
investigation reports will be referred
through command channels to
Commander, U.S. Army Combat
Readiness Center, Ruf Avenue, Building
4905, Fort Rucker, AL 36362-5363.
Electronic FOIA requests may be
submitted via the USACRC web page at:
https://safety.army.mil/HOME/
FOIA.aspx. The USACRC Commander
has the authority to act as the initial
denial authority on requests for
information from USA Safety Accident
Reports.

Records pertaining to individual
travel risk assessments are created in the
TRiPS application. The TRiPS is a web-
based tool accessible to all DoD service
members and civilians. The TRiPS
allows individuals to create a safety
assessment when traveling by a
privately owned automobile or
motorcycle for leave, pass or other
purpose. The application provides a
fillable worksheet and generates a PDF
file and is automatically emailed to the
addressee specified by the individual
completing the worksheet. Personal
information entered in the worksheet
includes name, email address,
supervisor’s email address, departure
location, destination, and travel dates.
All personal information entered in the
TRIPS is stored in a temporary cache
while the assessment is generated. The
output (PDF) is a travel risk assessment
for the individual to submit to his or her
supervisor for face-to-face counseling.
The risk assessment provides tips to
help with trip planning and reinforces
safe driving practices. The individual
may optionally save the PDF to a
location of his or her choosing. The
completed worksheet is retained by the
supervisor in the individual’s local
supervisory/counseling record. The
application does not store or share data
with the ASMIS—R. The application was
included as a System of Records under
the ASMIS during initial development,
however, the requirements changed as
the application was expanded to
support all services. The TRiPS does not
require user registration and does not
maintain any records on individuals.

Rescission of this SORN does not
affect the safeguards, retention, or
disposition of the records. Paper and
electronic records are protected in
accordance with policies in DoD
Manual 5200.01, Volume 4, DoD
Information Security Program:
Controlled Unclassified Information
(CUI). Records are accessed by person(s)
responsible for servicing the records


https://safety.army.mil/HOME/FOIA.aspx
https://safety.army.mil/HOME/FOIA.aspx
https://www.psa.gov/?q=subject_index
https://www.psa.gov/?q=subject_index
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system in performance of their official
duties and by properly screened
authorized personnel cleared for need-
to-know. Records are stored in locked
rooms, cabinets, and in computer
storage devices protected by computer
system software. Access to
computerized data is restricted by use of
Common Access Cards (CACs) and is
accessible only by users with an
authorized account. USA safety mishap
and occupational injury records, both
physical and digital will be retained for
50 year(s) after the event and until no
longer needed for business use, in
accordance with the approved records
schedule. Travel assessments generated
by the TRiPS are maintained based on
the component’s disposition schedules
for local supervisory/counseling
records.

The DoD notices for Systems of
Records subject to the Privacy Act of
1974, as amended, have been published
in the Federal Register and are available
from the address in FOR FURTHER
INFORMATION CONTACT or via the Defense
Privacy, Civil Liberties, and
Transparency Division website at
https://dpcld.defense.gov.

The proposed systems reports, as
required by the Privacy Act of 1974, as
amended, were submitted on December
30, 2019, to the House Committee on
Oversight and Reform, the Senate
Committee on Homeland Security and
Governmental Affairs, and to the Office
of Management and Budget (OMB)
pursuant to Section 6 of OMB Circular
No. A-108, “Federal Agency
Responsibilities for Review, Reporting,
and Publication under the Privacy Act,”
revised December 23, 2016 (December
23, 2016, 81 FR 94424).

SYSTEM NAME AND NUMBER:

Army Safety Management Information
System (ASMIS), A0385-1040 ASO.

HISTORY:
June 15, 2010, 75 FR 33794.

Dated: February 24, 2020.
Aaron T. Siegel,
Alternate OSD Federal Register Liaison
Officer, Department of Defense.
[FR Doc. 2020-03949 Filed 2—26-20; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 5001-06-P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Defense Acquisition Regulations
System

[Docket Number DARS-2020-0003; OMB
Control Number 0704—0398]

Information Collection Requirement;
Defense Federal Acquisition
Regulation Supplement (DFARS);
Describing Agency Needs

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

ACTION: Notice and request for
comments regarding a proposed revision
of an approved information collection
requirement.

SUMMARY: In compliance with section
3506(c)(2)(A) of the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995, DoD invites
comments on: Whether the proposed
collection of information is necessary
for the proper performance of the
functions of DoD, including whether the
information will have practical utility;
the accuracy of the estimate of the
burden of the proposed information
collection; ways to enhance the quality,
utility, and clarity of the information to
be collected; and ways to minimize the
burden of the information collection on
respondents, including the use of
automated collection techniques or
other forms of information technology.
The Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) has approved this information
collection for use through May 31, 2020.
DoD proposes that OMB extend its
approval for use for three additional
years beyond the current expiration
date.

DATES: Consideration will be given to all
comments received by April 27, 2020.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments,
identified by OMB Control Number
0704—-0398, using any of the following
methods:

Federal eRulemaking Portal: http://
www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments.

Email: osd.dfars@mail.mil. Include
OMB Control Number 0704—0398 in the
subject line of the message.

Fax:571-372-6094.

Mail: Defense Acquisition Regulations
System, Attn: Ms. Carrie Moore,
OUSD(A&S)DPC(DARS), 3060 Defense
Pentagon, Room 3B941, Washington, DC
20301-3060.

Comments received generally will be
posted without change to http://
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information provided.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ms.
Carrie Moore, telephone 571-372-6093.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Title and OMB Number: Defense
Federal Acquisition Regulation
Supplement (DFARS) Part 211,
Describing Agency Needs, and Related
Clause at 252.211; OMB Control
Number 0704-0398.

Type of Request: Revision and
extension.

Affected Public: Businesses or other
for-profit and not-for-profit institutions.

Respondent’s Obligation: Required to
obtain or retain benefits.

Number of Respondents: 256.

Responses per Respondent: About
254.

Annual Responses: 65,000.

Average Burden per Response: .25
hours, approximately.

Annual Burden Hours: 16,250.
Reporting Frequency: On occasion.

Needs and Uses: This information
collection pertains to DFARS clause
252.211-7007, Reporting of
Government-Furnished Property, which
requires contractors to report to the Item
Unique Identification (IUID) Registry all
Government-furnished property (GFP),
as well as contractor receipt of non-
serially managed items. “Serially
managed item” means an item
designated by DoD to be uniquely
tracked, controlled, or managed in
maintenance, repair, and/or supply
systems by means of its serial number.
The clause provides a list of specific
data elements contractors are to report
to the IUID registry, as well as
procedures for updating the registry.
DoD needs this information to
strengthen the accountability and end-
to-end traceability of GFP within DoD.
Through electronic notification of
physical receipt, DoD is made aware
that GFP has arrived at the contractor’s
facility. The DoD logistics community
uses the information as a data source of
available DoD equipment. In addition,
the DoD organization responsible for
contract administration uses the data to
test the adequacy of the contractor’s
property management system.

Jennifer Lee Hawes,

Regulatory Control Officer, Defense
Acquisition Regulations System.

[FR Doc. 2020-03887 Filed 2—26—20; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 5001-06-P
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DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Defense Acquisition Regulations
System

[Docket Number DARS—-2020-0009; OMB
Control Number 0704-0286]

Information Collection Requirement;
Defense Federal Acquisition
Regulation Supplement (DFARS);
Publicizing Contract Actions

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

ACTION: Notice and request for
comments regarding a proposed revision
of an approved information collection
requirement.

SUMMARY: In compliance with section
3506(c)(2)(A) of the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995, DoD announces
the proposed revision of a public
information collection requirement and
seeks public comment on the provisions
thereof. DoD invites comments on:
Whether the proposed collection of
information is necessary for the proper
performance of the functions of DoD,
including whether the information will
have practical utility; the accuracy of
the estimate of the burden of the
proposed information collection; ways
to enhance the quality, utility, and
clarity of the information to be
collected; and ways to minimize the
burden of the information collection on
respondents, including the use of
automated collection techniques or
other forms of information technology.
The Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) has approved this information
collection for use through May 31, 2020.
DoD proposes that OMB extend its
approval for use for three additional
years beyond the current expiration
date.

DATES: DoD will consider all comments
received by April 27, 2020.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments,
identified by OMB Control Number
0704-0286, using any of the following
methods:

Federal eRulemaking Portal: http://
www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments.

Email: osd.dfars@mail.mil. Include
OMB Control Number 0704-0286 in the
subject line of the message.

Fax:571-372-6094.

Mail: Defense Acquisition Regulations
System, Attn: Ms. Carrie Moore,
OUSD(A&S)DPC(DARS), 3060 Defense
Pentagon, Room 3B941, Washington, DC
20301-3060.

Comments received generally will be
posted without change to http://

www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information provided.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ms.
Carrie Moore, at 571-372-6093.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Title and
OMB Number: Defense FAR
Supplement (DFARS) Part 205,
Publicizing Contract Actions, and
DFARS 252-205-7000, Provision of
Information to Cooperative Agreement
Holders; OMB Control Number 0704—
0286.

Needs and Uses: DFARS 205.470
prescribes the use of the clause at
DFARS 252.205-7000, Provision of
Information to Cooperative Agreement
Holders, in solicitations and contracts,
including solicitations and contracts
using Federal Acquisition Regulation
(FAR) part 12 procedures for the
acquisition of commercial items, which
are expected to exceed $1,000,000. This
clause implements 10 U.S.C. 2416, by
requiring contractors to provide
cooperative agreement holders, upon
request, with a list of the contractor’s
employees or offices responsible for
entering into subcontracts under
Department of Defense (DoD) contracts.
The Contractor need not provide the
listing to a particular cooperative
agreement holder more frequently than
once a year. Upon receipt of a
contractor’s list, the cooperative
agreement holder utilizes the
information to help businesses identify
and pursue contracting opportunities
with DoD and expand the number of
businesses capable of participating in
Government contracts.

Affected Public: Businesses or other
for-profit and not-for profit institutions.

Number of Respondents: 7,027.

Responses per Respondent: 1.

Annual Responses: 7,027.

Average Burden per Response:
Approximately 1.1 hours.

Annual Burden Hours: 7,730.

Reporting Frequency: On occasion.

Summary of Information Collection

DFARS 205.470 prescribes the use of
the clause at DFARS 252.205-7000,
Provision of Information to Cooperative
Agreement Holders, in solicitations and
contracts, including solicitations and
contracts using FAR part 12 procedures
for the acquisition of commercial items,
which are expected to exceed
$1,000,000. The clause requires
contractors to provide cooperative
agreement holders, upon request, with a
list of the contractor’s employees or
offices responsible for entering into
subcontracts under DoD contracts. The
list must include the business address,
telephone number, and area of

responsibility of each employee or
office.

Jennifer Lee Hawes,

Regulatory Control Officer, Defense
Acquisition Regulations System.

[FR Doc. 2020-03891 Filed 2—26—20; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 5001-06—-P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Defense Acquisition Regulations
System

[Docket Number DARS-2020-0004; OMB
Control Number 0704-0225]

Information Collection Requirement;
Defense Federal Acquisition
Regulation Supplement (DFARS);
Administrative Matters

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

ACTION: Notice and request for
comments regarding a proposed revision
of an approved information collection
requirement.

SUMMARY: In compliance with section
3506(c)(2)(A) of the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995, DoD announces
the proposed revision of a public
information collection requirement and
seeks public comment on the provisions
thereof. DoD invites comments on:
Whether the proposed collection of
information is necessary for the proper
performance of the functions of DoD,
including whether the information will
have practical utility; the accuracy of
the estimate of the burden of the
proposed information collection; ways
to enhance the quality, utility, and
clarity of the information to be
collected; and ways to minimize the
burden of the information collection on
respondents, including the use of
automated collection techniques or
other forms of information technology.
The Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) has approved this information
collection for use through May 31, 2020.
DoD proposes that OMB extend its
approval for use for three additional
years beyond the current expiration
date.

DATES: DoD will consider all comments
received by April 27, 2020.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments,
identified by OMB Control Number
0704-0225, using any of the following
methods:

Federal eRulemaking Portal: http://
www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments.
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Email: osd.dfars@mail.mil. Include
OMB Control Number 0704—0225 in the
subject line of the message.

Fax:571-372-6094.

Mail: Defense Acquisition Regulations
System, Attn: Ms. Heather Kitchens,
OUSD(A&S)DPC(DARS), 3060 Defense
Pentagon, Room 3B941, Washington, DC
20301-3060.

Comments received generally will be
posted without change to http://
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information provided.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ms.
Heather Kitchens, telephone 571-372—
6104.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Title and OMB Number: Defense
Federal Acquisition Regulation
Supplement (DFARS), Part 204,
Administrative Matters and Related
Clause at 252.204; OMB Control
Number 0704-0225.

Type of Request: Revision and
extension.

Affected Public: Businesses or other
for-profit and not-for profit institutions.

Respondent’s Obligation: Required to
obtain or retain benefits.

Number of Respondents: 545.

Responses per Respondent:
Approximately 5.57.

Annual Responses: 3,036.

Average Burden per Response:
Approximately 3 hours.

Annual Burden Hours: 9,108.

Reporting Frequency: On occasion.

Needs and Uses: DFARS 204.404—
70(a) prescribes use of DFARS Clause
252.204-7000, Disclosure of
Information, in contracts that require
the contractor to access or generate
unclassified information that may be
sensitive and inappropriate for release
to the public. The clause requires the
contractor to obtain approval of the
contracting officer before release of any
unclassified contract-related
information outside the contractor’s
organization, unless the information is
already in the public domain. In
requesting this approval, the contractor
must identify the specific information to
be released, the medium to be used, and
the purpose for the release. Upon
receipt of a contractor’s request, the
Government reviews the information
provided by the contractor to determine
if it is sensitive or otherwise
inappropriate for release for the stated
purpose.

Jennifer Lee Hawes,

Regulatory Control Officer, Defense
Acquisition Regulations System.

[FR Doc. 2020-03888 Filed 2—26—20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 5001-06-P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Defense Acquisition Regulations
System

[Docket Number DARS-2020-0005; OMB
Control Number 0704-0229]

Information Collection Requirement;
Defense Federal Acquisition
Regulation Supplement (DFARS);
Foreign Acquisition

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

ACTION: Notice and request for
comments regarding a proposed revision
of an approved information collection
requirement.

SUMMARY: In compliance with section
3506(c)(2)(A) of the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995, DoD invites
comments on: Whether the proposed
collection of information is necessary
for the proper performance of the
functions of DoD, including whether the
information will have practical utility;
the accuracy of the estimate of the
burden of the proposed information
collection; ways to enhance the quality,
utility, and clarity of the information to
be collected; and ways to minimize the
burden of the information collection on
respondents, including the use of
automated collection techniques or
other forms of information technology.
The Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) has approved this information
collection for use through May 31, 2020.
DoD proposes that OMB extend its
approval for use for three additional
years beyond the current expiration
date.

DATES: Consideration will be given to all
comments received by April 27, 2020.
ADDRESSES: You may submit comments,
identified by OMB Control Number
0704-0229, using any of the following
methods:

Federal eRulemaking Portal: http://
www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments.

Email: osd.dfars@mail.mil. Include
OMB Control Number 0704—0229 in the
subject line of the message.

Fax:571-372—-6094.

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

Comments received generally will be
posted without change to http://
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information provided.

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

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Title, Associated Form, and OMB
Number: Defense Federal Acquisition
Regulation Supplement (DFARS)
Defense Federal Acquisition Regulation
Supplement Part 225, Foreign
Acquisition, and Related Clauses at
252.225; DD Form 2139; OMB Control
Number 0704—0229.

Affected Public: Businesses or other
for-profit and not-for-profit institutions.

Number of Respondents: 39,221.

Responses per Respondent: 10,
approximately.

Annual Responses: 382,876.

Average Burden per Response: .28
hours, approximately.

Annual Burden Hours: 106,730
(106,995 reporting hours and
recordkeeping hours).

Reporting Frequency: On occasion.

Needs and Uses: DoD needs this
information to ensure compliance with
restrictions on the acquisition of foreign
products imposed by statute or policy to
protect the industrial base; to ensure
compliance with U.S. trade agreements
and memoranda of understanding that
promote reciprocal trade with the U.S.
allies; and to prepare reports for
submission to the Department of
Commerce on the Balance of Payments
Program. This information collection
includes requirements related to foreign
acquisition in DFARS Part 225, Foreign
Acquisition, and the related clauses at
DFARS 252.225 as follows:

DFARS 252.225-7000, Buy
American—Balance of Payments
Program Certificate, as prescribed in
225.1101(1) and (1)(i), requires the
offeror to identify in its proposal
supplies that do not meet the definition
of domestic end product, separately
listing qualifying country and other
foreign end products. The Buy
American statute does not apply to
acquisitions of commercial information
technology.

DFARS 252.225-7003, Report of
Intended Performance Outside the
United States and Canada—Submission
with Offer, and 252.225-7004, Report of
Intended Performance Outside the
United States and Canada—Submission
after Award, as prescribed in DFARS
225.7204(a) and (b) respectively, require
offerors and contractors to submit a
Report of Contract Performance Outside
the United States for subcontracts to be
performed outside the United States.
The reporting threshold is $750,000 for
contracts that exceed $15 million. The
contractor may submit the report on DD
Form 2139, Report of Contract
Performance Outside the United States,
or a computer-generated report that
contains all information required by DD
Form 2139.
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DFARS 252.225-7005, Identification
of Expenditures in the United States, as
prescribed in DFARS 225.1103(1),
requires contractors incorporated or
located in the United States to identify,
on each request for payment under
contracts for supplies to be used, or for
construction or services to be
performed, outside the United States,
that part of the requested payment
representing estimated expenditures in
the United States.

DFARS 252.225-7010, Commercial
Derivative Military Article—Specialty
Metals Compliance Certificate, as
prescribed at DFARS 225.7003-5(b),
requires the offeror to certify that it will
take certain actions with regard to
specialty metals if the offeror chooses to
use the alternative compliance approach
when providing commercial derivative
military articles to the Government.

DFARS 252.225-7013, Duty-Free
Entry, prescribed at DFARS 225.1101(4),
requires the contractor or an authorized
agent to provide information on
shipping documents and customs forms
regarding those items that are eligible
for duty-free entry.

DFARS 252.225-7018, Photovoltaic
Devices—Certificate, as prescribed at
DFARS 225.7017—4(b), requires offerors
to certify that no photovoltaic devices
with an estimated value exceeding the
micro-purchase threshold will be
utilized in performance of the contract
or to specify the country of origin.

DFARS 252.225-7020, Trade
Agreements Certificate, as prescribed in
225.1101(5) and (5)(i), only requires
listing of nondesignated country end
products. This provision is used in
solicitations for all acquisitions subject
to the World Trade Organization
Government Procurement Agreement.

DFARS 252.225-7021, Alternate II,
Trade Agreements, as prescribed in
DFARS 225.1101(6) and (6)(ii), in order
to comply with a condition of the
waiver authority provided by the United
States Trade Representative to the
Secretary of Defense, requires
contractors from a South Caucasus/
Central or South Asian state to inform
the government of its participation in
the acquisition and also advise their
governments that they generally will not
have such opportunities in the future
unless their governments provide
reciprocal procurement opportunities to
U.S. products and services and
suppliers of such products and services.

DFARS 252.225-7023, Preference for
Products or Services from Afghanistan,
as prescribed in DFARS 225.7703-4(a),
requires offerors to identify products or
services that are not products or services
from Afghanistan.

DFARS 252.225-7025, Restriction on
Acquisition of Forgings, as prescribed in
DFARS 225.7102—4, also requires
contractor retention of records showing
compliance with the restrictions until 3
years after final payment. The contractor
agrees to make the records available to
the contracting officer upon request.
The contractor may request a waiver in
accordance with DFARS 225.7102-3.

DFARS 252.225-7032, Waiver of
United Kingdom Levies—Evaluation of
Offers, and 252.225-7033, Waiver of
United Kingdom Levies, as prescribed
in DFARS 225.1101(7) and (8)
respectively, require United Kingdom
offerors and prime contractors, and
offerors and prime contractors with
subcontracts of a dollar value exceeding
$1 million with United Kingdom firms,
to provide certain information necessary
for DoD to obtain a waiver of United
kingdom levies.

DFARS 252.225-7035, Buy
American—Free Trade Agreements—
Balance of Payments Program
Certificate, as prescribed in 225.1101(9)
and (9)(i), requires separate listing of
qualifying country (except Canada),
FTA country, or other foreign end
products. Alternate I, as prescribed in
225.1101(9) and (9)(ii), requires listing
of Canadian end products, rather than
FTA country end products, in
solicitations between $25,000 and the
FTA threshold. The Buy American
statute no longer applies to acquisitions
of commercial information technology.

DFARS 252.225-7046, Exports of
Approved Community Members in
Response to the Solicitation, as
prescribed at DFARS 225.7902-5(a),
requires a representation whether
exports or transfers of qualifying
defense articles were made in preparing
the response to the solicitation. If yes,
the offeror represents that such exports
or transfers complied with the
requirements of the provision.

Jennifer Lee Hawes,

Regulatory Control Officer, Defense
Acquisition Regulations System.

[FR Doc. 2020-03889 Filed 2—-26—-20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 5001-06-P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Office of the Secretary
[Docket ID: DoD-2020-0S-0027]

Privacy Act of 1974; System of
Records

AGENCY: Office of the Secretary,
Department of Defense (DoD).
ACTION: Rescindment of a System of
Records Notice (SORN).

SUMMARY: The Office of the Secretary of
Defense (OSD) is rescinding a System of
Records titled, the Department of
Defense Education Activity (DoDEA)
Summer Workshop Application (SWA),
DoDEA 28. No DoDEA SWA records
were ever created by the system.

DATES: This System of Records
rescindment is effective upon
publication. The DoDEA SWA system
was decommissioned on August 10,
2015. The records retention schedule for
these records was five years; however,
no records were ever created.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ms.
Luz D. Ortiz, Chief, Records, Privacy
and Declassification Division (RPDD),
1155 Pentagon, Washington, DC 20311—
1155 or by phone at (571) 372—0478.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
System of Records was intended to
assist DoODEA personnel with registering
for professional development sessions
which were planned to be provided over
the summer months. However, the
summer professional development
sessions were cancelled prior to opening
them up for registration. As such, no
records were ever created by the system
and thus this SORN can be deleted.

The OSD notices for Systems of
Records subject to the Privacy Act of
1974 (5 U.S.C. 552a), as amended, have
been published in the Federal Register
and are available from the address in
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT or at
the Defense Privacy, Civil Liberties and
Transparency Division website at
https://dpcld.defense.gov.

The proposed systems reports, as
required by the Privacy Act of 1974, as
amended, were submitted on December
6, 2019, to the House Committee on
Oversight and Reform, the Senate
Committee on Homeland Security and
Governmental Affairs, and the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB)
pursuant to Section 6 of OMB Circular
No. A-108, “Federal Agency
Responsibilities for Review, Reporting,
and Publication under the Privacy Act,”
revised December 23, 2016 (December
23, 2016, 81 FR 94424).

SYSTEM NAME AND NUMBER:

Department of Defense Education
Activity Summer Workshop
Application, DoDEA 28.

HISTORY:
May 18, 2011, 76 FR 28757.
Dated: February 24, 2020.
Aaron T. Siegel,

Alternate OSD Federal Register Liaison
Officer, Department of Defense.

[FR Doc. 2020-03953 Filed 2—26—20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 5001-06-P
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DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Office of the Secretary
[Docket ID: DoD-2020-0S-0022]

Privacy Act of 1974; System of
Records

AGENCY: Office of the Secretary,
Department of Defense (DoD).
ACTION: Rescindment of a System of
Records Notice (SORN).

SUMMARY: The Office of the Secretary of
Defense (OSD) is rescinding a SORN,
Research and Engineering Prize
Competition, DSMC 08. This system
was used to award cash prizes in
recognition of outstanding achievements
in basic, advanced, and applied
research, technology development, and
prototype development.

DATES: This System of Records
rescindment is effective upon
publication. The system was
decommissioned in July 2012, the
records retention schedule for these
records have been met and the records
were destroyed in accordance with the
approved retention and disposition
schedule.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: To
submit general questions about the
rescinded system, please contact Ms.
Luz D. Ortiz, Chief, Records, Privacy
and Declassification Division (RPDD),
1155 Defense Pentagon, Washington, DC
20301-1155, or by phone at (571) 372—
0478.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
application was decommissioned in July
2012, and the records were
subsequently destroyed in accordance
with the National Archives and Records
Administration’s approved records
retention and disposition schedule.
Therefore, this SORN can be deleted.

The OSD notices for Systems of
Records subject to the Privacy Act of
1974, as amended, have been published
in the Federal Register and are available
from the address in FOR FURTHER
INFORMATION CONTACT or at the Defense
Privacy, Civil Liberties, and
Transparency Division website at
https://dpcld.defense.gov.

The proposed system reports, as
required by the Privacy Act of 1974, as
amended, were submitted on December
13, 2019, to the House Committee on
Oversight and Reform, the Senate
Committee on Homeland Security and
Governmental Affairs, and the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB)
pursuant to Section 6 of OMB Circular
No. A-108, “Federal Agency
Responsibilities for Review, Reporting,
and Publication under the Privacy Act,”

revised December 23, 2016 (December
23, 2016, 81 FR 94424).

SYSTEM NAME AND NUMBER:

Research and Engineering Prize
Competition, DSMC 08.

HISTORY:
September 4, 2007, 72 FR 50669.

Dated: February 21, 2020.
Aaron T. Siegel,

Alternate OSD Federal Register Liaison
Officer, Department of Defense.

[FR Doc. 2020-03916 Filed 2—26-20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 5001-06-P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Office of the Secretary
[Docket ID DoD-2020-0S-0026]

Privacy Act of 1974; System of
Records

AGENCY: National Geospatial-
Intelligence Agency (NGA), Department
of Defense (DoD).

ACTION: Rescindment of a System of
Records Notice (SORN).

SUMMARY: The NGA is rescinding a
System of Records, Vehicle Registration
and Driver Record Files, B0503-05. This
System of Records maintained traffic
offenses, incidents, actions taken, and
parking permits issued to agency
personnel and contractors. All records
previously covered by the Vehicle
Registration and Driver Record Files
have been destroyed in accordance with
the policy and direction specified
within the SORN.

DATES: This System of Records
rescindment is effective upon
publication. The specific date when this
system ceased to be a Privacy Act
System of Records is August 31, 2017.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: To
submit general questions about the
rescinded system, please contact Mr.
Charles R. Melton, Chief FOIA, National
Geospatial-Intelligence Agency, Security
and Installation, Attn: FOIA Office,

7500 GEOINT Drive, Springfield, VA
22150-7500, or by phone at (571) 558—
3715.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
November 19, 2013, the Office of the
Secretary of Defense (OSD), published a
new System of Records, National
Geospatial-Intelligence Agency
Enterprise Workforce System (EWS)
(November 19, 2013, 78 FR 69393). All
records previously covered by the NGA
Vehicle Registration and Drivers Record
Files are now covered by the Enterprise
Workforce System, System of Records.

The DoD notices for Systems of
Records subject to the Privacy Act of
1974 (5 U.S.C. 552a), as amended, have
been published in the Federal Register
and are available from the address in
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT or at
the Defense Privacy, Civil Liberties and
Transparency Division website at
https://dpcld.defense.gov.

The proposed system reports, as
required by the Privacy Act of 1974, as
amended, were submitted on December
6, 2019, to the House Committee on
Oversight and Reform, the Senate
Committee on Homeland Security and
Governmental Affairs, and to the Office
of Management and Budget (OMB)
pursuant to Section 6 of OMB Circular
No. A-108, “Federal Agency
Responsibilities for Review, Reporting,
and Publication under the Privacy Act,”
revised December 23, 2016 (December
23, 2016, 81 FR 94424).

System Name and Number

Vehicle Registration and Driver
Record Files, B0503-05.

HISTORY:
March 19, 2002, 67 FR 12532.

Dated: February 24, 2020.
Aaron T. Siegel,

Alternate OSD Federal Register Liaison
Officer, Department of Defense.

[FR Doc. 2020-03948 Filed 2—26—20; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 5001-06-P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Office of the Secretary
[Docket ID: DoD-2020-0S-0025]

Privacy Act of 1974; System of
Records

AGENCY: National Geospatial-
Intelligence Agency (NGA), Department
of Defense.

ACTION: Rescindment of a System of
Records Notice (SORN).

SUMMARY: The NGA is rescinding a
System of Records, Alcoholism and
Drug Abuse Files, B0901-07. This
System of Records maintained
documents relating to alcohol and
narcotic use, treatment, assistance, and
advice provided to NGA personnel. This
system is no longer in use at NGA and
all records previously contained within
the Alcoholism and Drug Abuse Files
were destroyed in accordance with the
retention and disposition schedule as
stated in the SORN. Currently, all
records collected relating to drug and
alcohol use are covered by the
Personnel Vetting Records System,


https://dpcld.defense.gov
https://dpcld.defense.gov
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DUSDI 02-DoD and the NGA Enterprise
Workforce System, NGA-003 SORNSs.

DATES: This System of Records
rescindment is effective upon
publication. The specific date for when
this system ceased to be a Privacy Act
System of Records is July 1, 2015.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: To
submit general questions about the
rescinded system, please contact Mr.
Terrance J. Reeves, Chief Privacy
Officer, Mission Oversight and
Compliance, National Geospatial-
Intelligence Agency, 7500 GEOINT
Drive, Springfield, VA 22150-7500, or
at (571) 558-7641 or terrance.j.reeves@
nga.mil.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
system tracked personnel alcoholism
and drug abuse records. All files were
destroyed in accordance with the
records disposition in the SORN and the
system is no longer active.

The OSD notices for Systems of
Records subject to the Privacy Act of
1974 (5 U.S.C. 552a), as amended, have
been published in the Federal Register
and are available from the address in
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT or at
the Defense Privacy, Civil Liberties and
Transparency Division website at

https://dpcld.defense.gov.

The proposed systems reports, as
required by the Privacy Act of 1974, as
amended, were submitted on January
14, 2020, to the House Committee on
Oversight and Reform, the Senate
Committee on Homeland Security and
Governmental Affairs, and the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB)
pursuant to Section 6 of OMB Circular
No. A-108, “Federal Agency
Responsibilities for Review, Reporting,
and Publication under the Privacy Act,”
revised December 23, 2016 (December
23, 2016, 81 FR 94424).

SYSTEM NAME AND NUMBER:

Alcoholism and Drug Abuse Files,
B0901-07.

HISTORY:

July 13, 1995, 60 FR 36124.

Dated: February 21, 2020.
Aaron T. Siegel,
Alternate OSD Federal Register Liaison
Officer, Department of Defense.
[FR Doc. 2020-03933 Filed 2—26—20; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 5001-06-P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Office of the Secretary
[Docket ID DoD-2020-0S-0023]

Privacy Act of 1974; System of
Records

AGENCY: Office of the Secretary,
Department of Defense (DoD).

ACTION: Rescindment of a System of
Records Notice (SORN).

SUMMARY: The Office of the Secretary of
Defense (OSD), is rescinding a System of
Records titled, the Defense Travel
Management Office (DTMO) Workforce
Assessment, DHRA 13 DoD.

DATES: The System of Records
rescindment is effective upon
publication. The DTMO system was
decommissioned on December 28, 2017
and the records retention schedules for
these records have been met since no
records were ever input to date. The
DTMO Workforce Assessment is no
longer in use and is considered
deactivated.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ms.
Luz D. Ortiz, Chief, Records, Privacy
and Declassification Division (RPDD),
1155 Pentagon, Washington, DC 20311-
1155 or by phone at (571) 372—0478.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
DTMO never performed an internal
workforce assessment and no records
were ever placed in this system.
Because no assessments were conducted
by DTMO, the DTMO Workforce SORN
is not required; therefore, the SORN can
be rescinded.

The OSD notices for Systems of
Records subject to the Privacy Act of
1974 (5 U.S.C. 552a), as amended, have
been published in the Federal Register
and are available from the address in
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT or at
the Defense Privacy, Civil Liberties and
Transparency Division website at
https://dpcld.defense.gov.

The proposed system reports, as
required by the Privacy Act of 1974, as
amended, were submitted on December
6, 2020, to the House Committee on
Oversight and Reform, the Senate
Committee on Homeland Security and
Governmental Affairs, and the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB)
pursuant to Section 6 of OMB Circular
No. A-108, “Federal Agency
Responsibilities for Review, Reporting,
and Publication under the Privacy Act,”
revised December 23, 2016 (December
23, 2016, 81 FR 94424).

SYSTEM NAME AND NUMBER:

Defense Travel Management Office
(DTMO) Workforce Assessment, DHRA
13 DoD.

HISTORY:
June 11, 2014, 79 FR 33528.

Dated: February 21, 2020.
Aaron T. Siegel,

Alternate OSD Federal Register Liaison
Officer, Department of Defense.

[FR Doc. 2020-03926 Filed 2—26-20; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 5001-06-P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Office of the Secretary

[Docket ID DoD-2020-0S-0020]
Proposed Collection; Comment
Request

AGENCY: Defense Contract Management
Agency, DoD.
ACTION: Information collection notice.

SUMMARY: In compliance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, the
Defense Contract Management Agency
announces a proposed public
information collection and seeks public
comment on the provisions thereof.
Comments are invited on: 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; the accuracy of the
agency’s estimate of the burden of the
proposed information collection; ways
to enhance the quality, utility, and
clarity of the information to be
collected; and ways to minimize the
burden of the information collection on
respondents, including through the use
of automated collection techniques or
other forms of information technology.
DATES: Consideration will be given to all
comments received by April 27, 2020.
ADDRESSES: You may submit comments,
identified by docket number and title,
by any of the following methods:

Federal eRulemaking Portal: http://
www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments.

Mail: Department of Defense, Office of
the Chief Management Officer,
Directorate for Oversight and
Compliance, 4800 Mark Center Drive,
Mailbox #24 Suite 08D09, Alexandria,
VA 22350-1700.

Instructions: All submissions received
must include the agency name, docket
number and title for this Federal
Register document. The general policy
for comments and other submissions
from members of the public is to make
these submissions available for public
viewing on the internet at http://
www.regulations.gov as they are
received without change, including any
personal identifiers or contact
information.


http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
mailto:terrance.j.reeves@nga.mil
mailto:terrance.j.reeves@nga.mil
https://dpcld.defense.gov
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: To
request more information on this
proposed information collection or to
obtain a copy of the proposal and
associated collection instruments,
please write to the Defense Contract
Management Agency, ATTN John Heib,
Action Officer for Policy, at 8000
Jefferson Davis Hwy., Bldg. 54 North
Tower, Richmond, VA 23297-5002.

Title; Associated Form; and OMB
Number: Request for Approval for
Qualification Training and Approval of
Contractor Flight Crewmember; DD
Form 2627, DD Form 2628, DD Form
3062; OMB Control Number 0704-0347.

Needs and Uses: This is a request for
OMB approval of updated versions of
previously approved collections (for DD
Form 2627 and 2628) for which
approval has expired, and for OMB
approval of new collection (DD Form
3062) which replaces the Defense
Contract Management Agency (DCMA)
Form 644. The requirements to have
government approval of contract flight
crewmembers and contract flights is in
Defense Contract Management
Command Instruction (DCMA INST)
8210.1, Contractor’s Ground and Flight
Operations, Chapter 4. The contractor
provides information on contractor
personnel to the government. The
government approves the contractor’s
request for aircrew training and
eventually, approval for contractor
personnel to operate and fly government
aircraft. The government also approves
all flights under contract.

Affected Public: Individuals or
Households.

Annual Burden Hours: 5,400.
Number of Respondents: 150.
Responses per Respondent:
DD Form 2627: 2.

DD Form 2628: 2.

DD Form 3062: 52.

Annual Responses: 22,450.
Average Burden per Response:
DD Form 2627: 30 minutes.
DD Form 2628: 30 minutes.
DD Form 3062: 1 hour.
Frequency:

DD Form 2627: On occasion.
DD Form 2628: On occasion.
DD Form 3062: Weekly.

Dated: February 24, 2020.
Aaron T. Siegel,

Alternate OSD Federal Register Liaison
Officer, Department of Defense.

[FR Doc. 2020-03946 Filed 2—26—20; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 5001-06-P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Office of the Secretary
[Docket ID: DoD-2020-0S-0021]

Privacy Act of 1974; System of
Records

AGENCY: Defense Intelligence Agency
(DIA), Department of Defense (DoD).

ACTION: Rescindment of a System of
Records Notice (SORN).

SUMMARY: The DIA is rescinding a
System of Records, DIA Military
Recognition and Awards Files, LDIA
0435. The DIA determined this System
of Records was duplicative of the
Systems of Records held by the military
branches which maintain the official
records of military personnel. The DIA
decommissioned this System of Records
on January 9, 2020 to improve record-
keeping efficiency, optimize business
processes and better protect military
members’ privacy. All files within this
System of Records were destroyed in
accordance with the policies and
practices for the retention and disposal
of the records.

Military service member awards and
recognition records are covered by the
following SORNs: AF 036 AF PC C (Air
Force), A0600-8 AHRC (Army) and
N01070-3 (Navy and Marine Corps).
DATES: This System of Records
rescindment is effective upon
publication. This system was
decommissioned on January 9, 2020.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: To
submit general questions about the
rescinded system, please contact Ms.
Theresa Lowery, Component Privacy
Officer, Office of Oversight and
Compliance, Defense Intelligence
Agency, 7400 Pentagon, Washington,
DC 20301-2400, or at (202) 231-5270 or
theresa.lowery@dodiis.mil.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
rescindment removes a duplicative
system of records. The original
personnel records continue to be
maintained in accordance with the
following SORNs: AF 036 AF PC C (Air
Force), A0600—8 AHRC (Army) and
N01070-3 (Navy and Marine Corps).

The DoD notices for Systems of
Records subject to the Privacy Act of
1974 (5 U.S.C. 552a), as amended, have
been published in the Federal Register
and are available from the address in
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT or at
the Defense Privacy, Civil Liberties and
Transparency Division website at
https://dpcld.defense.gov.

The proposed system reports, as
required by the Privacy Act of 1974, as
amended, were submitted on February

14, 2020, to the House Committee on
Oversight and Reform, the Senate
Committee on Homeland Security and
Governmental Affairs, and the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB)
pursuant to Section 6 of OMB Circular
No. A-108, “Federal Agency
Responsibilities for Review, Reporting,
and Publication under the Privacy Act,”
revised December 23, 2016 (December
23, 2016, 81 FR 94424).

SYSTEM NAME AND NUMBER:

DIA Military Recognition and Awards
Files, LDIA 0435.

HISTORY:
April 12, 2012, 77 FR 21976.

Dated: February 21, 2020.
Aaron T. Siegel,

Alternate OSD Federal Register Liaison
Officer, Department of Defense.

[FR Doc. 2020-03911 Filed 2—26-20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 5001-06-P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Office of the Secretary
[Docket ID DoD-2020-0S—-0024]

Privacy Act of 1974; System of
Records

AGENCY: National Geospatial-
Intelligence Agency (NGA), Department
of Defense (DoD).

ACTION: Rescindment of a System of
Records Notice (SORN).

SUMMARY: The NGA is rescinding a
System of Records, Contracting Officer
Designation Files, B1202—17. This
System of Records maintained
documents showing the designation of
contracting officers to include
restrictions and limitations on authority,
and associated peripheral data required
for Agency contacts. All Contracting
Officer Designation Files have been
transitioned to the Enterprise Workforce
System (EWS), which are covered by
SORN NGA-003.

DATES: This System of Records
rescindment is effective upon
publication. The specific date for when
this system ceased to be a Privacy Act
System of Records was August 31, 2017
and the records transitioned to EWS.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: To
submit general questions about the
rescinded system, please contact Mr.
Charles R. Melton, Chief FOIA, National
Geospatial-Intelligence Agency, Security
and Installation, Attn: FOIA Office,
7500 GEOINT Drive, Springfield, VA
22150-7500, or by phone at (571) 558—
3715.


mailto:theresa.lowery@dodiis.mil
https://dpcld.defense.gov

11358

Federal Register/Vol. 85, No. 39/Thursday, February

27, 2020/ Notices

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
November 19, 2013, the Office of the
Secretary of Defense (OSD) published a
new System of Records, National
Geospatial-Intelligence Agency
Enterprise Workforce System (EWS)
(November 19, 2013, 78 FR 69393).
Since that time, the NGA Contracting
Officer Designation records have been
subsumed by the EWS System of
Records and all records previously
covered by the NGA Contracting Officer
Designation Files System of Records
have transitioned to the EWS System of
Records.

The OSD notices for Systems of
Records subject to the Privacy Act of
1974 (5 U.S.C. 552a), as amended, have
been published in the Federal Register
and are available from the address in
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT or at
the Defense Privacy, Civil Liberties and
Transparency Division website at
https://dpcld.defense.gov.

The proposed system reports, as
required by the Privacy Act of 1974, as
amended, were submitted on December
16, 2019, to the House Committee on
Oversight and Reform, the Senate
Committee on Homeland Security and
Governmental Affairs, and to the Office
of Management and Budget (OMB)
pursuant to Section 6 of OMB Circular
No. A-108, “Federal Agency
Responsibilities for Review, Reporting,
and Publication under the Privacy Act,”
revised December 23, 2016 (December
23, 2016, 81 FR 94424).

SYSTEM NAME AND NUMBER:

Contracting Officer Designation Files,
B1202-17.

HISTORY:
March 19, 2002, 67 FR 12532.

Dated: February 21, 2020.
Aaron T. Siegel,

Alternate OSD Federal Register Liaison
Officer, Department of Defense.

[FR Doc. 2020-03931 Filed 2—26—20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 5001-06-P

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
[Docket No.: ED-2019-ICCD-0157]

Agency Information Collection
Activities; Submission to the Office of
Management and Budget for Review
and Approval; Comment Request;
Credit Enhancement for Charter
School Facilities Program Performance
Report

AGENCY: Office of Innovation and
Improvement (OII), Department of
Education (ED).

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, ED is
proposing an extension of an existing
information collection.

DATES: Interested persons are invited to
submit comments on or before March
30, 2020.

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-0157. 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 Strategic
Collections and Clearance Governance
and Strategy Division, U.S. Department
of Education, 400 Maryland Ave. SW,
LBJ, Room 6W-208D, Washington, DC
20202—-4537.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
specific questions related to collection
activities, please contact Clifton Jones,
202-205-2204.

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: Credit
Enhancement for Charter School
Facilities Program Performance Report.

OMB Control Number: 1855—0010.

Type of Review: An extension of an
existing information collection.

Respondents/Affected Public: Private
Sector.

Total Estimated Number of Annual
Responses: 60.

Total Estimated Number of Annual
Burden Hours: 1,500.

Abstract: The purpose of the Credit
Enhancement program is to award
grants to eligible entities that
demonstrate innovative methods of
helping charter schools address the cost
of acquiring, constructing, and
renovating facilities by enhancing the
availability of loans and bond financing.
This program provides grants to eligible
entities to permit them to enhance the
credit of charter schools so that the
charter schools can access private-sector
and other non-Federal capital in order
to acquire, construct, and renovate
facilities at a reasonable cost. The Credit
Enhancement for Charter School
Facilities Program and the Charter
Schools Facilities Financing
Demonstration Program have a statutory
mandate for an annual report. This
reporting is a requirement in order to
obtain or retain benefits according to
section 4304 of the Elementary and
Secondary Education Act of 1965 as
amended by the Every Student Succeeds
Act (ESSA) of 2015. The information is
collected in order to adhere to statutory
requirements and to perform monitoring
and evaluation of grantees.

Dated: February 21, 2020.
Kate Mullan,

PRA Coordinator, Strategic Collections and
Clearance, Governance and Strategy Division,
Office of Chief Data Officer.

[FR Doc. 2020-03903 Filed 2—26-20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4000-01-P
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DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

Combined Notice of Filings #1

Take notice that the Commission
received the following electric corporate
filings:

Docket Numbers: EC20-40-000.

Applicants: EAM Nelson Holding,
LLGC, Entergy Nuclear Indian Point 2,
LLGC, Entergy Nuclear Indian Point 3,
LLC, Entergy Nuclear Palisades, LLC,
Entergy Nuclear Power Marketing, LLC,
Entergy Power, LLC, EWO Marketing,
LLC, RS Cogen, LLC.

Description: Joint Application for
Authorization Under Section 203 of the
Federal Power Act, et al. of EAM Nelson
Holding, LLG, et al.

Filed Date: 2/21/20.

Accession Number: 20200221-5105.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 3/13/20.

Take notice that the Commission
received the following electric rate
filings:

Docket Numbers: ER19-2727-002.

Applicants: California Independent
System Operator Corporation.

Description: Compliance filing: 2020-
02—-20 CCDEBE Compliance Filing to be
effective 1/28/2020.

Filed Date: 2/20/20.

Accession Number: 20200220-5134.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 3/12/20.

Docket Numbers: ER20-669-001.

Applicants: Midcontinent
Independent System Operator, Inc.

Description: Tariff Amendment:
2020-02-21_Amendment to Revisions
to Enhance Module D filing to be
effective 3/1/2020.

Filed Date: 2/21/20.

Accession Number: 20200221-5070.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 2/28/20.

Docket Numbers: ER20-755—-001.

Applicants: Midcontinent
Independent System Operator, Inc., ITC
Midwest LLC.

Description: Tariff Amendment:
2020-02-21_SA 3397 ITC-MEC
Substitute FSA (J475) to be effective 3/
9/2020.

Filed Date: 2/21/20.

Accession Number: 20200221-5052.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 3/13/20.

Docket Numbers: ER20-768—-001.

Applicants: Midcontinent
Independent System Operator, Inc., ITC
Midwest LLC.

Description: Tariff Amendment:
2020-02-21_SA 3398 ITC-MEC
Substitute FSA (J498 J499 J500) to be
effective 3/11/2020.

Filed Date: 2/21/20.

Accession Number: 20200221-5053.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 3/13/20.

Docket Numbers: ER20-769—-001.

Applicants: Midcontinent
Independent System Operator, Inc., ITC
Midwest LLC.

Description: Tariff Amendment:
2020-02-21_SA 3399 ITC-Duane
Arnold Solar Substitute FSA (J504) to be
effective 3/11/2020.

Filed Date: 2/21/20.

Accession Number: 20200221-5068.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 3/13/20.

Docket Numbers: ER20-794—-001.

Applicants: Midcontinent
Independent System Operator, Inc.,
Otter Tail Power Company.

Description: Tariff Amendment:
2020-02-21_SA 3403 OTP-NSP
Substitute FSA (J460) CapX Brookings
to be effective 3/16/2020.

Filed Date: 2/21/20.

Accession Number: 20200221-5089.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 3/13/20.

Docket Numbers: ER20-806—001.

Applicants: Midcontinent
Independent System Operator, Inc.,
Otter Tail Power Company.

Description: Tariff Amendment:
2020-02-21_SA 3404 OTP-NSP
Substitute FSA (J436 J437) Hankinson-
Ellendale to be effective 3/16/2020.

Filed Date: 2/21/20.

Accession Number: 20200221-5093.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 3/13/20.

Docket Numbers: ER20-902-000.

Applicants: sPower Energy Marketing.

Description: Supplement to January
31, 2020 sPower Energy Marketing tariff
filing.

Filed Date: 2/20/20.

Accession Number: 20200220-5148.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 3/12/20.

Docket Numbers: ER20-1046—-000.

Applicants: GridLiance High Plains
LLC.

Description: Compliance filing:
GridLiance High Plains LLC Compliance
Filing to be effective N/A.

Filed Date: 2/20/20.

Accession Number: 20200220-5131.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 3/12/20.

Docket Numbers: ER20-1047-000.

Applicants: GridLiance High Plains
LLC.

Description: Compliance filing: GHP
Revised Wholesale Distribution Formula
Rate Template to be effective 1/1/2020.

Filed Date: 2/20/20.

Accession Number: 20200220-5132.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 3/12/20.

Docket Numbers: ER20-1048-000.

Applicants: GridLiance High Plains
LLC.

Description: Compliance filing: GHP
Revisions to OATT Formula Rate
Template to be effective 3/31/2018.

Filed Date: 2/20/20.

Accession Number: 20200220-5133.
Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 3/12/20.

Docket Numbers: ER20-1049-000.

Applicants: New York Independent
System Operator, Inc.

Description: § 205(d) Rate Filing: 205
re: enhancements to the ICAP demand
curve annual update procedures to be
effective 4/22/20.20.

Filed Date: 2/21/20.

Accession Number: 20200221-5012.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 3/13/20.

Docket Numbers: ER20-1050-000.

Applicants: Midcontinent
Independent System Operator, Inc,
GridLiance Heartland LLC.

Description: Compliance filing: 2020-
02-21 GridLiance Attachment O
Revisions to Comply with Docket No.
EC20-13 to be effective 12/31/9998.

Filed Date: 2/21/20.

Accession Number: 20200221-5014.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 3/13/20.

Docket Numbers: ER20-1051-000.

Applicants: American Transmission
Systems, Incorporated, PJM
Interconnection, L.L.C.

Description: § 205(d) Rate Filing:
ATSI submits ECSA SA Nos. 5569,
5570, and 5571 to be effective 4/21/
2020.

Filed Date: 2/21/20.

Accession Number: 20200221-5020.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 3/13/20.

Docket Numbers: ER20-1052-000.

Applicants: Midcontinent
Independent System Operator, Inc.

Description: § 205(d) Rate Filing:
2020-02-21_SA 3423 ATC-WPSC GIA
(J870) to be effective 2/6/2020.

Filed Date: 2/21/20.

Accession Number: 20200221-5047.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 3/13/20.

Docket Numbers: ER20-1053—-000.

Applicants: Midcontinent
Independent System Operator, Inc.

Description: § 205(d) Rate Filing:
2020-02—21 SA 3424 ATC-Badger
Hollow Solar Farm GIA (J871) to be
effective 2/6/2020.

Filed Date: 2/21/20.

Accession Number: 20200221-5049.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 3/13/20.

Docket Numbers: ER20-1054—-000.

Applicants: Wisconsin Public Service
Corporation.

Description: Notice of Cancellation of
Rate Schedule No. 82 of Wisconsin
Public Service Corporation.

Filed Date: 2/20/20.

Accession Number: 20200220-5162.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 3/12/20.

Docket Numbers: ER20-1055-000.

Applicants: Southern California
Edison Company.

Description: § 205(d) Rate Filing:
Letter Agreement Santa Paula Energy
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Storage Project SA No. 1096 to be
effective 2/14/2020.

Filed Date: 2/21/20.

Accession Number: 20200221-5072.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 3/13/20.

Docket Numbers: ER20-1056—000.

Applicants: Mid-Atlantic Interstate
Transmission, LLC, PJM
Interconnection, L.L.C.

Description: § 205(d) Rate Filing:
MAIT submits ECSA SA Nos. 5262,
5444, 5507, 5508, 5509, 5567, and 5568
to be effective 4/21/2020.

Filed Date: 2/21/20.

Accession Number: 20200221-5086.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 3/13/20.

Docket Numbers: ER20-1057-000.

Applicants: Southern California
Edison Company.

Description: § 205(d) Rate Filing:
Revised Non-Transmission Depreciation
Rates in SCE’s Formula Transmission
Rate to be effective 11/12/2019.

Filed Date: 2/21/20.

Accession Number: 20200221-5091.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 3/13/20.

Docket Numbers: ER20-1058-000.

Applicants: Idaho Power Company.

Description: § 205(d) Rate Filing:
Concurrence Agreement Between IPC
and NorthWestern Corporation to be
effective 2/21/2020.

Filed Date: 2/21/20.

Accession Number: 20200221-5092.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 3/13/20.

Take notice that the Commission
received the following qualifying
facility filings:

Docket Numbers: QF20-640—-000.

Applicants: Energy Center Caguas
LLC.

Description: Form 556 of Energy
Center Caguas LLC.

Filed Date: 2/20/20.

Accession Number: 20200220-5077.

Comments Due: Non-Applicable.

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: February 21, 2020. .
Kimberly D. Bose,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 2020-04021 Filed 2—-26-20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. CP20-30-000]

Texas Eastern Transmission, LP;
Notice of Schedule for Environmental
Review of the Middlesex Extension
Project

On December 19, 2019, Texas Eastern
Transmission, LP (Texas Eastern) filed
an application in Docket No. CP20-30—
000 with the Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission (FERC or Commission)
requesting a Certificate of Public
Convenience and Necessity pursuant to
section 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act to
construct and operate certain natural gas
pipeline facilities in Middlesex County,
New Jersey. The proposed project is
known as the Middlesex Extension
Project (Project) would provide 264
million cubic feet (264,000 dekatherms)
per day of natural gas transportation to
interconnects with Transcontinental Gas
Pipe Line Company, LLC’s (Transco)
mainline system and Transco’s existing
Woodbridge Lateral for the delivery to
the 725-Megawatt natural gas-fueled
combined-cycle Woodbridge Energy
Center in Woodbridge Township, New
Jersey.

On January 6, 2020, the Commission
issued its Notice of Application for the
Project. Among other things, that notice
alerted agencies issuing federal
authorizations of the requirement to
complete all necessary reviews and to
reach a final decision on a request for
a federal authorization within 90 days of
the date of issuance of the Commission
staff’s Environmental Assessment (EA)
for the Project. This instant notice
identifies the FERC staff’s planned
schedule for the completion of the EA
for the Project.

Schedule for Environmental Review

Issuance of EA—May 21, 2020
90-day Federal Authorization Decision
Deadline—August 19, 2020

If a schedule change becomes
necessary, additional notice will be
provided so that the relevant agencies
are kept informed of the Project’s
progress.

Project Description

The Middlesex Extension Project
would consist of the following facilities:

e 1.55 Miles of 20-inch-diameter
pipeline;

¢ a new metering and regulating
station;

e 0.20 mile of 16-inch-diameter
interconnecting piping; and

e related appurtenances and ancillary
facilities.

Background

On February 7, 2020, the Commission
issued a Notice of Intent to Prepare an
Environmental Assessment for the
Proposed Middlesex Extension Project,
Request for Comments on
Environmental Issues, and Notice of
Public Scoping Session (NOI). The NOI
was sent to affected landowners; federal,
state, and local government agencies;
elected officials; environmental and
public interest groups; Native American
tribes; other interested parties; and local
libraries and newspapers. All
substantive comments will be addressed
in the EA.

Additional Information

In order to receive notification of the
issuance of the EA and to keep track of
all formal issuances and submittals in
specific dockets, the Commission offers
a free service called eSubscription. This
can reduce the amount of time you
spend researching proceedings by
automatically providing you with
notification of these filings, document
summaries, and direct links to the
documents. Go to www.ferc.gov/docs-
filing/esubscription.asp.

Additional information about the
Project is available from the
Commission’s Office of External Affairs
at (866) 208—FERC or on the FERC
website (www.ferc.gov). Using the
“eLibrary” link, select “General Search”
from the eLibrary menu, enter the
selected date range and “Docket
Number” excluding the last three digits
(i.e., CP20-30), and follow the
instructions. For assistance with access
to eLibrary, the helpline can be reached
at (866) 208-3676, TTY (202) 502—8659,
or at FERCOnlineSupport@ferc.gov. The
eLibrary link on the FERC website also
provides access to the texts of formal
documents issued by the Commission,
such as orders, notices, and rule
makings.

Dated: February 20, 2020.

Kimberly D. Bose,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 2020-03901 Filed 2—26—-20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-P
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DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

Combined Notice of Filings #1

Take notice that the Commission
received the following electric corporate
filings:

Docket Numbers: EC20-36—-000.

Applicants: Tropico, LLC, Nicolis,
LLC, Gulf Coast Solar Center I, LLC,
Gulf Coast Solar Center II, LLC, Gulf
Coast Solar Center III, LL.C, Avalon
Solar Partners, LLC.

Description: Supplement to February
11, 2020 Application for Authorization
Under Section 203 of the Federal Power
Act (Exhibit B documents in .XLS
format) of Tropico, LLC, et al.

Filed Date: 2/20/20.

Accession Number: 20200220-5078.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 3/12/20.

Take notice that the Commission
received the following electric rate
filings:

Docket Numbers: ER19-1864—003.

Applicants: Public Service Company
of Colorado.

Description: Compliance filing:
Errata OATT-Att N-LGIP-Order 845
Compliance ER19-1864-Test to be
effective N/A.

Filed Date: 2/20/20.

Accession Number: 20200220-5019.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 3/12/20.

Docket Numbers: ER20-270-003.

Applicants: Dynegy Oakland, LLC.

Description: Tariff Amendment:
Amended Filing—Request for
Commission Action to be effective 1/1/
2020.

Filed Date: 2/19/20.

Accession Number: 20200219-5132.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 3/11/20.

Docket Numbers: ER20-519-000;
TS20-2-000.

Applicants: Wilderness Line
Holdings, LLC.

Description: Supplement to December
4, 2019 Request for Waivers of the
Standards of Conduct and Order Nos.
889 and 1000 Requirements of
Wilderness Line Holdings, LLC.

Filed Date: 2/19/20.

Accession Number: 20200219-5151.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 3/11/20.

Docket Numbers: ER20-1039-000.

Applicants: GridLiance Heartland
LLC.

Description: Compliance filing: GLH
Compliance Filing—2/19/2020 to be
effective 12/31/9998.

Filed Date: 2/19/20.

Accession Number: 20200219-5130.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 3/11/20.

Docket Numbers: ER20-1040-000.

Applicants: GridLiance West LLC.

Description: Compliance filing:
GridLiance West 02/19/2020
Compliance Filing to be effective 2/19/
2020.

Filed Date: 2/19/20.

Accession Number: 20200219-5131.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 3/11/20.

Docket Numbers: ER20-1041-000.

Applicants: Wabash Valley Power
Association, Inc.

Description: § 205(d) Rate Filing:
Agreement for Early Termination of
Wholesale Power Supply Contracts to be
effective 4/20/2020.

Filed Date: 2/20/20.

Accession Number: 20200220-5001.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 3/12/20.

Docket Numbers: ER20-1042-000.

Applicants: Nevada Gold Energy LLC.

Description: Compliance filing:
Baseline Filing to be effective 1/1/2020.

Filed Date: 2/20/20.

Accession Number: 20200220-5026.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 3/12/20.

Docket Numbers: ER20-1043-000.

Applicants: Union Electric Company,
TG High Prairie, LLC.

Description: Baseline eTariff Filing:
Test Power and Station Service
Agreement to be effective 4/21/2020.

Filed Date: 2/20/20.

Accession Number: 20200220-5064.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 3/12/20.

Docket Numbers: ER20-1044-000.

Applicants: PJM Interconnection,
L.L.C.

Description: § 205(d) Rate Filing: First
Revised ISA No. 5227; Queue No. AE1-
154 to be effective 1/22/2020.

Filed Date: 2/20/20.

Accession Number: 20200220-5066.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 3/12/20.

Docket Numbers: ER20-1045-000.

Applicants: Tri-State Generation and
Transmission Association, Inc.

Description: § 205(d) Rate Filing:
Unexecuted Service Agreement No. 608
between Tri-State and Leeward to be
effective 2/20/2020.

Filed Date: 2/20/20.

Accession Number: 20200220-5096.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 3/12/20.

Take notice that the Commission
received the following electric securities
filings:

Docket Numbers: ES20-16-000.

Applicants: Horizon West
Transmission, LLC.

Description: Application for
Authorization of Issuance of Long-Term
Debt Securities Under Section 204 of the
Federal Power Act, et al. of Horizon
West Transmission, LLC.

Filed Date: 2/19/20.

Accession Number: 20200219-5165.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 3/11/20.

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: February 20, 2020.

Nathaniel J. Davis, Sr.,

Deputy Secretary.

[FR Doc. 2020-03930 Filed 2—26-20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. CP20-50-000; Docket No.
CP20-51-000]

Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company,
L.L.C.; Southern Natural Gas
Company, L.L.C.; Notice of Application

Take notice that on February 7, 2020,
Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company,
L.L.C. (Tennessee), 1001 Louisiana
Street, Suite 1000, Houston, Texas
77002, filed in the above referenced
docket an application pursuant to
section 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act,
requesting authorization to construct,
install, modify, operate, and maintain
the Evangeline Pass Expansion Project
located in Louisiana. Specifically,
Tennessee proposes to: (i) Construct,
operate and maintain approximately 9.1
miles of 36-inch-loop pipeline, along
Tennessee’s existing 24-inch Toca
529D-100 Yscloskey Lateral located in
St. Bernard Parish, Louisiana; (ii)
construct, operate and maintain
approximately 4.0 miles of 36-inch-loop
pipeline, along Tennessee’s existing 36-
inch 500-2 Pipeline in Plaquemines
Parish, Louisiana; and (iii) construct,
operate and maintain a new 23,470
horsepower compressor station, CS 529,
along Tennessee’s existing 500 line
system at mainline valve 529 in St.
Bernard Parish, Louisiana. In addition,
and in conjunction with the Project,
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Tennessee will replace certain facilities
including a like-for-like replacement of
two 10,410 hp units at its existing
Compressor Station 527 located in
Plaquemines Parish, Louisiana.
Tennessee also seeks to acquire lease
capacity from Southern Natural Gas
Company, L.L.C. pursuant to a lease
agreement between the parties.
Tennessee estimates the cost of the
project to be $261 million, all as more
fully described in the application which
is on file with the Commission and open
to public inspection.

Take notice that on February 7, 2020,
Southern Natural Gas Company, L.L.C.
(SNG), 569 Brookwood Village, Suite
749, Birmingham, Alabama 35209, filed
in the above referenced docket an
application pursuant to section 7(b) and
7(c) of the Natural Gas Act, requesting
authorization to construct, install, own,
lease, operate, and maintain the SNG
Evangeline Pass Expansion Project
located in Mississippi and Louisiana.
Specifically, SNG proposes to: (i) Install
22,220 hp of compression at a new
compressor station in Clark County
Mississippi; (ii) construct three new
meter stations in Clark and Smith
Counties, Mississippi and in St. Bernard
Parish, Louisiana; and (iii) construct
and/or modify certain system auxiliary
and appurtenant facilities under Section
2.55(a) at existing compressor stations
and along the pipeline corridor in
Mississippi and Louisiana. SNG
estimates the cost of the project to be
$171 million. The SNG Evangeline Pass

Expansion Project will add 1,100
mmcf/d of southbound capacity to the
existing SNG system, which SNG will
lease to Tennessee Gas Pipeline
Company, L.L.C., all as more fully
described in the application which is on
file with the Commission and open to
public inspection.

These filings are available for review
at the Commission in the Public
Reference Room or may be viewed on
the Commission’s website 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, contact FERC at
FERCOnlineSupport@ferc.gov or call
toll-free, (866) 208-3676 or TTY, (202)
502-8659.

Any questions regarding this
application should be directed to Ben
Carranza, Director, Regulatory,
Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company,
L.L.C., 1001 Louisiana Street, Suite
1000, Houston, Texas 77002, by
telephone at (713) 420-5535 or by email
at ben_carranza@kindermorgan.com, or
Debbie Kalisek, Senior Regulatory
Analyst II, Tennessee Gas Pipeline

Company, L.L.C., 1001 Louisiana Street,
Suite 1000, Houston, Texas 77002, by
telephone at (713) 420-3292 or by email
at debbie_kalisek@kindermorgan.com.

Any questions regarding this
application should be directed to Tim
Hardy, Manager, Rate & Regulatory
Affairs, Southern Natural Gas Company,
L.L.C., 569 Brookwood Village, Suite
749, Birmingham, Alabama 35209, by
telephone at (205) 325—-3668 or by email
at tina_hardy@kindermorgan.com.

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 final
environmental impact statement (FEIS)
or 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 FEIS or EA.

There are two ways to become
involved in the Commission’s review of
this project. First, any person wishing to
obtain legal status by becoming a party
to the proceedings for this project
should, on or before the comment date
stated below file with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 888
First Street NE, Washington, DC 20426,
a motion to intervene in accordance
with the requirements of the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure (18 CFR 385.214 or 385.211)
and the Regulations under the NGA (18
CFR 157.10). A person obtaining party
status will be placed on the service list
maintained by the Secretary of the
Commission and will receive copies of
all documents filed by the applicant and
by all other parties. A party must submit
3 copies of filings made in the
proceeding with the Commission and
must provide a copy to the applicant
and to every other party. Only parties to
the proceeding can ask for court review
of Commission orders in the proceeding.

However, a person does not have to
intervene in order to have comments
considered. The second way to
participate is by filing with the
Secretary of the Commission, as soon as
possible, an original and two copies of

comments in support of or in opposition
to this project. The Commission will
consider these comments in
determining the appropriate action to be
taken, but the filing of a comment alone
will not serve to make the filer a party
to the proceeding. The Commission’s
rules require that persons filing
comments in opposition to the project
provide copies of their protests only to
the party or parties directly involved in
the protest.

Persons who wish to comment only
on the environmental review of this
project should submit an original and
two copies of their comments to the
Secretary of the Commission.
Environmental commenters will be
placed on the Commission’s
environmental mailing list and will be
notified of any meetings associated with
the Commission’s environmental review
process. Environmental commenters
will not be required to serve copies of
filed documents on all other parties.
However, the non-party commenters
will not receive copies of all documents
filed by other parties or issued by the
Commission and will not have the right
to seek court review of the
Commission’s final order.

As of the February 27, 2018 date of
the Commission’s order in Docket No.
CP16—4—-001, the Commission will
apply its revised practice concerning
out-of-time motions to intervene in any
new Natural Gas Act section 3 or section
7 proceeding.? Persons desiring to
become a party to a certificate
proceeding are to intervene in a timely
manner. If seeking to intervene out-of-
time, the movant is required to show
good cause why the time limitation
should be waived, and should provide
justification by reference to factors set
forth in Rule 214(d)(1) of the
Commission’s Rules and Regulations.2

The Commission strongly encourages
electronic filings of comments, protests
and interventions in lieu of paper using
the eFiling link at http://www.ferc.gov.
Persons unable to file electronically
should submit an original and 3 copies
of the protest or intervention to the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
888 First Street NE, Washington, DC
20426.

Comment Date: 5:00 p.m. Eastern
Time on March 13, 2020.

Dated: February 21, 2020.
Kimberly D. Bose,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 2020-04023 Filed 2—26—20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-P

1 Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company, L.L.C., 162
FERC 61,167 at 50 (2018).
218 CFR 385.214(d)(1).
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DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. ID-8853-000]
McCormick, Brian A.; Notice of Filing

Take notice that on February 19, 2020,
Brian A. McCormick, submitted for
filing, an application for authority to
hold interlocking positions, pursuant to
section 305(b) of the Federal Power Act,
16 U.S.C. 825d(b), Part 45 of the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission’s Rules
of Practice and Procedure, 18 CFR part
45.8 (2019).

Any person desiring to intervene or to
protest this filing must file in
accordance with Rules 211 and 214 of
the Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure (18 CFR 385.211, 385.214).
Protests will be considered by the
Commission in determining the
appropriate action to be taken, but will
not serve to make protestants parties to
the proceeding. Any person wishing to
become a party must file a notice of
intervention or motion to intervene, as
appropriate. Such notices, motions, or
protests must be filed on or before the
comment date. On or before the
comment date, it is not necessary to
serve motions to intervene or protests
on persons other than the Applicant.

The Commission encourages
electronic submission of protests and
interventions in lieu of paper using the
“eFiling” link at http://www.ferc.gov.
Persons unable to file electronically
should submit an original and 5 copies
of the protest or intervention to the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
888 First Street NE, Washington, DC
20426.

This filing is accessible on-line at
http://www.ferc.gov, using the
“eLibrary” link and is available for
electronic review in the Commission’s
Public Reference Room in Washington,
DC. There is an “eSubscription” link on
the website that enables subscribers to
receive email notification when a
document is added to a subscribed
docket(s). For assistance with any FERC
Online service, please email
FERCOnlineSupport@ferc.gov, or call
(866) 208—3676 (toll free). For TTY, call
(202) 502-8659.

Comment Date: 5:00 p.m. Eastern
Time on March 11, 2020.

Dated: February 20, 2020.
Kimberly D. Bose,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 2020-03900 Filed 2—26-20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

Combined Notice of Filings

Take notice that the Commission has
received the following Natural Gas
Pipeline Rate and Refund Report filings:

Docket Numbers: RP20-526—000.

Applicants: Bear Creek Storage
Company, L.L.C.

Description: Compliance filing
Annual Report on Operational
Transactions 2020.

Filed Date: 2/19/20.

Accession Number: 20200219-5016.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 3/2/20.

Docket Numbers: RP20-527-000.

Applicants: Columbia Gas
Transmission, LLC.

Description: § 4(d) Rate Filing: THQ
Negotiated Rate Filing to be effective 2/
19/2020.

Filed Date: 2/19/20.

Accession Number: 20200219-5047.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 3/2/20.

Docket Numbers: RP20-528-000.

Applicants: Empire Pipeline, Inc.

Description: § 4(d) Rate Filing: Fuel
Tracker GT&C 23.6 (Empire) to be
effective 4/1/2020.

Filed Date: 2/19/20.

Accession Number: 20200219-5051.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 3/2/20.

Docket Numbers: RP20-529-000.

Applicants: Enable Mississippi River
Transmission, LLC.

Description: § 4(d) Rate Filing:
Negotiated Rate Filing—City of Chester
RP18-923 & RP20-131 Settlement to be
effective 1/1/2019.

Filed Date: 2/19/20.

Accession Number: 20200219-5058.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 3/2/20.

Docket Numbers: RP20-530-000.

Applicants: National Fuel Gas Supply
Corporation.

Description: § 4(d) Rate Filing: Fuel
Tracker GT&C 41 (Supply) to be
effective 4/1/2020.

Filed Date: 2/19/20.

Accession Number: 20200219-5066.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 3/2/20.

Docket Numbers: RP20-531-000.

Applicants: Northwest Pipeline LLC.

Description: § 4(d) Rate Filing:
Renewable Natural Gas Filing to be
effective 4/1/2020.

Filed Date: 2/19/20.

Accession Number: 20200219-5106.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 3/2/20.

Docket Numbers: RP20-532—-000.

Applicants: Southern Star Central Gas
Pipeline, Inc.

Description: § 4(d) Rate Filing: Fuel
Filing—Eff. April 1, 2020 to be effective
4/1/2020.

Filed Date: 2/19/20.

Accession Number: 20200219-5124.

Comments Due: 5 p.m. ET 3/2/20.

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 date(s). 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: February 20, 2020.
Nathaniel J. Davis, Sr.,
Deputy Secretary.
[FR Doc. 2020-03925 Filed 2—26-20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. RM20-8-000]

Virtualization and Cloud Computing
Services

AGENCY: Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, Department of Energy.

ACTION: Notice of inquiry.

SUMMARY: The Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission (Commission)
seeks comments regarding the potential
benefits and risks associated with the
use of virtualization and cloud
computing services in association with
bulk electric system operations, as well
as whether barriers exist in the
Commission-approved Critical
Infrastructure Protection Reliability
Standards that impede the voluntary
adoption of virtualization or cloud
computing services.

DATES: Initial Comments are due April
27, 2020, and Reply Comments are due
May 27, 2020.
ADDRESSES: Comments, identified by
docket number, may be filed in the
following ways:

¢ Electronic Filing through http://
www.ferc.gov. Documents created
electronically using word processing
software should be filed in native


http://www.ferc.gov/docs-filing/efiling/filing-req.pdf
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applications or print-to-PDF format and
not in a scanned format.

e Mail/Hand Delivery: Those unable
to file electronically may mail or hand-
deliver comments to: Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, Secretary of the
Commission, 888 First Street NE,
Washington, DC 20426.

e Instructions: For detailed
instructions on submitting comments,
see the Comment Procedures Section of
this document.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Patricia Ephraim Eke, (Technical
Information), Office of Electric
Reliability, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 888 First Street NE,
Washington, DC 20426, (202) 502—
8388, Patricia.Eke@ferc.gov

Kevin Ryan, (Legal Information), Office
of the General Counsel, Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 888
First Street NE, Washington, DC
20426, (202) 502-6840, Kevin.Ryan@
ferc.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 1. In this
Notice of Inquiry (NOI), the Commission
seeks comments on the potential
benefits and risks associated with the
use of virtualization and cloud
computing services in association with
bulk electric system operations. In
addition, the Commission seeks
comment on whether barriers exist in
the Critical Infrastructure Protection
(CIP) Reliability Standards, which are
developed by the North American
Electric Reliability Corporation (NERC)
and approved by the Commission, that
impede the voluntary adoption of
virtualization or cloud computing
services.

2. This NOI is an outgrowth of
discussions concerning the potential
benefits and risks associated with the
adoption of virtualization and cloud
computing services for bulk electric
system operations at the Commission’s
June 27, 2019 Reliability Technical
Conference and the March 28, 2019
Commission/Department of Energy
(DOE) Security Investments for Energy
Infrastructure Technical Conference.!

3. The Commission intends to use the
record developed in this proceeding to
determine whether it would be
appropriate, pursuant to section
215(d)(5) of the Federal Power Act, to
direct that NERC develop modifications
to the CIP Reliability Standards to
facilitate the voluntary adoption of

1The records of the June 27, 2019 Reliability
Technical Conference and March 28, 2019
Commission/DOE conference are available on the
Commission’s eLibrary document retrieval system
in Docket Nos. AD19-13-000 and AD19-12-000,
respectively.

virtualization and cloud computing
services by registered entities.2

Background
A. Virtualization

4. Virtualization is the process of
creating virtual, as opposed to physical,
versions of computer hardware to
minimize the amount of physical
computer hardware resources required
to perform various functions.?
Virtualization is commonly used in
business applications and is managed
through centralized software, referred to
as a hypervisor, that manages multiple
virtual computer resources that can be
used by different processes, customers,
clients, and users. A virtual
environment can be a single program
and the operating system on which it
executes; a combination of multiple
programs and associated operating
systems, networks, Computing
environments, storage devices, or other
such digital environments.

5. Virtualization can be used on a
stand-alone basis in a bulk electric
system control center environment to
reduce capital and operating costs,
increase the efficiency of existing
computing assets, and improve incident
recovery, among other reasons.
Virtualization offers the potential for
cost savings in asset management,
including minimizing the need for
physical assets, which require building
space and procuring and maintaining
physical computer hardware. A
virtualized system can also be more
quickly recovered than physical systems
in the event of a malfunction or
compromise.

6. Virtualization is a necessary
technical enabler if the functions of BES
Cyber Systems are to be moved to a
cloud computing environment since a
customer choosing to migrate one or
more on-premise systems to the cloud
will need to virtualize those systems for
use in the cloud.*

B. Cloud Computing

7. The National Institute of Standards
and Technology (NIST) Information
Technology Laboratory Computer
Security Resource Center defines cloud

216 U.S.C. 8240(d)(5).

3 See National Institute of Standards and
Technology, Guide to Security for Full
Virtualization Technologies, Special Publication
800-125 (Jan. 2011), https://nvIpubs.nist.gov/
nistpubs/Legacy/SP/nistspecialpublication800-
125.pdf.

4BES Cyber System is defined as “[o]ne or more
BES Cyber Assets logically grouped by a
responsible entity to perform one or more reliability
tasks for a functional entity.” Glossary of Terms
Used in NERC Reliability Standards, http://
www.nerc.com/files/glossary_of terms.pdf. The
acronym BES refers to the bulk electric system.

computing as a ‘“model for enabling
convenient, on-demand network access
to a shared pool of configurable
computing resources (e.g., networks,
servers, storage, applications, and
services) that can be rapidly provisioned
and released with minimal management
effort or service provider interaction.” 5
8. The primary cloud service models
include Infrastructure as a Service
(IaaS), Platform as a Service (PaaS), and
Software as a Service (SaaS). These
three cloud service models provide
different levels of flexibility and control
to organizations choosing to use cloud
computing services. Entities may use
cloud computing services for the simple
storage of data or, as discussed above, to
host and operate virtual systems used
for bulk electric system operations. As
a general matter, cloud computing
enables entities to focus resources on
providing core services, such as
transmission or generation of electric
energy, while outsourcing the IT
infrastructure required to support them.
9. Leveraging cloud computing
services in technology and business
processes provides entities the
opportunity to realize benefits in their
IT operations, including greater
scalability, greater flexibility and lower
capital investment. Cloud computing
services provide computing power and
storage at a lower cost than maintaining
in-house IT infrastructure while
providing the capability for almost
instantaneous expansion of services.
Other potential benefits from the
adoption of cloud computing services
include enhanced access to data and
applications due to the inherent
redundancy and multiple pathways
used to access cloud computing
services.

C. Commission Technical Conferences

10. On June 27, 2019, the Commission
held its annual Reliability Technical
Conference to discuss four fundamental
topics, including the impact of cloud-
based services and virtualization on
bulk electric system operations,
planning and security.® The technical
conference addressed, among other
things: (1) Evolution of cloud computing
and virtualization of cloud computing
and virtualization technologies; (2)
outsourcing risk; (3) Reliability
Standards modifications; (4) appropriate
systems for a cloud environment; and

5NIST, The NIST Definition of Cloud Computing,
Special Publication 800-145 (Sept. 2011), https://
nvipubs.nist.gov/nistpubs/Legacy/SP/
nistspecialpublication800-145.pdf.

6 FERC, Notice Inviting Post-Technical
Conference Comments, Docket No. AD19-13-000
(Jul. 23, 2019).
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(5) security and non-security related
benefits.

11. In general, panelists at the
Reliability Technical Conference
acknowledged the emergence of
virtualization and cloud computing
services and indicated that the
Commission should take some action to
address the use of these technologies for
bulk electric system data management.
Midcontinent Independent System
Operator (MISO) recommended that the
Commission further engage industry
and cloud service providers in one or
more technical conferences to clarify
issues and direct timely industry action
to establish a way forward with changes
to CIP Reliability Standards specifically
to accommodate the use of cloud
computing services.” MISO explained
that the benefits of virtualization
include enhanced system recovery. In
particular, MISO noted that during the
past year it was able to recover virtual
assets quicker than traditional
computing assets when testing backup
and recovery processes. American
Public Power Association and Large
Public Power Council, moreover, stated
that if done with care, cloud computing
solutions can reduce risk, increase
flexibility and improve the security
posture of the bulk electric system.?

12. During the Commission/DOE
Security Investments for Energy
Infrastructure Technical Conference on
March 28, 2019, Southwest Power Pool
(SPP) urged more flexibility regarding
the use of cloud computing. SPP stated
that it evaluated a number of products
that would enable it to do a better job
of protecting system data. SPP asserted
the view that the currently-effective CIP
Reliability Standards do not allow
cloud-based technologies despite the
fact that the vast majority of new
products from many of its vendors are
cloud-based. As an example, SPP stated
that it:

believes that it cannot deploy the required
CIP controls for certain system information
were it to be stored on externally-hosted
servers (i.e., “‘the cloud”). Yet, we are finding
that more and more vendors have flagship
products that require all or a portion of CIP
system information to be stored off-premises.
This was a driving factor in our recent
replacement of our service management
software and has also been a complicating
factor in the evaluation of vulnerability
scanning and vulnerability management
solutions. Hence, SPP has given weight to
solutions that are more expensive or do not
provide as much value as some cloud
alternatives. The standards should not be so
prescriptive as to force SPP to avoid industry

7 See Reliability Technical Conference, Docket
No. AD19-13-000, Tr. 118:6—12 (Rosenthal).
8Tr. 114:12-14 (Jacobs).

trends that have proven to be secure, but not
necessarily compliant.?

13. The concerns reflected in the
comments from the two recent technical
conferences have prompted the issuance
of this NOI to seek additional comments
on the benefits and risks associated with
the use of virtualization and cloud
computing services in association with
bulk electric system operations. Further,
to the extent that there are barriers in
the currently-effective CIP Reliability
Standards to their use, the Commission
seeks comment on whether it is
appropriate for the Commission to
direct action to facilitate the voluntary
adoption of virtualization and cloud
computing services.

II. Request for Comments

14. In this proceeding, the
Commission seeks comments on the
potential benefits and risks associated
with the use of virtualization and cloud
computing services, as well as whether
barriers may exist in the CIP Reliability
Standards that impede the adoption of
virtualization or cloud computing.
Specifically, the Commission seeks
comments on four general topics as part
of this inquiry: (A) Scope of potential
use of virtualization and cloud
computing services; (B) potential
benefits and risks associated with
virtualization and cloud computing
services; (C) potential impediments to
adopting virtualization and cloud
computing services; and (D) potential
use of new and emerging technologies
in the current CIP standards framework.

15. In the following sections, we pose
questions that commenters should
address in their submissions. However,
commenters need not address every
topic or answer every question
identified below.

A. Scope of Potential Use of
Virtualization and Cloud Computing
Services

16. As discussed above, virtualization
and cloud computing services offer a
wide variety of potential uses in the
context of users, owners and operators
of the bulk electric system. Some
entities may choose to utilize the cloud
simply for data storage. Other entities
may rely on virtualization and cloud
storage to operate systems that control
one or more core functions. Potential
uses may include one or more of the
BES reliability operating services
described in the Guidelines and
Technical Basis section of Reliability

9 See Nick Brown, Prepared Statement for
Commission/DOE Security Investments for Energy
Infrastructure Technical Conference, Docket No.
AD19-12-000, at 3 (filed Apr. 2, 2019).

Standard CIP-002-5.1a (Cyber
Security—BES Cyber System
Categorization).10 Specifically, it is
possible that either virtualization or
cloud computing services could be
leveraged for the following reliability
operating services:

Dynamic Response to BES conditions
Balancing Load and Generation
Controlling Frequency (Real Power)
Controlling Voltage (Reactive Power)
Managing Constraints

Monitoring & Control

Restoration of BES

Situational Awareness

Inter-Entity Real-Time Coordination
and Communication

17. Using BES reliability operating
services as a point of reference to
distinguish among possible applications
of virtualization and cloud computing
services in bulk electric system
operations:

A1. Identify and discuss which BES
reliability operating services referenced
above could be implemented in a virtualized
environment.

A2. Identify and discuss which BES
reliability operating services referenced
above could be implemented in a cloud
computing environment.

A3. Identify and discuss any other BES
reliability operating or support services that
could be implemented in a virtualized
environment.

A4. Identify and discuss any other BES
reliability operating, data storage or support
services that could be implemented in a
cloud computing environment.

B. Potential Benefits and Risks
Associated With Virtualization and
Cloud Computing Services

18. The Commission seeks comment
on the potential benefits and risks
associated with virtualization and cloud
computing services:

B1. What are the potential benefits
associated with adopting virtualization for
the BES reliability operating services
identified in response to Questions A1 and
A3?

B2. Are there risks associated with
adopting virtualization for the BES reliability
operating services identified in response to
Questions A1 and A37? If risks exist, discuss
whether these risks can be effectively
mitigated by a responsibility entity.

B3. What are the potential benefits
associated with adopting cloud computing
services for the BES reliability operating
services, data storage and support services
identified in response to Questions A2 and
A4?

B4. Are there risks associated with
adopting cloud computing services for the
BES reliability operating services data storage

10 See Reliability Standard CIP-002-5.1a (Cyber
Security—BES Cyber System Categorization),
Guidelines and Technical Basis at 17-18.



11366

Federal Register/Vol. 85, No. 39/ Thursday, February 27, 2020/ Notices

and support services identified in response to
Questions A2 and A4? If risks exist, discuss
whether these risks can be effectively
mitigated by a responsible entity.

B5. What are the potential benefits of
relying on third-party assessments to ensure
the secure use of virtualization and cloud
computing services for BES reliability
operations and support services?

B6. Discuss any risks associated with
relying on third party assessments to ensure
the secure use of virtualization and cloud
computing services for BES reliability
operations and support services and potential
solutions to mitigate those risks.

C. Potential Impediments to Adopting
Virtualization and Cloud Computing
Services

19. As discussed above, during the
Commission’s 2019 annual Reliability
Technical Conference, several
commenters alluded to the fact that
cloud-based offerings continue to
increase as vendors are moving more of
their services to the cloud.1?
Commenters further asserted that there
is uncertainty on how virtualization and
cloud computing services can be
leveraged within the existing CIP
framework. Similarly, at the March 2019
Commission/DOE Security Investments
for Energy Infrastructure Technical
Conference, a panelist asserted that
there is uncertainty among registered
entities on whether the CIP Reliability
Standards allow cloud-based
technologies ““despite the fact that the
majority of new products from many
vendors are cloud-based.” 12

20. In light of the concerns expressed
at these technical conferences, the
Commission seeks comment on
potential challenges with how the
implementation of virtualization and
cloud computing technologies will fit
into the framework of the CIP Reliability
Standards, and possible solutions to
those challenges:

C1. Provide comment on the validity of the
panelists’ concern discussed above and
discuss the extent to which the trend toward
cloud-based services could affect reliable and
secure bulk electric system operations.

C2. Are there any technical challenges in
implementing virtualization technology for
the BES reliability operating services
identified in response to Question A1 that
result from the current CIP Reliability
Standards? Discuss how the CIP Reliability
Standards could be augmented to address
these challenges.

C3. Are there any challenges in
implementing virtualization technology for
the BES reliability operating services
identified in response to Question A1 that

11 See June 27, 2019 annual Reliability Technical
Conference, Transcript pages 113 and 115-116.

12 See March 28, 2019, Commission/DOE Security
Investments for Energy Infrastructure Technical
Conference, Transcript page 128.

result from compliance obligations associated
with the CIP Reliability Standards? Discuss
how the CIP Reliability Standards could be
augmented to address these challenges.

C4. Are there any technical challenges in
implementing cloud computing technology
for the BES reliability operating services
identified in response to Question A2 that
result from the current CIP Reliability
Standards? Discuss how the CIP Reliability
Standards could be augmented to address
these challenges.

C5. Are there any challenges in
implementing cloud computing technology
for the BES reliability operating services
identified in response to Question A2 that
result from compliance obligations associated
with the CIP Reliability Standards? Discuss
how the CIP Reliability Standards could be
augmented to address these challenges.

D. Potential Use of New and Emerging
Technologies in the Current CIP
Standards Framework

21. The Commission seeks comment
on potential new and emerging
technologies beyond virtualization and
cloud computing that responsible
entities may be interested in adopting
for the BES reliability operating services
and if the CIP Reliability Standards
would allow these technologies to be
adopted.

D1. In addition to virtualization and
clouding computing, discuss whether the CIP
Reliability Standards limit the ability to take
full advantage of new and emerging
technologies for BES reliability operating
services. Explain the types of new
technologies, the potential benefits and how
the CIP Reliability Standards may limit their
use.

I1I. Comment Procedures

22. The Commission invites interested
persons to submit comments on the
matters and issues proposed in this
notice, including any related matters or
alternative proposals that commenters
may wish to discuss. Comments are due
April 27, 2020, and Reply Comments are
due May 27, 2020. Comments must refer
to Docket No. RM20-8-000, and must
include the commenter’s name, the
organization they represent, if
applicable, and their address.

23. The Commission encourages
comments to be filed electronically via
the eFiling link on the Commission’s
website at http://www.ferc.gov. The
Commission accepts most standard
word-processing formats. Documents
created electronically using word-
processing software should be filed in
native applications or print-to-PDF
format and not in a scanned format.
Commenters filing electronically do not
need to make a paper filing.

24. Commenters that are not able to
file comments electronically must send
an original of their comments to:

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
Secretary of the Commission, 888 First
Street NE, Washington, DC 20426.

25. All comments will be placed in
the Commission’s public files and may
be viewed, printed, or downloaded
remotely as described in the Document
Availability section below. Commenters
on this proposal are not required to
serve copies of their comments on other
commenters.

IV. Document Availability

26. In addition to publishing the full
text of this document in the Federal
Register, the Commission provides all
interested persons an opportunity to
view and/or print the contents of this
document via the internet through the
Commission’s Home Page (http://
www.ferc.gov) and in the Commission’s
Public Reference Room during normal
business hours (8:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.
eastern time) at 888 First Street NE,
Room 2A, Washington, DC 20426.

27. From the Commission’s Home
Page on the internet, this information is
available on eLibrary. The full text of
this document is available on eLibrary
in PDF and Microsoft Word format for
viewing, printing, and/or downloading.
To access this document in eLibrary,
type the docket number excluding the
last three digits of this document in the
docket number field.

28. User assistance is available for
eLibrary and the Commission’s website
during normal business hours from the
Commission’s Online Support at (202)
502—6652 (toll free at 1-866—208—3676)
or email at ferconlinesupport@ferc.gov,
or the Public Reference Room at (202)
502-8371, TTY (202) 502—8659. Email
the Public Reference Room at
public.referenceroom@ferc.gov.

By direction of the Commission.

Issued: February 20, 2020.

Nathaniel J. Davis, Sr.,

Deputy Secretary.

[FR Doc. 2020-03928 Filed 2—26—20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Project No. 3273-024]

Chittenden Falls Hydropower, Inc.;
Notice of Application Ready for
Environmental Analysis and Soliciting
Comments, Recommendations, Terms
and Conditions, and Prescriptions

Take notice that the following
hydroelectric application has been filed
with the Commission and is available
for public inspection.
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a. Type of Application: Subsequent
Minor License.

b. Project No.: 3273-024.

c. Date filed: May 31, 2019.

d. Applicant: Chittenden Falls
Hydropower, Inc. (Chittenden Falls
Hydro).

e. Name of Project: Chittenden Falls
Hydropower Project.

f. Location: On Kinderhook Creek,
near the Town of Stockport, Columbia
County, New York. The project does not
occupy federal land.

g. Filed Pursuant to: Federal Power
Act, 16 U.S.C. 791 (a)-825(r).

h. Applicant Contact: Mark
Boumansour, Chief Operating Officer,
Gravity Renewables, Inc., 1401 Walnut
Street, Suite 420, Boulder, CO 80302;
(303) 440-3378; mark@
gravityrenewables.com and/or Celeste
N. Fay, Regulatory Manager, Gravity
Renewables, Inc., 5 Dartmouth Drive,
Suite 104, Auburn, NH 03032; (413)
262-9466; celeste@
gravityrenewables.com.

i. FERC Contact: Monir Chowdhury at
(202) 502—6736 or monir.chowdhury@
ferc.gov.

j. Deadline for filing comments,
recommendations, terms and
conditions, and prescriptions: 60 days
from the issuance date of this notice;
reply comments are due 105 days from
the issuance date of this notice.

The Commission strongly encourages
electronic filing. Please file comments,
recommendations, terms and
conditions, and prescriptions 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-3273-024.

The Commission’s Rules of Practice
require all intervenors filing documents
with the Commission to serve a copy of
that document on each person on the
official service list for the project.
Further, if an intervenor 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.

k. This application has been accepted
and is ready for environmental analysis
at this time.

1. The Chittenden Falls Hydropower
Project consists of: (1) An approximately
4-foot-high, 320-foot-long concrete
gravity dam, topped with 2-foot-high
wooden flashboards, and having a dam
crest elevation of 59.6 feet National
Geodetic Vertical Datum of 1929
(NGVD29); (2) a reservoir with a surface
area of about 18 acres and a storage
capacity of 63 acre-feet at a normal pool
elevation of 61.6 feet NGVD29; (3) an 8-
foot-wide, 22-foot-long intake structure
on the east side of the dam connecting
to an 8-foot-wide, 118-foot-long concrete
and wooden power canal; (4) a 7.5-foot-
diameter, 45-foot-long steel penstock
that conveys water from the power canal
to a powerhouse on the east side of the
dam containing two turbine-generator
units with a total rated capacity of 453
kilowatts (kW); (5) an 8-foot-wide, 10-
foot-long intake structure on the west
side of the dam connecting to a 6-foot-
diameter, 62-foot-long steel penstock;
(6) a powerhouse on the west side of the
dam containing a single turbine-
generator unit with a rated capacity of
300 kW; (7) two 480-volt, 40-foot-long
generator leads connecting the east
powerhouse to a transformer yard and a
2,300-volt, 400-foot-long generator lead
connecting the west powerhouse to the
transformer yard; and (8) appurtenant
facilities.

The Chittenden Falls Project is
operated in a run-of-river mode with an
estimated average annual generation of
2,300 megawatt-hours between 2012
and 2018. Chittenden Falls Hydro
proposes to continue to operate the
project in run-of-river mode.

m. A copy of the application is
available for review at the Commission
in the Public Reference Room or may 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.
For assistance, contact FERC Online
Support. A copy is also available for
inspection and reproduction at the
address in item h above.

All filings must (1) bear in all capital
letters the title COMMENTS, REPLY
COMMENTS, RECOMMENDATIONS,
TERMS AND CONDITIONS, or
PRESCRIPTIONS; (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 submitting the
filing; and (4) otherwise comply with
the requirements of 18 CFR 385.2001
through 385.2005. All comments,

recommendations, terms and
conditions, or prescriptions must set
forth their evidentiary basis and
otherwise comply with the requirements
of 18 CFR 4.34(b). Agencies may obtain
copies of the application directly from
the applicant. Each filing must be
accompanied by proof of service on all
persons listed on the service list
prepared by the Commission in this
proceeding, in accordance with 18 CFR
4.34 (b) and 385.2010.

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, contact FERC Online
Support.

n. A license applicant must file no
later than 60 days following the date of
issuance of this notice: (1) A copy of the
water quality certification; (2) a copy of
the request for certification, including
proof of the date on which the certifying
agency received the request; or (3)
evidence of waiver of water quality
certification.

0. Procedural schedule: The
application will be processed according
to the following schedule. Revisions to
the schedule will be made as

appropriate.
Milestone Target date
Deadline for Filing Comments, April 2020.
Recommendations and Agen-
cy Terms and Conditions/Pre-
scriptions.
Deadline for Filing Reply Com- June 2020.
ments.
Commission issues EA ............... October 2020.
Comments on EA Due ............... November 2020.

Dated: February 21, 2020.
Kimberly D. Bose,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 2020-04032 Filed 2—-26-20; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6717-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. ER20-840-000]

Golden Fields Solar IV, LLC;
Supplemental Notice That Section 205
Rate Filing Includes Request for
Blanket Section 204 Authorization

This is a supplemental notice in the
above-referenced Golden Fields Solar
IV, LLC’s application for market-based
rate authority, with an accompanying
rate tariff, noting that such application
includes a request for blanket
authorization, under 18 CFR part 34, of
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future issuances of securities and
assumptions of liability.

Any person desiring to intervene or to
protest should file with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 888
First Street NE, Washington, DC 20426,
in accordance with Rules 211 and 214
of the Commission’s Rules of Practice
and Procedure (18 CFR 385.211 and
385.214). Anyone filing a motion to
intervene or protest must serve a copy
of that document on the Applicant.

Notice is hereby given that the
deadline for filing protests with regard
to the applicant’s request for blanket
authorization, under 18 CFR part 34, of
future issuances of securities and
assumptions of liability, is February 27,
2020.

The Commission encourages
electronic submission of protests and
interventions in lieu of paper, using the
FERC Online links at http://
www.ferc.gov. To facilitate electronic
service, persons with internet access
who will eFile a document and/or be
listed as a contact for an intervenor
must create and validate an
eRegistration account using the
eRegistration link. Select the eFiling
link to log on and submit the
intervention or protests.

Persons unable to file electronically
should submit an original and 5 copies
of the intervention or protest to the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
888 First Street NE, Washington, DC
20426.

The filings in the above-referenced
proceeding are accessible in the
Commission’s eLibrary system by
clicking on the appropriate link in the
above list. They are also available for
electronic review in the Commission’s
Public Reference Room in Washington,
DC. There is an eSubscription link on

the website that enables subscribers to
receive email notification when a
document is added to a subscribed
docket(s). For assistance with any FERC
Online service, please email
FERCOnlineSupport@ferc.gov. or call
(866) 208—3676 (toll free). For TTY, call
(202) 502—8659.

Dated: February 20, 2020.
Nathaniel J. Davis, Sr.,
Deputy Secretary.
[FR Doc. 2020-03923 Filed 2—-26-20; 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. RM98—-1-000]

Records Governing Off-the-Record
Communications; Public Notice

This constitutes notice, in accordance
with 18 CFR 385.2201(b), of the receipt
of prohibited and exempt off-the-record
communications.

Order No. 607 (64 FR 51222,
September 22, 1999) requires
Commission decisional employees, who
make or receive a prohibited or exempt
off-the-record communication relevant
to the merits of a contested proceeding,
to deliver to the Secretary of the
Commission, a copy of the
communication, if written, or a
summary of the substance of any oral
communication.

Prohibited communications are
included in a public, non-decisional file
associated with, but not a part of, the
decisional record of the proceeding.
Unless the Commission determines that
the prohibited communication and any
responses thereto should become a part

of the decisional record, the prohibited
off-the-record communication will not
be considered by the Commission in
reaching its decision. Parties to a
proceeding may seek the opportunity to
respond to any facts or contentions
made in a prohibited off-the-record
communication and may request that
the Commission place the prohibited
communication and responses thereto
in the decisional record. The
Commission will grant such a request
only when it determines that fairness so
requires. Any person identified below as
having made a prohibited off-the-record
communication shall serve the
document on all parties listed on the
official service list for the applicable
proceeding in accordance with Rule
2010, 18 CFR 385.2010.

Exempt off-the-record
communications are included in the
decisional record of the proceeding,
unless the communication was with a
cooperating agency as described by 40
CFR 1501.6, made under 18 CFR
385.2201(e)(1)(v).

The following is a list of off-the-
record communications recently
received by the Secretary of the
Commission. The communications
listed are grouped by docket numbers in
ascending order. These filings are
available for electronic review at the
Commission in the Public Reference
Room or may 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. For
assistance, please contact FERC Online
Support at FERCOnlineSupport@
ferc.gov or toll free at (866) 208—3676, or
for TTY, contact (202) 502—8659.

Docket No.

‘ File date

‘ Presenter or requester

Prohibited

NONE

Exempt

NONE

|

Dated: February 21, 2020.
Kimberly D. Bose,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 2020-04026 Filed 2—26—20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-P

FEDERAL ACCOUNTING STANDARDS
ADVISORY BOARD

Notice of Issuance of Technical
Bulletin 2020-1, Loss Allowance for
Intragovernmental Receivables

AGENCY: Federal Accounting Standards
Advisory Board.

ACTION: Notice.

Pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 3511(d), the
Federal Advisory Committee Act, as
amended (5 U.S.C. App.), and the
FASAB Rules Of Procedure, as amended
in October 2010, notice is hereby given
that the Federal Accounting Standards
Advisory Board (FASAB) has issued
Technical Bulletin 2020-1, Loss
Allowance for Intragovernmental
Receivables.
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The Technical Bulletin is available on
the FASAB website at https://fasab.gov/
accounting-standards/. Copies can be
obtained by contacting FASAB at (202)
512-7350.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ms.
Monica R. Valentine, Executive
Director, 441 G Street NW, Suite 1155,
Washington, DC 20548, or call (202)
512-7350.
(Authority: Federal Advisory Committee Act
(5 U.S.C. App.))

Dated: February 20, 2020.
Monica R. Valentine,
Executive Director.
[FR Doc. 2020-03912 Filed 2—26-20; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 1610-02-P

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM

Formations of, Acquisitions by, and
Mergers of Bank Holding Companies

The companies listed in this notice
have applied to the Board for approval,
pursuant to the Bank Holding Company
Act of 1956 (12 U.S.C. 1841 et seq.)
(BHC Act), Regulation Y (12 CFR part
225), and all other applicable statutes
and regulations to become a bank
holding company and/or to acquire the
assets or the ownership of, control of, or
the power to vote shares of a bank or
bank holding company and all of the
banks and nonbanking companies
owned by the bank holding company,
including the companies listed below.

The applications listed below, as well
as other related filings required by the
Board, if any, are available for
immediate inspection at the Federal
Reserve Bank indicated. The
applications will also be available for
inspection at the offices of the Board of
Governors. Interested persons may
express their views in writing on the
standards enumerated in the BHC Act
(12 U.S.C. 1842(c)).

Comments regarding each of these
applications must be received at the
Reserve Bank indicated or the offices of
the Board of Governors, Ann E.
Misback, Secretary of the Board, 20th
Street and Constitution Avenue NW,
Washington, DC 20551-0001, not later
than March 27, 2020.

A. Federal Reserve Bank of New York
(Ivan Hurwitz, Senior Vice President) 33
Liberty Street, New York, New York
10045-0001. Comments can also be sent
electronically to
Comments.applications@ny.frb.org:

1. SBD Bancorp, Inc., Danbury,
Connecticut; to become a bank holding
company by acquiring The Savings
Bank of Danbury, Danbury, Connecticut.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, February 21, 2020.

Yao-Chin Chao,

Assistant Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc. 2020-03909 Filed 2—-26—-20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE P

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM

Formations of, Acquisitions by, and
Mergers of Bank Holding Companies

The companies listed in this notice
have applied to the Board for approval,
pursuant to the Bank Holding Company
Act of 1956 (12 U.S.C. 1841 et seq.)
(BHC Act), Regulation Y (12 CFR part
225), and all other applicable statutes
and regulations to become a bank
holding company and/or to acquire the
assets or the ownership of, control of, or
the power to vote shares of a bank or
bank holding company and all of the
banks and nonbanking companies
owned by the bank holding company,
including the companies listed below.

The applications listed below, as well
as other related filings required by the
Board, if any, are available for
immediate inspection at the Federal
Reserve Bank indicated. The
applications will also be available for
inspection at the offices of the Board of
Governors. Interested persons may
express their views in writing on the
standards enumerated in the BHC Act
(12 U.S.C. 1842(c)).

Comments regarding each of these
applications must be received at the
Reserve Bank indicated or the offices of
the Board of Governors, Ann E.
Misback, Secretary of the Board, 20th
Street and Constitution Avenue, NW,
Washington DC 20551-0001, not later
than March 29, 2020.

A. Federal Reserve Bank of Cleveland
(Mary S. Johnson, Vice President) 1455
East Sixth Street, Cleveland, Ohio
44101-2566. Comments can also be sent
electronically to
Comments.applications@clev.frb.org:

1. Bancorp of Baltic, Inc., Baltic, Ohio;

to become a bank holding company by
acquiring The Baltic State Bank, Baltic,
Ohio.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, February 24, 2020.
Yao-Chin Chao,
Assistant Secretary of the Board.
[FR Doc. 2020-03957 Filed 2—26—20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE P

GENERAL SERVICES
ADMINISTRATION

[Notice-MA-2020-01; Docket No. 2020—
0002; Sequence No. 5]

Relocation Allowances: Withholding
Tax Allowance (WTA) and Relocation
Income Tax Allowance (RITA)
Eligibility

AGENCY: Office of Government-wide
Policy (OGP), General Services
Administration (GSA).

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The purpose of this notice is
to inform Federal agencies that Federal
Travel Regulation (FTR) Bulletin 20-04,
pertaining to changes to eligibility for
WTA and RITA impacted by recent
changes to Federal law, has been
published and is now available online at
www.gsa.gov/ftrbulletins.

DATES: Applicability date: This notice
applies to all individuals who are
authorized reimbursement for relocation
expenses under the FTR and who
receive some or all reimbursements,
direct payments, or indirect payments
on or after January 1, 2018, and on or
before December 31, 2025.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
clarification of content, please contact
Mr. Rick Miller, Program Analyst, Office
of Government-wide Policy, Office of
Asset and Transportation Management,
at 202-501-3822, or by email at
travelpolicy@gsa.gov. Please cite Notice
of FTR Bulletin 20-04.

Jessica Salmoiraghi,

Associate Administrator, Office of
Government-wide Policy.

[FR Doc. 2020-03942 Filed 2—26—20; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6820-14—-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Food and Drug Administration
[Docket No. FDA—-2019-D-5664]
Standardized Medicated Feed Assay

Limits; Draft Guidance for Industry;
Availability

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration,
HHS.

ACTION: Notice of availability.

SUMMARY: The Food and Drug
Administration (FDA or Agency) is
announcing the availability of a draft
guidance for industry (GFI) #264
entitled “Standardized Medicated Feed
Assay Limits.” This draft guidance
recommends a standardized set of assay
limits for medicated feeds. Standardized
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medicated feed assay limits allow
predictability in the review process as
sponsors can determine early in the
drug development process what assay
limits they should expect to meet for
medicated feeds used in Target Animal
Safety, Effectiveness, Chemistry,
Manufacturing, and Controls,
Bioequivalence, and Human Food
Safety residue chemistry studies.

DATES: Submit either electronic or
written comments on the draft guidance
by April 27, 2020 to ensure that the
Agency considers your comment on this
draft guidance before it begins work on
the final version of the guidance.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments
on any guidance at any time as follows:

Electronic Submissions

Submit electronic comments in the
following way:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal:
https://www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments.
Comments submitted electronically,
including attachments, to https://
www.regulations.gov will be posted to
the docket unchanged. Because your
comment will be made public, you are
solely responsible for ensuring that your
comment does not include any
confidential information that you or a
third party may not wish to be posted,
such as medical information, your or
anyone else’s Social Security number, or
confidential business information, such
as a manufacturing process. Please note
that if you include your name, contact
information, or other information that
identifies you in the body of your
comments, that information will be
posted on https://www.regulations.gov.

e If you want to submit a comment
with confidential information that you
do not wish to be made available to the
public, submit the comment as a
written/paper submission and in the
manner detailed (see ‘“Written/Paper
Submissions” and “Instructions”).

Written/Paper Submissions

Submit written/paper submissions as
follows:

e Mail/Hand Delivery/Courier (for
written/paper submissions): Dockets
Management Staff (HFA-305), Food and
Drug Administration, 5630 Fishers
Lane, Rm. 1061, Rockville, MD 20852.

e For written/paper comments
submitted to the Dockets Management
Staff, FDA will post your comment, as
well as any attachments, except for
information submitted, marked and
identified, as confidential, if submitted
as detailed in “Instructions.”

Instructions: All submissions received
must include the Docket No. FDA—

2019-D-5664 for “Standardized
Medicated Feed Assay Limits.”
Received comments will be placed in
the docket and, except for those
submitted as “Confidential
Submissions,” publicly viewable at
https://www.regulations.gov or at the
Dockets Management Staff between 9
a.m. and 4 p.m., Monday through
Friday.

¢ Confidential Submissions—To
submit a comment with confidential
information that you do not wish to be
made publicly available, submit your
comments only as a written/paper
submission. You should submit two
copies total. One copy will include the
information you claim to be confidential
with a heading or cover note that states
“THIS DOCUMENT CONTAINS
CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION.” The
Agency will review this copy, including
the claimed confidential information, in
its consideration of comments. The
second copy, which will have the
claimed confidential information
redacted/blacked out, will be available
for public viewing and posted on
https://www.regulations.gov. Submit
both copies to the Dockets Management
Staff. If you do not wish your name and
contact information to be made publicly
available, you can provide this
information on the cover sheet and not
in the body of your comments and you
must identify this information as
“confidential.” Any information marked
as “‘confidential” will not be disclosed
except in accordance with 21 CFR 10.20
and other applicable disclosure law. For
more information about FDA’s posting
of comments to public dockets, see 80
FR 56469, September 18, 2015, or access
the information at: https://
www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/FR-2015-
09-18/pdf/2015-23389.pdf.

Docket: For access to the docket to
read background documents or the
electronic and written/paper comments
received, go to https://
www.regulations.gov and insert the
docket number, found in brackets in the
heading of this document, into the
“Search” box and follow the prompts
and/or go to the Dockets Management
Staff, 5630 Fishers Lane, Rm. 1061,
Rockville, MD 20852.

You may submit comments on any
guidance at any time (see 21 CFR
10.115(g)(5)).

Submit written requests for single
copies of the guidance to the Policy and
Regulations Staff (HFV—6), Center for
Veterinary Medicine, Food and Drug
Administration, 7500 Standish PL.,
Rockville, MD 20855. Send one self-
addressed adhesive label to assist that
office in processing your requests. See
the SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION section

for electronic access to the draft
guidance document.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Katie Ciesienski, Center for Veterinary
Medicine (HFV-141), Food and Drug
Administration, 7500 Standish P1.,
Rockville, MD 20855, 240-402—0676,
Katie.Ciesienski@fda.hhs.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Background

FDA is announcing the availability of
a draft GFI #264 entitled ““Standardized
Medicated Feed Assay Limits.”” This
draft guidance recommends a
standardized set of assay limits for
medicated feeds. Standardized
medicated feed assay limits allow
predictability in the review process as
the sponsor can determine early in the
drug development process what assay
limits they should expect to meet for
medicated feeds used in Target Animal
Safety, Effectiveness, Chemistry,
Manufacturing, and Controls,
Bioequivalence, and Human Food
Safety residue chemistry studies. Assay
limits are used pre-approval to ensure
that medicated feeds in these studies
contain the appropriate amount of drug,
and post-approval for compliance and
customer service purposes.

IL. Significance of Guidance

This Level 1 guidance is being issued
consistent with FDA’s good guidance
practices regulation (21 CFR 10.115).
The draft guidance, when finalized, will
represent the current thinking of FDA
on “Standardized Assay Limits for
Medicated Feeds.” It does not establish
any rights for any person and is not
binding on FDA or the public. You can
use an alternative approach if it satisfies
the requirements of the applicable
statutes and regulations.

IIL. Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995

This draft guidance refers to
previously approved collections of
information found in FDA regulations.
These collections of information are
subject to review by the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB) under
the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995
(44 U.S.C. 3501-3521). The collections
of information in section 512(n)(1) of
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic
Act (21 U.S.C. 360b(n)(1)) have been
approved under OMB control number
0910-0669. The collections of
information in 21 CFR part 514 have
been approved under OMB control
number 0910-0032.

1V. Electronic Access

Persons with access to the internet
may obtain the draft guidance at either
https://www.fda.gov/AnimalVeterinary/
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GuidanceComplianceEnforcement/
GuidanceforIndustry/default.htm or
https://www.regulations.gov.

Dated: February 21, 2020.
Lowell J. Schiller,
Principal Associate Commissioner for Policy.
[FR Doc. 2020-03943 Filed 2-26-20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4164-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Food and Drug Administration
[Docket No. FDA-2020-N-0625]

Improving 510(k) Submission
Preparation and Review: Voluntary
Electronic Submission Template and
Resource Pilot Program; Request for
Comments

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration,
HHS.

ACTION: Notice; request for comments.

SUMMARY: The Food and Drug
Administration’s (FDA or Agency)
Center for Devices and Radiological
Health (CDRH or Center) is announcing
its voluntary Electronic Submission
Template and Resource (eSTAR) Pilot
Program. The eSTAR Pilot Program is
voluntary and intends to improve
consistency and efficiency in both
industry’s preparation and FDA’s
review of premarket notification (510(k))
submissions. During the voluntary
eSTAR Pilot Program, pilot participants
will have the opportunity to provide
input to FDA on eSTAR.

DATES: FDA is seeking participation in
the voluntary eSTAR Pilot Program
beginning February 27, 2020. See
section L.A. for instructions on how to
submit a request to participate. The
voluntary eSTAR Pilot Program will
select up to nine participants who best
match the selection criteria. This pilot
program will begin February 27, 2020.
ADDRESSES: You may submit comments
as follows:

Electronic Submissions

Submit electronic comments in the
following way:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal:
https://www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments.
Comments submitted electronically,
including attachments, to https://
www.regulations.gov will be posted to
the docket unchanged. Because your
comment will be made public, you are
solely responsible for ensuring that your
comment does not include any
confidential information that you or a
third party may not wish to be posted,

such as medical information, your or
anyone else’s Social Security number, or
confidential business information, such
as a manufacturing process. Please note
that if you include your name, contact
information, or other information that
identifies you in the body of your
comments, that information will be
posted on https://www.regulations.gov.
e If you want to submit a comment
with confidential information that you
do not wish to be made available to the
public, submit the comment as a
written/paper submission and in the
manner detailed (see ‘“Written/Paper
Submissions” and “Instructions”).

Written/Paper Submissions

Submit written/paper submissions as
follows:

o Mail/Hand Delivery/Courier (for
written/paper submissions): Dockets
Management Staff (HFA-305), Food and
Drug Administration, 5630 Fishers
Lane, Rm. 1061, Rockville, MD 20852.

e For written/paper comments
submitted to the Dockets Management
Staff, FDA will post your comment, as
well as any attachments, except for
information submitted, marked and
identified, as confidential, if submitted
as detailed in “Instructions.”

Instructions: All submissions received
must include the Docket No. FDA—
2020-N-0625 for “Voluntary eSTAR
Pilot Program.” Received comments will
be placed in the docket and, except for
those submitted as “Confidential
Submissions,” publicly viewable at
https://www.regulations.gov or at the
Dockets Management Staff between 9
a.m. and 4 p.m., Monday through
Friday.

o Confidential Submissions—To
submit a comment with confidential
information that you do not wish to be
made publicly available, submit your
comments only as a written/paper
submission. You should submit two
copies total. One copy will include the
information you claim to be confidential
with a heading or cover note that states
“THIS DOCUMENT CONTAINS
CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION.” The
Agency will review this copy, including
the claimed confidential information, in
its consideration of comments. The
second copy, which will have the
claimed confidential information
redacted/blacked out, will be available
for public viewing and posted on
https://www.regulations.gov. Submit
both copies to the Dockets Management
Staff. If you do not wish your name and
contact information to be made publicly
available, you can provide this
information on the cover sheet and not
in the body of your comments and you
must identify this information as

“confidential.” Any information marked
as “‘confidential” will not be disclosed
except in accordance with 21 CFR 10.20
and other applicable disclosure law. For
more information about FDA’s posting
of comments to public dockets, see 80
FR 56469, September 18, 2015, or access
the information at: https://
www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/FR-2015-
09-18/pdf/2015-23389.pdyf.

Docket: For access to the docket to
read background documents or the
electronic and written/paper comments
received, go to https://
www.regulations.gov and insert the
docket number, found in brackets in the
heading of this document, into the
“Search” box and follow the prompts
and/or go to the Dockets Management
Staff, 5630 Fishers Lane, Rm. 1061,
Rockville, MD 20852.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Jacqueline Gertz, Center for Devices and
Radiological Health, Food and Drug
Administration, 10903 New Hampshire
Ave., Bldg. 66, Rm. 1655, Silver Spring,
MD 20993, 240-402—-9677, email:
jacqueline.gertz@fda.hhs.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Background

In the Medical Device User Fee
Amendments of 2012 (MDUFA III)
Commitment Letter from the Secretary
of Health and Human Services to
Congress, FDA committed to
streamlining review processes by
moving beyond paper-based review
(Ref. 1). Under section 745A(b) of the
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act
(FD&C Act) (21 U.S.C. 379k-1), added
by section 1136 of the Food and Drug
Administration Safety and Innovation
Act (Pub. L. 112-144), an electronic
copy (eCopy) is required for certain
premarket submission types, including
510(k) submissions. FDA provided
additional information about the
submissions subject to the eCopy
requirements in section 745A(b) of the
FD&C Act and recommendations about
the use of eCopy generally in a guidance
initially issued in 2013 (Ref. 2), and
subsequently published a final rule in
the Federal Register of December 16,
2019 (84 FR 68334) amending FDA’s
regulations, where appropriate, to
reflect the requirement of a single
submission in electronic format,
including the use of eCopy
requirements.

In the Medical Device User Fee
Amendments of 2017 (MDUFA IV)
Commitment Letter from the Secretary
of Health and Human Services to
Congress (Ref. 3), FDA committed to
developing ““electronic submission
templates that will serve as guided


https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/FR-2015-09-18/pdf/2015-23389.pdf
https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/FR-2015-09-18/pdf/2015-23389.pdf
https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/FR-2015-09-18/pdf/2015-23389.pdf
https://www.regulations.gov
https://www.regulations.gov
https://www.regulations.gov
https://www.regulations.gov
https://www.regulations.gov
mailto:jacqueline.gertz@fda.hhs.gov
https://www.regulations.gov
https://www.regulations.gov
https://www.regulations.gov
https://www.regulations.gov
https://www.fda.gov/AnimalVeterinary/GuidanceComplianceEnforcement/GuidanceforIndustry/default.htm
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submission preparation tools for
industry to improve submission
consistency and enhance efficiency in
the review process.” In addition, section
745A(b) of the FD&C Act, as amended
by section 207 of the FDA
Reauthorization Act of 2017 (Pub. L.
115-52), also requires that
presubmissions and submissions for
devices, including 510(k) submissions,
be submitted in such electronic format
as specified in guidance by FDA.

eCopies are an electronic version of a
medical device submission created and
submitted on a CD, DVD, or flash drive.
eSubmissions are submission packages
produced by an electronic submission
template (e.g., eSubmitter, eSTAR) that
contains all the structured and
unstructured data of a complete
submission. FDA considers both
eCopies and eSubmissions to be
submissions in electronic format.

As a first step in the transition to
submissions solely in electronic format,
FDA used the eSubmitter platform to
develop an electronic submission
template for 510(k) submissions. It is a
free tool, and its use is optional. The
eSubmitter application includes an
electronic submission template that is a
collection of questions, text, logic, and
prompts that guides a user through
preparation of a 510(k) submission.
Upon completion, the resulting
submission package contains all the
structured and unstructured data of a
complete 510(k) submission. This
platform and submission process is
currently being piloted through the
“Quality in 510(k) Review Program
Pilot” (Ref. 4) for the submission of
traditional and abbreviated 510(k)s for
devices that are reviewed by CDRH and
fall under selected product codes.

Based on the experience with the
eSubmitter platform, FDA has
developed eSTAR, which includes
similar benefits as eSubmitter, as well as
additional benefits. Similar to
eSubmitter, eSTAR includes the
following benefits: Automation (e.g.,
form construction, autofilling); content
and structure that is complementary to
CDRH internal review templates;
integration of multiple resources (e.g.,
guidances, databases); guided
construction for each submission
section; automatic verification (i.e., FDA
does not intend to conduct a Refuse to
Accept (RTA) review (Ref. 5); and it is
free to use. In comparison to eSubmitter,
eSTAR contains the following
additional benefits:

e More intuitive interface

¢ no special software installation (if the
user has Adobe Acrobat or similar
software already installed)

¢ support for images and dynamic pop-
up messages
¢ mobile device and Apple iOS support
e ability to comment when converted to
a static PDF
e ability to share (e.g., email) an eSTAR
file that is in the process of being
constructed
¢ no necessary packaging process
FDA is announcing and soliciting
participation from 510(k) submitters for
the voluntary eSTAR Pilot Program.
Data collected through the pilot program
will help inform FDA on how to
improve eSTAR.

A. Voluntary eSTAR Pilot Program
Participation

FDA seeks participation in the
voluntary eSTAR Pilot Program
beginning February 27, 2020. The
voluntary eSTAR Pilot Program will
select up to nine participants who
provide a holistic representation of the
medical device industry and meet the
selection criteria.

Companies that may be eligible to
participate in this voluntary eSTAR
Pilot Program are limited to those firms
following the procedures set out in
section I.B and that also meet all the
selection qualities that follow:

1. Intent to submit a traditional,
special, or abbreviated 510(k) for a
medical device (not a combination
product) using eSTAR within 3 months
of acceptance to the voluntary eSTAR
Pilot Program;

2. willing to provide feedback on
eSTAR as outlined in section I.C. of this
document; and

3. intent to submit at least one 510(k)
for a device that contacts body tissue
and includes software.

At its discretion, FDA may withdraw
a manufacturer from the voluntary
eSTAR Pilot Program for not carrying
out any of the commitments mentioned
previously.

B. Procedure

To be considered for the voluntary
eSTAR Pilot Program, a company
should submit a statement of interest for
participation to esubpilot@fda.hhs.gov.
The statement of interest should include
agreement to the selection qualities
listed in section I.A. of this document,
as well as a description of the device in
enough detail to allow verification that
it is not a combination product, and that
it is a software enabled tissue contacting
device.

The following captures the proposed
process for the voluntary eSTAR Pilot
Program:

1. FDA will collect statements of
interest for participation in the pilot
program beginning February 27, 2020.

The statement of interest should
include:

e Agreement to the selection qualities
listed in section I.A of this document

o the size of the company by specifying
the number of personnel and the
amount of revenue per year

o the device(s) that is/are likely to be
submitted during the pilot program
using eSTAR

2. FDA will select no more than nine
participants, who best meet the
selection criteria and who reflect the
broad spectrum of device
manufacturers, including companies
that develop a range of products.
Enrollment in the pilot program will be
ongoing throughout the duration of the
program. FDA will apply lessons
learned from the initial participants in
the pilot program to refine the eSTAR
tool with participants.

3. FDA intends to notify the
manufacturer via email if the
manufacturer is enrolled as a participant
in the voluntary eSTAR Pilot Program.

4. The enrolled manufacturer should
download eSTAR from the following
website: https://www.fda.gov/medical-
devices/premarket-notification-510k/
510k-program-pilots. Note: eSTAR
should not be submitted to FDA unless
the sponsor is a pilot participant.

5. Directions for preparing and
submitting an eSTAR to FDA are in the
final section of the eSTAR pdf. We
recommend that you use Adobe Acrobat
with eSTAR.

6. If eligible and enrolled as a
participant, the manufacturer should
submit a 510(k) submission prepared
and verified using eSTAR within the
timeframe identified in the selection
criteria in section I.A. of this document.

7. Once the eSTAR-prepared 510(k) is
received by FDA, FDA does not intend
to conduct the RTA process. The
remainder of the procedure will be
conducted according to the FDA
guidance “The 510(k) Program:
Evaluating Substantial Equivalence in
Premarket Notifications” (Ref. 6) and
the procedures identified in 21 CFR part
807, subpart E. However, if the contents
of any attachment or text field are
irrelevant to the purpose of the
attachment or text field (e.g., the Device
Description attachment does not contain
any descriptive information about the
device) we may put your submission on
hold, and request this particular
information only, before beginning a
comprehensive review.

8. Following completion of the review
of 510(k)s in the voluntary eSTAR Pilot
Program, participating manufacturers
will have the opportunity to provide
individual feedback on the voluntary


https://www.fda.gov/medical-devices/premarket-notification-510k/510k-program-pilots
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eSTAR Pilot Program through the
procedures outlined on the voluntary
eSTAR Pilot Program website. Non-pilot
participants are welcome to submit
feedback to the Docket (see ADDRESSES).

During the voluntary eSTAR Pilot
Program, CDRH staff intends to be
available to answer questions or
concerns that may arise.

C. Targeted Questions

FDA requests responses to the
following questions about eSTAR from
pilot program participants and
stakeholders outside the pilot who want
to submit comments to the docket.

(1) Is eSTAR able to integrate into
your organization’s business process?

(2) Are you able to open eSTAR, and
are you able to add values to the
structured data fields, as well as add
attachments? Once entered and added,
are the data retained after closing and
reopening eSTAR?

(3) If you use Assistive Technology,
are you able to navigate through and
complete eSTAR?

(4) If eSTAR is not intuitive to use,
why?

(5) Is the organization and content in
eSTAR as expected, or do you have
suggestions for improvement?

(6) Is eSTAR able to accommodate
PDF attachments that are of the size you
typically would provide in a
submission?

(7) If all the required questions
(indicated by red or green indicators)
are provided values, and all the required
attachments are added, does eSTAR
properly indicate it is complete on the
first page, and are all the sections listed
in the “Completed” column in the final
section?

(8) Do you have any suggestions to
improve the effectiveness of eSTAR in
its purpose, or suggestions to improve
the usability?

II. Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995

This notice refers to previously
approved FDA collections of
information. These collections of
information are subject to review by the
Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) under the Paperwork Reduction
Act of 1995 (44 U.S.C. 3501-3521). The
collections of information in 21 CFR
part 807, subpart E have been approved
under OMB control number 0910-0120.

II1. References

The following references are on
display in the Dockets Management
Staff (see ADDRESSES), and are available
for viewing by interested persons
between 9 a.m. and 4 p.m., Monday
through Friday; they are also available
electronically at https://

www.regulations.gov. FDA has verified
the website addresses, as of the date this
document publishes in the Federal
Register, but websites are subject to
change over time.

1. MDUFA III Commitment Letter, available
at: https://www.fda.gov/downloads/
MedicalDevices/NewsEvents/
WorkshopsConferences/UCM295454.pdf.

2. FDA Guidance for Industry and FDA Staff
“eCopy Program for Medical Device
Submissions,” dated October 10, 2013.
This document was superseded by the
guidance of the same title dated
December 16, 2019, available at: https://
www.fda.gov/regulatory-information/
search-fda-guidance-documents/ecopy-
program-medical-device-submissions.

3. MDUFA IV Commitment Letter, available
at: https://www.fda.gov/media/102699/
download.

4. Quality in 510(k) Review Program Pilot,
available at: https://www.fda.gov/
medical-devices/premarket-notification-
510k/510k-program-pilots#quik.

5. FDA Guidance for Industry and FDA Staff
“Refuse to Accept Policy for 510(k)s,”
dated September 13, 2019, available at:
https://www.fda.gov/regulatory-
information/search-fda-guidance-
documents/refuse-accept-policy-510Kks.

6. FDA Guidance for Industry and FDA Staff
“The 510(k) Program: Evaluating
Substantial Equivalence in Premarket
Notifications [510(k)],” dated July 28,
2014, available at: https://www.fda.gov/
regulatory-information/search-fda-
guidance-documents/510k-program-
evaluating-substantial-equivalence-
premarket-notifications-510k.

Dated: February 21, 2020.
Lowell J. Schiller,
Principal Associate Commissioner for Policy.
[FR Doc. 2020-03945 Filed 2—-26—-20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4164-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Health Resources and Services
Administration

National Vaccine Injury Compensation
Program; List of Petitions Received

AGENCY: Health Resources and Services
Administration (HRSA), Department of
Health and Human Services (HHS).
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: HRSA is publishing this
notice of petitions received under the
National Vaccine Injury Compensation
Program (the Program), as required by
Section 2112(b)(2) of the Public Health
Service (PHS) Act, as amended. While
the Secretary of HHS is named as the
respondent in all proceedings brought
by the filing of petitions for
compensation under the Program, the
United States Court of Federal Claims is

charged by statute with responsibility
for considering and acting upon the
petitions.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
information about requirements for
filing petitions, and the Program in
general, contact Lisa L. Reyes, Clerk of
Court, United States Court of Federal
Claims, 717 Madison Place NW,
Washington, DC 20005, (202) 357—6400.
For information on HRSA’s role in the
Program, contact the Director, National
Vaccine Injury Compensation Program,
5600 Fishers Lane, Room 08N146B,
Rockville, Maryland 20857; (301) 443—
6593, or visit our website at: http://
www.hrsa.gov/vaccinecompensation/
index.html.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Program provides a system of no-fault
compensation for certain individuals
who have been injured by specified
childhood vaccines. Subtitle 2 of Title
XXI of the PHS Act, 42 U.S.C. 300aa—
10 et seq., provides that those seeking
compensation are to file a petition with
the United States Court of Federal
Claims and to serve a copy of the
petition to the Secretary of HHS, who is
named as the respondent in each
proceeding. The Secretary has delegated
this responsibility under the Program to
HRSA. The Court is directed by statute
to appoint special masters who take
evidence, conduct hearings as
appropriate, and make initial decisions
as to eligibility for, and amount of,
compensation.

A petition may be filed with respect
to injuries, disabilities, illnesses,
conditions, and deaths resulting from
vaccines described in the Vaccine Injury
Table (the Table) set forth at 42 CFR
100.3. This Table lists for each covered
childhood vaccine the conditions that
may lead to compensation and, for each
condition, the time period for
occurrence of the first symptom or
manifestation of onset or of significant
aggravation after vaccine
administration. Compensation may also
be awarded for conditions not listed in
the Table and for conditions that are
manifested outside the time periods
specified in the Table, but only if the
petitioner shows that the condition was
caused by one of the listed vaccines.

Section 2112(b)(2) of the PHS Act, 42
U.S.C. 300aa—12(b)(2), requires that
“[wlithin 30 days after the Secretary
receives service of any petition filed
under section 2111 the Secretary shall
publish notice of such petition in the
Federal Register.”” Set forth below is a
list of petitions received by HRSA on
January 1, 2020, through January 31,
2020. This list provides the name of
petitioner, city and state of vaccination
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(if unknown then city and state of
person or attorney filing claim), and
case number. In cases where the Court
has redacted the name of a petitioner
and/or the case number, the list reflects
such redaction.

Section 2112(b)(2) also provides that
the special master “‘shall afford all
interested persons an opportunity to
submit relevant, written information”
relating to the following:

1. The existence of evidence ‘‘that
there is not a preponderance of the
evidence that the illness, disability,
injury, condition, or death described in
the petition is due to factors unrelated
to the administration of the vaccine
described in the petition,” and

2. Any allegation in a petition that the
petitioner either:

a. “[Slustained, or had significantly
aggravated, any illness, disability,
injury, or condition not set forth in the
Vaccine Injury Table but which was
caused by” one of the vaccines referred
to in the Table, or

b. “[Slustained, or had significantly
aggravated, any illness, disability,
injury, or condition set forth in the
Vaccine Injury Table the first symptom
or manifestation of the onset or
significant aggravation of which did not
occur within the time period set forth in
the Table but which was caused by a
vaccine” referred to in the Table.

In accordance with Section
2112(b)(2), all interested persons may
submit written information relevant to
the issues described above in the case of
the petitions listed below. Any person
choosing to do so should file an original
and three (3) copies of the information
with the Clerk of the United States
Court of Federal Claims at the address
listed above (under the heading FOR
FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT), with a
copy to HRSA addressed to Director,
Division of Injury Compensation
Programs, Healthcare Systems Bureau,
5600 Fishers Lane, 08N146B, Rockville,
Maryland 20857. The Court’s caption
(Petitioner’s Name v. Secretary of HHS)
and the docket number assigned to the
petition should be used as the caption
for the written submission. Chapter 35
of title 44, United States Code, related
to paperwork reduction, does not apply
to information required for purposes of
carrying out the Program.

Dated: February 20, 2020.
Thomas J. Engels,
Administrator.

List of Petitions Filed

1. Corey Silvers, Medora, Indiana, Court of
Federal Claims No: 20-0001V

2. Kristi Austin, Grand Forks, North Dakota,
Court of Federal Claims No: 20-0002V

3. Ruth B. Thompson on behalf of The Estate

of Richard D. Thompson, Deceased,
Washington, District of Columbia, Court
of Federal Claims No: 20-0003V

4. Amy Turner, Englewood, New Jersey,
Court of Federal Claims No: 20-0004V

5. Beverly Hathcock, Phoenix, Arizona, Court
of Federal Claims No: 20-0005V

6. Elaine Vasilopoulos, Glen Oaks, New York,
Court of Federal Claims No: 20-0006V

7. Nancy Clark, Washington, District of
Columbia, Court of Federal Claims No:
20-0007V

8. Patricia C. Puccio, Prairieville, Louisiana,
Court of Federal Claims No: 20-0008V

9. Jason Berberich, Fargo, North Dakota,
Court of Federal Claims No: 20-0010V

10. Amanda Jacobs, Charleston, South
Carolina, Court of Federal Claims No:
20-0011V

11. Ana Cruz De Jesus, Denver, Colorado,
Court of Federal Claims No: 20-0013V

12. Frank Rosseter, Torrington, Connecticut,
Court of Federal Claims No: 20-0014V

13. Nico Ghasemipor, Deceased, Waltham,
Massachusetts, Court of Federal Claims
No: 20-0017V

14. Loren Lynette Machuca on behalf of
J.A.M., San Benito, Texas, Court of
Federal Claims No: 20-0018V

15. Pamela Stewart, Louisville, Kentucky,
Court of Federal Claims No: 20-0019V

16. Kevin Harris, Ada, Oklahoma, Court of
Federal Claims No: 20-0020V

17. Keith Irish, Manchester, New Hampshire,
Court of Federal Claims No: 20-0021V

18. Erica Stastny, Louisville, Kentucky, Court
of Federal Claims No: 20-0022V

19. Megan Zynkian, San Diego, California,

Court of Federal Claims No: 20-0023V

Paoshoua Vue, Stockton, California, Court

of Federal Claims No: 20-0024V

21. Lexi Kestner, Chicago, Illinois, Court of
Federal Claims No: 20-0025V

22. Jamar Simmons, Bagram Air Field,
Afghanistan, Court of Federal Claims No:
20-0026V

23. Ron Richards and Samantha Richards on

behalf of Caleb Lee/Carter Albert Hall-

Richards, Ashtabula, Ohio, Court of

Federal Claims No: 20-0028V

Sheri Boatwright, Sacramento, California,

Court of Federal Claims No: 20-0029V

25. Paula Beyerl, Leesburg, Virginia, Court of

Federal Claims No: 20-0032V

Loretta Franklin, Webster, New York,

Court of Federal Claims No: 20-0033V

Stacey Cyrus, Boston, Massachusetts,

Court of Federal Claims No: 20-0035V

Shavon Dickinson on behalf of Z.D.,

Sacramento, California, Court of Federal

Claims No: 20-0038V

Terrance Finefrock, Tucson, Arizona,

Court of Federal Claims No: 20-0042V

Margo Paluilis, Brattleboro, Vermont,

Court of Federal Claims No: 20-0043V

31. Dania Pedraza on behalf of N.Q.,
Brownsville, Texas, Court of Federal
Claims No: 20—-0045V

32. Sherry Davis, Longview, Washington,
Court of Federal Claims No: 20-0046V

33. John Hutton, Folsom, California, Court of

Federal Claims No: 20-0049V

Deandrea Austin on behalf of D.F.,

Detroit, Michigan, Court of Federal

Claims No: 20-0050V

35. Janet Jackson, Cerro Gordo, Illinois, Court

20.

24.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

34.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44,

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

51.

52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

57.

58.

59.

60.

61.

62.

63.

64.

65.

66.

of Federal Claims No: 20-0051V
Angelia Johnson, Winston Salem, North
Carolina, Court of Federal Claims No:
20-0054V

Rhonda Rose, Berea, Kentucky, Court of
Federal Claims No: 20-0056V
Josephine Inyang, Golden Valley,
Minnesota, Court of Federal Claims No:
20-0057V

Racquel Deville, Boston, Massachusetts,
Court of Federal Claims No: 20-0058V
Marlene Borman, Valley Stream, New
York, Court of Federal Claims No: 20—
0059V

Erin Harland, Franklin, Tennessee, Court
of Federal Claims No: 20-0060V

Bruce A. Ling, Jr., Quincy, Florida, Court
of Federal Claims No: 20-0061V

Laura Hamilton on behalf of D.H., Boston,
Massachusetts, Court of Federal Claims
No: 20-0062V

Karen J. Darling, Breese, Illinois, Court of
Federal Claims No: 20-0063V

Caprice Angelica Marcum, Modesto,
California, Court of Federal Claims No:
20-0065V

Karla Knox, Lewistown, Montana, Court
of Federal Claims No: 20-0067V
Michelle Mott, Dallas, Texas, Court of
Federal Claims No: 20-0068V

Mallyssa Day, Biddeford, Maine, Court of
Federal Claims No: 20-0070V

Debra S. DeYoung, Richmond, Virginia,
Court of Federal Claims No: 20-0072V
Richard Joseph Spahr, Mt. Pleasant,
South Carolina, Court of Federal Claims
No: 20-0074V

Mark Chase on behalf of Barbara Pauley-
Chase, Deceased, Goodyear, Arizona,
Court of Federal Claims No: 20-0076V
Henry Scott McClain, Boston,
Massachusetts, Court of Federal Claims
No: 20-0078V

Laurie A. Sutherland, Fayetteville, New
York, Court of Federal Claims No: 20—
0082V

Natalie Gorham, Memphis, Tennessee,
Court of Federal Claims No: 20-0083V
Kenneth Leroy Collins, Jr., Fayetteville,
North Carolina, Court of Federal Claims
No: 20-0084V

Tamatha Kelly, Lakeland, Florida, Court
of Federal Claims No: 20-0085V
Dwight Johnson, Lebanon, Pennsylvania,
Court of Federal Claims No: 20-0088V

Jaclyn Russo on behalf of Carly Mann,
Martinez, California, Court of Federal
Claims No: 20-0089V

Jody Bidlack, Boston, Massachusetts,
Court of Federal Claims No: 20-0093V

Jane Doe, Washington, District of
Columbia, Court of Federal Claims No:
20-0094V

Joanna Villalobos on behalf of A.D.,
Harlingen, Texas, Court of Federal
Claims No: 20-0096V

Patricia Snelson, Saint Charles, Missouri,
Court of Federal Claims No: 20-0098V
Sharon Issertell, Roseville, California,
Court of Federal Claims No: 20-0099V
Mazin Khayat, Plantation, Florida, Court
of Federal Claims No: 20-0101V

Kenya Dixon, Jackson, Mississippi, Court
of Federal Claims No: 20-0102V
Schantel Purvis, Orange Park, Florida,
Court of Federal Claims No: 20-0103V
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67. Brenda J. Underwood, Richmond,
Virginia, Court of Federal Claims No: 20—
0104V

68. Dennis Vivians, Bethesda, Maryland,
Court of Federal Claims No: 20-0105V

69. Wesley Faske, Houston, Texas, Court of
Federal Claims No: 20-0106V

70. Elissa DiPasquale, Commack, New York,
Court of Federal Claims No: 20-0108V

71. Eva Gordon, Dallas, Texas, Court of
Federal Claims No: 20-0109V

72. Tina Schaum-Hoey, Baltimore, Maryland,
Court of Federal Claims No: 20-0110V

73. Camila Wagner, Lone Tree, Colorado,
Court of Federal Claims No: 20-0111V

74. Angela Bulan Bogue, Youngsville, North
Carolina, Court of Federal Claims No:
20-0112V

75. Angela Bulan Bogue, Youngsville, North
Carolina, Court of Federal Claims No:
20-0113V

76. Teresa Washington-Jenkins, Lancaster,
Pennsylvania, Court of Federal Claims
No: 20-0114V

[FR Doc. 2020-03980 Filed 2—26—20; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 4165-15-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

National Committee on Vital and Health
Statistics: Meeting

Pursuant to the Federal Advisory
Committee Act, the Department of
Health and Human Services (HHS)
announces the following advisory
committee meeting.

NAME: National Committee on Vital and
Health Statistics (NCVHS), Full
Committee Meeting.

DATES AND TIMES:

Tuesday, March 24, 2020: 9:00 a.m.—
5:30 p.m.

Wednesday, March 25, 2020: 8:30 a.m.—
3:00 p.m.

PLACE: U.S. Department of Health and

Human Services, Hubert H. Humphrey

Building, 200 Independence Avenue

SW, Rm. 505A, Washington, DC 20201.

STATUS: Open.

PURPOSE: At the March 24-25, 2020
meeting, the Committee will welcome
four new NCVHS members, review and
discuss a recent request received from
the Designated Standard Maintenance
Organizations (DSMO), receive briefings
from HHS officials to inform discussion
of the Committee’s workplan, and hold
discussions on several health data
policy topics.

The Subcommittee on Standards will
lead the Committee in a discussion of
the most recent change request received
from the DSMO taking into
consideration input from stakeholders
regarding costs and benefits of
implementing the most recent version of
the National Council for Prescription

drug Programs (NCPDP) pharmacy
standard (NCPDP F6).

The Health Insurance Portability and
Accountability Act (HIPAA) of 1996, as
amended,? gives statutory authority to
the Secretary of Health & Human
Services (HHS) to promulgate
regulations adopting standards, code
sets, and identifiers to support the
exchange of electronic health
information between covered entities.
The standards are for retail pharmacy
and medical transactions. New versions
of the adopted standards may be
brought forward to NCVHS by the
standards development organizations
(SDOs) or through the DSMO after
completion of a consensus-based review
and evaluation process.

The Committee’s intent is to
understand the changes in version F6
and whether there are substantive
changes which need to be evaluated that
would significantly change the
Committee’s recommendation to HHS
submitted in 2018. There is no change
to the Batch Standard Implementation
Guide Version 15 and the Subrogation
Implementation Guide for Batch
Standard Version 10, which were
included in the May 2018 NCVHS
recommendation. The Committee
requests input and comments from the
public in advance of this meeting to
inform its deliberations about the
benefits or costs of changing to this new
version. The change request letter and
change log are available for review at
https://ncvhs.hhs.gov/Letter-to-NCVHS-
DSMO-Change-Request-January-21-
2020. Please submit comments specific
to the impact of the change from version
F2 to F6 to NCVHSmail@cdc.gov by
close of business Friday, March 13,
2020.

The Subcommittee on Standards will
introduce a new project scoping
statement for its work on convergence of
administrative and clinical data
standards using the prior authorization
transaction as a use-case. The
Subcommittee will also provide an
update on its activities in collaboration
with the Office of the National
Coordinator for Health Information
Technology (ONC) and the Health
Information Technology Advisory
Committee (HITAC) regarding the
opportunity for burden reduction
through convergence of administrative
and clinical data standards using the
prior authorization transaction as a use-
case.

The Subcommittee on Privacy,
Confidentiality and Security will lead a
discussion of the full Committee to

1 Along with Section 1104 (c) of the Affordable
Care Act.

assess priority areas for focus and
activity. HHS agencies will brief the
Committee regarding recent and ongoing
work to inform the Committee’s
discussion of the 2020 workplan.

There will be a public comment
period on both meeting days. The times
and topics are subject to change. Please
refer to the posted agenda for any
updates.

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE INFORMATION:
Substantive program information may
be obtained from Rebecca Hines, MHS,
Executive Secretary, NCVHS, National
Center for Health Statistics, Centers for
Disease Control and Prevention, 3311
Toledo Road, Hyattsville, Maryland
20782, telephone (301) 458—4715.
Summaries of meetings and a roster of
Committee members are available on the
home page of the NCVHS website:
www.ncvhs.hhs.gov, where further
information including an agenda and
instructions to access the broadcast of
the meeting will also be posted.

Should you require reasonable
accommodation, please contact the CDC
Office of Equal Employment
Opportunity on (770) 488-3210 as soon
as possible.

Dated: February 20, 2020.
Sharon Arnold,
Associate Deputy Assistant Secretary for
Planning and Evaluation, Science and Data
Policy, Office of the Assistant Secretary for
Planning and Evaluation.
[FR Doc. 2020-03981 Filed 2—26—20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4150-05-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

National Institutes of Health

National Institute of Allergy and
Infectious Diseases; Notice of Closed
Meeting

Pursuant to section 10(d) of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act, as
amended, notice is hereby given of the
following meeting.

The meeting will be closed to the
public in accordance with the
provisions set forth in sections
552b(c)(4) and 552b(c)(6), Title 5 U.S.C.,
as amended. The grant applications and
the discussions could disclose
confidential trade secrets or commercial
property such as patentable material,
and personal information concerning
individuals associated with the grant
applications, the disclosure of which
would constitute a clearly unwarranted
invasion of personal privacy.

Name of Committee: National Institute of
Allergy and Infectious Diseases Special


https://ncvhs.hhs.gov/Letter-to-NCVHS-DSMO-Change-Request-January-21-2020
https://ncvhs.hhs.gov/Letter-to-NCVHS-DSMO-Change-Request-January-21-2020
https://ncvhs.hhs.gov/Letter-to-NCVHS-DSMO-Change-Request-January-21-2020
mailto:NCVHSmail@cdc.gov
http://www.ncvhs.hhs.gov
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Emphasis Panel; NIAID Investigator Initiated
Program Project Applications (P01).

Date: March 23, 2020.

Time: 9:00 a.m. to 1:00 p.m.

Agenda: To review and evaluate grant
applications.

Place: National Institute of Allergy and
Infectious Diseases, National Institutes of
Health, 5601 Fishers Lane, Room 3G41,
Rockville, MD 20892 (Virtual Meeting).

Contact Person: Tara Capece, Ph.D.,
Scientific Review Program, Division of
Extramural Activities, National Institute of
Allergy and Infectious Diseases, National
Institutes of Health, 5601 Fishers Lane, Room
3G41, Rockville, MD 20852, 240-191—4281,
capecet2@niaid.nih.gov.

(Catalogue of Federal Domestic Assistance

Program Nos. 93.855, Allergy, Immunology,

and Transplantation Research; 93.856,

Microbiology and Infectious Diseases

Research, National Institutes of Health, HHS)
Dated: February 21, 2020.

Tyeshia M. Roberson,

Program Analyst, Office of Federal Advisory

Committee Policy.

[FR Doc. 2020-03938 Filed 2—26-20; 8:45 am|

BILLING CODE 4140-01-P

Building 1, Room 126, Bethesda, MD 20892,
301-496—4272, Woodgs@od.nih.gov.
(Catalogue of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program Nos. 93.14, Intramural Research
Training Award; 93.22, Clinical Research
Loan Repayment Program for Individuals
from Disadvantaged Backgrounds; 93.232,
Loan Repayment Program for Research
Generally; 93.39, Academic Research
Enhancement Award; 93.936, NIH Acquired
Immunodeficiency Syndrome Research Loan
Repayment Program; 93.187, Undergraduate
Scholarship Program for Individuals from
Disadvantaged Backgrounds, National
Institutes of Health, HHS)

Dated: February 21, 2020.
Natasha M. Copeland,

Deputy Director, Office of Federal Advisory
Committee Policy.

[FR Doc. 2020-03940 Filed 2—-26-20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4140-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

National Institutes of Health

Office of the Director, National
Institutes of Health; Notice of Closed
Meeting

Pursuant to section 10(d) of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act, as
amended, notice is hereby given of a
meeting of the Advisory Committee to
the Director, National Institutes of
Health.

The meeting will be closed to the
public in accordance with the
provisions set forth in sections
552b(c)(4) and 552b(c)(6), Title 5 U.S.C.,
as amended. The grant applications and
the discussions could disclose
confidential trade secrets or commercial
property such as patentable material,
and personal information concerning
individuals associated with the grant
applications, the disclosure of which
would constitute a clearly unwarranted
invasion of personal privacy.

Name of Committee: Advisory Committee
to the Director, National Institutes of Health.

Date: April 23, 2020.

Time: 11:00 a.m. to 12:00 p.m.

Agenda: To review and evaluate grant
applications.

Place: National Institutes of Health,
Building 1, One Center Drive, Bethesda, MD
20892 (Telephone Conference Call).

Contact Person: Gretchen Wood, Staff
Assistant, National Institutes of Health,
Office of the Director, One Center Drive,

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

National Institutes of Health

Center for Scientific Review; Notice of
Closed Meetings

Pursuant to section 10(d) of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act, as
amended, notice is hereby given of the
following meetings.

The meetings will be closed to the
public in accordance with the
provisions set forth in sections
552b(c)(4) and 552b(c)(6), Title 5 U.S.C.,
as amended. The grant applications and
the discussions could disclose
confidential trade secrets or commercial
property such as patentable material,
and personal information concerning
individuals associated with the grant
applications, the disclosure of which
would constitute a clearly unwarranted
invasion of personal privacy.

Name of Committee: Center for Scientific
Review Special Emphasis Panel PAR Panel;
Cancer Health Disparities.

Date: March 23-24, 2020.

Time: 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.

Agenda: To review and evaluate grant
applications.

Place: Hilton Washington/Rockville, 1750
Rockville Pike, Rockville, MD 20852.

Contact Person: Ola Mae Zack Howard,
Ph.D., Scientific Review Officer, Center for
Scientific Review, National Institutes of
Health, 6701 Rockledge Drive, Room 4192,
MSC 7806, Bethesda, MD 20892, 301—-451—
4467, howardz@mail.nih.gov.

Name of Committee: Center for Scientific
Review Special Emphasis Panel; Small
Business; Cancer Drug Development and
Therapeutics.

Date: March 23-24, 2020.

Time: 8:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m.

Agenda: To review and evaluate grant
applications.

Place: Canopy by Hilton, 940 Rose Avenue,
North Bethesda, MD 20852.

Contact Person: Lilia Topol, Ph.D.,
Scientific Review Officer, Center for
Scientific Review, National Institutes of
Health, 6701 Rockledge Drive, Room 6192,
MSC 7804, Bethesda, MD 20892, 301-451—
0131, Itopol@mail.nih.gov.

Name of Committee: Center for Scientific
Review Special Emphasis Panel PAR Panel;
Alzheimer Disease Research.

Date: March 23, 2020.

Time: 10:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m.

Agenda: To review and evaluate grant
applications.

Place: National Institutes of Health,
Rockledge II, 6701 Rockledge Dr., Bethesda,
MD 20892 (Virtual Meeting).

Contact Person: Andrew Louden, Ph.D.,
Scientific Review Officer, Center for
Scientific Review, National Institutes of
Health, 6701 Rockledge Drive, Room 3137,
Bethesda, MD 20817, 301-435-1985,
loudenan@csr.nih.gov.

Name of Committee: Center for Scientific
Review Special Emphasis Panel PAR Panel;
Mammalian Models for Translation Research.

Date: March 23, 2020.

Time: 11:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m.

Agenda: To review and evaluate grant
applications.

Place: National Institutes of Health,
Rockledge II, 6701 Rockledge Dr., Bethesda,
MD 20892 (Telephone Conference Call).

Contact Person: Malaya Chatterjee, Ph.D.,
Scientific Review Officer, Center for
Scientific Review, National Institutes of
Health, 6701 Rockledge Drive, Room 6192,
MSC 7804, Bethesda, MD 20892, 301-806—
2515, chatterm@csr.nih.gov.

Name of Committee: Center for Scientific
Review Special Emphasis Panel; Perception
and Cognition Research to Inform Cancer
Image Interpretation.

Date: March 23, 2020.

Time: 1:00 p.m. to 4:00 p.m.

Agenda: To review and evaluate grant
applications.

Place: National Institutes of Health,
Rockledge II, 6701 Rockledge Dr., Bethesda,
MD 20892 (Telephone Conference Call).

Contact Person: Devon Rene Brost Oskvig,
Ph.D., Scientific Review Officer, Center for
Scientific Review, National Institutes of
Health, 6701 Rockledge Drive, Room 3172,
Bethesda, MD 20892, brostd@csr.nih.gov.
(Catalogue of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program Nos. 93.306, Comparative Medicine;
93.333, Clinical Research, 93.306, 93.333,
93.337, 93.393-93.396, 93.837-93.844,
93.846-93.878, 93.892, 93.893, National
Institutes of Health, HHS)

Dated: February 21, 2020.
Tyeshia M. Roberson,

Program Analyst, Office of Federal Advisory
Committee Policy.

[FR Doc. 2020-03941 Filed 2—26—20; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4140-01-P
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

National Institutes of Health

National Institute of Allergy and
Infectious Diseases; Notice of Closed
Meeting

Pursuant to section 10(d) of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act, as
amended, notice is hereby given of the
following meeting.

The meeting will be closed to the
public in accordance with the
provisions set forth in sections
552b(c)(4) and 552b(c)(6), Title 5 U.S.C.,
as amended. The grant applications and
the discussions could disclose
confidential trade secrets or commercial
property such as patentable material,
and personal information concerning
individuals associated with the grant
applications, the disclosure of which
would constitute a clearly unwarranted
invasion of personal privacy.

Name of Committee: National Institute of
Allergy and Infectious Diseases Special
Emphasis Panel; NIAID Investigator Initiated
Program Project Applications (P01).

Date: March 25, 2020.

Time: 1:00 p.m. to 5:00 p.m.

Agenda: To review and evaluate grant
applications.

Place: National Institutes of Health, 5601
Fishers Lane, Room 3G41, Rockville, MD
20892 (Virtual Meeting).

Contact Person: Tara Capece, Ph.D.,
Scientific Review Program, Division of
Extramural Activities, National Institute of
Allergy and Infectious Diseases, National
Institutes of Health, 5601 Fishers Lane, Room
3G41, Rockville, MD 20852, 240-191-4281,
capecet2@niaid.nih.gov.

(Catalogue of Federal Domestic Assistance

Program Nos. 93.855, Allergy, Immunology,

and Transplantation Research; 93.856,

Microbiology and Infectious Diseases

Research, National Institutes of Health, HHS)
Dated: February 21, 2020.

Tyeshia M. Roberson,

Program Analyst, Office of Federal Advisory

Committee Policy.

[FR Doc. 2020-03939 Filed 2—26—20; 8:45 am|

BILLING CODE 4140-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND
SECURITY

Federal Emergency Management
Agency

[Docket ID FEMA-2020—-0002; Internal
Agency Docket No. FEMA-B-2012]

Proposed Flood Hazard
Determinations

AGENCY: Federal Emergency
Management Agency, DHS.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: Comments are requested on
proposed flood hazard determinations,
which may include additions or
modifications of any Base Flood
Elevation (BFE), base flood depth,
Special Flood Hazard Area (SFHA)
boundary or zone designation, or
regulatory floodway on the Flood
Insurance Rate Maps (FIRMs), and
where applicable, in the supporting
Flood Insurance Study (FIS) reports for
the communities listed in the table
below. The purpose of this notice is to
seek general information and comment
regarding the preliminary FIRM, and
where applicable, the FIS report that the
Federal Emergency Management Agency
(FEMA) has provided to the affected
communities. The FIRM and FIS report
are the basis of the floodplain
management measures that the
community is required either to adopt
or to show evidence of having in effect
in order to qualify or remain qualified
for participation in the National Flood
Insurance Program (NFIP). In addition,
the FIRM and FIS report, once effective,
will be used by insurance agents and
others to calculate appropriate flood
insurance premium rates for new
buildings and the contents of those
buildings.

DATES: Comments are to be submitted
on or before May 27, 2020.

ADDRESSES: The Preliminary FIRM, and
where applicable, the FIS report for
each community are available for
inspection at both the online location
https://www.fema.gov/
preliminaryfloodhazarddata and the
respective Community Map Repository
address listed in the tables below.
Additionally, the current effective FIRM
and FIS report for each community are
accessible online through the FEMA
Map Service Center at https://
msc.fema.gov for comparison.

You may submit comments, identified
by Docket No. FEMA—-B-2012, to Rick
Sacbibit, Chief, Engineering Services
Branch, Federal Insurance and
Mitigation Administration, FEMA, 400
C Street SW, Washington, DC 20472,
(202) 646-7659, or (email)
patrick.sacbibit@fema.dhs.gov.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Rick
Sacbibit, Chief, Engineering Services
Branch, Federal Insurance and
Mitigation Administration, FEMA, 400
C Street SW, Washington, DC 20472,
(202) 646-7659, or (email)
patrick.sacbibit@fema.dhs.gov; or visit
the FEMA Map Information eXchange
(FMIX) online at https://
www.floodmaps.fema.gov/fhm/fmx
main.html.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: FEMA
proposes to make flood hazard
determinations for each community
listed below, in accordance with section
110 of the Flood Disaster Protection Act
of 1973, 42 U.S.C. 4104, and 44 CFR
67.4(a).

These proposed flood hazard
determinations, together with the
floodplain management criteria required
by 44 CFR 60.3, are the minimum that
are required. They should not be
construed to mean that the community
must change any existing ordinances
that are more stringent in their
floodplain management requirements.
The community may at any time enact
stricter requirements of its own or
pursuant to policies established by other
Federal, State, or regional entities.
These flood hazard determinations are
used to meet the floodplain
management requirements of the NFIP
and are used to calculate the
appropriate flood insurance premium
rates for new buildings built after the
FIRM and F1IS report become effective.

The communities affected by the
flood hazard determinations are
provided in the tables below. Any
request for reconsideration of the
revised flood hazard information shown
on the Preliminary FIRM and FIS report
that satisfies the data requirements
outlined in 44 CFR 67.6(b) is considered
an appeal. Comments unrelated to the
flood hazard determinations also will be
considered before the FIRM and FIS
report become effective.

Use of a Scientific Resolution Panel
(SRP) is available to communities in
support of the appeal resolution
process. SRPs are independent panels of
experts in hydrology, hydraulics, and
other pertinent sciences established to
review conflicting scientific and
technical data and provide
recommendations for resolution. Use of
the SRP only may be exercised after
FEMA and local communities have been
engaged in a collaborative consultation
process for at least 60 days without a
mutually acceptable resolution of an
appeal. Additional information
regarding the SRP process can be found
online at https://www.floodsrp.org/pdfs/
srp_overview.pdyf.

The watersheds and/or communities
affected are listed in the tables below.
The Preliminary FIRM, and where
applicable, FIS report for each
community are available for inspection
at both the online location https://
www.fema.gov/
preliminaryfloodhazarddata and the
respective Community Map Repository
address listed in the tables. For
communities with multiple ongoing
Preliminary studies, the studies can be


https://www.floodmaps.fema.gov/fhm/fmx_main.html
https://www.floodmaps.fema.gov/fhm/fmx_main.html
https://www.floodmaps.fema.gov/fhm/fmx_main.html
https://www.fema.gov/preliminaryfloodhazarddata
https://www.fema.gov/preliminaryfloodhazarddata
https://www.fema.gov/preliminaryfloodhazarddata
https://www.fema.gov/preliminaryfloodhazarddata
https://www.fema.gov/preliminaryfloodhazarddata
https://www.floodsrp.org/pdfs/srp_overview.pdf
https://www.floodsrp.org/pdfs/srp_overview.pdf
mailto:patrick.sacbibit@fema.dhs.gov
mailto:patrick.sacbibit@fema.dhs.gov
mailto:capecet2@niaid.nih.gov
https://msc.fema.gov
https://msc.fema.gov
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identified by the unique project number
and Preliminary FIRM date listed in the
tables. Additionally, the current
effective FIRM and FIS report for each
community are accessible online
through the FEMA Map Service Center
at https://msc.fema.gov for comparison.

97.022, “Flood Insuran
Michael M. Grimm,

Agency.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance No.

ce.”)

Assistant Administrator for Risk
Management, Department of Homeland
Security, Federal Emergency Management

Community

Community map repository address

Osceola County, lowa and Incorporated Areas
Project: 16—07-2357S Preliminary Date: June 26, 2019

City of Ashton
City of Harris

City of Ocheyedan ..
City of Sibley
Unincorporated Areas of Osceola County

City Hall, 3029 3rd Street, Ashton, IA 51232.

Mayor’s Office, 117 West Osceola Avenue, Harris, IA 51345.
City Hall, 869 Main Street, Ocheyedan, |A 51354.

Sibley Municipal Offices, 808 3rd Avenue, Sibley, IA 51249.
Osceola County Courthouse, 300 7th Street, Sibley, IA 51249.

Nemaha County, Nebrask

a and Incorporated Areas

Project: 16-07-2345S Preliminary Date: August 2, 2019

City of Auburn
City of Peru
Unincorporated Areas of Nemaha County

Village of Brock
Village of Brownville
Village of Julian
Village of Nemaha

Auburn City Hall, 1101 J Street, Auburn, NE 68035.

Peru City Hall, 614 5th Street, Oakland, NE 68421.

Register of Deeds, Nemaha County Courthouse, 1824 North Street,
Suite 201, Auburn, NE 68305.

Community Building/Fire Hall, 705 Main Street, Brock, NE 68320.

Brownville City Hall, 309 Water Street, Brownville, NE 68321.

Community Building/Fire Hall, 104 West Street, Julian, NE 68379.

Nemaha Village Office, 404 1st Street, Nemaha, NE 68414.

Richardson County, Nebraska and Incorporated Areas

Project: 16-07—2358S

Preliminary Date: August 2, 2019

City of Falls City
City of Humboldt
lowa Tribe of Kansas and Nebraska
Sac & Fox Nation of Missouri, Kansas and Nebraska ...
Unincorporated Areas of Richardson County ...
Village of Dawson
Village of Preston

City Clerk’s Office, 2307 Barada Street, Falls City, NE 68355.

City Clerk’s Office, 618 3rd Street, Humboldt, NE 68376.

lowa Tribal Office, 3345 B Thrasher Road, White Cloud, KS 66094.
Sac & Fox Tribal Office, 305 Main Street, Reserve, KS 66434.
Richardson County Clerk, 1700 Stone Street, Falls City, NE 68355.
Village Clerk’s Office, 921 Ridge Street, Dawson, NE 68337.

Village of Preston Clerk’s Office, 70448 656 Boulevard, Falls City, NE

Village of Rulo
Village of Salem
Village of Stella
Village of Verdon

68355.

Village Office, 414 Martin Street, Rulo, NE 68431.

Community Building, 205 East Main Street, Salem, NE 68433.
Community Building, 204 North Main Street, Stella, NE 68442.
Village Clerk’s Office, 314 Main Street, Verdon, NE 68457.

[FR Doc. 2020-03899 Filed 2—-26-20; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 9110-12-P

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND
SECURITY

Federal Emergency Management
Agency

[Docket ID FEMA-2020-0002]

Changes in Flood Hazard
Determinations

AGENCY: Federal Emergency
Management Agency, DHS.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: New or modified Base (1-
percent annual chance) Flood
Elevations (BFEs), base flood depths,
Special Flood Hazard Area (SFHA)
boundaries or zone designations, and/or
regulatory floodways (hereinafter

referred to as flood hazard
determinations) as shown on the
indicated Letter of Map Revision
(LOMR) for each of the communities
listed in the table below are finalized.
Each LOMR revises the Flood Insurance
Rate Maps (FIRMs), and in some cases
the Flood Insurance Study (FIS) reports,
currently in effect for the listed
communities. The flood hazard
determinations modified by each LOMR
will be used to calculate flood insurance
premium rates for new buildings and
their contents.

DATES: Each LOMR was finalized as in
the table below.

ADDRESSES: Each LOMR is available for
inspection at both the respective
Community Map Repository address
listed in the table below and online
through the FEMA Map Service Center
at https://msc.fema.gov.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Rick
Sacbibit, Chief, Engineering Services
Branch, Federal Insurance and
Mitigation Administration, FEMA, 400
C Street SW, Washington, DC 20472,
(202) 646-7659, or (email)
patrick.sacbibit@fema.dhs.gov; or visit
the FEMA Map Information eXchange
(FMIX) online at https://
www.floodmaps.fema.gov/fhm/fmx_
main.html.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Federal Emergency Management Agency
(FEMA) makes the final flood hazard
determinations as shown in the LOMRs
for each community listed in the table
below. Notice of these modified flood
hazard determinations has been
published in newspapers of local
circulation and 90 days have elapsed
since that publication. The Deputy
Associate Administrator for Insurance


https://www.floodmaps.fema.gov/fhm/fmx_main.html
https://www.floodmaps.fema.gov/fhm/fmx_main.html
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and Mitigation has resolved any appeals

resulting from this notification.
The modified flood hazard

determinations are made pursuant to

section 206 of the Flood Disaster

Protection Act of 1973, 42 U.S.C. 4105,
and are in accordance with the National
Flood Insurance Act of 1968, 42 U.S.C.
4001 et seq., and with 44 CFR part 65.
For rating purposes, the currently
effective community number is shown
and must be used for all new policies

and renewals.

The new or modified flood hazard

information is the basis for the

floodplain management measures that
the community is required either to
adopt or to show evidence of being
already in effect in order to remain

(NFIP).

This new or modified flood hazard
information, together with the
floodplain management criteria required
by 44 CFR 60.3, are the minimum that
are required. They should not be
construed to mean that the community
must change any existing ordinances
that are more stringent in their
floodplain management requirements.
The community may at any time enact
stricter requirements of its own or
pursuant to policies established by other
Federal, State, or regional entities.

This new or modified flood hazard
determinations are used to meet the
floodplain management requirements of

National Flood Insurance Program

appropriate flood insurance premium
rates for new buildings, and for the
contents in those buildings. The
changes in flood hazard determinations
are in accordance with 44 CFR 65.4.

Interested lessees and owners of real
property are encouraged to review the
final flood hazard information available
at the address cited below for each
community or online through the FEMA
Map Service Center at https://
msc.fema.gov.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance No.
97.022, “Flood Insurance.”)
Michael M. Grimm,

Assistant Administrator for Risk
Management, Department of Homeland
Security, Federal Emergency Management

qualified for participation in the the NFIP and are used to calculate the Agency.
State and county Locatlorlllgnd case Chief executive officer of community Community map repository Date of modification ComNn;umty
Alabama: Mobile Unincorporated The Honorable Connie Hudson, Presi- | Mobile County Government | Jan. 27, 2020 015008
(FEMA Docket areas of Mobile dent, Mobile County Commission, 205 Plaza, 205 Government
No.: B-1970). County (19-04— Government Street, 10th Floor, South Street, 6th Floor, South
3563P). Tower, Mobile, AL 36644. Tower, Mobile, AL 36644.
Colorado:
Adams (FEMA Unincorporated The Honorable Mary Hodge, Chair, | Adams County Public Works | Jan. 24, 2020 ................. 080001
Docket No.: areas of Adams Adams County Board of Commis- Department, 4430 South
B-1970). County (19-08— sioners, 4430 South Adams County Adams County Parkway,
0428P). Parkway, Suite C5000A, Brighton, CO Brighton, CO 80601.
80601.
Arapahoe City of Aurora (19— | The Honorable Bob LeGare, Mayor, City | Engineering Department, | Jan. 24, 2020 ................. 080002
(FEMA Dock- 08-0428P). of Aurora, 15151 East Alameda Park- 15151 East Alameda Park-
et No.: B—- way, Aurora, CO 80012. way, Aurora, CO 80012.
1970).
Archuleta Town of Pagosa The Honorable Don Volger, Mayor, Town | Town Hall, 551 Hot Springs | Jan. 31, 2020 ................. 080019
(FEMA Dock- Springs (19-08— of Pagosa Springs, P.O. Box 1859, Boulevard, Pagosa Springs,
et No.: B—- 0182P). Pagosa Springs, CO 81147. CO 81147.
1970).
Archuleta Unincorporated Mr. Scott Wall, Archuleta County Adminis- | Archuleta County Planning De- | Jan. 31, 2020 ................. 080273
(FEMA Dock- areas of Archuleta trator, P.O. Box 1507, Pagosa Springs, partment, 1122 Highway 84,
et No.: B— County (19-08— CO 81147. Pagosa Springs, CO 81147.
1970). 0182P).
Boulder (FEMA | City of Boulder (19— | The Honorable Suzanne Jones, Mayor, | Planning and Development | Jan. 22, 2020 ................. 080024
Docket No.: 08-0401P). City of Boulder, 1777 Broadway, Boul- Services Department, 1739
B-1970). der, CO 80302. Broadway, Boulder, CO
80302.
El Paso (FEMA | City of Colorado The Honorable John Suthers, Mayor, City | Pikes Peak Regional Develop- | Feb. 3, 2020 080060
Docket No.: Springs (19-08— of Colorado Springs, 30 South Nevada ment Center, 2880 Inter-
B-1970). 0304P). Avenue, Suite 601, Colorado Springs, national Circle, Colorado
CO 809083. Springs, CO 80910.
Florida:
Charlotte (FEMA | Unincorporated The Honorable Ken Doherty, Chairman, | Charlotte County Community | Dec. 31, 2019 ................. 120061
Docket No.: areas of Charlotte Charlotte County Board of Commis- Development ~ Department,
B-1970). County (18-04— sioners, 18500 Murdock Circle, Suite 18400 Murdock Circle, Port
3990P). 536, Port Charlotte, FL 33948. Charlotte, FL 33948.
Lake (FEMA City of Clermont The Honorable Gail L. Ash, Mayor, City of | Engineering Department, 400 | Jan. 28, 2020 ................. 120133
Docket No.: (19-04—-1054P). Clermont, 685 West Montrose Street, 12th Street, Clermont, FL
B-1970). Clermont, FL 34711. 34711.
Lake (FEMA Town of Howey in The Honorable David Nebel, Mayor, | Town Hall, 101 North Palm Av- | Jan. 30, 2020 ................. 120585
Docket No.: the Hills (19-04— Town of Howey in the Hills, 101 North enue, Howey in the Hills, FL
B-1970). 2449P). Palm Avenue, Howey in the Hills, FL 34737.
34737.
Lake (FEMA Unincorporated Mr. Jeff Cole, Lake County Manager, 315 | Lake County Public Works De- | Jan. 28, 2020 ................. 120421
Docket No.: areas of Lake West Main Street, Tavares, FL 32778. partment, 323 North Sinclair
B-1970). County (19-04— Avenue, Tavares, FL 32778.
1054P).
Lake (FEMA Unincorporated Mr. Jeff Cole, Lake County Manager, 315 | Lake County Public Works De- | Jan. 30, 2020 ................. 120421
Docket No.: areas of Lake West Main Street, Tavares, FL 32778. partment, 323 North Sinclair
B-1970). County (19-04— Avenue, Tavares, FL 32778.
2449P).
Lee (FEMA City of Bonita The Honorable Peter Simmons, Mayor, | Community Development De- | Jan. 28, 2020 ................. 120680
Docket No.: Springs (19-04— City of Bonita Springs, 9101 Bonita partment, 9220 Bonita Beach
B-1974). 5151P). Beach Road, Bonita Springs, FL 34135. Road, Bonita Springs, FL
34135.
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State and county Locatlorlllgnd case Chief executive officer of community Community map repository Date of modification ComNrgumty
Lee (FEMA Town of Fort Myers | The Honorable Anita Cereceda, Mayor, | Community Development De- | Jan. 23, 2020 ................. 120673
Docket No.: Beach (19-04— Town of Fort Myers Beach, 2525 partment, 2525 Estero Bou-
B-1970). 4050P). Estero Boulevard, Fort Myers Beach, levard, Fort Myers Beach, FL
FL 33931. 33931.
Lee (FEMA Town of Fort Myers | The Honorable Anita Cereceda, Mayor, | Community Development De- | Jan. 27, 2020 ................. 120673
Docket No.: Beach (19-04— Town of Fort Myers Beach, 2525 partment, 2525 Estero Bou-
B-1970). 5110P). Estero Boulevard, Fort Myers Beach, levard, Fort Myers Beach, FL
FL 33931. 33931.
Lee (FEMA Unincorporated Mr. Roger Desjarlais, Lee County Man- | Lee County Building Depart- | Dec. 31, 2019 ................. 125124
Docket No.: areas of Lee ager, 2115 2nd Street, Fort Myers, FL ment, 1500 Monroe Street,
B-1970). County (18-04— 33901. Fort Myers, FL 33901.
3990P).
Lee (FEMA Unincorporated Mr. Roger Desjarlais, Lee County Man- | Lee County Building Depart- | Jan. 29, 2020 ................. 125124
Docket No.: areas of Lee ager, 2115 2nd Street, Fort Myers, FL ment, 1500 Monroe Street,
B-1970). County (19-04— 33901. Fort Myers, FL 33901.
0766P).
Monroe (FEMA | City of Marathon The Honorable John Bartus, Mayor, City | Planning Department, 9805 | Jan. 29, 2020 ................. 120681
Docket No.: (19-04-5677P). of Marathon, 9805 Overseas Highway, Overseas Highway, Mara-
B-1970). Marathon, FL 33050. thon, FL 33050.
Monroe (FEMA | Unincorporated The Honorable Sylvia Murphy, Mayor, | Monroe County Building De- | Jan. 22, 2020 ................. 125129
Docket No.: areas of Monroe Monroe County Board of Commis- partment, 2798 Overseas
B-1970). County (19-04— sioners, 102050 Overseas Highway, Highway, Suite 300, Mara-
3460P). Suite 234, Key Largo, FL 33037. thon, FL 33050.
Monroe (FEMA | Unincorporated The Honorable Sylvia Murphy, Mayor, | Monroe County Building De- | Jan. 29, 2020 ................. 125129
Docket No.: areas of Monroe Monroe County Board of Commis- partment, 2798 Overseas
B-1970). County (19-04— sioners, 102050 Overseas Highway, Highway, Suite 300, Mara-
5713P). Suite 234, Key Largo, FL 33037. thon, FL 33050.
Orange (FEMA | City of Orlando (19— | The Honorable Buddy W. Dyer, Mayor, | Public Works Department, En- | Jan. 28, 2020 120186
Docket No.: 04-5111P). City of Orlando, P.O. Box 4990, Or- gineering Division, 400 South
B-1974). lando, FL 32802. Orange Avenue, 8th Floor,
Orlando, FL 32801.
Polk (FEMA Unincorporated The Honorable George Lindsey Ill, Chair- | Polk County Land Development | Jan. 30, 2020 120261
Docket No.: areas of Polk man, Polk County Board of Commis- Division, 330 West Church
B-1974). County (19-04— sioners, P.O. Box 9005, Drawer BCO1, Street, Bartow, FL 33830.
0781P). Bartow, FL 33831.
Louisiana: Lincoln City of Ruston (19— | The Honorable Ronny Walker, Mayor, | Department of Public Works, | Dec. 26, 2019 ................ 220347
(FEMA Docket 06-2114P). City of Ruston, P.O. Box 2069, Ruston, 701 East Tennessee Ave-
No.: B-1970). LA 71273. nue, Ruston, LA 71273.
North Carolina:
Cherokee Unincorporated The Honorable Dan Eichenbaum, Chair- | Cherokee County, GIS Map- | Feb. 6, 2020 ..........c........ 370059
(FEMA Dock- areas of Cherokee man, Cherokee County Board of Com- ping Department, 75 Peach-
et No.: B—- County (18-04— missioners, 75 Peachtree Street, Mur- tree Street, Murphy, NC
1981). 7507P). phy, NC 28906. 28906.
Orange (FEMA | Town of Carrboro The Honorable Lydia Lavelle, Mayor, | Planning Department, 301 | Feb. 4, 2020 ................... 370275
Docket No.: (19-04-0720P). Town of Carrboro, 301 West Main West Main Street, Carrboro,
B-1974). Street, Carrboro, NC 27510. NC 27510.
South Carolina: City of North Myrtle | Mr. Mike Mahaney, City of North Myrtle | Building Department, 1018 2nd | Jan. 27, 2020 ................. 450110
Horry (FEMA Beach (19-04- Beach Manager, 1018 2nd Avenue Avenue South, North Myrtle
Docket No.: B— 5172P). South, North Myrtle Beach, SC 29582. Beach, SC 29582.
1970).
Texas:
Bexar (FEMA City of San Antonio | The Honorable Ron Nirenberg, Mayor, | Transportation and Capitol Im- | Dec. 30, 2019 ........c........ 480045
Docket No.: (19-06—-1449P). City of San Antonio, P.O. Box 839966, provements Department,
B-1970). San Antonio, TX 78283. Storm Water Division, San
Antonio, TX 78204.
Collin (FEMA City of Frisco (19— The Honorable Jeff Cheney, Mayor, City | Engineering Services Depart- | Feb. 3, 2020 ..........ccc..... 480134
Docket No.: 06-1915P). of Frisco, 6101 Frisco Square Boule- ment, 6101 Frisco Square
B-1974). vard, Frisco, TX 75034. Boulevard, Frisco, TX 75034.
Collin (FEMA City of Princeton The Honorable John Mark Caldwell, | Development Services Depart- | Feb. 3, 2020 ........c.c....... 480757
Docket No.: (19-06-0798P). Mayor, City of Princeton, 123 West ment, 123 West Princeton
B-1970). Princeton Drive, Princeton, TX 75407. Drive, Princeton, TX 75407.
Collin (FEMA Unincorporated The Honorable Chris Hill, Collin County | Collin County Engineering De- | Feb. 480130
Docket No.: areas of Collin Judge, 2300 Bloomdale Road, Suite partment, 4690 Community
B-1970). County (19-06— 4192, McKinney, TX 75071. Avenue, Suite 200, McKin-
0798P). ney, TX 75071.
Denton (FEMA City of Highland Vil- | Mr. Michael Leavitt, City of Highland Vil- | City Hall, 1000 Highland Village | Jan. 31, 2020 481105
Docket No.: lage (19-06— lage Manager, 1000 Highland Village Road, Highland Village, TX
B-1974). 0868P). Road, Highland Village, TX 75077. 75077.
Harris (FEMA Unincorporated The Honorable Lina Hidalgo, Harris | Harris County Engineering De- | Jan. 27, 2020 ................. 480287
Docket No.: areas of Harris County Judge, 1001 Preston Street, partment, Permits Division,
B-1974). County (19-06— Suite 911, Houston, TX 77002. 10555 Northwest Freeway,
0834P). Suite 120, Houston, TX
77092.
Montgomery Unincorporated The Honorable Mark J. Keough, Mont- | Montgomery County Alan B. | Jan. 27, 2020 ................. 480483
(FEMA Dock- areas of Mont- gomery County Judge, 501 North Sadler Commissioners Court
et No.: B—- gomery County Thompson Street, Suite 401, Conroe, Building, 501 North Thomp-
1974). (19-06-0834P). TX 77301. son Street, Suite 100, Con-
roe, TX 77301.
Tarrant (FEMA City of Fort Worth The Honorable Betsy Price, Mayor, City | Transportation and  Public | Jan. 27, 2020 480596
Docket No.: (19-06—-0340P). of Fort Worth, 200 Texas Street, Fort Works  Department, 200
B-1970). Worth, TX 76102. Texas Street, Fort Worth, TX

76102.
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Travis (FEMA City of Lakeway (19— | Mr. Steven Jones, Manager, City of | City Hall, 1102 Lohmans | Jan. 23, 2020 ................. 481303
Docket No.: 06—0745P). Lakeway, 1102 Lohmans Crossing Crossing Road, Lakeway, TX
B-1967). Road, Lakeway, TX 78734. 78734.

[FR Doc. 2020-03898 Filed 2—26-20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 9110-12-P

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND
URBAN DEVELOPMENT

[Docket No. FR-6115-N-02]

Economic Growth, Regulatory Relief,
and Consumer Protection Act: Initial
Guidance on Property Inspections and
Environmental Reviews

AGENCY: Office of the Assistant
Secretary for Public and Indian Housing
(PIH), Department of Housing and
Urban Development (HUD).

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: Section 209 of the Economic
Growth, Regulatory Relief, and
Consumer Protection Act (the
“Economic Growth Act”’) added section
38 to the United States Housing Act of
1937 and makes several amendments
pertaining to small public housing
agencies (PHAs). This notice explains
how HUD designates small PHAs and
implements section 209 provisions that
reduce regulatory burden on small
PHAs by reducing the number of
inspections required for units with
section 8(o) voucher assistance, and
providing an exemption from
environmental review requirements for
development and modernization
projects that have a total cost of not
more than $100,000. This notice also
identifies the small PHAs that are
eligible for this section 209 regulatory
relief.

DATES: February 27, 2020.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: If
you have any questions, please contact
the following people in HUD’s Office of
Public and Indian Housing (none of the
phone numbers are toll-free): Harold
Katsura, (202) 402-3042, for general
questions; and Justin Gray, (202) 402—
3721, for questions regarding the
environmental review exemption. The
address for both individuals is:
Department of Housing and Urban
Development, 451 7th Street SW,
Washington, DC 20410. Persons with
hearing or speech impairments may
access these numbers through TTY by
calling the Federal Relay at 800-877—
8339 (this is a toll-free number).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Background

On May 24, 2018, President Trump
signed into law the Economic Growth
Act (Pub. L. 115-174, 132 Stat. 1296).1
The purpose of the Economic Growth
Act is to promote economic growth,
provide tailored regulatory relief, and
enhance consumer protections. Section
209 of the Economic Growth Act added
section 38 to the United States Housing
Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437 et seq.) and
made several amendments pertaining to
small PHAs, which for the purposes of
section 38, are PHAs that administer
550 or fewer combined public housing
units and vouchers under section 8(o),
and predominantly operate in a rural
area as described in 12 CFR
1026.35(b)(2)(iv)(A). These provisions
streamline certain requirements related
to program inspections and evaluations,
corrective action requirements,
environmental reviews, and energy
conservation funding and financing
requirements. Certain statutory
amendments made by section 209
became effective 60 days after
enactment (July 23, 2018). However,
while effective, some of the provisions
require rulemaking or guidance for
implementation.

HUD published a notice in the
Federal Register on February 14, 2019,
entitled “Section 209 of the Economic
Growth, Regulatory Relief, and
Consumer Protection Act: Initial
Guidance” which, read together with
the statutory language, was intended to
aid HUD program participants and the
public in understanding the reasons for
deferred action with respect to specific
statutory provisions. See 84 FR 4097.
HUD also used the notice as an
opportunity to seek public comment on
the implementation of the section 209
provisions, including the definition of a
small PHA.

II. Public Comments Regarding the
Small PHA Definition

Clarification of “predominantly
operates in a rural area.” Commenters
responded to several options. A PHA
could be deemed to predominantly
operate in a rural area if one or more of
the following conditions apply: (1) The

1The text of the Economic Growth Act, along
with a summary prepared by the Congressional
Research Service, can be found at https://
www.congress.gov/bill/115th-congress/senate-bill/
2155.

physical address of the PHA’s main
administrative office is in a rural area (a
PHA-based definition); (2) more than 50
percent of the buildings occupied by
voucher beneficiaries and public
housing residents are in rural areas (a
building-based definition); or (3) more
than 50 percent of the tenants served
live in rural areas (a household-based
definition). One commenter
recommended that the term be
interpreted to mean an agency where at
least 50 percent of households assisted
through public housing and voucher
programs live in rural areas. The
commenter preferred this household-
based definition because a PHA-based
definition would conflict with the
meaning of “predominantly operates”
and a building-based definition would
give the same weight to a building
regardless of whether it contained one
or many voucher holders.

Two commenters stated that HUD
should interpret this statement as
broadly as possible and utilize all three
definitions, so that as many PHAs as
possible can take advantage of
administrative streamlining. One of
these commenters continued by stating
that if HUD could not implement this
definition, it should adopt a definition
using the location of an agency’s
address, which would be easy to
implement and would not change
frequently.

Response. HUD’s interpretation of the
statutory language is consistent with the
commenters’ desire for an expansive
definition that considers both the
physical location of the agency’s
administrative office (a PHA-based
definition) and the location of the
tenants it serves (a household-based
definition).

Unit Counts. One commenter
recommended that HUD should exclude
special purpose vouchers in the unit
count, as well as units converted to
Project-Based Rental Assistance (PBRA)
through the Rental Assistance
Demonstration (RAD) program.

Response. HUD agrees that units that
have converted to section 8 PBRA
through the RAD program should not be
included because this assistance is not
covered by section 8(o0) of the United
States Housing Act of 1937. However,
HUD is including special purpose
vouchers in the unit count as they are
funded under the tenant-based rental


https://www.congress.gov/bill/115th-congress/senate-bill/2155
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assistance account and are generally
governed by section 8(o) requirements.

Periodic reassessment of a PHA’s
small PHA status. One commenter
noted that reassessments need to be
balanced, stating that if they are too
frequent, they would be disruptive,
while failing to make reassessments
frequently enough could lead to widely
inaccurate designations. The commenter
suggested conducting reassessments
every five years.

Another commenter suggested that
HUD reassess the rural nature of each
PHA regularly and reasonably based on
how often the national data is updated,
and that PHAs should be allowed to
reassess the status of their own agencies
based on updated data from the Office
of Management and Budget, the U.S.
Census Bureau, the U.S. Department of
Agriculture’s Economic Research
Service, as well as updated unit data at
the individual agency level.

Two commenters further suggested
that PHAs which gain “small agency”
status should be able to retain that
definition indefinitely, so that the
number of small agencies would only
increase at each reassessment, never
decrease. One of these commenters
stated that alternatively the designations
should be reassessed every ten years.
This commenter also proposed sample
regulatory language that would base the
small PHA designation on all three
criteria that were offered as examples in
the notice and make the designations
permanent.

Response. HUD appreciates the
public’s input on this topic. The method
for reassessing a PHA’s small PHA
status will be determined through
rulemaking. The small PHA
designations announced in this notice
will remain in effect until a
reassessment procedure is implemented.

General comment. One commenter
stated that HUD should consider
consistency among similarly sized
nearby agencies rather than strict
adherence to meeting the rural
requirement when determining small
PHA eligibility. Doing so would ensure
that similarly sized nearby agencies
would receive consistent treatment and
significantly expand the streamlining
provisions to many more agencies.

Response. HUD understands that the
size of a PHA’s operations can be more
significant than the rural nature of the
PHA’s operations as this relates to the
need for burden relief. Congress,
however, decided to not extend relief
based on program size alone and,
instead, produced statutory language
requiring a focus on rural areas.

III. Definition of Small Public Housing
Agencies

Section 38 defines the term ‘‘small
public housing agency” as a public
housing agency ‘“for which the sum of
the number of public housing dwelling
units administered by the agency and
the number of vouchers under section
8(0) administered by the agency is 550
or fewer” and “‘that predominantly
operates in a rural area, as described in
section 1026.35(b)(2)(iv)(A) of title 12,
Code of Federal Regulations.” After
consideration of the public comments
discussed above, HUD is interpreting
“predominantly operates in a rural
area” to mean a small PHA that:

(1) Has a primary administrative
building with a physical address in a
rural area as described in 12 CFR
1026.35(b)(2)(iv)(A); or

(2) more than 50 percent of its
combined public housing units and
voucher units under section 8(o) are in
rural areas as described in 12 CFR
1026.35(b)(2)(iv)(A). HUD also clarifies
that voucher units under section 8(o)
include those in the tenant-based
Housing Choice Voucher (HCV) program
and the Project-Based Voucher (PBV)
program.

To avoid confusion with other small
PHA definitions that HUD uses, small
PHAs for purposes of section 38 will be
referred to as ““small rural PHAs” in the
remainder of this notice. HUD will post
a list of PHAs meeting the small rural
PHA definition at: https://www.hud.gov/
program_offices/public_indian
housing/pha/lists. The list is based on
data that was available to HUD on
January 14, 2020.

Small rural PHAs may receive the
inspection and environmental review
administrative relief provided by
section 38.2 As noted in its February 14,
2019 Federal Register notice, HUD will
be undertaking rulemaking for the full
implementation of section 38. Included

2The burden-reducing provisions covering the
frequency of inspections for units with voucher
housing assistance as described in section 38(c)(2),
and the exemption from environmental review
requirements as described in section 38(d)(1), are
self-implementing in nature. The statutory language
covering inspection frequency (i.e., at least once
every 3 years for voucher units) does not provide
HUD with discretion. Congress explicitly stated the
need for rulemaking for section 38(d)(2) which
establishes streamlined procedures for
environmental reviews of development and
modernization projects having a total cost of more
than $100,000. In contrast, Congress did not state
there was a need for rulemaking for section 38(d)(1),
which provides an exemption from environmental
review requirements for development or
modernization projects having a total cost of not
more than $100,000. HUD believes this difference
in statutory language makes section 38(d)(1) self-
implementing.

in that rulemaking will be the definition
of small rural PHA.

IV. Small Rural PHA Designation
Methodology

The process for identifying small rural
PHAS consists of two main steps: (1)
Identifying the number of PHAs that
meet the size criteria based on the
number of public housing units and the
number of vouchers they administer;
and (2) applying the rural definition to
this population. Small rural PHAs are
PHAs that administer 550 or fewer
combined public housing units and
vouchers under section 8(o), and
predominantly operate in a rural area. A
small rural PHA may be a public
housing-only PHA or a voucher-only
PHA so long as it does not administer
more than a total of 550 units.

HUD determined the size of a small
rural PHA using the same methodology
that it uses to identify unit counts for a
“qualified public housing agency”
under the Housing and Economic
Recovery Act of 2008 (HERA).3 Like a
small rural PHA, a qualified PHA under
HERA is a PHA that administers 550 or
fewer combined public housing units
and vouchers under section 8(0). The
public housing and voucher unit counts
come from HUD’s Inventory
Management System/PIH Information
Center (IMS/PIC).

The Economic Growth Act directs
HUD to use an existing definition for a
rural area. This definition is contained
in the regulations governing the
Consumer Financial Protection Bureau
(CFPB) at 12 CFR 1026.35(b)(2)(iv)(A).
An area is considered rural during a
calendar year if it is:

(1) A county that is neither in a
metropolitan statistical area nor in a
micropolitan statistical area that is
adjacent to a metropolitan statistical
area, as those terms are defined by the
U.S. Office of Management and Budget
and as they are applied under currently
applicable Urban Influence Codes
(UICs), established by the United States

3For the purposes of section 5A(b)(3) of the
United States Housing Act of 1937, section 2702 of
the Housing and Economic Recovery Act of 2008
(Pub. L. 110-289) defined a “qualified public
housing agency” as a public housing agency that
meets the following requirements: (1) The sum of
the number of public housing dwelling units
administered by the agency and the number of
vouchers under section 8(o) of the United States
Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437f(0))
administered by the agency, is 550 or fewer; and (2)
the agency is not designated under section 6(j)(2)
as a troubled PHA, and does not have a failing score
under the section 8 Management Assessment
Program (SEMAP) during the prior 12 months. The
small PHA definition for section 38 does not use the
second part of the qualified PHA definition
pertaining to troubled status or having a failing
SEMAP score.


https://www.hud.gov/program_offices/public_indian_housing/pha/lists
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Department of Agriculture’s Economic
Research Service (USDA-ERS); or

(2) a census block that is not in an
urban area, as defined by the U.S.
Census Bureau using the latest
decennial census of the United States.*

CFPB provides an updated list of rural
counties on its website each year. HUD
used this list along with census block
data to identify which areas are rural.

To determine which PHAs
predominantly operate in rural areas,
HUD matched geo-coded office
locations, geo-coded public housing
unit locations, and geo-coded addresses
of voucher units with the rural county
and census block data. Based on the
definition provided in this notice, a
PHA predominantly serves rural areas
if:

(1) The physical address of the PHA’s
primary administrative building is in a
rural county or census block; or

(2) the PHA’s physical address is in a
non-rural county or census block, but
more than 50 percent of its public
housing units and voucher units are in
rural counties or census blocks.

The over 50 percent threshold applies
to the combined total of public housing
units and voucher units. The list of
PHAs meeting the small rural PHA
definition is available at: https://
www.hud.gov/program_offices/public_
indian_housing/pha/lists. HUD is
making the designations based on the
most recent data available on January
14, 2020.

V. Appeals

A PHA may appeal its designation or
non-designation as a small rural PHA.
Only appeals for technical reasons are
allowed. A technical reason involves
computation mistakes, missing data, or
incorrect data. HUD may not consider
data that was missing or incorrect due
to a PHA’s lack of compliance with data
submission policies, nor will HUD
consider PHA-submitted data that is
different from what HUD used to make
the designations because the data refers
to a different time period. Appeals
should be submitted to: U.S.
Department of Housing and Urban
Development/PIH/REAC, Attn:
Technical Assistance Center, 550 12th
Street SW, Suite 100, Washington, DC
20410.

4 The CFPB regulations contain a third rural
criteria that is no longer in effect: ““(3) A county or
a census block that has been designated as rural by
the Bureau pursuant to the application process
established under section 89002 of the Helping
Expand Lending Practices in Rural Communities
Act, Public Law 114-94, title LXXXIX (2015). The
provisions of this paragraph (b)(2)(iv)(A)(3) shall
cease to have any force or effect on December 4,
2017.”

VI. Inspection Frequency for Section
8(0) Voucher Units

As of the effective date of this notice,
small rural PHAs administering voucher
rental assistance under section 8(0)
must make periodic physical
inspections of dwelling units at least
once every three years.5 This flexibility
is applicable only to periodic unit
inspections conducted during the
period a participant lives in a unit. A
PHA is still required to conduct initial
and interim inspections in accordance
with 24 CFR 982.405.5 For project-based
vouchers, 24 CFR 983.103 provisions, as
modified by the Housing Opportunity
Through Modernization Act of 2016,
continue to apply except that the
random sample inspection requirement
at 24 CFR 983.103(d) applies every three
years instead of every two years.

Small rural PHAs cannot begin using
a three-year inspection interval until
after the next currently scheduled
inspection is carried out. For example,
if a unit is currently subject to a two-
year inspection regime, and one year
has passed since its last inspection, its
next inspection will still take place next
year. After that inspection is completed,
the next periodic inspection of the unit
may occur up to three years in the
future.

HUD or PHAs must continue to
conduct lead safety inspections when
applicable in accordance with the Lead-
Based Paint Poisoning Prevention Act
(42 U.S.C. 4822). These provisions
emphasize following existing
requirements and therefore do not
require further action for
implementation.”

VII. Reduction of Administrative
Burdens—Environmental Review
Exemption

The Economic Growth Act creates a
new section 38(d)(1) which exempts
small rural PHAs from any
environmental review requirements
with respect to development or
modernization projects costing no more
than $100,000. As required in section

5 This supersedes previous guidance provided in
PIH Notice 2016-5 that allowed biennial
inspections. The Section 8 Management Assessment
Program (SEMAP) module will now accept
inspection dates up to three years since the last
inspection.

6 Interim inspections include those required
when a participant family or government official
reports a condition that is life-threatening (where
the PHA must inspect the unit within 24 hours of
notification) or not life-threatening (where the PHA
must inspect the unit within 15 days of
notification).

7 Safety inspection requirements under the Lead-
Based Paint Poisoning Prevention Act can be found
at: https://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/USCODE-2009-
title42/html/USCODE-2009-title42-chap63-
subchaplll-sec4822.htm.

38(d)(2), HUD will undertake
rulemaking to establish streamlined
procedures for environmental reviews
for projects costing more than $100,000.
This notice implements only the section
38(d)(1) statutory exemption from
environmental review. This statutory
exemption from environmental review
applies to any section 9(d) Capital Fund,
section 9(e) Operating Fund or section
8(0)(13) Project Based Voucher (PBV)
eligible work activity by a small rural
PHA at a project site with a project cost
of $100,000 or less.

Environmental reviews are processed
for compliance with the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and
related laws and authorities. The level
of review varies depending on the scope
of work and the conditions of the
property. Environmental review
requirements for PHAs are explained in
PIH Notice 2016—22. Many routine
activities carried out by small rural
PHASs are already determined not
subject to environmental review and did
not require environmental review prior
to this statutory exemption. The tenant-
based HCV program and many routine
administrative and operational activities
are already categorically excluded not
subject to further environmental review.

When PHA activities require
environmental review, the reviews are
under either 24 CFR part 58 (“Part 58
Reviews”) or under 24 CFR part 50
(“Part 50 Reviews”). Part 58 applies
when a Responsible Entity (RE)
conducts the environmental review, and
Part 50 applies when HUD conducts the
environmental review. A unit of general
local government or state that performs
environmental reviews is referred to as
the RE and holds jurisdictional
authority for the community in which
the PHA project site is located. The role
of REs and agreements between PHAs
and REs are explained in PIH Notice
2013-07. PHA activities are generally
reviewed under Part 58 by an RE. For
the section 38(d)(1) exempt activities,
eligible PHAs may carry out activities
without a request for an environmental
review or determination from an RE or
HUD.

An environmental review is
conducted at a project site level. A
project site consists of buildings or other
improvements and parcels of land that
logically group together as a single and
cohesive setting. Since environmental
conditions vary from one geographic
area to the next, each separate public
housing project site is subject to a
separate environmental review. An asset
management project (AMP)
development can include a single
environmental review project site or
multiple environmental review project


https://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/USCODE-2009-title42/html/USCODE-2009-title42-chap63-subchapIII-sec4822.htm
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sites if the AMP properties do not all
logically group together based on
proximity. Project aggregation and
grouping of scattered sites are explained
in PIH Notice 2016-22 as well as 24
CFR 58.32 and 24 CFR 50.21. The
project cost threshold of $100,000 or
less for the exemption is measured at
the environmental project site level and
includes the total cost of the project.

An activity is an action the PHA puts
forth as part of an assisted or to be
assisted project. The most common
activities involve section 9(d) Capital
Fund and section 9(e) Operating Fund
formula assistance. A small portion of
the PHAs identified as eligible in this
notice operate only a Section 8(0)
voucher program, and a more limited
segment of the eligible small and rural
PHAs administer a PBV program. For a
PHA that only operates a tenant-based
HCV program, these activities are
already categorically excluded and not
subject to further environmental review,
and section 38(d) offers no additional
regulatory or administrative burden
relief. PBV activities are the only section
8(0) activities that require an
environmental review. The
environmental review of PBV activities
is a one-time review required before the
PBV housing is approved to be placed
under a Housing Assistance Payments
Contract (HAP). After the one-time
review for placement of PBV, there is no
requirement for continued
environmental reviews for ongoing
activities at PBV properties. The section
38(d)(1) exempt PBV activities are
infrequent and limited to PBV housing
placement with a project cost of
$100,000 or less prior to being placed
under a HAP contract.

Small rural PHAs eligible for the
statutory exemption that also have less
than 250 public housing units have full
flexibility of use of Capital Funds and
Operating Funds as explained in PIH
Notice 2016—18. The environmental
statutory exemption is not based on the
funding source and applies to all
eligible Capital Fund, Operating Fund
and PBV activities with a total project
cost of $100,000 or less.

The statutory exemption from
environmental review applies to any
section 9(d) Capital Fund, section 9(e)
Operating Fund or section 8(0)(13) PBV
eligible work activity by a small rural
PHA at a project site with a project cost
of $100,000 or less. The environmental
statutory exemption provided by section
38(d)(1) exempts this work activity from
NEPA and related laws and authorities.
The flood insurance requirements of the
Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973, as
amended (42 U.S.C. 4001), and the
funding prohibitions of the Coastal

Barrier Resources Act, as amended (16
U.S.C. 3501), remain applicable. The
exemption is available as of the effective
date of this notice.

Dated: February 13, 2020.
R. Hunter Kurtz,
Assistant Secretary for Public and Indian
Housing.
[FR Doc. 2020-04004 Filed 2—-26-20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4210-67-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Indian Affairs

[201A2100DD/AAKC001030/A0A501010.999
253G; OMB Control Number 1076—0100]

Agency Information Collection
Activities; Submission to the Office of
Management and Budget for Review
and Approval; Acquisition of Trust
Land

AGENCY: Bureau of Indian Affairs,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice of information collection;
request for comment.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, we,
the Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA), are
proposing to renew an information
collection.

DATES: Interested persons are invited to
submit comments on or before March
30, 2020.

ADDRESSES: Send written comments on
this information collection request (ICR)
to the Office of Management and
Budget’s Desk Officer for the
Department of the Interior by email at
OIRA Submission@omb.eop.gov; or via
facsimile to (202) 395-5806. Please
provide a copy of your comments to Ms.
Sharlene Round Face, Bureau of Indian
Affairs, Division of Real Estate Services,
1001 Indian School Road NW, Mailbox
#44, Albuquerque, NM 87104; or by
email to Sharlene.RoundFace@bia.gov.
Please reference OMB Control Number
1076-0100 in the subject line of your
comments.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: To
request additional information about
this ICR, contact Ms. Sharlene Round
Face by email at Sharlene.RoundFace@
bia.gov or by telephone at (505) 563—
3132. You may also view the ICR at
http://www.reginfo.gov/public/do/
PRAMain.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In
accordance with the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995, we provide the
general public and other Federal
agencies with an opportunity to
comment on new, proposed, revised,

and continuing collections of
information. This helps us assess the
impact of our information collection
requirements and minimize the public’s
reporting burden. It also helps the
public understand our information
collection requirements and provide the
requested data in the desired format.

A Federal Register notice with a 60-
day public comment period soliciting
comments on this collection of
information was published on December
27,2019 (84 FR 71452). No comments
were received.

We are again soliciting comments on
the proposed ICR that is described
below. We are especially interested in
public comment addressing the
following issues: (1) Is the collection
necessary to the proper functions of the
BIA; (2) will this information be
processed and used in a timely manner;
(3) is the estimate of burden accurate;
(4) how might the BIA enhance the
quality, utility, and clarity of the
information to be collected; and (5) how
might the BIA minimize the burden of
this collection on the respondents,
including through the use of
information technology.

Comments that you submit in
response to this notice are a matter of
public record. Before including your
address, phone number, email address,
or other personal identifying
information in your comment, you
should be aware that your entire
comment—including your personal
identifying information—may be made
publicly available at any time. While
you can ask us in your comment to
withhold your personal identifying
information from public review, we
cannot guarantee that we will be able to
do so.

Abstract: Section 5 of the Indian
Reorganization Act of June 18, 1934 (25
U.S.C. 5108) and the Indian Land
Consolidation Act of January 12, 1983
(25 U.S.C. 2202) authorize the Secretary
of the Interior (Secretary), in his/her
discretion, to acquire lands through
purchase, relinquishment, gift,
exchange, or assignment within or
without existing reservations for the
purpose of providing land for Indian
Tribes. Other specific laws also
authorize the Secretary to acquire lands
for individual Indians and Tribes.
Regulations implementing the
acquisition authority are at 25 CFR 151.
In order for the Secretary to acquire land
on behalf of individual Indians and
Tribes, the BIA must collect certain
information to identify the party(ies)
involved and to describe the land in
question. The Secretary also solicits
additional information deemed
necessary to make a determination to
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accept or reject an application to take
land into trust for the individual Indian
or Tribe, as set out in 25 CFR 151. This
information collection allows the BIA to
review applications for compliance with
regulatory and statutory requirements.
No specific form is used.

Title of Collection: Acquisition of
Trust Land.

OMB Control Number: 1076-0100.

Form Number: None.

Type of Review: Extension of a
currently approved collection.

Respondents/Affected Public:
Individual Indians and Federally
Recognized Indian Tribes seeking
acquisition of land into trust status.

Total Estimated Number of Annual
Respondents: 500.

Total Estimated Number of Annual
Responses: 500.

Estimated Completion Time per
Response: Ranges from 100 to 150
hours.

Total Estimated Number of Annual
Burden Hours: 55,000.

Respondent’s Obligation: Required to
Obtain or Retain a Benefit.

Frequency of Collection: On occasion.

Total Estimated Annual Nonhour
Burden Cost: $0.

An agency may not conduct or
sponsor and a person is not required to
respond to a collection of information
unless it displays a currently valid OMB
control number.

The authority for this action is the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 (44
U.S.C. 3501 et seq).

Elizabeth K. Appel,

Director, Office of Regulatory Affairs and
Collaborative Action—Indian Affairs.

[FR Doc. 2020-03955 Filed 2—26-20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4337-15-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Land Management

[F-21901-33, F-21901-34, F-21901-35, F-
21901-71, F-21904-39, F-21904-40, F-
21904-42, F-21904-43, F-21904-44, F-
21904-46, F-21904-47, F-21904-48, F-
21904-76, F-21904-77, F-21904-78, F-
21904-83, F-21904-93, F-21905-62, F-
21905-74, F-21905-76, F-21905-78, F-
21905-79; 20X-LLAK-944000-L14100000—
HY0000-P]

Alaska Native Claims Selection

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice of modified decision
approving lands for conveyance.

SUMMARY: The Bureau of Land
Management hereby provides
constructive notice that the decision

approving lands for conveyance to
Doyon, Limited, notice of which was
published in the Federal Register on
March 11, 2009, will be modified to add
two easement reservations and modify
an existing easement reservation.

DATES: Any party claiming a property
interest in the lands affected by the
decision may appeal the decision in
accordance with the requirements of 43
CFR part 4 within the time limits set out
in the SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION
section.

ADDRESSES: You may obtain a copy of
the decision from the Bureau of Land
Management, Alaska State Office, 222
West Seventh Avenue, #13, Anchorage,
Alaska 99513-7504.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Bettie J. Shelby, BLM Alaska State
Office, at 907-271-5596, or bshelby@
blm.gov. The BLM Alaska State Office
may also be contacted via
Telecommunications Device for the Deaf
(TDD) through the Federal Relay Service
at 1-800-877—-8339. The relay service is
available 24 hours a day, 7 days a week,
to leave a message or question with the
BLM. The BLM will reply during
normal business hours.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: As
required by 43 CFR 2650.7(d), notice is
hereby given that the decision
approving lands for conveyance to
Doyon, Limited, notice of which was
published in the Federal Register on
March 11, 2009 (74 FR 10609), will be
modified to include two additional
easements and an amended easement to
be reserved to the United States. Section
17(b)(1) of the Alaska Native Claims
Settlement Act of December 18, 1971, 43
U.S.C. 1616(b)(1), requires the Secretary
to evaluate public access to Federal land
and waters on lands to be conveyed to
ANCSA corporations. Identification of
public easements to be reserved to the
United States is an inherent part of the
ANCSA conveyance process and is
guided by the regulations at 43 CFR
2650.4-7. Notice of the modified
decision will also be published once a
week for four consecutive weeks in the
“Fairbanks Daily News-Miner”.

Any party claiming a property interest
in the lands affected by the changes
made in the modified decision may
appeal the decision in accordance with
the requirements of 43 CFR part 4
within the following time limits:

1. Unknown parties, parties unable to
be located after reasonable efforts have
been expended to locate, parties who
fail or refuse to sign their return receipt,
and parties who receive a copy of the
decision by regular mail which is not
certified, return receipt requested, shall

have until March 30, 2020 to file an
appeal.

2. Parties receiving service of the
decision by certified mail shall have 30
days from the date of receipt to file an
appeal.

Parties who do not file an appeal in
accordance with the requirements of 43
CFR part 4 shall be deemed to have
waived their rights. Notices of appeal
transmitted by facsimile will not be
accepted as timely filed. Except as
modified, the decision of March 11,
2009, notice of which was given March
11, 2009, is final.

Bettie J. Shelby,

Land Law Examiner, Adjudication Section.
[FR Doc. 2020-03972 Filed 2—-26-20; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4310-JA-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Land Management
[19X.LLAK930100 L510100000.ER0000]

Notice of Extension of Time To Prepare
the Ambler Road Environmental
Impact Statement, Alaska

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice of extension of time.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
National Environmental Policy Act of
1969, as amended, and the Federal Land
Policy and Management Act of 1976, as
amended, the Bureau of Land
Management (BLM) is preparing the
Final Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) for the proposed Ambler Road
project. By this notice, BLM is
announcing an extension of time to
complete the Final EIS in accordance
with Alaska National Interest Lands
Conservation Act (ANILCA) section
1104(e).

DATES: Completion of the Final EIS for
the Ambler Road Project is extended, to
occur no later than March 31, 2020.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Tina
McMaster-Goering, Ambler Road EIS
Project Manager, telephone: 907-271—
1310; address: 222 West 7th Avenue,
#13, Anchorage, AK 99513. You may
also request to be added to the mailing
list for the EIS. Documents pertaining to
the EIS may be examined at https://
www.blm.gov/AmblerRoadEIS.

Persons who use a
telecommunications device for the deaf
(TDD) may call the Federal Relay
Service (FRS) at 1-800—-877—-8339 to
contact the above individual during
normal business hours. The FRS is
available 24 hours a day, 7 days a week,
to leave a message or question with the
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above individual. You will receive a
reply during normal business hours.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Alaska Industrial Development and
Export Authority (AIDEA), a public
corporation of the State of Alaska,
submitted an application for an
industrial road right-of-way (ROW) in
north-central Alaska across federal
public lands and other lands. The road
would run from the existing Dalton
Highway to the Ambler Mining District.
The area involved lies south of the
Brooks Range, north of the Yukon River,
west of the Dalton Highway and east of
the Purcell Mountains. The BLM is the
lead Federal agency in the preparation
of the EIS. According to ANILCA
Section 1104(e), Federal agencies have
one-year from Notice of Intent to
complete the EIS.

The Notice of Intent published in the
Federal Register on February 28, 2017,
initiating a 90-day public scoping
period and indicating a completion date
for the Final EIS of December 30, 2019.
On April 7, 2017, the BLM extended the
public scoping period through January
31, 2018 to accommodate subsistence
activities in rural Alaska.

The Notice of Availability for the
Draft EIS was published in the Federal
Register on August 30, 2019, initiating

a comment period, which closed on Oct.

29, 2019. The BLM held public hearings
on subsistence resources and activities
in conjunction with the public meetings
on the Draft EIS in 19 affected rural
Alaskan communities. In order to
thoroughly review and respond to the
public comments and prepare the Final
EIS, a time extension through March 31,
2020, is necessary.

Authority: 40 CFR 1506.6(b).

Chad B. Padgett,

State Director, Alaska.

[FR Doc. 2020-03971 Filed 2—26-20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-JA-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Land Management

[F-14856—-A; F-14856—-A2;
20X.LLAK9440000.L14100000.HY0000.P]

Alaska Native Claims Selection

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice of decision approving
lands for conveyance.

SUMMARY: The Bureau of Land
Management (BLM) hereby provides
constructive notice that it will issue an
appealable decision approving
conveyance of the surface estate in

certain lands to Emmonak Corporation,
for the Native village of Emmonalk,
pursuant to the Alaska Native Claims
Settlement Act of 1971 (ANCSA). As
provided by ANCSA, the BLM will
convey the subsurface estate in the same
lands to Calista Corporation when the
BLM conveys the surface estate to
Emmonak Corporation.

DATES: Any party claiming a property
interest in the lands affected by the
decision may appeal the decision in
accordance with the requirements of 43
CFR part 4 within the time limits set out
in the SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION
section.

ADDRESSES: You may obtain a copy of
the decision from the Bureau of Land
Management, Alaska State Office, 222
West Seventh Avenue, #13, Anchorage,
AK 99513-7504.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Eileen Ford, BLM Alaska State Office,
907-271-5715, or eford@blm.gov. The
BLM Alaska State Office may also be
contacted via Telecommunications
Device for the Deaf (TDD) through the
Federal Relay Service (FRS) at 1-800—
877-8339. The FRS is available 24 hours
a day, 7 days a week, to leave a message
or question with the BLM. The BLM
will reply during normal business
hours.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: As
required by 43 CFR 2650.7(d), notice is
hereby given that the BLM will issue an
appealable decision to Emmonak
Corporation. The decision approves
conveyance of the surface estate in
certain lands pursuant to ANCSA (43
U.S.C. 1601, et seq.). As provided by
ANCSA, the subsurface estate in the
same lands will be conveyed to Calista
Corporation when the surface estate is
conveyed to Emmonak Corporation. The
lands are located in the vicinity of
Emmonak, Alaska, and are described as:

Seward Meridian, Alaska
T.31N,,R. 79 W,,

Secs. 31 and 32.

Containing 44.97 acres.
T.31N.,R.80W.,,

Secs. 3, 6, 7, and 10;

Secs. 16, 21, and 31.

Containing 13.29 acres.
T.33N.,,R. 80 W,

Secs. 19 and 20.

Containing 29.82 acres.
T.32N,R. 81 W,

Sec. 5.

Containing 1.19 acres.
T.33N.,R.81W.,,

Secs. 14 and 35.

Containing 615.33 acres.
Aggregating 704.60 acres.

The decision addresses public access
easements, if any, to be reserved to the
United States pursuant to Sec. 17(b) of
ANCSA (43 U.S.C. 1616(b)), in the lands
described above.

The BLM will publish notice of the
decision once a week for four
consecutive weeks in The Delta
Discovery newspaper.

Any party claiming a property interest
in the lands affected by the decision
may appeal the decision in accordance
with the requirements of 43 CFR part 4
within the following time limits:

1. Unknown parties, parties unable to
be located after reasonable efforts have
been expended to locate, parties who
fail or refuse to sign their return receipt,
and parties who receive a copy of the
decision by regular mail which is not
certified, return receipt requested, shall
have until March 30, 2020 to file an
appeal.

2. Parties receiving service of the
decision by certified mail shall have 30
days from the date of receipt to file an
appeal.

Parties who do not file an appeal in
accordance with the requirements of 43
CFR part 4 shall be deemed to have
waived their rights. Notices of appeal
transmitted by facsimile will not be
accepted as timely filed.

Eileen Ford,

Land Transfer Resolution Specialist,
Adjudication Section.

[FR Doc. 2020-03974 Filed 2—26—20; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4310-JA-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Land Management

[AA-10809, AA-10981, AA—10992, AA—
11056, AA-11063, AA-11064, AA—11081,
AA-11082, AA—11084, AA—12437, AA—
12546, AA-12549, AA—12554, AA—12555,
20X.LLAK944000.L14100000.HY0000.P]

Alaska Native Claims Selection

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice of decision approving
lands for conveyance.

SUMMARY: The Bureau of Land
Management (BLM) hereby provides
constructive notice that it will issue an
appealable decision approving
conveyance of the surface and
subsurface estates in certain lands to
Chugach Alaska Corporation, an Alaska
Native regional corporation, pursuant to
the Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act
of 1971 (ANCSA), as amended.

DATES: Any party claiming a property
interest in the lands affected by the
decision may appeal the decision in
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accordance with the requirements of 43
CFR part 4 within the time limits set out
in the SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION
section.

ADDRESSES: You may obtain a copy of
the decision from the Bureau of Land
Management, Alaska State Office, 222
West Seventh Avenue, #13, Anchorage,
AK 99513-7504.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Bettie J. Shelby, BLM Alaska State
Office, 907—271-5596 or bshelby@
blm.gov. The BLM Alaska State Office
may also be contacted via
Telecommunications Device for the Deaf
(TDD) through the Federal Relay Service
(FRS) at 1-800—-877—-8339. The relay
service is available 24 hours a day, 7
days a week, to leave a message or
question with the BLM. The BLM will
reply during normal business hours.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: As
required by 43 CFR 2650.7(d), notice is
hereby given that the BLM will issue an
appealable decision to Chugach Alaska
Corporation. The decision approves
conveyance of the surface and
subsurface estates in certain lands
pursuant to ANCSA (43 U.S.C. 1601, et
seq.), as amended.

The lands are located in the vicinity
of Prince William Sound, and aggregate
79.66 acres.

The decision addresses public access
easements, if any, to be reserved to the
United States pursuant to Sec. 17(b) of
ANCSA (43 U.S.C. 1616(b)), in the lands
described above.

The BLM will also publish Notice of
the decision once a week for four
consecutive weeks in the “Anchorage
Daily News” newspaper.

Any party claiming a property interest
in the lands affected by the decision
may appeal the decision in accordance
with the requirements of 43 CFR part 4
within the following time limits:

1. Unknown parties, parties unable to
be located after reasonable efforts have
been expended to locate, parties who
fail or refuse to sign their return receipt,
and parties who receive a copy of the
decision by regular mail which is not
certified, return receipt requested, shall
have until March 30, 2020 to file an
appeal.

2. Parties receiving service of the
decision by certified mail shall have 30
days from the date of receipt to file an
appeal.

Parties who do not file an appeal in
accordance with the requirements of 43
CFR part 4 shall be deemed to have
waived their rights. Notices of appeal

transmitted by facsimile will not be
accepted as timely filed.

Bettie J. Shelby,

Land Law Examiner, Adjudication Section.
[FR Doc. 2020-03975 Filed 2—26-20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-JA-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

National Park Service

[NPS-WASO-NRNHL-DTS#-29754;
PPWOCRADIO, PCUOORP14.R50000]

National Register of Historic Places;
Notification of Pending Nominations
and Related Actions

AGENCY: National Park Service, Interior.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The National Park Service is
soliciting comments on the significance
of properties nominated before February
1, 2020, for listing or related actions in
the National Register of Historic Places.

DATES: Comments should be submitted
by March 13, 2020.

ADDRESSES: Comments may be sent via
U.S. Postal Service and all other carriers
to the National Register of Historic
Places, National Park Service, 1849 C St.
NW, MS 7228, Washington, DC 20240.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
properties listed in this notice are being
considered for listing or related actions
in the National Register of Historic
Places. Nominations for their
consideration were received by the
National Park Service before February 1,
2020. Pursuant to Section 60.13 of 36
CFR part 60, written comments are
being accepted concerning the
significance of the nominated properties
under the National Register criteria for
evaluation.

Before including your address, phone
number, email address, or other
personal identifying information in your
comment, you should be aware that
your entire comment—including your
personal identifying information—may
be made publicly available at any time.
While you can ask us in your comment
to withhold your personal identifying
information from public review, we
cannot guarantee that we will be able to
do so.

Nominations submitted by State or
Tribal Historic Preservation Officers:

ARIZONA

Maricopa County
McCornack, Colonel Willard H., House, 85

North Country Club Dr., Phoenix,
SG100005074

FLORIDA

Duval County

Mt. Calvary Baptist Church, (African
American Architects in Segregated
Jacksonville, 1865—-1965 MPS), 301 Spruce
St., Jacksonville, MP100005087

Durkee Gardens Historic District, (African
American Architects in Segregated
Jacksonville, 1865-1965 MPS), Bound by
Myrtle Ave., 13th St. West, Payne Ave.,
Wilcox St. and 8th St. West, Jacksonville,
MP100005088

ILLINOIS
Kane County

International Harvester Showroom and
Warehouse, 6-12 North River, Aurora,
SG100005050

MASSACHUSETTS
Bristol County

Somerset Village Historic District, Avon St.,
Borland Ave., Cherry St., Church St., Clark
St., Dublin St., High St., Main St., Maple
St., Marsh St., Old Colony Ave., Palmer St.,
Peterson St., Pierce Ln., Pleasant St.,
School St., Simms Ave., and South St.,
Somerset, SG100005075

Brayton Homestead, 159 Brayton Ave.,
Somerset, SG100005077

Hampden County

Thompson, Jacob, House, 7 Main St.,
Monson, SG100005078

Worcester County

Rural Glen Cemetery, Worcester Rd.,
Hubbardston, SG100005076

MICHIGAN

Wayne County

Great Lakes Manor, 457 East Kirby St.,
Detroit, SG100005085

NEBRASKA

Cass County

Plattsmouth High School, (School Buildings
in Nebraska MPS), 814 Main St.,
Plattsmouth, MP100005052

Knox County

Winnetoon Public School, (School Buildings
in Nebraska MPS), 308 Jones St.,
Winnetoon, MP100005053

Lancaster County

Robber’s Cave, 925 Robbers Cave Rd.,
Lincoln, SG100005055

Valley County

Arcadia Township Carnegie Library,
(Carnegie Libraries in Nebraska MPS AD),
100 South Reynolds St., Arcadia,
MP100005056

OKLAHOMA

Muskogee County

Founders’ Place Historic District, Bounded
by West Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd., east
side of North 12th St., Court St. and east
side of North 17th St., Muskogee,
SG100005081
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Capitol Hill General Hospital, 2400 South Pulaski County

Harvey Ave., Oklahoma City, SG100005082

Pottawatomie County

State National Bank Building, 2 East Main
St., Shawnee, SG100005083

Tulsa County

Fire Station No. 13, 3924 Charles Page Blvd.,
Tulsa, SG100005084

SOUTH CAROLINA

Charleston County

Brown, Dianna, Antique Shop, 62 Queen St.,
Charleston, SG100005045

Greenville County

Piedmont Mill Stores Building, 2—8 Main St.,
Piedmont, SG100005071

Horry County

Sun Fun Motel, 2305 Withers Dr., Myrtle
Beach, SG100005046

Laurens County

Clinton Commercial Historic District
(Boundary Increase and Decrease), 209225
West Main St., Clinton, BC100005072

Union County

Clinton Chapel AME Zion Church, (Union
MPS), 108 South Enterprise St., Union,
MP100005047

VERMONT

Windsor County

Meeting House Farm, (Agricultural Resources
of Vermont MPS), 128 Union Village Rd.,
Norwich, MP100005061

Maple Hill Farm, (Agricultural Resources of
Vermont MPS), 65 Maple Hill Rd.,
Norwich, MP100005062

Fire District No. 2 Firehouse, (Fire Stations
of Vermont MPS), 716 Depot St., Chester,
MP100005063

A request for removal has been made
for the following resources:

NEBRASKA

Custer County

Sargent Bridge, (Highway Bridges in
Nebraska MPS), Dawson St. over the
Middle Loup R., 1 mi. south of Sargent,
Sargent vicinity, OT92000740

Franklin County

Franklin Bridge, (Highway Bridges in
Nebraska MPS), NE 10 over the Republican
R., 1 mi. south of Franklin, Franklin
vicinity, 0T92000764

Sarpy County

McCarty-Lilley House, West of Bellevue on
Quail Dr., Bellevue vicinity, OT78001712
Additional documentation has been

received for the following resources:

ARIZONA

Pima County

West University Historic District (Additional
Documentation), Roughly bounded by
Speedway Blvd., 6th St., Park and Stone
Aves., Tucson, AD80004240

Dunbar, Paul Laurence, School
Neighborhood Historic District (Additional
Documentation), (Historically Black
Properties in Little Rock’s Dunbar School
Neighborhood MPS), Roughly bounded by
Wright Ave., South Chester, South Ringo
and West 24th Sts., Little Rock,
AD13000789

Central High School Neighborhood Historic
District (Boundary Increase 2) (Additional
Documentation), Roughly bounded by
West 17th St., Dr. Martin Luther King Jr.
Dr., Wright Ave., South Summit St. and
South Battery St., Little Rock, AD12000320

Union County

El Dorado Commercial Historic District
(Additional Documentation), Courthouse
Square, portions of Main, Jefferson,
Washington, Jackson, Cedar and Locust
Sts., El Dorado, AD03000773

MASSACHUSETTS

Essex County

Downtown Salem Historic District
(Additional Documentation), (Downtown
Salem MRA), Roughly bounded by Church,
Central, New Derby, and Washington Sts.,
Salem, AD83003969

NEBRASKA

Hooker County

Humphrey Archeological Site (Additional
Documentation), Address Restricted,
Mullen vicinity, AD74001122

NEW YORK

New York County

Church of the Holy Apostles (Additional
Documentation), 296—-300 9th Ave., New
York, AD72000867

TENNESSEE

Greene County

Andrew Johnson National Historic Site
(Additional Documentation), Depot and
College Sts., Greeneville, AD66000073

VERMONT

Windham County

Canal Street Schoolhouse (Additional
Documentation), Canal St., Brattleboro,
AD77000103

WEST VIRGINIA

Lewis County

Bennett, Jonathan M., House (Additional
Documentation), Court Ave., Weston,
AD78002804

(Authority: Section 60.13 of 36 CFR part 60)

Dated: February 6, 2020.
Julie H. Ernstein,

Supervisory Archeologist, National Register
of Historic Places/National Historic
Landmarks Program.

[FR Doc. 2020-03951 Filed 2—26-20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4312-52-P

National Park Service

[NPS-WASO-NRNHL-DTS#-29816;
PPWOCRADIO, PCUOORP14.R50000]

National Register of Historic Places;
Notification of Pending Nominations
and Related Actions

AGENCY: National Park Service, Interior.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The National Park Service is
soliciting comments on the significance
of properties nominated before February
8, 2020, for listing or related actions in
the National Register of Historic Places.

DATES: Comments should be submitted
by March 13, 2020.

ADDRESSES: Comments may be sent via
U.S. Postal Service and all other carriers
to the National Register of Historic
Places, National Park Service, 1849 C St.
NW, MS 7228, Washington, DC 20240.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
properties listed in this notice are being
considered for listing or related actions
in the National Register of Historic
Places. Nominations for their
consideration were received by the
National Park Service before February 8,
2020. Pursuant to Section 60.13 of 36
CFR part 60, written comments are
being accepted concerning the
significance of the nominated properties
under the National Register criteria for
evaluation.

Before including your address, phone
number, email address, or other
personal identifying information in your
comment, you should be aware that
your entire comment—including your
personal identifying information—may
be made publicly available at any time.
While you can ask us in your comment
to withhold your personal identifying
information from public review, we
cannot guarantee that we will be able to
do so.

Nominations submitted by State or
Tribal Historic Preservation Officers:
GEORGIA

Fulton County

English Avenue School, 627 English Ave.
NW, Atlanta, SG100005101

LOUISIANA

East Baton Rouge Parish

Borden Dairy, 4743 Florida Blvd., Baton
Rouge, SG100005100

Sabine Parish

Sabine High School, 850 Highland Ave.,
Many, SG100005099
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MAINE

Androscoggin County

West Auburn School, 740 West Auburn Rd.,
Auburn, SG100005097

Hancock County

Surry Village School, 7 Toddy Pond Rd.,
Surry, SG100005098

Knox County

Dunn & Elliot Sail Loft, 54 Water St.,
Thomaston, SG100005096

MICHIGAN

Wayne County

Warren Motor Car Company Building, 1331
Holden St., Detroit, SG100005108

MONTANA

Deer Lodge County

Glenn’s Dam Historic District, North Cable
Rd., less than %2 mi. north of northwest
end of town, Anaconda vicinity,
SG100005107

NEW JERSEY

Atlantic County

Liberty Hotel, 1519 Baltic Ave., Atlantic City,
SG100005102

VIRGINIA

Albemarle County

Gardner House, 3137 Shiffletts Mill Rd.,
Crozet vicinity, SG100005103

Henrico County

Dabbs House, 3812 Nine Mile Rd., Henrico,
SG100005104

Southampton County

Courtland Historic District, Roughly bounded
by North and South Main, Rochelle,
Linden, Aurora, and Bateman Sts., and
Woodland Park Cir., Courtland,
SG100005105

WISCONSIN

Milwaukee County

West Center-North 32nd Industrial Historic
District, 2727, 2748, 2769 & 2784 North
32nd St.; 2758 North 33rd St.; and 3212
West Center St., Milwaukee, SG100005095

Additional documentation has been
received for the following resources:

ARKANSAS

Benton County
Pinkston-Mays Store Building (Additional

Documentation), (Benton County MRA),
211 Jackson St., Lowell, AD87002367

Ouachita County
Green Cemetery (Additional Documentation),

West of Cty. Rd. 1, Stephens vicinity,
AD16000653

Nomination submitted by Federal
Preservation Officer:

The State Historic Preservation
Officer reviewed the following
nomination(s) and responded to the
Federal Preservation Officer within 45

days of receipt of the nomination(s) and
supports listing the properties in the
National Register of Historic Places.

MONTANA

Jefferson County

Whitetail Airway Beacon, (Sentinels of the
Airways: Montana’s Airway Beacon
System, 1934—1979 MPS), 16 miles north
of Whitehall, Whitehall vicinity,
MP100005094

(Authority: Section 60.13 of 36 CFR part 60)
Dated: February 10, 2020.
Julie H. Ernstein,

Supervisory Archeologist, National Register
of Historic Places/National Historic
Landmarks Program.

[FR Doc. 2020-03950 Filed 2—26-20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4312-52-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Reclamation

[RR04093000.20XR0680GB.RX.N5570007.
3000000]

Call for Nominations for the Glen
Canyon Dam Adaptive Management
Work Group Federal Advisory
Committee

AGENCY: Bureau of Reclamation,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice of call for nominations.

SUMMARY: The U.S. Department of the
Interior proposes to appoint members to
the Glen Canyon Dam Adaptive
Management Work Group (AMWG). The
Secretary of the Interior, acting as
administrative lead, is soliciting
nominations for qualified persons to
serve as members of the AMWG.

DATES: Nominations must be
postmarked by March 30, 2020.
ADDRESSES: Nominations should be sent
to Mr. Brent Esplin, Regional Director,
Bureau of Reclamation, 125 S. State
Street, Room 8100, Salt Lake City, UT
84138, or submitted via email to bor-
sha-ucr-gcdamp@usbr.gov.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Lee
Traynham, Chief, Adaptive Management
Group, Resources Management Division,
at (801) 524-3752, fax: (801) 524—5499,
or by email at ltraynham@usbr.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Advisory Committee Scope and
Objectives

The Grand Canyon Protection Act
(Act) of October 30, 1992, Public Law
102-575; and the Federal Advisory
Committee Act, as amended, 5 U.S.C.
Appendix 2 authorized creation of the
AMWG to provide recommendations to
the Secretary of the Department of the

Interior in carrying out the
responsibilities of the Act to protect,
mitigate adverse impacts to, and
improve the values for which Grand
Canyon National Park and Glen Canyon
National Recreation Area were
established, including but not limited
to, natural and cultural resources and
visitor use.

The duties or roles and functions of
the AMWG are in an advisory capacity
only. They are to: (1) Establish AMWG
operating procedures, (2) advise the
Secretary in meeting environmental and
cultural commitments including those
contained in the Record of Decision for
the Glen Canyon Dam Long-Term
Experimental and Management Plan
Final Environmental Impact Statement
and subsequent related decisions, (3)
recommend resource management
objectives for development and
implementation of a long-term
monitoring plan, and any necessary
research and studies required to
determine the effect of the operation of
Glen Canyon Dam on the values for
which Grand Canyon National Park and
Glen Canyon Dam National Recreation
Area were established, including but not
limited to, natural and cultural
resources, and visitor use, (4) review
and provide input on the report
identified in the Act to the Secretary,
the Congress, and the Governors of the
Colorado River Basin States, (5)
annually review long-term monitoring
data to provide advice on the status of
resources and whether the Adaptive
Management Program (AMP) goals and
objectives are being met, and (6) review
and provide input on all AMP activities
undertaken to comply with applicable
laws, including permitting
requirements.

Membership Criteria

Prospective members of AMWG need
to have a strong capacity for advising
individuals in leadership positions,
team work, project management,
tracking relevant Federal government
programs and policy making
procedures, and networking with and
representing their stakeholder group.
Membership from a wide range of
disciplines and professional sectors is
encouraged.

Members of the AMWG are appointed
by the Secretary of the Interior
(Secretary) and are comprised of:

a. The Secretary’s Designee, who
serves as Chairperson for the AMWG.

b. One representative each from the
following entities: The Secretary of
Energy (Western Area Power
Administration), Arizona Game and
Fish Department, Hopi Tribe, Hualapai
Tribe, Navajo Nation, San Juan Southern
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Paiute Tribe, Southern Paiute
Consortium, Pueblo of Zuni.

c. One representative each from the
Governors from the seven basin States:
Arizona, California, Colorado, Nevada,
New Mexico, Utah, and Wyoming.

d. Representatives from the general
public as follows: Two from
environmental organizations, two from
the recreation industry, and two from
contractors who purchase Federal
power from Glen Canyon Powerplant.

e. One representative from each of the
following Department of the Interior
(Interior) agencies as ex-officio non-
voting members: Bureau of Reclamation,
Bureau of Indian Affairs, U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service, and National Park
Service.

At this time, we are particularly
interested in applications from
representatives of the following:

(a) One each from the basin states of
Utah, Nevada, and New Mexico;

(b) one each from the Native
American Tribes of Hopi, Navajo
Nation, Southern Paiute Consortium,
San Juan Southern Paiute and Pueblo of
Zuni; and

(c) two from environmental
organizations.

After consultation, the Secretary will
appoint members to the AMWG.
Members will be selected based on their
individual qualifications, as well as the
overall need to achieve a balanced
representation of viewpoints, subject
matter expertise, regional knowledge,
and representation of communities of
interest. AMWG member terms are
limited to three (3) years from their date
of appointment. Following completion
of their first term, an AMWG member
may request consideration for
reappointment to an additional term.
Reappointment is not guaranteed.

Typically, AMWG will hold two in-
person meetings and one webinar
meeting per fiscal year. Between
meetings, AMWG members are expected
to participate in committee work via
conference calls and email exchanges.
Members of the AMWG and its
subcommittees serve without pay.
However, while away from their homes
or regular places of business in the
performance of services of the AMWG,
members may be reimbursed for travel
expenses, including per diem in lieu of
subsistence, in the same manner as
persons employed intermittently in the
government service, as authorized by 5
U.S.C. 5703.

Nominations should include a resume
that provides an adequate description of
the nominee’s qualifications,
particularly information that will enable
Interior to evaluate the nominee’s
potential to meet the membership

requirements of the AMWG and permit
the Department of the Interior to contact
a potential member. Please refer to the
membership criteria stated in this
notice.

Any interested person or entity may
nominate one or more qualified
individuals for membership on the
AMWG. Nominations from the seven
basin states, as identified in this notice,
need to be submitted by the respective
Governors of those states, or by a state
representative formally designated by
the Governor. Persons or entities
submitting nomination packages on the
behalf of others must confirm that the
individual(s) is/are aware of their
nomination. Nominations must be
postmarked no later than March 30,
2020 and sent to Mr. Brent Esplin,
Regional Director, U.S. Bureau of
Reclamation, 125 S. State Street, Room
8100, Salt Lake City, UT 84138.

Before including any address, phone
number, email address, or other
personal identifying information in your
application, nominees should be aware
that this information may be made
publicly available at any time. While the
nominee can ask to withhold the
personal identifying information from
public review, we cannot guarantee that
we will be able to do so.

(Authority: 5 U.S.C. Appendix 2)

Brent Esplin,

Regional Director, Interior Region 7: Upper
Colorado Basin, Bureau of Reclamation.

[FR Doc. 2020-03913 Filed 2—-26—-20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4332-90-P

INTERNATIONAL TRADE
COMMISSION

Notice of Receipt of Complaint;
Solicitation of Comments Relating to
the Public Interest

AGENCY: U.S. International Trade
Commission.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that
the U.S. International Trade
Commission has received a complaint
entitled Certain High-Density Fiber
Optic Equipment and Components
Thereof, DN 3436; the Commission is
soliciting comments on any public
interest issues raised by the complaint
or complainant’s filing pursuant to the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Lisa
R. Barton, Secretary to the Commission,
U.S. International Trade Commission,
500 E Street SW, Washington, DC
20436, telephone (202) 205-2000. The

public version of the complaint can be
accessed on the Commission’s
Electronic Document Information
System (EDIS) at https://edis.usitc.gov,
and will be available for inspection
during official business hours (8:45 a.m.
to 5:15 p.m.) in the Office of the
Secretary, U.S. International Trade
Commission, 500 E Street SW,
Washington, DC 20436, telephone (202)
205-2000.

General information concerning the
Commission may also be obtained by
accessing its internet server at United
States International Trade Commission
(USITC) at https://www.usitc.gov. The
public record for this investigation may
be viewed on the Commission’s
Electronic Document Information
System (EDIS) at https://edis.usitc.gov.
Hearing-impaired persons are advised
that information on this matter can be
obtained by contacting the
Commission’s TDD terminal on (202)
205-1810.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Commission has received a complaint
and a submission pursuant to §210.8(b)
of the Commission’s Rules of Practice
and Procedure filed on behalf of
Corning Optical Communications LLC
on February 21, 2020. The complaint
alleges violations of section 337 of the
Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1337) in
the importation into the United States,
the sale for importation, and the sale
within the United States after
importation of certain high-density fiber
optic equipment and components
thereof. The complaint names as
respondents: AFL Telecommunications
Holdings LLC d/b/a AFL of Duncan, SGC;
FS.com Inc. of New Castle, DE;
Huber+Suhner AG of Switzerland;
Huber+Suhner, Inc. of Charlotte, NC;
Legrand North America, LLC of West
Hartford, CT; Leviton Manufacturing
Co., Inc. of Melville, NY; Panduit
Corporation of Tinley, IL; Shanghai
TARLUZ Telecom Tech. Co., Ltd. d/b/
a TARLUZ of China; Shenzhen Anfkom
Telecom Co., Ltd. d/b/a Anfkom
Telecom of China; The LAN Wirewerks
Research Laboratories Inc. d/b/a
Wirewerks of Canada; The Siemon
Company of Watertown, CT; Total Cable
Solutions, Inc. of Springboro, OH; and
Woulei Technology Co., Ltd. d/b/a
Bonelinks of China. The complainant
requests that the Commission issue a
general exclusion order or in the
alternative, a limited exclusion order,
and a cease desist order and impose a
bond upon respondents’ alleged
infringing articles during the 60-day
Presidential review period pursuant to
19 U.S.C. 1337(j).
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Proposed respondents, other
interested parties, and members of the
public are invited to file comments on
any public interest issues raised by the
complaint or § 210.8(b) filing.
Comments should address whether
issuance of the relief specifically
requested by the complainant in this
investigation would affect the public
health and welfare in the United States,
competitive conditions in the United
States economy, the production of like
or directly competitive articles in the
United States, or United States
consumers.

In particular, the Commission is
interested in comments that:

(i) Explain how the articles
potentially subject to the requested
remedial orders are used in the United
States;

(ii) identify any public health, safety,
or welfare concerns in the United States
relating to the requested remedial
orders;

(iii) identify like or directly
competitive articles that complainant,
its licensees, or third parties make in the
United States which could replace the
subject articles if they were to be
excluded;

(iv) indicate whether complainant,
complainant’s licensees, and/or third
party suppliers have the capacity to
replace the volume of articles
potentially subject to the requested
exclusion order and/or a cease and
desist order within a commercially
reasonable time; and

(v) explain how the requested
remedial orders would impact United
States consumers.

Written submissions on the public
interest must be filed no later than by
close of business, eight calendar days
after the date of publication of this
notice in the Federal Register. There
will be further opportunities for
comment on the public interest after the
issuance of any final initial
determination in this investigation. Any
written submissions on other issues
must also be filed by no later than the
close of business, eight calendar days
after publication of this notice in the
Federal Register. Complainant may file
replies to any written submissions no
later than three calendar days after the
date on which any initial submissions
were due. Any submissions and replies
filed in response to this Notice are
limited to five (5) pages in length,
inclusive of attachments.

Persons filing written submissions
must file the original document
electronically on or before the deadlines
stated above and submit 8 true paper
copies to the Office of the Secretary by
noon the next day pursuant to § 210.4(f)

of the Commission’s Rules of Practice
and Procedure (19 CFR 210.4(f)).
Submissions should refer to the docket
number (“Docket No. 3436”) in a
prominent place on the cover page and/
or the first page. (See Handbook for
Electronic Filing Procedures, Electronic
Filing Procedures 1). Persons with
questions regarding filing should
contact the Secretary (202—205-2000).

Any person desiring to submit a
document to the Commission in
confidence must request confidential
treatment. All such requests should be
directed to the Secretary to the
Commission and must include a full
statement of the reasons why the
Commission should grant such
treatment. See 19 CFR 201.6. Documents
for which confidential treatment by the
Commission is properly sought will be
treated accordingly. All information,
including confidential business
information and documents for which
confidential treatment is properly
sought, submitted to the Commission for
purposes of this Investigation may be
disclosed to and used: (i) By the
Commission, its employees and Offices,
and contract personnel (a) for
developing or maintaining the records
of this or a related proceeding, or (b) in
internal investigations, audits, reviews,
and evaluations relating to the
programs, personnel, and operations of
the Commission including under 5
U.S.C. Appendix 3; or (ii) by U.S.
government employees and contract
personnel,? solely for cybersecurity
purposes. All nonconfidential written
submissions will be available for public
inspection at the Office of the Secretary
and on EDIS.3

This action is taken under the
authority of section 337 of the Tariff Act
of 1930, as amended (19 U.S.C. 1337),
and of §§201.10 and 210.8(c) of the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure (19 CFR 201.10, 210.8(c)).

By order of the Commission.

Issued: February 24, 2020.
William Bishop,
Supervisory Hearings and Information
Officer.
[FR Doc. 2020-03994 Filed 2—-26-20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7020-02-P

1Handbook for Electronic Filing Procedures:
https://www.usitc.gov/documents/handbook _on_
filing procedures.pdf.

2 All contract personnel will sign appropriate
nondisclosure agreements.

3Electronic Document Information System
(EDIS): https://edis.usitc.gov.

INTERNATIONAL TRADE
COMMISSION

[USITC SE-20-008]

Sunshine Act Meetings

Agency Holding the Meeting: United
States International Trade Commission.
TIME AND DATE: March 5, 2020 at 11:00
a.m.

PLACE: Room 101, 500 E Street SW,
Washington, DC 20436, Telephone:
(202) 205-2000.

STATUS: Open to the public.
MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED:

1. Agendas for future meetings: None.

2. Minutes.

3. Ratification List.

4. Vote on Inv. No. 731-TA-1472
(Preliminary)(Difluoromethane (R-32)
from China). The Commission is
currently scheduled to complete and file
its determination on March 9, 2020;
views of the Commission are currently
scheduled to be completed and filed on
March 16, 2020.

5. Outstanding action jackets: None.
CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE INFORMATION:
William Bishop, Supervisory Hearings
and Information Officer, 202—205-2595.

The Commission is holding the
meeting under the Government in the
Sunshine Act, 5 U.S.C. 552(b). In
accordance with Commission policy,
subject matter listed above, not disposed
of at the scheduled meeting, may be
carried over to the agenda of the
following meeting.

By order of the Commission.
Issued: February 24, 2020.
William Bishop,

Supervisory Hearings and Information
Officer.

[FR Doc. 2020-04117 Filed 2—25-20; 4:15 pm]
BILLING CODE 7020-02-P

INTERNATIONAL TRADE
COMMISSION

[Investigation Nos. 701-TA-636 and 731—
TA-1469-1470 (Preliminary)]

Wood Mouldings and Millwork
Products From Brazil and China

Determinations

On the basis of the record * developed
in the subject investigations, the United
States International Trade Commission
(“Commission’’) determines, pursuant
to the Tariff Act of 1930 (‘‘the Act”),
that there is a reasonable indication that
an industry in the United States is

1The record is defined in sec. 207.2(f) of the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure (19
CFR 207.2(f)).
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materially injured by reason of imports
of wood mouldings and millwork
products from Brazil and China that are
alleged to be sold in the United States
at less than fair value (“LTFV”’) and
imports of wood mouldings and
millwork products from China that are
allegedly subsidized by the government
of China.23 The products subject to
these investigations are primarily
provided for in subheadings 4409.10.40,
4409.10.45, 4409.10.50, 4409.22.40,
4409.22.50, 4409.29.41, and 4409.29.51
of the Harmonized Tariff Schedule of
the United States (“HTS”).

Commencement of Final Phase
Investigations

Pursuant to section 207.18 of the
Commission’s rules, the Commission
also gives notice of the commencement
of the final phase of its investigations.
The Commission will issue a final phase
notice of scheduling, which will be
published in the Federal Register as
provided in section 207.21 of the
Commission’s rules, upon notice from
the U.S. Department of Commerce
(“Commerce”) of affirmative
preliminary determinations in the
investigations under sections 703(b) or
733(b) of the Act, or, if the preliminary
determinations are negative, upon
notice of affirmative final
determinations in those investigations
under sections 705(a) or 735(a) of the
Act. Parties that filed entries of
appearance in the preliminary phase of
the investigations need not enter a
separate appearance for the final phase
of the investigations. Industrial users,
and, if the merchandise under
investigation is sold at the retail level,
representative consumer organizations
have the right to appear as parties in
Commission antidumping and
countervailing duty investigations. The
Secretary will prepare a public service
list containing the names and addresses
of all persons, or their representatives,
who are parties to the investigations.

Background

On January 8, 2020, the Coalition of
American Millwork Producers 4 filed

2 Wood Mouldings and Millwork Products from
Brazil and the People’s Republic of China: Initiation
of Less-Than-Fair-Value Investigations, 85 FR 6502
(February 5, 2020); Wood Mouldings and Millwork
Products from the People’s Republic of China:
Initiation of Countervailing Duty Investigation, 85
FR 6513 (February 5, 2020).

3 Commissioner Stayin not participating.

4The Coalition of American Millwork Producers
is comprised of Bright Wood Corporation, Madras,
Oregon; Cascade Wood Products, Inc., White City,
Oregon; Endura Products, Inc., Colfax, North
Carolina; Sierra Pacific Industries, Red Bluff,
California; Sunset Moulding, Live Oak, California;
Woodgrain Millwork Inc., Fruitland, Idaho; and
Yuba River Moulding, Yuba City, California.

petitions with the Commission and
Commerce, alleging that an industry in
the United States is materially injured
or threatened with material injury by
reason of subsidized imports of wood
mouldings and millwork products from
China and LTFV imports of wood
mouldings and millwork products from
Brazil and China. Accordingly, effective
January 8, 2020, the Commission
instituted countervailing duty
investigation No. 701-TA-636 and
antidumping duty investigation Nos.
731-TA-1469-1470 (Preliminary).

Notice of the institution of the
Commission’s investigations and of a
public conference to be held in
connection therewith was given by
posting copies of the notice in the Office
of the Secretary, U.S. International
Trade Commission, Washington, DC,
and by publishing the notice in the
Federal Register of January 15, 2020 (85
FR 2438). The conference was held in
Washington, DC, on January 29, 2020,
and all persons who requested the
opportunity were permitted to appear in
person or by counsel.

The Commission made these
determinations pursuant to sections
703(a) and 733(a) of the Act (19 U.S.C.
1671b(a) and 1673b(a)). It completed
and filed its determinations in these
investigations on February 24, 2020.
The views of the Commission are
contained in USITC Publication 5030
(March 2020), entitled Wood Mouldings
and Millwork Products from Brazil and
China: Investigation Nos. 701-TA-636
and 731-TA-1469-1470 (Preliminary).

By order of the Commission.

Issued: February 24, 2020.
William Bishop,
Supervisory Hearings and Information
Officer.
[FR Doc. 2020-04010 Filed 2-26-20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7020-02-P

INTERNATIONAL TRADE
COMMISSION

[USITC SE-20-007]

Sunshine Act Meetings

Agency Holding the Meeting: United
States International Trade Commission.
TIME AND DATE: March 4, 2020 at 11:00
a.m.

PLACE: Room 101, 500 E Street SW,
Washington, DC 20436, Telephone:
(202) 205—2000.
STATUS: Open to the public.
MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED:
1. Agendas for future meetings: None.
2. Minutes.
3. Ratification List.

4. Vote on Inv. No. 731-TA-1143
(Second Review)(Small Diameter
Graphite Electrodes from China). The
Commission is currently scheduled to
complete and file its determination and
views of the Commission by March 23,
2020.

5. Outstanding action jackets: None.
CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE INFORMATION:
William Bishop, Supervisory Hearings
and Information Officer, 202—205—-2595.

The Commission is holding the
meeting under the Government in the
Sunshine Act, 5 U.S.C. 552(b). In
accordance with Commission policy,
subject matter listed above, not disposed
of at the scheduled meeting, may be
carried over to the agenda of the
following meeting.

By order of the Commission.

Issued: February 24, 2020.
William Bishop,
Supervisory Hearings and Information
Officer.
[FR Doc. 2020-04124 Filed 2—25-20; 4:15 pm]
BILLING CODE 7020-02-P

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Antitrust Division

Notice Pursuant to the National
Cooperative Research and Production
Act of 1993—Cooperative Research
Goup on Consortium for NASGRO
Development and Support

Notice is hereby given that, on
February 6, 2020, pursuant to Section
6(a) of the National Cooperative
Research and Production Act of 1993,
15 U.S.C. 4301 et seq. (“the Act”),
Southwest Research Institute:
Cooperative Research Group on
Consortium for NASGRO Development
and Support (“NASGRO”) has filed
written notifications simultaneously
with the Attorney General and the
Federal Trade Commission disclosing
changes in its membership. The
notifications were filed for the purpose
of extending the Act’s provisions
limiting the recovery of antitrust
plaintiffs to actual damages under
specified circumstances. Specifically,
Spirit Aerosystems Inc., Wichita, KS,
and Triumph Aerostructures, LLC,
Arlington, TX, have been added as
parties to this venture.

Also, Arconic, Inc., Alcoa Canter, PA,
has withdrawn as a party to this
venture.

No other changes have been made in
either the membership or planned
activity of the group research project.
Membership in this group research
project remains open, and NASGRO
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intends to file additional written
notifications disclosing all changes in
membership.

On October 3, 2001, NASGRO filed its
original notification pursuant to Section
6(a) of the Act. The Department of
Justice published, a notice in the
Federal Register pursuant to Section
6(b) of the Act on January 22, 2002 (67
FR 2910).

The last notification was filed with
the Department on February 24, 2017. A
notice was published in the Federal
Register pursuant to Section 6(b) of the
Act on April 4, 2017 (82 FR 16419).

Suzanne Morris,

Chief, Premerger and Division Statistics,
Antitrust Division.

[FR Doc. 2020-04000 Filed 2—26—20; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4410-11-P

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Antitrust Division

Notice Pursuant to the National
Cooperative Research and Production
Act of 1993—Cooperative Research
Group on ROS-Industrial Consortium
Americas

Notice is hereby given that, on
February 6, 2020, pursuant to Section
6(a) of the National Cooperative
Research and Production Act of 1993,
15 U.S.C. 4301 ef seq. (“the Act”),
Southwest Research Institute—
Cooperative Research Group on ROS-
Industrial Consortium-Americas (“RIC-
Americas”’) has filed written
notifications simultaneously with the
Attorney General and the Federal Trade
Commission disclosing changes in its
membership. The notifications were
filed for the purpose of extending the
Act’s provisions limiting the recovery of
antitrust plaintiffs to actual damages
under specified circumstances.
Specifically, Object Computing, Inc.
(OQI), St. Louis, MO, and Steel
Founder’s Society of America (SFSA),
Crystal Lake, IL, have been added as
parties to this venture.

No other changes have been made in
either the membership or planned
activity of the group research project.
Membership in this group research
project remains open, and RIC-Americas
intends to file additional written
notifications disclosing all changes in
membership.

On April 30, 2014, RIC-Americas filed
its original notification pursuant to
Section 6(a) of the Act. The Department
of Justice published a notice in the
Federal Register pursuant to Section
6(b) of the Act on June 9, 2014 (79 FR
32999).

The last notification was filed with
the Department on December 30, 2019.
A notice was published in the Federal
Register pursuant to Section 6(b) of the
Act on January 31, 2020 (85 FR 5720).

Suzanne Morris,

Chief, Premerger and Division Statistics Unit,
Antitrust Division.

[FR Doc. 2020-03988 Filed 2—26-20; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 4410-11-P

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Antitrust Division

Notice Pursuant to the National
Cooperative Research and Production
Act of 1993—Consortium for Execution
of Rendezvous and Servicing
Operations

Notice is hereby given that, on
February 3, 2020, pursuant to Section
6(a) of the National Cooperative
Research and Production Act of 1993,
15 U.S.C. 4301 et seq. (“the Act”),
Consortium for Execution of
Rendezvous and Servicing Operations
(“CONFERS”) filed written notifications
simultaneously with the Attorney
General and the Federal Trade
Commission disclosing changes in its
membership. The notifications were
filed for the purpose of extending the
Act’s provisions limiting the recovery of
antitrust plaintiffs to actual damages
under specified circumstances.
Specifically, Parabilis Space
Technologies, Inc., San Marcos, CA and
Thornton Tomasetti, Inc., Washington,
DC, have been added as parties to this
venture.

Also, Colorado Center for
Astrodynamics Research, Boulder, CO,
has withdrawn as a party to this
venture.

No other changes have been made in
either the membership or planned
activity of the group research project.
Membership in this group research
project remains open, and CONFERS
intends to file additional written
notifications disclosing all changes in
membership.

On September 10, 2018, CONFERS
filed its original notification pursuant to
Section 6(a) of the Act. The Department
of Justice published a notice in the
Federal Register pursuant to Section
6(b) of the Act on October 19, 2018 (83
FR 531086).

The last notification was filed with
the Department on November 11, 2019.
A notice was published in the Federal

Register pursuant to Section 6(b) of the
Act on December 5, 2019 (84 FR 66695).

Suzanne Morris,

Chief, Premerger and Division Statistics Unit,
Antitrust Division.

[FR Doc. 2020-04015 Filed 2—-26-20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4410-11-P

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Antitrust Division

Notice Pursuant to the National
Cooperative Research and Production
Act of 1993—Space Enterprise
Consortium

Notice is hereby given that, on
January 31, 2020, pursuant to Section
6(a) of the National Cooperative
Research and Production Act of 1993,
15 U.S.C. 4301 et seq. (“‘the Act”), Space
Enterprise Consortium (“SpEC”) has
filed written notifications
simultaneously with the Attorney
General and the Federal Trade
Commission disclosing changes in its
membership. The notifications were
filed for the purpose of extending the
Act’s provisions limiting the recovery of
antitrust plaintiffs to actual damages
under specified circumstances.
Specifically, A.T. Kearney Public Sector
and Defense Services, LLC, Arlington,
VA; AGILE Space Propulsion Company,
Durango, CO; Blue Origin, LLC, Kent,
WA; C3.ai dba C3 IoT, Redwood City,
CA; CesiumAstro, Austin, TX; CNF
Technologies Corporation, San Antonio,
TX; COLSA Corporation, Huntsville,
AL; Columbus Technologies and
Services, Inc., El Segundo, CA; E3
Federal Solutions, McLean, VA; Eikon
Research, Inc., Huntsville, AL; FEDITC,
LLC, Rockville, MD; Grey Matters
Defense Solutions, LLC, Castle Rock,
CO;, Infinity Technology Services,
Colorado Springs, CO; Iron Bow
Technologies, LLC, Herndon, VA;
Lynntech, Inc., College Station, TX;
Lynx Strategy Group, LLC, Alexandria,
VA; MCR Federal, LLC, McLean, VA;
Momentus, Inc., Santa Clara, CA;
mPower Technology, Albuquerque, NM;
Northstrat, Incorporated, Sterling, VA;
Radiant Mission Solutions, Inc.
(previously MDA), Chantilly, VA; Red
River Technology, LLC, Claremont, NH;
Rocket Propulsion Systems, LLC,
Renton, WA; SAP National Security
Services, Inc., Newton Square, PA;
Servi1Tech, Woodbridge, VA; Shipcom
Federal Solutions, Belcamp, MD;
Splunk, Inc., San Francisco, CA;
Strategic Mission Elements, Chantilly,
VA; The Systems Security Engineering
Group, LLC, Albuquerque, NM; Trace
Systems, Inc., Vienna, VA; and World
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Wide Technology, Maryland Heights,
MO, have been added as parties to this
venture.

Also, Composite Technology
Development, Lafayette, CO; Linear
Space Technology, LLC, Hamilton, NJ;
MDA Information Systems,
Gaithersburg, MD; New Frontier
Aerospace, Livermore, CA; P3
Technologies, Jupiter, FL; PreTalen,
Ltd., Beavercreek, OH; and Visionary
Products, Inc., Draper, UT, have
withdrawn as parties to this venture.

No other changes have been made in
either the membership or planned
activity of the group research project.
Membership in this group research
project remains open, and SpEC intends
to file additional written notifications
disclosing all changes in membership.

On August 23, 2018, SpEC filed its
original notification pursuant to Section
6(a) of the Act. The Department of
Justice published a notice in the Federal
Register pursuant to Section 6(b) of the
Act on October 2, 2018 (83 FR 49576).

The last notification was filed with
the Department on November 7, 2019. A
notice was published in the Federal
Register pursuant to Section 6(b) of the
Act on December 5, 2019 (84 FR 66696).

Suzanne Morris,

Chief, Premerger and Division Statistics Unit,
Antitrust Division.

[FR Doc. 2020-03983 Filed 2—26—20; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4410-11-P

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Antitrust Division

Notice Pursuant to the National
Cooperative Research and Production
Act of 1993—ASTM International
Standards

Notice is hereby given that on
February 10, 2020 pursuant to Section
6(a) of the National Cooperative
Research and Production Act of 1993,
15 U.S.C. 4301 et seq. (“the Act”),
ASTM International (““ASTM”) has filed
written notifications simultaneously
with the Attorney General and the
Federal Trade Commission disclosing
additions or changes to its standards
development activities. The
notifications were filed for the purpose
of extending the Act’s provisions
limiting the recovery of antitrust
plaintiffs to actual damages under
specified circumstances. Specifically,
ASTM has provided an updated list of
current, ongoing ASTM activities
originating between December 5, 2019
and February 10, 2020, designated as
Work Items. A complete listing of
ASTM Work Items, along with a brief

description of each, is available at
http://www.astm.org.

On September 15, 2004, ASTM filed
its original notification pursuant to
Section 6(a) of the Act.

The Department of Justice published
a notice in the Federal Register
pursuant to Section 6(b) of the Act on
November 10, 2004 (69 FR 65226).

The last notification with the
Department was filed on December 11,
2019. A notice was filed in the Federal
Register on January 9, 2020 (85 FR
1184).

Suzanne Morris,

Chief, Premerger and Division Statistics Unit,
Antitrust Division.

[FR Doc. 2020-03985 Filed 2—26-20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4410-11-P

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Antitrust Division

Notice Pursuant to the National
Cooperative Research and Production
Act of 1993—Cooperative Research
Group on Hedge IV

Notice is hereby given that, on
January 28, 2020, pursuant to Section
6(a) of the National Cooperative
Research and Production Act of 1993,
15 U.S.C. 4301 et seq. (“the Act”),
Southwest Research Institute—
Cooperative Research Group on HEDGE
IV (“HEDGE IV”) has filed written
notifications simultaneously with the
Attorney General and the Federal Trade
Commission disclosing changes in its
membership. The notifications were
filed for the purpose of extending the
Act’s provisions limiting the recovery of
antitrust plaintiffs to actual damages
under specified circumstances.
Specifically, Hanon Systems USA, LLC,
Van Buren Twp., MI, has withdrawn as
a party to this venture.

No other changes have been made in
either the membership or planned
activity of the group research project.
Membership in this group research
project remains open and HEDGE IV
inte